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This  State Court Caseload Statistics Annual

Report, 1978 is the fourth in a series of documents
containing statistical caseload data compiled from
the annual reports of each state court system and
from other available data. It is the result of the
cooperative effort of the.National Center for State
Courts and. the Conference of State Court Adminig~
trators (COSGCA) to develop within the National
Center a national database of state court caseload
statistics.

The National Court Statistics Project (NCSP)
continues to expand the scope of its activities and
capabilities, shifting its focus from data collec-
tish and publication to the analysis of these data
for the benefit of the courts community. - This
yelirly Annual Report) however, will continue fto be
the) /principal project publication. From year to
year the data contained in it demonstrate ‘the
gradual i.mprovemen[f‘: and sincreasing quality of
court data. i a

G

The Conference of  State GCourt Administrators
(CcoScA) " continues to give its support to the
National Court  Statistics Project” in its efforts
to establish within the National Center for State
Courts (NCSC) the capability of gathering, analyz-
ing, and disseminating statistical information on
each state court system in the nation. The pro-

 ject has' been made a cooperative effort between

COSCA and the NCSC by giving policy control and
direction over the project to a committee of state
court administrators selected from COSCA. ¢
This fourth edition of the Annual Report in-
cludes some improvements and additions over data
and ‘tables contained in “tha previous editions of
the report. In making these improvements, we con-

" tinue to be guided by the users of ‘this. informa—

tion. - Many questions’ have been  asked of staff
concerning the production of opinions in appellate
courts. ‘In. response to these inquiries, a table

outlining the number of opinions written in appel-:-

late courts, identified by case type, is included

‘with the other appellate court summary tables in

Part I. Modifications- have also been made to the

way in which the trial data from general and lim~

ited jurisdiction courts are presented. It is our
belief that these additions and modifications will

A"
p
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@
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The National Center has been assisted in the
production of the Annual Report by state afd local-
level coufrt “persomnel from across the coéuntry who
provide the raw data for it. The leadership of
COSCA  and especially the COSCA~CSIS Committee,

chaired successively by Bert Montague, Larry
Polansky; and now by Walter Kane, have been re-

sponsible for providing guidance to project staff,"

helping to find ways to present these data in a
way that is both comprehensive and comprehensible,

7

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

help the users of thisg report to find the informa-
tion they need in a form that is useful to them.

As always, we must caution the reader of this
report to pay close attertion to all the indica~
tions' of the completeness and comparability of
data, and to read the introduction to the report
where the methdélogy used to construct the report
and  the. limitations on its use are set out. An
inspection of ‘the three currently available edi-
tions of the report should demonstrate. to the
reader that the quality and quantity of court-
related data continue to improve, '

Walter J. Kane, Chairman

COSCA-NCSP Committee

Conference of State Court
Administrators
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Highlights

Production of the Annual Report series is an
evolutionary process with the long-term goal of
improvement of the statistical series being fore-
most for the National Court Statistics Project.
This process is discussed on pages 8 and 9, and the
dynamics for improvement and interrelationships of
project documents are discussed on page 9.

Data availability has improved greatly from the
first half of this century, when the first national
compilation of caseload data was attempted. This
improvement in the quantity of available data has
continued with significantly more data being re-
ported for 1977 and 1978 than for 1975 or 1976.
Some gross volume data are displayed in this report
for all appellate c¢ourts, for most of the trial
courts of general jurisdiction, and for many of the
trial courts of limited or special jurisdiction.
However, the validity and reliability of much of
the data reported has not been ascertained.

Substantial effort by the National Court Sta-—
tistics Project (NCSP) staff and the Conference of
State Court Administrators NCSP Committee was re-—
quired to develop a methodology for displaying na—
tionwide state court caseload for the first annual
report, published in 1979 to cover the 1975 court
year. During preliminary attempts to aggregate
available statistics into specific groupings, it
became obvious that any realistic compilation must
have a structure derived from, not superimposed
upon, .the data reported by the states. The second
annual report, published in 1980, reflected that
orientation and emphasis,: with augmentations made
to improve the presentation of the data and to ac-
commodate the ‘addition of 1imited jurisdiction

data. In the third edition of the Annual Report
series, the summary tables -were extensively re~

vised to reflecix recommendations made by members
of the Methodological Review Panel. The summary
statistics as presented in this fourth annual re-
port reflect the existing situation in state court
Statistics and are presented in a format designed
to increase their usefulness.

For the reader of this document, cautionary
notes necessarily abound. Because of many state-
to-state variations in the kinds of data reported,
the summary tables in this annual report do not
permit extensive, walid, direct comparisons of
caseload among states without careful examination
of all the factors involved in assuring that the
data are comparable.; Variations in data availa-
bility, court organization, subject matter juris-—
diction, " definitions of case types and units of
count, reporting periods, and the degrees of com
pleteness and accuracy of data all combinl to make
cross—jurisdictional comparisons extremely complex.
These variations are discussed in general terms in
the introduction to the report on pages 3 through
6. The limitations on analysis section (pages 7
and 8) provides an indication of the kinds of anal-
ysis that can and cannot be made with.the data in
this report. )

Comparisons among the 1978 data contained in
this report and the 1975, 1976, and 1977 data con-
tained in the first three reports in this series
should be made only after careful examination of
the factors mentioned above to ascertain that these
factors have not changed for the courts of
interest.

The report is divided into two parts, each with
its .own purpose. The summary statistical tables
in Part 1 were constructed from the individual

13

court profiles for all the states found in Part II.
Depending on the Ainterest of the user, he can pro-
ceed from the general to the specific or vice
versa. Users of the report may locate a summary
table of interést in Part I, for example, one con-
taining caseload inventory data for domestic rela-
tions cases. An examination of the data contained
in the table may stimulate questions that are an-
swered in part by reference to either the court
organization charts or individval court profiles
contained in Part II. Another approach is to first
examine a court profile in Part II of the document,
and then turn to the appropriate summary tables in
Part I to compare caseload volume of other courts
with similar jurisdiction to that of the court of
interest.

This two-part structure for the document re-
.quired its preparation to proceed in stages. First
an overview court organization chart and an indi-
vidual statistical profile was prepared for each
state's appellate .and trial courts. The resulting
documentation makes up Part II of this report. Data
were then compiled into nationwide inventory sta-
tistics (beginning pending, filed, disposed, and
end pending). The inventory statistics were sepa-—
rated where possible 1into broad case category
classifications, chosen to reflect the kinds of
data being reported by the states.

Several general observations can be made about
the 1978 state court caseload data. First, in ad-
dition to the inctease in data available, the num-
ber of cases filed in the courts has also increased
from 1977 to 1978. The caseload estimates indicate
that the number of cases filed per judge has in-
creased. Most trial courts also reported increases
in the number of filings from 1977 to 1978. Sec—
ond, the courts have managed to handle this in-
crease in filings fairly well with”most courts
disposing between 90 and 100 percent of the number
of cases filed. A few courts disposed more cases
than were filed. The disposition rates of less
than 100 percent, however, mean that most courts
are adding to their pending caseload. For courts
reporting pending caseload, most had increases of
less than 20 percent. Finally, for courts report-—
ing pending and filed data, the number of cases
pending at the end of the year as a percent of the
number of cases filed was less than 60 percent for
most courts of last resort, less than 90 percent
for most intermediate appellate courts . and for
civil caseflow /in most trial courts, less than 50
percent for criminal caseflow in most trial courts,

and less than 50 percent for juvenile caseflow in -

most trial courts,

The composition of the caseload of the courts
is also of interest. 1In the appellate courts, the
data available indicate that approximately 55 per-
cent of the appeals filed in 1978 were civil ap-
peals. For the trial courts in 1978 the caseload
estimates " indicate that of the 85.7 million cases
filed,- approximately 13 million were civil cases,
13.7 million were criminal cases, 57.5 million were
traffic cases, and 1.5 million weré juvenile cases.

The court organization charts and statistical
profiles in Part I1 are helpful references because
they indicate not only the organization and subject
matter jurisdiction of the courts in each’ state,
but also the differences in reporting periods,
units of count, and variations in case categories
and classifications. They show at a glance how
much data were available for comparison purposes.
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'State adult population within unit of count groupings.

Real property rights caseload for trial courts, 1978.
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change in pending. Filed per 100,000 adult populabioh « « o o « o s o ¢ o o « o o & o +
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State population, Disposed and end pending as a percent of filed. Number and percent

“change in pending i v« o ¢ « 5 o 4 sl e 0 s e s e e e e @ e s 6 e e s e e s wis e w o

i general jurisdiction, limited jurisdictionm, and all trial courts, 1978.

Page

67

68

70

71

73

78

81

83

85

86

89

92 .

93

9%

96

98

102

R



b T AT YT

e e et e " b o ) ) . T -
‘ {
! : Xi
X ; H
Page | Page Page
: (a1 rrs. 1978 . - Arkansas Court of Common Pleas—-court of District of Columbia .
Table 42: DWI/DUL casel?ad fog E:;: r:;grti;° DWI/DUI caseload. Disposed and end pending as a 104 ‘ limited jurisdiction. . . . . . s s+ o+ . 153 D%str%ct of Columb?a Court System, 1978. . . 181
State popu1a§1on- . d pe cZnt change in pending. Filed per 100,000 population . . . Arkansas County Court--court of limited District of Columbia Court of Appeals—-
percent. of filed. Number and per . 8 ‘ jurisdiction. . . . . . ., ..., ... 154 court of last resort. . . . .. .., ... . 182
Table 43: Other traffic violations caseloa§ for trial couFts,.li7t; ns caseload. Disposed and end AFka?sa§ Mynicipal Court-~court of limited District of ?olymb?a ?uperior Court--court
State population. Courts reporting other traffic violation ¥ Filed nei 100.000 ‘ Jurisdiction. . . . . . ... ..., . .. 154 of general jurisdiction . . . .., . . .. . 183
pénding as a percent of filed. Number and percent change in pending. P T 105 \rkansas City Court, Police Court. and
Y LR L A B A S AR S N Justice ofthe Peace Court-—courts of Florida
ulation « « « . . . .. .. . PR .
pop . . L. for trial courts, 1978. " limited jurisdiction. . . .. . . e » s+ +« . o 155 Florida Court System, 1978 . . ., . . . . . . 186
Table 44: Traffic disposition types for ting traffie disposition type data. Pleas, violations . " Florida Supreme Court--court of last resort. 187
State Popu}atlon‘ Courts repor % tal convictions, trial convictions, acquitted, ‘ California Florida District Courts of Appeal—--
bureau, bail or bond forgeltgresé ca disposition ty;e as a percent of traffic . California Court System, 1978. . . . . . . - 156 intermediate appellate court. . « + s . . . 188
nolle prosequi, and dismissed. a P s e e e s e e 6 e e ee e e e e s e e e e 107 California Supreme Court--court of Florida Circuit Court--court of general
dispositions . . v o ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 4 0 o 4 v . .. i . last resort « . + 4« . 4 ., 4. ... .. « 157 jurisdiction. . . . ., .. .. ... ¢+« . . 189
Table 45: Traffic jury and non—juryrt;izlf?i%z?iltlogi;giz7§% dispositions and trials. Trials as » Calif;;néa CourFs of Appeal--intermediate Ls8 F}or%d:.Czynty Court-~court of limited 190
State and court. Jury tria elfinition. Humbe " - ; £ . , ) ap?e a.e courc.. I T S Jurisdiction. . . . . . .., L., ... .«
- percent of dispositions. Numbers of jury trials, jury grlals.a? ?”?efc?nf ? e 109 Cgllfogyla'Superlor Court-~court of general 159 c ‘
dispositions and trials . & « v & ¢ ¢ 4 4 et e e e e oo 0. ' jurisdiction. Dt re e e e e eorgia
’ i 4 £ eneral jﬁrisdiction, limited"jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1978. California Justice Court--court of limited Georg}a Court System, 1978 . . . . . e o s . 191
Table 46: Juvenile ca§eloa or. g o ed and end pending as a percent of filed. Number and jurisdiction, . . v . . . . . . s e« s . . 160 Georgia Supreme Court——court of last resort. 192
State juvenile ?opulat%on. ispos I I JE IR R 112 o iCalifornia Municipal Court--court of limited Georgia Court of Appeals--intermediate
percent change in pending . . . « .« - . 1978 ) jurisdiction. . . . . . .., ... ... 162 appellate court . ., . ., , .., ... .. 192
. iminal— load fox trial courts . . . = . Georgia Superior Court—-court of eneral
Table 47: gzlﬁzn?ivzzgieoﬁfggi:tiiie Courts reporting criminal—type caseload. Dlsgozed aniogﬁgoo Colorado ' jur%sdictgon. TSR % coee .. 193
a * i i i .
pendin; as a percent of filed. Number and percent change in pending. Filed per s i1 ) Colorado Court System, 1978. . . . . . . . . 163 Georgia State Court and County Court——
juvenile population . « .'e « b w e e en e e vie s e e s e e e Colorado Supreme Court-—court of last resort 164 courts of limited jurisdiction. . . . . . . 194
J for trial courts. 1978. ’ < Colorado Court of Appeals-—intermediate Georgia Probate Court--court of limited
Table 48: Status‘offe?se caseloa? or crlrts re orEing status offenses caseload. Disposed and end appellate court . . , . . . . . . e e o « o« 165 jurisdiction. . . . ., . , . . . e ¢ s e o . 195
State juvenile populat102:1 dou Numbes and percent change in pending. Filed per 100,000 Colorado District Court, Denver Superior Georgia Juvenile Court-—court of limited
pending as a percent of filed. D S 1 Court, Denver Juvenile Court, and Denver Jurisdiletiom. o o v . ..., L L. L L. . 196
juvenile population . . .« . ¢ ¢ . . .. '8 Probate Court--court of general Georgia Municipal Court--court of limited
i . 1978, jurisdiction. . . . . . .. ..., . .... 165 jurisdiction. . e e e e e 196
49: Non—-offense caseload for trial courts,v / . d d . end ] ; J S < . LI . co. DI
Table 49 State juvenile population. Courts reporting non—offense cgseloag: Dlsgzizd :zr Colorado Water Court--court of general Georgia Civil Court--court of limited
pending as a percent of filed. Number and percent change in pending- T e e .. 116 _ jurisdiction. . . . . . . . ... ... .. 167 jurisdiction. . . . . . .. ... .. ... 196
100,000 juvenile population « « « « e s v e b e s te e e e e e e 978 Colorado County Court--court of limited Georgia Swall Claims Court-—court of
. : s i 68~1978. jurisdiction. . . . . . . . ... .. .. . 168 limited jurisdiction. . . . . . . . . . . . 196
: {vi d juvenile cases) for trial courts, 19 , juris . . . ted j
Table 50: Fl%ed cases (tOtal’.CIv;}’ crlm;gii, :grsJof cases filed data « o o o o o o o o o 0 . SRR 117 Colorado Municipal Court--court of limited Georgia Magistrate's Court-—court of
Trial courts reporting five or ¥ .. .. .z ile cases) i jurisdiction. . . . . .., . ... . . . . 168 limited jurisdiction. . . . . . . . . . o . 196
Table 51: Number and percent change.in filed cases (total, civil, crlmlngl, and “juveni Georgia Justice of the Peace Court—--court
. year to year and for l0-year period for trial courts, 1969-1978. e v e« . 120 Connecticut of limited jurisdiction . . . . ... . .. 196
Trial courts reporting five or more years of cases filed data . . . .. e Connecticut Court System, 1978 . ... . . . . 169 Georgia Recorder's Court, Mayor's Court,
. . . - Conmecticut Supreme Court--court of last . Municipal Court, City Council.Court,
: Sy - TESOTE. & v 4 4 v 4 o i i it e e e ... 170 Police Court, and Criminal Court—-courts
» AN v Connecticut Superior Court-—court of of limited jurisdiction . . . . . . . « « . 196
oL . . : . i general jurisdiction. . . . . . . . . . .. 171
State Court Statistical Profiles Page - . F eral ! Connecticut Court of Common Pleas-—court of Guam ‘ L
: . Alaska Superior Court——court of gener . 140 limited jurisdictiom. . . . . ., . .. . . 172 Guam Csurt System, 1978 . ., . . . .. . . . 197
Prgizzngourt System, 1978 . . . ¢« « s ¢ o . o 125 “jurisal?tlo?.t.céu;t. ;o;r; ;f.lim;t;d. * ‘ ‘Connecticut Probate Court--—court of limited e Superior Court—-Court of general
s . . 5 —_— ‘ . PR . ’ s T L
Court of last resort or imtermediate 26, A¥as§:d?ii§§:0 L 12 ‘ . CJurlsg}ct:og. . :1. é . ; V. .t. £ « o4 . 173 Jurisdiction. . . . . . . . ., . ... . .. 198
. uri L L O onnecticut Juvenile Court-—court o o
appeliate court . . . . o .« o o e eeeo 1 Aiaska'MagiStrates Courg-—court of .limited limited jurisdiction 173 Hawaii
Court of genmeral, limited, or special AP “ e e e e e e . 143 J TRttt e e e e .. ,
ourt ot ge ’ e e e ... 128 jurisdiction. « « o o & o < . Hawaii Court System, 1978. . . . . . = e .o 199
jurisdiction. . . . . . . . Delaware : . Hawaii Supreme Court--court of last resort . 200
Arizona s 1978 144 Delaware Court System, 1978. .°. . . o e oo 174 Hawaii Circuwit Court-—court of general .
' Arizona Court System sttt e e * ¢ - t jurisdiction. . . . . . . .. ... .. . .
Alabama ) 132 A:;:ona Supreme Couré——courg of laé?t resort. 145 D;izza::sgzgt?m? .0??f .c??f .Of L I & Higg;zdizsgogourt~-court of general 20}
Alabama Court Syztem;—}zZir; ;f.l;s; ;e;o;t: 133 Arizona Court of Appeals——intermediate 146” Delaware Court of Chancery--court of jurisdiction. . . . . ., . ., . . R 11X
A obama guprimif g:zil Appeals--inter&ediate ) a?pellate‘co?rt s w e .t. % .e;e;ai te ' general jurisdiction. . . . . ... . < vo.s 175 Hawaii Tax Appeal Court-—court of general
AlabaTi our urt R 77 Arlz?na.Su?erlor Court-—cour D’ gv 146 . Delaware Superior Court--court of general . jurisdiction. + . . . . . . .. .. < <« .« .« 203
P e er ot mrimin: 1s— - Jurisdiction. o . oo 0 v e v e, o o jurisdiction. . . v . .. .. L ... ... 176 Hawaii District Court--court of limited
Alabama Court of Criminal Appea i 135 Arizona Justices of tne Peace——court of Delaware Court of Common Pleas--court of jurisdiction. . . ., . . . ... . . s e . . 204
intermedlate dppellace court. . . . « v limited jurisdictiom. . . . .« . o oo oo 147 oo limited jurisdiction. . . . . . ...... 177 ~ \
Alabama‘CiFCUIt Gourt--caurt of genera 136 Arizona Municipal Court--court of limited 145 I Delaware Family Court=-cdart of limited Idaho
i, ; éo;r;-:c;u;t.d% ii;ited gurisdiction. o v oiee v @ b e . N jurisdiction. .. . . Wr. L L £ Idaho Court System, 1978 . . . . . « + « o . 205
A%ab?m:.D;§Eflc e v e e e e e . 137 ' Municipal Court of Wilmington, Delaware~- ( Idaho Supreme Court--court of last resort. . 206
Aiugls 1;tlb;;enc;u;t'-;ourt of limited Arkansas S 1978 . 150 court: of limited jurisdiction . . . . . . . 179 Ldaho Distriet Court--court of general W
abama Iro g ’ Arkansas Court System, e e e i e e s Delaware Justice of the Peace Court--court jurisdiction. . . . U .. L. L, L, 207
jurisdiction, o o o ¢ s o o p0 e vy es e 1HT Arkansas Supreme Court-rcourt. of : B ' of Yimite; jurisdiction 179 ‘ Ijaho Magistrates Division of
Municipal Court—-court of limited - e i 4 e e e s s W . 151 J ) e e Qoo o8 ", 1 @
A%ab?ma- +4 e e e o oW 137 last reso;t Can oo Rt : £ heral ‘ Delayare Alderman's Gourt--court of,llmxtgd District Court--court of general
Jurlsdletlon' v .4; ) ) Arkagsag C¥r°“1t Court=~court of gene . 152 . jurisdiction. « «u . 4 . . . . s e e e b . 180 jurisdiction. . . , . . . . .. e s e . e 209
jurisdiction. + o « ¢ o ., fale ittt o o
Alaska Chance and, Probate Court ) : o ,
oL 138 Arkansas ry 3 : ;
. ka Court System, 1978. . . & . v o 4 4 . a s jurisdiction s o+ + + & o 153
‘zizzk: SﬁpremeyCour;“—court of last resort . 139 -—court of general Jurisdicts .




" ;"

B = SR

Xii

Illinois
Illinois Court System, 1978. . . . « « .+ &
Illinois Supreme Court——court of
last reSort o « o & & s o o @ e 4 e e o s
Iflinois Appellate Court-—intermediate
appellate court . . + « ¢« ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ e . .
Illinois Circuit Court—court of general
jurisdiction. « o ¢ ¢« o ¢ 4 4 e e e 4 e o

Indiana

Indiana Court System, 1978 . . . . . . . . .
Indiana Supreme Court—--court of last resort.

Indiana Court of Appeals——intermediate
appellate court . ¢« ¢ « « o ¢ ¢ s o & o
Indiana Superior Court and Circuit Court—
courtof general jurisdiction. . . « . « .
Criminal Court of Marion County, Indiana—-
court of general jurisdiction . . . . . .
Indiana County Court-—court of limited
jurisdiction. « ¢« « ¢ ¢ 4 4 o 4 o 0 0 ..
Indiana Probate Court--court of limited
Jurisdictioms « « & o & o o o 8 e e o0 e e
Municipal Court of Marion County, Indiana--
court of limited jurisdiction . . . .°. .
Juvenile Court of Marion County, Indiana--
court of limited jurisdiction . . . . . .
Indiana City Court-—court of limited
JUrisdictions « « o o o o o 4 o &4 4 e s
Indiana Town Court—-—court of limited
jurisdictioNe « o o 4 ¢ o o o o v e 0 ..
Small Claims Court of Marion County,
Indiana--court of limited jurisdiction. .

Towa
Iowa Court System, 1978. . . . . . « . + .
Towa Supreme Court-—-—court of last resort .
Iowa Court of Appeals—intermediate
appellate court « ¢ « 4 ¢ ¢ o o o . o e e
Iowa District Court--court of general
jurisdictione « o+ ¢ o o o o s s 8 o s e

Kansas
Kansas Court System,; 1978. . . . « . « . .
Kansas Supreme Court--court of last resort
Kansas Court of Appeals—intermediate
, appellate COUTE + ¢« v v o o o » s o o o »
Kansas District Court——court of general
JurisdictionNe « o o « o o o o o o s 0 e »
Kansas Municipal Court-—court of limited
Jurisdiction. « o o o ¢ ¢ o e 6 e s & s e

&
‘

Kentucky <

Kentuck;QCourt System, 1978, . « . . . ¢ .

Kentucky Supreme Court--court of

last TeSOTL o 4 4 4 4 e s e e s e s s e

Kentucky Court of Appeals——intermediate
appellate court . ¢ e o o o ¢ 5 o0 o » o

Kentucky Circuit Court——court of general
jurisdiction: « « & o » o o o o

Kentucky District Court—-court of limited
jurisdiction. o o & o ¢ o ¥ 4 e s o 6 e

oI\‘o

‘Louisiana

Louisiana Court System, 1978 . . . « . . .
Louisiana Supreme Court-—court of

1ast TeSOTE « o « o o s o & a0 o 5 = o
Louisiana Courts of Appeal—intermediate
appellate court © ¢ o ¢ e s . g e e e w s
Louisiana District Court--court of general
jurisdiction: « o« « v o & 0 s 0 0 8 s .
Louisiana Family Court and Juvenile Court--
courts of limited jurisdictiony . . . . .

st S s T ARG s R . 8-l T RO SR O M

Page
211
212
213
214
216
217
218
218
220
220
221
222
223

223

223

223
224
225
227
228
230
231
233
234

235

236
237
238
239

240

241
242
243
244

244

///

Vi

Louisiana City Court, Parish Court,
Municipal Court and Traffic Court of .
New Orleans~—courts of limited
jurisdiction. « » o o o s 0 2 e ¢ s e o .

Louisiana Justice of the Peace Court-—
court of limited jurisdiction « . « « « &

Louisiana Mayor's. Court—--court of limited
Jurisdiction. « o « o o o o s s e e .

Maine ;
Maine Court System, 1978 « v & ¢ o ¢ 6 0
Maine Supreme Judicial Court-—court of
l1ast reSOTL o 2 ¢ o o o s & o & &
Maine Superior Court——court of general
Jurisdiction. « o 4 ¢ s 4 et e e 2. . s
Maine District Court—-court of limited
Jurisdiction: « « « ¢ s ¢« o+ o ¢ s e e e
Maine Administrative Court-—-court of i
limited jurisdiction. . « ¢ ¢ &+ ¢ o o o &«
Maine Probate Court—-court of limited

e, e o o

jurisdiction. « « ¢ .4 o 4 4 4 ere 2o e o

Maryland
Maryland -Court System, 1978. . . . . . . .
Maryland Court of Appeals——court of
last resort « . « . . T T SR
Maryland Court of Spec1al Appeals—-
intermediate appellate court. « « « « .+ o
Maryland Circuit Court--court of general
© Jurisdiction. « 4 s 4 4 4 e s 0 e s e e s
Maryland District Court—=court of limited
Jurlsdlctlon. e s s s e s e s s 4 8 s w
Maryland Orphan's Court——court of llmlted
jurisdictions « « « ¢ o o 6 o 0 e e 6 e .

Massachusetts
Massachusetts Court System, 1978 . . . . .
Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court--
court of last resort. . . . . . o . . o

Massachusetts Appeals Court——intermediate

appellate court + o v o o o s 5 o N
Massachusetts Superior Court--court of

general jurisdiction. . « « ¢ + ¢ ¢ . o

Massachusetts Probate Court --court of
limited jurisdiction. « ¢ « o o o = o « &
MaSsachusetts District Court--court of .
limited jurisdiction. + « o « o ¢ ¢ o o
Massachusetts Land Court--court of limited
jurisdiction. « ¢ & & ¢ o v e 4 e e e
Massachusetts Juvenile Court-—court of
limited jurisdiction. + o« o o« o s o o o &
Massachusetts Housing Court--court of
limited jurisdiction. «.. v « e:e o o &
Boston Municipal Court, Massachusetts—-.
* court of limited Jurlsdlctlon e o e e e o
&~
Mlchlgan u
Michigan Court System; 1978. . . . « « o .
Michigan Supreme Court—-court: of
¢ 1dSE TEBOTE v o & s & s o 4 s°e s s s s .4
Michigan Court-of Appeals—-intermediate
appellate cou:t e e e e v we 8 68 E e
- Michigan Circuit Court——court of general
.jurisdiction.

)
-\'.loooo.'~0loo,-

Michigan Court of Clalms-—court of general

Jurlsdlctlon. D T T SV A S
Recorder's Court of Detroit, Mlch1gan--

court of general Jurlsdlctlon SRRSO
Michigan District Court-%court of limited

Jurisdiction. . e o 6 v J ¢ ee e 8 o2 s
Michigan Municipal ‘Court--court of limited

Jurisdiction. « e v o a e eiw 0 e w0

Page

245
245;

245

246

247

248

250
251

251

252
253
254
255
257

257

258
259
259

260

260

261

262
262
263

263

264
265
265
266
267
267
268

269

e Y

i

Michigan Probate Court-—court of limited
Jurisdiction. « « o+ v s 0 s 4 e e s a4 e s
Common Pleas Court of Detroit, Michigan——
court of limited jurisdiction . . « oo . &

Minnesota

Minnesota Court System, 1978 . . . . . . . .
Minnesota Supreme Court--court of
18t TEBOTE o« o« o o o o o o o o o o o s o
Minnesota District .Court—-court of general
jurisdictions « « « ¢ o 4 0 4 e e 40 e o0 0w
Minnesota County Court—-court of limited
Jurisdictions « o o o ¢ ¢ o e 0 s s s e ..
Minnesota County Munlclpal Court—-court of
limited Jurlsdlctlon. “w o s .8 e e o e e s
Minnesota Conciliation Court——court of
limited jurisdiction. « « o« o o ¢ o ¢ o .o &

» Minnesota Probate Court—-court of limited

Jurisdiction: « ¢« « o o o o o ¢ o 0 o o o .

Mississippi

Mississippi Court System, 1978 . . . . .
Mississippi Supreme Court—-court of
last YESOTE: & o ¢ o o o o % o o o o o o
Mississippi Circuit Court——-court of gemeral
, Jurlsdlctlon. T T ST
Mississippi Chancery Court--court of
general jurisdiction. « « « ¢« « ¢« o « ¢ o .
Mississippi County Court——court of limited
jurisdiction: « « ¢ & ¢ o 4 4 e e W 40 s
Mississippi Justice Court-—~court of limited
jurisdictione o o o ¢ 2 06 v s e 00 e . s
Mississippi Family Court-—court of limited
Jurisdiction: « o « 4 ¢ s 4 s 6 o e o o
Mississippi Municipal Court-——court of
limited jurisdiction. « o « « o o « o s o

Missouri

W

Missouri Court System, 1978, . . . . o « « .
Missouri Suprenie Court--court of

lagt resort . . .« . .
Missouri Court of Appeals——intermediate
appellate court + « v o &+ s 4 s s 6. e . e
Missouri Circuit Court and Court of Common
Pleas——court of general jurisdiction. . . .
St. Louis, Court of Criminal Correction,
Missouri-—court of limited jurisdictiom . .
Missouri Magistrate Court—-court of

limited jurisdictions « « « & ¢ o o0 o e .
Missouri Probate”’Court——court of limited
Jurisdiction. o o o e 6 0 s 6 o o e w4 e e
Missouri Municipal Court--court of limited
Jurisdiction. « o o o ¢ o & s & o0 aare o

e 2 e« 8 & & o e s o @

Montana e

Montana Co.ct System, 1978 v v w0 v v e s

Montana Stipreme Court-—court of last resort. .

Montana District Court—-court of general
jurisdictions « & ¢ o o0 s e s ee e e

Montana Justice Court—=-court of limited
Jurisdiction. + ¢« ¢4 ¢ v 0 e e 0 e W s

Montana City Court--court of limited
jurisdiction. « 4 o e s eta a0 i e e 4 e s

Montana Municipal Court—-court of limited

cJurisdiction: « « v e e 0 e e s ie e e

iy Nebraska

i

2

Nebraska Gourt System, 1978. .+ & o ¢ o0 v &
Nebraska Supreme Court—-court .of’
last resort . .
Nebraska District Court——court of general
Jurlsdlctlon. T T T R

LI IR TN T S R T L R T A B A

Page
270

271

272

273

274

275
277
277

277

278
279
280
280
281
281
281

281

282

284
285
286
286
287

287

288
289

291

292

293

294

Nebraska County Court--court of 11m1ted
JUrisdictione o o « o + 4 » o 4 s . s os e .
Nebraska Municipal Court——court of limited
JUrisdiction. « o o o s o o . s s e s o4 o s
Nebraska Separate Juvenile Court—-court. of
limited jurisdiction. « o« « « ¢ o & o« o o &
Nebraska Workmen's Compensation Court—-
court of limited jurisdiction . .+ « « « & .

Nevada 3 R
Nevada Court System, 1978, « . .+ ¢ ¢ « ¢« « .
Nevada Supreme Court-—court of last resort .
Nevada District Court—-—court of general
Jurisdiction. « o« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 o v s s e . e
Nevada Justice Court—-court of limited
jurisdiction. « « o 4 4 4 ¢ e 4 e e e o . .
Nevada Municipal Court—-court of limited

jurisdiction. « o « & 4« s 4 e e e e s e e s

New Hampshire

New Hampshire Court System, 1978 . . . . . .

New Hampshire Supreme Court——court of last
TESOTE:s o o o o o o s o o o o s w o 2 o o »

New Hampshire Superior Court——court of
general jurisdiction. +« « o« « « o o o s o o

New Hampshire District Court-—court of
limited jurisdiction. « « o « o ¢ o « o & &

New Hampshire Probate Court-—court of

" limited jurisdiction. o o « o o o o o s o

New Hampshire Municipal Court——court of
limited jurisdiction. « « ¢ o o « ¢ o « o &

New Jersey
New Jersey Court System, 1978. . . . « . . .
New Jersey Supreme Court—court of last
TEEOTLs « o o o o o o o o o o o o s = .o o o
New Jersey Appellate Division of Superior
Court--intermediate appellate court . . . .
New Jersey Superior Court (Law Division and
Chancery Division) and County Court--
court of general jurisdiction + . « W & + &
New Jersey County District Court-—court of
limited jurisdiction. « « o « & o o o o o+ «
New Jersey Juvenile and Domestic Relations
Court=-court “of limited jurisdiction. . « .
New Jersey Municipal Court——court of
limited jurisdiction: « « « « & « &+ « « o &
New Jersey Surrogates. + + « « v » o s o o

New Mexico .
-.New Mexico Court System, 1978. . . . + . ..
New Mexico Supreme Court-—court of
last reSOTE ¢ ¢ v s o v o s s s e e w0 e e
New Mexico Court of Appeals——intermediate
appellate court « « o e s 4 v e s e ee e
- New Mexico District Court--court of general
Jurlsdlctlon. “ o o8 e
New Mexico Magistrate Court—-court of
limited jurisdiction. « « « '« o o o.5 o &
_New Mexico Probate -Court--court of limited
Jurlsd1ctlon. “ e 4 me e s e e es sie e
New Mexico Municifial Court—-court of
limited jurisdiction: « « o e o ¢ o o o o« &
Small Claims Court of Albuquerque,
New Mexico-—court of limited jurisdictiom .

New York
New York Court System, 1978. o .8 8 e eie e
New York Court of Appeals—-courtuof
last resott . N T P e e
New York Appellate Divisions of the Supreme
Court-—intermediate appellate court . . . .

Page
295
296
296
29[
298
299
300
300

300

301
302
303
304
305

306

307
308

309

312
314
315
315
316
317
318
319
320
320
320

-320

321
322

323

PN RN




Lfb T

S aw

ey _ - -
xiv ’
w ’
N Page
New York Appellate Terms of the Supreme
Court——intermediate appellate court . . . . 324
New York Supreme Court and County Court—-
courts of general jurisdiction. . . . . . . 325
Civil Court of the Gity of New York—-
court of limited jurisdiction . . . . . . . 326
Criminal Court of the City of New York—
court of limited jurisdiction . . « « « . o 327
New York Family Court—-court of limited
jurisdiction. « « « « + ¢ ¢ « & % o e e« . 328
New York District Court and City Court-—-
courts of limited jurisdictioit. . . . « .-« 329
New York Surrogates' Court—-court of
limited jurisdiction. « « « o « o » =« « » o 330
New York Court of Claims--court of limited .
jurisdiction. « « o « 4 ¢ . ¢ . . . . . . 330
New York Town and Village Court--court of
limited jurisdiction. « « « » « o » <« « « » 330
North Carolina
North Carolina Court System, 1978, . . . . . 331
North Carolina Supreme Court——court of last
TESOTE: o o o o «. o s o o o » o o o '« o o« « 332
North Carolina .Court of Appeals——
intermediat8~sppellate courte « ¢« « « + o - 333
North Carolina Superior Court—-court of
general jurisdiction. « « « « « .+ o ¢ o o . 334
North Carolina District Court—-court of
limited jurisdictionm. « « « i « ¢ ¢ .o o o « 335
“hy
North Dakota
North Dakota Court System, 1978. . . . . . . 337
North Dakota Supreme Court——court of last
TESOTLs o o + o o o o « o s o o = o o o o « -338
North Dakota District Court—-—court of
general jurisdiction. . . ¢« .+ ¢ e . o . . 339
North Dakota, County Probate Court——court of
i limited jurisdiction. . « &« « & » o « o » « 340
iy North Dakota County Court with Increased
Jurisdiction~—court of
‘ limited jurisdiction. « . « « + o & . . . . 341
) North Dakota County Justice Court-—court of
limited jurisdiction. « « o « o o o « o o o 342
North Dakota Municipal Court—-—court of
limited jurisdiction. « « « o « o s o o . = 342
Ohio ¢ ~
Ohio Court System, 1978. . . . . . « « « &+ » 343
Ohio Supreme Court-—court of last resort . . 344
Ohio Court of Appeals—intermediate “
appellate cOUTL « + e o o o o « o o & » = o 345
Ohio Court of Common Pleas——court of
general jurisdiction: « « + o« o o o 4w . . 345
Ohio County Court——court of limited
jurisdiction. « o + + o o6 0 wie e o .. 347
“Ohio Court of Claims~—court of limited
jurisdiction. « « « ¢ ¢ o e 4 « 4 & o w0 o 348
Ohio Municipal Court--~court of limited
jurisdiction. & o ¢ o o « e o o e o o0 o o 349
Ohio Mayors' Court-—coyrt of limited
Jurlsdlctlon. D 511
Okiahoma = B
Oklahoma Court System, 1978, o v 0o oo . 351
Oklahoma Supreme Couttf--court of i
last reSOrt o« w o o o s 0 o w5 o s « o & » 352
~ Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals—
' court of last TeSOTt. « o o o o o o « o « & 353
Oklahoma Court of Appeals-—intermediate
appellate COUTt o o o o o » « o 4 o «io o o 354
Oklahoma District Court-—court of general
JUrisdiction. v e ¢ o e b o 2 o w8 o s o

.
355

-
N

Oklahoma Worker's Compensation Court—-
court of limited Jurlsdlctlon e e e e s
Oklahoma Court of Bank Review——court of

limited jurisdiction. « « o « « « & P
Oklahoma Court of Tax Review—-—court of
limited jurisdiction. « « « « « o & leuﬁ. .

Oklahoma Municipal Criminal Court of
Record-—court of limited jurisdiction . . .
Oklahoma Municipal Court Not of Record-- .
court of limited jurisdiction . . o . « . .
Oregon
Oregon Court System, 1978. . . . . . ... . .
Oregon Supreme Court—court of last resort .
Oregon Court of Appeals—-intermediate
appellate COUTE o« o ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o o @
Oregon Circuit Court——court of general
jurisdictione o o & o ¢+ e 6 W e 4 e e e s
Oregon Tax Court-—court of
general jurisdiction. . « « « + ¢ ¢ o . o .
Oregon District Court—court of 11m1ted
Jurlsdlctlon. e s st e e 6 e 4 s e e s
Oregon County Court—-—court of limited
Jurisdiction. « o o« & o & o o e o . e . o0 s
Oregon Justice Court—-—court of 11m1ted
jurisdiction. « o v ¢ 4 o . s e e e e o o0 e
Oregon Municipal court-—court of limited
jurisdiction. & + ¢ v ¢ ¢ o e 0 e e e e e
X . g
Pennsyivania
Pennsylvania Court System, 1978. . . . . . .
Pennsylvania Supreme Court—-court of last
TESOTLY o o o o s o o o o o o o o s « » o
Pennsylvania Superior Court-—intermediate
appellate COUTE « % o o o « o o s o o5 &
Pennsylvania Commonwealth Court—-
intermediate appellate court. . . « « « . .
Pennsylvania Court of Common Pleas——court
of general jurisdiction « « + « ¢ & « o o o
Philadelphia Municipal Court, Pennsylvania--—

court of limited jurisdiction .. . < . . o

Philadelphia Traffic Court, Pennsylvania—-
court of limited jurisdiction « . . . . . .
Pennsylvania District Justice -Court——court
of limited jurisdiction . . re e
Pittsburgh City Magistrates; Pennsylvanla--«
court of limited jurisdictiom . . «'u .. o .
4 :
Puerto Rico v

Puerto Rico Court System, 197 e ve e a e
Puerto Rico Supreme Court——court of

@ e s

1ast reSOTE &  u o & o o s o & & ¥ o0 & e e,

Puerto Rico ‘Superior Court—ncourt of .
general jurisdiction. + s o o 4 % 4 4 4 . s
Puerto Rlco District Court—-court of
limited Jurlsdlctlon. e ¥ el e e e e e e
Puerto Rico Justices of the Peace-—court of
limited “jurisdiction. « . o &+ ¢ o o o & % .
Puerto Rico Municipal Ceurt——court of
limited Jurlsdlctlon. Wie a8 e s @ selee
& X\Rhode Island . .
Rhode Isiand Coart System, 1978. . . .\,"’.
Rhode Island Supreme Court~—court of last .
TESOTE: & e’ e o ¢ 4 s 0 ¢ e s e e e e s e s
Rhode Island Superior Court-—court of
general jurisdictiof. + o o a6 § 4 o 4 e .
Rhode Island District Courtﬁrcourt of
limited Jurlsdlctlon. e e e el v e e e
Rhode Island Family Court--court of limited

Y
<&

Jur1sd1ct10n.;. A LN R W PR

Page
356
357
357
357
357
358
359
360
361
362
362
363
364

365

366
367
368
368
369
370
370

371

371 ¢

372
373
374
376

377

1,377

378

1379

. 5 380

3810

382

B

T
A

ke gt e

R

Rhode Island Municipal Court--court of
limited jurisdiction. « « o o = « « « o o+ &
Rhode Island Probate Court—-court of
limited jurisdictiom. . . + « « o s o o ¢

South Carolina
South Carolina Court System, 1978. . . . . .
South Carcolina Supreme Court-=court of last
TESOTLs « o o o o o s o 2 o o o« o s o s o =
South Carolina Circuit Court--court of
general jurisdiction. . . . e e e e e e
South Carolina County Court and Civil and
Criminal Court--c¢ourts of limited
Jurisdictions. o o ¢ + 4 e 4 4 e e v eie e
South Carolina Famlly Court——court of
limited jurisdiction. o« « « ¢ & o o o o o+ »
South Carolina Magistrate Court-—court of
limited jurisdiction. « « ¢ « o+ o o o « o @
South Carolina Probate Court-—court of
1imited jurisdictions « « ¢« « s 4 o s o .
South Carclina Municipal Court--court of
limited jurisdictiom. « « « o « o o & o «

South Dekota
South -Dakota Court System, 1978. . . . . . .
South Dakota Supreme Court—-court of last

Page

TESOTLe o« a- o o o o o o 5 o o s o s'sa o o »

South Dakota Circuit Court—-—court of
general jurisdictiom. « ¢« + ¢ « o ¢ « o .

Tennessee .
Tennessee Court System, 1978 . . . . ¢ . .
Tennessee Supreme Court-—court of-

1aSE TES0TE o « o o o o « o & o o 2.0 s+ o &
Tennessee Court of Appeals——intermediate

appellate court « « « o & o o o o s e 4 e

Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals—inter-—
mediate appellate court « o « ¢ o o & o .
Tennessee Circuit Court and Criminal Court--
courts of general jurisdiction. . « . ¢ o .
Tentiessee Law and Equity Court--court of
general jurisdictions. « « ¢ « o o o 20 o s
Tennessee Chancery Court—-court of gemneral
jurisdictione o o o « o o % o 6 4 s 0 s 0 s
Tennessee General Sessions Court——court of
limited jurisdiction. « « « o & « + « v « »
Tennessee Probate Court——-court of limited
jurisdiction. o o o ¢ ¢ o v @ v v e e 0 e .
Tennessee County Court~-court .of limited
Jurlsdlctlon. e e rieie w e da e 6ew e
Tennessee Juvenile Court—-court of limited
JurisdictioNs o o ¢ o ¢« s o b6 e b e g e s
Tennessee Municipal Court-—court of limited
jurisdiction. . . . .. P
Tennessee Justice of the Peace Court-—court
of limited Jurisdiction « « ¢ o o6 s o e o
. o
Texas h
‘Texas Court System, 1978 & v v v e ve v

" Texal. Supreme Copurt--court of last resort. »

Texas Court of Criminal Appeals—=court of
1ast TeSOrL o o v o« o o o 4w e e 4 w4 s s
Texas Courts of Civil Appeals—-intermediate
appellate cOUTE o & o o % ¢ 4 o o 4 0 @ e e
Texas District Court and Criminal District
Court--courts of general jurisdiction . .
* Texas County Court:at Law, Constitutional
County. Court,‘and'Probate Court--courts of
limited jurisdiction. e o o v o o s o « o »
Texas Municipal Court~-court of limited
Jurisdiction. « o 4 v s v s ee e e e
Texas Justice of the Peace Court-—court. of
limited jurisdiction. « v ¢« o v ¢ o v ¢ o &

”

382

382

383

384

385

386
387
388
388

388

389
390

391

392
393
394
395
396
398
399
400
401
401
401
401

401

402
403

404
505"

406

408

409
410

XV
Page
Utah
Utah Court System, 1978, . . . . « ¢ &« « « « 4l1
Utah Supreme Court-—court of last resort . . 412
Utah District Court——court of general
jurisdiction. . + v v o 4 v . 0 s e s . . . 413
Utah City Court——court of
limited jurisdiction « « « « o o o « s « « o 414
Utah Juvenile Court——court of limited
jurisdictione o« + ¢ v o ¢« W 4 o o o o o o o 415
Utah Justice Court-—court of limited
Jurisdiction. v « v 4 4 o 4 s 4 e s« o o« 416
Vermont
Vermont Court System, 1978 . . . . . . . . . 417
Vermont Supreme Court--court of last resort. 418
Vermont Superior Court-—court of general
jurisdictionefie « o « ¢ 4 ¢ o 0 . 4 o o . o 419
Vermont District Court—-court of general
jurisdiction. .« « ¢ ¢ v 4 4 e 4 e« s . . 420
Vermont "Probate Court-—court of limited
jurisdictione « o+ « v o e 0 s e 0 e e o . 421
Virginia
Virginia Court System,.1978. . . . . . « . . 422
Virginia Supreme Court--court of
last YeSOTE o 4 o ¢ o o o o o o o o9 « s o 423
Virginia Circuit Gourt-—court of general
Jurisdiction. « o o ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 v e e e o s . 424
Virginia District Court——court of limited
Jurisdiction: « « « s o o o o s o o o o o« 425
Washington
Washington Court System, 1978. . . . . . . . 426
Washington Supreme Court—-—court of
last TeSOYL « & o « o o o s o o o o 5 o o « 427
Washington Court of Appeals—intermediate
app€llate court « « o o o o s 4 o o s o« 428
Washington Superior Court-—court of general
Jurisdiction. « « o ¢ « o o o o 4 o . o . o 429
Washington Municipal and Police Court--
court of limited jurisdiction . . . . . . . 430
Washington District Court and Justices of
the Peace—-courts of limited jurisdiction . 431
West Virginia
West Virginia Court System, 1978 . , . . . . 432
West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals—
court of last resort. . . + « o « ¢ v'o . . 433
West Vlrglnla Circuit Court--court of
general jurisdiction. + « « ¢ ¢« .+ o ..« . o 434
West Virginia Magistrate Court--court of !
limited jurisdiction. « « ¢ o o o o o o o o 435
West Virginia Municipal Court--=court of
limited jurisdiction: « o « o v & o « o » o 435
Wiscounsin
Wisconsin Court System, 1978 . . . ¢ . « « . 436
Wisconsin Supreme Court--court of ’
1ast TESOTL ais o s o s o s o o o o o s o 437
Wistonsin Circuit Court and County
Court--courts of general jurisdiction . . . 438
Wisconsin Municipal Justice Court-—court of
11m1ted Jurlsdlct1on. e s e e ae e e e 440
Wyoming N 0
Wyoming Court System, 1978 . « « o o u. o' v .o 441
Wyoming Supreme Court——court of last resort. 442
Wyoming District Court—-court of general
Jurisdiction. & w ¢ e e W s e s e e e o o 443

Wyoming Justice Court—-court of limited ; o

Jurisdiction. « ¢ v v v ee e 0 e e e .&( 43
Wyomlng Municipal Court——court of limited .
jlrisdiction. o « o v v e v o 4 .O.Q.’. .

sk

R

L

b

JR—

b g e

T —



L T

, i 4 / 3
5 o . "\, i
i ’ Introduction |
i ’ - National Court-Statistics Project \ : ‘
- : The Annual Regott series of state court case- Bureau of the Census 1978 revised estimates) other A
: /; load statistics is the product of the continuing 1978 demographic data (taken from the Statistical w’
B ‘cooperative relationship between the Conference of Abstract of the  United States: 19804);° H
. State Court Administrators (COSCA) and the National. special characteristics regarding subject wmatter
i Center for State Courts (NCSC). Financial manage- Jur1sd1ct1on and court structure. When explanation
5 ment, project management, and project staffing re~ of a court's jurisdiction was not directly obtain-
; K spons1b111r_y are assumed - by - the National ' Court able, available information was used from the State ° i
o Statistics Project (NCSP) of the NCSC.  COSCA, Court Organization, 19803. i
’ ,through its Court Statistics and Informatlon Sys- : )
N "tems Committee, provides general pohcy review, = ) “i
3 ,,gui’dance“, and control over all project activities., - . ‘ ’ o
? The twin goals of the National Court Statistics Scope of " the report ' :
: Project are to collect, compile, analyze, and dis- . = PR
(- Seminate state court caseload statistics anmd to _The first annual report (1975) . présented
: ® 7ihelp states improve  the qual1ty of the data they avallab_le caseload data  for state a.ppelllate courts :
) report by assisting them in resolving their sta- and trial courts. of g.enera.l JUflSdlCt.J-OU» and. for : .
'  am N tistical problems. The Annual Report “geries re- selected categories (Juvem.l.e, domestic relations,
IntrOductlon ‘ ‘ sponds directly to the first goal by compiling all  Probate, and mental health) in limited jurisdiction
. . ‘ ' ' available state court caseload data from the 50  courts. The second annual report (1976) again
- M ” avs 3 . gtates, the District of Columbia, Guam, and Puerto presented available data for appellate courts .and :
; : Rico.l ‘ courts of general jurisdictionm, and also included y
L ) ~ N _ : o ' ‘ all available caseload data for all limited juris- i
. , . v v diction courte._ - As data from each court level be- -
Methodol'ogy'em&ployed ’ E o . come more  complete, future aggregation of trial Wi i
? ) ; } S : : court caseloads should become more meaningful. i
; o . % k " These NCSP goals require the careful choo's‘m§ . The 1976 report was expanded o include Puerto é
' N _ " of an annual report series .methodology for assem- ~ Rico. The addition of Puerto Rico to the series i
¢ : . - o . bling the caseload data that are available from  was made possible through translation asgistance . |
. : each of the states. ) . provided by the Puerto Rico Office of Cour&Admln—
i ‘ ] ’ . istration. Data from Guam were added for thé 1977,
5. g o court year. The scope of future reports will be 4
. e Data sources o : o . broadened to include American Samoa and the Virgin - §
< i Islands when these data become available. ‘ i
{ @ ‘ “{' ) The sources of data for the tables presented This "report reflects court organization and
§ : A“Xl" o in thls serles _are published annual reports pro-— jurlsdlctlon as it existed in 1978, but the reader E
i s . - ﬁ vided " by - the states and unpublished statistical should keep in mind that .court systems are not
i B b material Tequested of and supplied by state court static entities. For example, since 1977, Missouri ;
@ ) « = A '!‘I administrators and -appellate’ court clerks. . (Ap- ° has unified its trial courts, .and Alaska, Hawaii,
- {i @.,Y)_'E, 4 » pendix A of this report 1dent1f1es the sources of . and Iowa have all added intermediate appellate, 4
. ) . L data from each state.) courts. Other states have made changes in. the :
’ - ! ol In addition to a review of all pub11shed and jurisdiction of individual courts. Ia 1978, Texas
. ) ¥, unpublighed data received from the states, a stud)'v ‘united its Domestic Relations Court and . Juvenile
\1 .~ wag’ made of all available reporting forms and in- Court into the District Court system, and the dol-
I structions used by the states to collect caseload lar amount limits of c¢ivil  jurisdiction have
a ’ o # statistics from their \respectwe courts. Addi~ changed in many courts.  Because court organiza-
o 0 5 . ( tional relevant information was secured from ap- tional or jurisdictional  characteristics change ;
. \ . ‘ ) o . . propriate’ personnel in each state. As the project over time, caution . should be -exercised in o
) - ) o N 8 - - .- progressed, telephone contact and. follow—up cor- attempting to compare the data in this 1978 report
} tespondence were. -used to collect missing data, with earlier data or with more current data.
: o | confn’m the accuracy of available data, -and deter— . - o : . 3
o - . i £ ‘mine "the legal _]unsdmtmn‘,of each court, o §
i \ . > , s 0o » ‘Each, administrative office of ‘the courts com= B .
S E ° pleted a check-off sheet to indicate the typesd of Cage category classifications . :
X cases handled by each court.  Beyond this, info- ‘ . w o L P
o . mation was collected coticerning the number " of 3 ~ NCSP case categories used for this 1978 report Ho
- 2 ; & ' " judges pet court or court system (from annual re= //appeat as principal headings in the summary tables I N
R : .ports, offices of.state court administrators, and” " in Part I, and  in "each court's profile in Part SR SR
« a . appellate clerks) the st:at:e populat::.on (based on I1. - Terminology used within each state is dis=
E D; . . o . 5 o . : 8 PR ;
o " . P 1
o o 3 g 5 : : i . . ‘ : i i & ‘ ,%
. .
" B s 1Repet1t1on of "50 states, t:he sttrlct of ' " 25,8, Bureau of ‘the Census, Statistical® Ab- - B
. = o Columbia; Guam, ‘and Puerto ‘Rico" becomas very cum- . stract of ‘the ‘United States: 1980 (Washington, D. i
- B " s i s i ° ‘bersome. Throughout the "rest . of _this —‘report; C.: U.S. Government Printing Dffice; 1980). . {
- > Wgtates" and "court systems" will heé used .even when - 3Bureau of Justice Statistics, Department of ¢ .
a 4 4 P the ‘reporting -units . being discussed  include ‘the ',Juet.l.ce, State ‘Court Organ1zat10n, 1980 (Washing~ !
o B ° b © sttnct of Columbxa, Guam, and: Puerto Rico, . = ... tom, D:C.: U,S. Government Printing Office, 1982). x‘\
: e ” : Precedmg page bIank v S | | .
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played on each court's profile as subheadings
under the boldface NCSP main headings. - The NCSP

main headings are categories used uniformly for
all the states. TFor example, a state's "applica-
tion for leave to appeal' was classified under the
NCSP category of request to appeal in all tables.
Explanations used in source documents to clarify a
state's data are included, as are explanations to
clarify project staff's arrangement of those data.
These appear,: where appropriate, as footnotes in
each court's profile and as footnotes to the sum-—
mary tables.

Format used

Profiles (Part II). After case categories were
established to classify available 1978 case data,
a prufile of the courts in each state was con-
structed. Each’state profile for 1978 contains the
following:

~~A chart depicting the organization of  the
court system within the state, the jurisdiction and
route of appeal for each court, the number of
judges, and information on kinds of trials.

--A set of tables containing the case-related
data received from each state court or court
system. '

Summary Tables (Part I). Data from each state
profile were transferred into summary tables de-
signed to display the kinds of available data that
could be aggregated. The summary tables are di-
vided into two major sections (appellate and trial)
to reflect the two major levels of court. - -

Appellate courts include both courts of last
resort. (the final court or courts of appeal.within
a particular state) and intermediate  appeliate
courts (the court or courts in which the primary

work is the disposition of initial appeals received

from trial courts of general jurisdiction or ad-
ministrative agencies, and in which some decisions
are subject to appeal or review by a court, of last
resort}. TFor purposes of displaying <data, the
courts of last resort have been divided into two
groups: those in states with intermediate “appel-
late courts and those in states without intermedi-
ate appellate courts. With few exceptions, this
division also conveniently separates courts of last
resort according to whether they have' almost com-
plete discretionary jurisdiction. <Courts of last
resort  in states without intermediate appellate

courts generally ‘have little or no discretionary

jurisdiction, although therz are exceptions, such
as Virginia and West Virginia.

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

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

-~Felony cases are tried and felony sentences'

given for all types of felomy cases.

~-The judges of the court are general juris-
diction court judges sitting on temporary assign-—
ment. All other trial courts are classified as
limited or special jurisdiction courts.

Eootnote;?yn§tandard footnote headings are used
in' this report gnd will continue to be used in the
annual rep01t series. Footnotes that contain in-
formation ony the completeness and quality of ‘the
data are 1a/luded on the summary. tables. If more
lnformatlon is needed, the user should ,consult the
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[

/é

1nd1v1dual court profiles where all footnotes are
given.

Verification of data

With the cooperation of the Conference of State
Court Administrators, all data were submitted after
NCSP _classification for review and verification to
the approprlate state court administrator's office.
An adcwtlonal check was provided through the co-
operathyn of the National Conference of Appellate
Court Clerks (NCACC), which invited NGCSP staff to
submit appellate court data for review and verifi-
cation to the -appropriate clerk of the appellate
court in each state. This process also included
followup by NCSP staff through telephone or letter
contact with the state personnel. Finally, the
format, content, and limitations of data tables
have been reviewed and. approved by the COSCA CSIS
Committee, which guides the National Court Statis-
tics Project. -

Limitations on use of data displayed

The four major uses of court statistical data,
as identified 1n the NCSP publication, State Court
Caseload Statistics: The State of the Art%, are:
(1) operational (aiding in the execution of routine
day-to-day activities at the local level): (2)
management (decision—making at the state or local
level <concerned with _improvement of the court
process and system-wide efficiency in the use of
court resources); (3) internal planning and re-
search (goal setting and policy planning to estab-
lish long-term programs and identify evolving
problems); and (4) indirect court uses (decision-
making by those outside the courts concerned with
policy making or research about court operations).
The various uses of court statistics require dif-
ferent 1levels of -detail and analysis, but the
availability of detailed statistiis is dependent
upon the statistical reporting system used atzlhe
state or local level. This annual report has ‘ke—
stricted its scope to the level of detail currently
available from state-level reporting systems.

Operational decisions are made at the local

P Y

level and require detailed information on a case-

by—case basis. These decisions must be made daily
and cannot be based upon year—end summary statis=
tics such as those contained in this 1978 report.
Management decisions can be made at either the
state or local level and require aggregation of
detailed ' information used .for operational ‘deci-
sions. Caseflow management data such as  that
needed to determine the status of the preparation
of the record for appeal or to generate exception
reports are gathered by souwe state reportlng sys—
tems, but this kiand of 1nformat10n is also case
specific and too detailed to be compiled and used
for nationwide comparisons. In contrast, state-
level summary statistics are useful for management
purposes in  areas such as comparisons of time
lapses in case processing to establish norms or
guides; analyses to determine assignments of judges
needed to relieve backlog; analyses to determine

‘State Court Caseload Statistics:

4y.s, Law Enforcement Asdistance Administrationm,

The State of the

Art (Washington, D. C.:

U.S. Government Printing

Office, 1978).
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the need for additional judges, support personnel
or facilities; and analyses to determine if an in-
termediate appellate court should be created.

In response to the recognized need for certain
management data.nationally, the 1978 Annual Report
has concentrated on uniformly classifying caseload

data and on compiling &vailable case processing -

time data. Caseload and case processing are major
components of court workload, which the NCSP has
defined to mean all court-related matters -sthat
é¢onsume time and effort (hence, purely administra-
tive and m1n1ster1a1 functions are also included
as workload).” Measurement of court workload per
se is not directly addressed in this report, but
caseload inventory data and data regarding the
number of trials do provide partial indications of
the extent of judicial activity. The data pre-
sented in this report réflect the quantity of man-
agement data now available from each state's re-
porting system in published and unpublished re-
ports. ;
Internal planning and research, as well as
planning and research by those outside the court
system, require a much wider range of data and
analysis than operational and management decisions.
The information necessary for these purposes. often
includes not only an aggregation of data on case-~
load and caseflow, but also specific data regard-
ing status of cases, as well as information on
court operations, judicial budgets, actions priqp
to f111n§ a case, and actlons ‘after disposition of
a case. Of interegt to some individuals within an
outside the court system are studies on. a wide
range of subjects, such as the effect and cost of
litigation, ,bail availability and uniformity in-
cluding recognlzance/lOA bail programs, the valid-
1ty of case weighting techniques, sentence dispar-
ity patterns, the effects of plea negotiation on
caseloads, and the 1mpact of legislation. To an-
swer these questlons is; however, beyond the capa-
bilities of most state or even local céart infor-
mation systems. Basic information on caseload and
caseflow is adequate for many other planning and
research. issues where the level of needed detdil
is not as high. These latter kinds of issues in-
clude, for example,.case filing and disposition
Ltrends analysis, caseload composition analysis,
‘analysis of reversal rates, time lapse analysis to
establish norms and guides, and forecasting of

caseload volumes to determine resource and faclll—l

ties needs.

Because few states report data suitable for
all kinds of planning and research purposes; and
because most states report only certain types of
data, the NCSP initially chose to include. in the

national series only those kinds -of data that
either were already fairly widely available or
could be made available without requiring  undue
effort: Enough states reported trend data, -case-
load by category, number of reversals; ‘and time-
o-d15p091t10n data to_warrant inclusion of these
topics in this report
yses can be made. “For thése states not supplylng
basic data, gaps and "not/availdble" entries in the
profiles and blank cspaces in the summary  charts
draw attention to the missing data. As these gaps
are filled. in c¢oming years, the annual report
series can be expanded to include broader and more
sophlstlcatedJcompllatlons and analyses,

Many current variations in court data, as”in-
dicated by footnotes, must be considered before the

summary tables can- be used to make comparisons

among courts or states. Variations that limit .the
comparability of the 1978 data include: court or=—
ganization, subject matter jurisdiction, case def-
inition, completeness, accuracy, and- reporting
periods, These variations are discussed in broad
terms below.

K

Variations in ccurt organization

“ termediate

and ‘some preliminary anal-"

sentence of 5 years.

In any comparison of court statistics among

states, differences in court organization must be
considered. For example, it should be kept in mind
that during 1978:

-~Two states (Oklahoma and Texas) had two

courts of last Yesort, (Guam has no court of last
resort-~its appeals go .into the Federal system),
while the remaining states had only one court of
last resort.

--Twenty-seven states had intermediate appel-
late courts; four of these (Alabama, New York,
Pennsylvania, Tennessee) had two intermediate ap-—
pellate courts.

--The number of appellate judges per state
(considering only full-time judges and not commis-
sioners or temporary judges) varied from 0 to 69.

~-The number of different kinds of trial courts
in a state ranged from 1 (in states with a unified
court system) to 15. Four states (Idaho, Illinois,
Iowa, South Dakota), the District of Columbia, and
Guam have no limited jurisdiction trial courts.

Variations in subject matter jurisdiction

The subject matter jurisdiction of both appel-

“late and trial courts also varies widely among the

For example, ‘some states have a dual ap-
pellate route--one for c¢ivil cases and one for
criminal cases. The discretionary jurisdiction of
a court of last resort is directly related to the
presence or absence of an intermediate appellate
court. Courts of last resort in states with in-
termediate appellate courts generally have wide
discretion in determining the matters they will
hear. Most appeals must generally be heard as a
matters of right by intermediate appellate courts
and by courts of last resort in states without in-
appellaté courts (Virginia and West
Virginia are exceptioms). Caseload  comparisoms
both between -and among .states that do mnot take

states.

variations in jurisdiction ‘inte account will not

be valid.. )

.The same kind of- wide variation exists in the
kinds :of cases over whicH trial courts have juris-
diction. For example, general jurisdiction courts
in states with unified trial courts handle all
cases from felonies to parking violations and from
the largest ctvll actions to small claims. Another
state's general JUflSleu‘Oﬂ courts may have a

‘criminal division that handles\only felony matters
" (aftér preliminary hearing in a n&mlted jurisdie~

tion court) and a civil division tQat handles no
civil cases involving less than $10, 6Q0. Similar-
ly, :some limited and .special Jurlsd;\ﬁmon courts
may hatdle only small claims cases while ot hers may
try civil cases for amounts up to $300, OOG\\\LD
¢riminal matters, some limited jurisdiction couyrts
accept only guilty pleas for traffic.and ordinance
violation cases while others. may trxy serlous mis-
demeanor cases or' felony'cases carrying' .a maximum
In summary, when comparing

=
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trial court statistics, the differences in juris-_

diction both within and among states must be

examined.

Variations in definitions 1 i
Problems relating to definitioms of courts’

statistical terms abound in both appellate and
trial courts. Published source documents general-
ly provide few, if any,
comparing statistics among states. Much ‘of the
definition information used in preparation of this
report came from ancillary sources.

Case definitions are often difficult to estab-
lish for appellate courts. For example, some
states do not distinguish an appeal from motions
or other procedural matters that consumé minimal
time. Some states report total cases processed
without any indication as to what types of  pro-
ceedings constitute the total. Other states in-—
clude in their caseload only appeals that were de-—
cided on the merits. Some appellate courts include
all original proceedings .while others report no
original proceedings; therefore, their total case
figures are not comparable. In addition, classi-
fication of the same kind of proceeding varies from
state to state. For example, habeas corpus may be
listed as a separate category, or may be classified
under any of three categories——appeals, original
proceedings, or motions.

To minimize such classification problems in
computing national caseload statistics, this report
has defined an "appellate case" to include any ap-
peal, original proceeding, request to appeal, or
sentence review only case, and has placed each
state's separable case data within these classifi-

cations. The use of ' this broad defigition of
"case" does not completely solve the problem of
comparability. Comparison of judicial productivity

among appellate courts requires that all courts

define cases in a similar manner.

Trial courts show similar problems w1th case
definitions. Figures A and B display the existing
variation in civil c¢ase definitions and criminal
case units of count; respectively. These figures
show that the problem of case definition in trial
courts is more acute on the criminal side. Forty-
six states, Puerto Rico, and Guam, count civil
cases in all 'trial courts when the petition or

o

definitions to a5513c in ~==tjons.

complaint is filed. In criminal cases, howeveﬂ
the two major units of count.are almost eveuly
divided. * Paper documents filed are the count /init
for all courts in 22 states and Guam, while the
~number of defendants is the count unltéfor all
lourts in 16 states and the District offColumbla.

. Trial court case category deflnlrxons also vary
from state to state. Domest1c4ﬁclat10ns may in-
clude all family matters in somz states while other
states report only divorce cases as domestic rela-

Also, state statutes/vary in the types of
cnxmlnal cases classified a/‘felonles or misdemean-—
ors.‘\Cgrtaln drug offensgﬂ may be sericus felonies
in one ‘ntate, but only | m1sdemeanors in another

.state. Beuause such probﬂems ex7@ for these and
all other case categories, the casp categories used
in this report -are those that seem most appropri-
ate, given the data avallable. 

Variations in completeness and accuiracy of data

Incomplete data and questionableﬁ accuracy of
reported data have been a major concern to the
staff of this project. As the appellate court
summary tables show, the amount "and type of data
available (published and unpublished) had no common
denominator, and very little consensus exists among
states as to the appellate case categories that
should be reported. Very few states consistently
report the volume of appellate court data by case
category and by filings, dispositions, and pending
cases., .

Overall, the trial :courts were more consistent
in reporting 1978 data. During the verification
process, all states were requested to provide case-
load breakdowns for civil, criminal, traffic, and
juvenile cases in their trial courts. All states
were able to provide some trial court data. Forty-
nine states, the District of Columbia, Guam, and
Puerto Rico provided at least civil and criminal
breakdowns for"  total cases processed in gene‘al
jurisdiction courts for 1978. Only four states f{jnd
Guam reported no limited jurisdiction data. Ddta
were reported for 121 of the 175 limited jurisdic—
tion courts.

In order to produce the statistics contalned
in this report, a great deal of effort was: expended
by the National Court Statistics Project staff in
collecting ‘missing data, whether from published or

FIGURE A: Civil case definition, for state courts not using the filing of a f)etition or complair;t

B

: Placed Note New Claim ? No
- State o on N of . or Consistent
Calendar. o Issue Ancillary Proceeding Definition

District of Columbia ‘Superior Court °

Minnesota

New Hampshire .

Rew Jersey Superior Court

) (Law ‘Division and
Chancery Division)

~and County Court

All trial courts

-

All trial courts

Worker's Compensation
Court®

Oklahoma

‘“N‘..,_,,a.“

N

T
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FIGURE B: Criminal case unit of count, used by trial courts, by state
Defendants
Defendants on
Information on information,
Information dindictment, information indictment, No
or or or or Case consistent
State Court indictment complaint indictment complaint Charges  number definition
Alabama Circuit Court X
Alaska District Court 2 X
All trial courts X
Arizona Superior Court X
All other trial courts X
Arkansas Circuit Court X
All other trial courts X
California Superior Court X
All other trial courts X
District Court X
County Court X
Connecticut Superior Court X
Court of Common Pleas X
Delaware Superior Court X
N All other trial courts X
District of Columb).a Superior Court X
Florida All trial courts X
Guam X
Georgia All trial courts X .
Hawaii Circuit Court X i
Disteict Court X
Idaho District Court X !
Magistrates Division X
Illinois Gircuit Court X i
Indiana i All trial courts X “\‘;
Towa i District Court X :
Kansas All trial courts X ‘
Kentucky All trial courts X N
Louisiana District Court X N
All other trial courts X
Maine All trial courts X
Maryland Circuit Court X
N District Court X
Massachusatte” Superior Court X
All other trial courts X
Michigan All:trial courts X
Minnesota All trial courts X
Mississippi All trial courts’ X
Migsouri Circuit Court, Court of Common
Pleas, and Magistrate Court X,
St. Louis Court of Criminal
Correction X
Montana District Court X
Nebraska District Court X
County. Court X
Municipal Court X s
Nevada District Court X :
New Hampshire All trial courts X ,
New Jersey . Superior Court (Law Division) B
and County Court X
All other trial courts X B i
New Mexico 7 Distriet Court X :
* Magistrate Court X i
New York Supreme Court and County Court. X /
-All other trial courts X Z
North Carolina All trial courts X
North Dakota All trial courts X :
-Ghio AIl trial court X
Oklahoma District Court X i
Oregon All trial courts pi4 j
Pennsylvania Court of Common Pless and N
Philadelphia Hunicxpal Court \ X ‘ {
District Justice Court { X . !
Puerto Rico All trial courts 3 & ; X §
Rhode Island Superior Court X \ i
All other trial courts \\ R i
South Carolina ALl trial courts x . ' :
South Dakota Circuit Court X i !
Tennessee All trial courts X
Texas District Court and Criminal H
District, Court 0 X a i
All other trial courts hSS X i ’
. Utah All trial courts X p
Vermont Superior Court X
District Court X
Virginia All trial courte 3 X 3
Washington Superior Court X i
All other trial courts X i
West .Virginia All trial courts X i 4
Wisconsin Circuit Court and County Court X ~
Municipal Justice Court X .
Wyoming District Court X i
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.‘appellate court data by court term.

“all states (courts).

8

ancillary sources, in defining terminology, and in
identifying categories in which cases should be
placed. In other words, data contained in this
report cannot be replicated solely from available
published material. [Even after this extensive
data-gathering effort, large gaps remain in the
data collected.

Extensive effort was requlred to validate NCSP
classification of data provided by the states and
to avoid further distortion of any data received.
The National Court Statistics Project staff made
no attempt to assess the underlying validity or
accuracy of the data received from the states.
For example, the published cumulative case statis—
tics for appellate courts or for trial courts frez
quently did not balance with reported totals with=
in each category. Such discrepancies were seldom
footnoted or explained in published state re-
ports. These discrepancies are, however, foot—
noted in the court statistical profiles in Part II
of this report.

Variations in reporting periods

As indicated on profile headings and in Figure
C, most states report data by calendar year; many
report by fiscal year, however, and a féw report
Therefore,
the time spans covered in this report are not al-
ways directly comparable.

Although dates included in this report cover
reporting periods of approximately uniform length,
the starting and ending dates for the reporting
periods vary both within and among states. Dif-
ferences in reporting periods have little effect
on cumulative data elements such as filing and
dispositions since no matter when the reporting
period began and ended, the data cover one comp-
lete year. Pending data are greatly affected,
though, since they represent a "snapshot" in time
and can vary greatly depending on when ‘that snap-
shot was taken. Figure C displays the actual re-—
porting periods for all courts not using the cal-
endar year for the reporting period.

Limitations on analysis

The many variations outlined above make it im-
perative that information for all courts be care-
fully examined before comparisons are made.

Some types of anmalysis are not justified, given
the. problems of comparability. These include, but
are not limited to, the following:

—-Comparison of disposition rates. Jurisdic-—
tions may have varying rules or procedures for
purging cases that have been dormant.

-—~Comparison of volume data across all states
(courts). Even at the NCSP category level, dif-
ferences exist in cases included, e.g., courts miy

s +..0F may not include admlnlstratlvely handled. probate

matters with those that are judicially handled.
——Comiparison of caseload per judge across all
states (courts). The differences in definitions
and subject matter jurisdiction mean  that caseload
per judge is not a "clean' measure of productivity.
_ ——Comparison of volume of juvenile casés across
The statutory age when a ju—
venile becomes an adult varies. « This , variation
affects the volume of both juvenile filings and
adult criminal filings. =

__ across
“gounts involved in small claims cases varies from

——Comparison of caseloads in which data are
missing.. All footnotes on the data are essential
and should bP observed, especially those describing
incomplete data or case definitions.

--Comparison of volume of pending cases or pro-
portion of pending cases to filed cases across all
states (courts). The point of £filiag may differ
greatly (notice of appeal or submission in appel-
late courts; petition filed or note of issue for
civil cases) and this may affect the size of the
pending caseload. Differences in the starting and
ending points of the court year 'may also affect
this measure.

~—Comparison of volume of small claims cases
all states {courts). The 1limits on the
state to state, and in some states from court to
court.

Nor should national totals be used inappropri-
ately. Data have been aggregated in order to make

. rough estimatés of overall national totals for this

report, but this has been done without regard to
definitions of case categories and units of count.
National aggregations really have 1little meaning
at this time. The national estimates contained in
this report should be viewed only as gross, "ball-
park' estimates, and not as representing the exact
volume of cases: in state courts.

Despite the 1list of analyses that should not
be performed, the data do have significant analy-
sis potential. The central purposé of this report
is to record the data nationwide, but some compar-
isons and analyses can be done. A few examples are
as follows:

—-Comparison of time to decision in appellate
courts. These comparisons can be made from Table
10 for courts at the same level that use the same
event for the start of the time interval.

~-Comparison of the proportion of trials for
felony cases. These compavrisons can be made’ from
Table 40 for trial courts that. have similar units
of count and trial definitions and that report
trial data for felonies or felonies and appealis.

~-Comparison of the volume of tort actioms. .

These comparisons can be made from Table 21 for
states reporting tort data for all courts handling
tort actions in that state (that is, those that
have no footnote '"p") and that use the same case
definition. ‘ -

-~Comparison of the proportion of total civil

to total criminal filings. These comparisons can
be made from Tables 18 and 30, but it is necessary
for the courts in compared states to report com-—
plete data (no footnote "i" or "p"), and to use the
same civil case definition and criminal case unit
of count. :

--Comparison within a state of tke number of
filings in the court of last resort with the number

in the intermediate appellate court. These com~

parisons can be made from Table 2 for states when

both courts report complete data (no footnote "i"

or npu). &

-—Comparison of totat volume of civil cases in
trial courts. These comparisons can be made from
Table 18 Ffor states that use the f£iling of the
petition, or complaint as the point at  which the
case begins (those that have footnote "1" on- the
court title) and that report complete filings for

‘all courts handling civil cases (no footnote "i"

©or "p") o
Otherzpomparlsone for management purposes. can .

be .made with data in .this -report. Comparisons

[
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FIGURE C: Reporting periods for state courts, not using calendar year 1978

Reporting Period

8)01/77—

State 7/01/77- 9/01/77~ 10/01/77- 2/3/78~
Risboos : 6/30/78 7/31/78 8/31/78 9/30/78 2/5/79
California All courts Al sppellate courts
Colorado All courts
Connecticut All courts
Delaware All courts
Georgia All courts
Hawaii All courts
Kansas All courts
Maine Administrative Court
?aryland All courts
fassachusetts ALl trlal courts o
Michigan All courts but Court of Appeals AL appeliate courte
Missourl All courts
Montana All trial courts
Nebraska Workmen's Compensation Supreme Court

Court

New Hampshire All other trial courts

Supreme Court and
Superior Court

New Jersey

North Carolina

Puerto Rico All courts

All courts
Supreme Court

Rhode Island
South Carolina All trial courts but
Magistrate Court

South Dakota Circuit Court 4

Utah All but Supreme Court *'
and Juvenile Court

Vermont All courts

Wisconsin Supreme Court

Supreme Court

among courts and states of the volume of cases per
judge, the number of trials per judge, the time to
process criminal cases, or the relative increases
in case filings can be useful for specific courts.
As previously discussed, careful examination must
be made of the variations in court organization,
jurisdiction, and definitions.

Continuing development of the series

The Annual Report series is an evolving prod-
uct. It is anticipated that additions and refine-
ments will be made to successive volumes in the
series. Between 1975 and 1976, the amount of data
contained in the report was greatly increased by
the inclusion of data from all special and- limited
jurisdiction courts. This trend continued in 1977
and 1978.

It is important to the long-term improvement
of the statistical series that these early volumes
in the series be circulated widely enough to en~_

courage reader/user ideas and commentary, and that”

they be ‘'used as a vehicle for developing solutions
to problems encountered during the statistical
series production process. As each successive
volume is published, the NCSP can consider the
feedback subsequently réceived from users of the
documents, thereby further enhancing succeeding
volumes. During this process, the availability to
future researchers of successive-year data compi-
lations will preserve complete time series infor-
mation. The drawbacks occasioned by limitations
in data currently available are greatly outweighed
by the importance of having data available for all
years in the contlnulng statlstlcal series.

The type and depth of ana1y51s considered by
the NCSP to be»meanlngful given the quality and
completeness of the data, have been outlined above.

==

More aﬂalySLS could be performed on the 197ZLdata
than 'on the 1975 or 1976 data. Still more exten~
sive changes are made in 1978 and will be included
in succeeding volumes of the annual report series
to improve its analytical potential. As more is
learned about the quallty of the data, more speci-
fic suggestions will.-be given for their proper use,
along with warnings to help avoid their abuse.
Each year the text of the report will be revised,
progressively 1mprov1ng its readability.

In order to improve the quality of data con-
tained in future volumes of the Annual Report
series, the NCSP staff and COSCA CSIS Committee
will consider the feasibility of conducting audits
of selected data from particular courts. It is
anticipated that the combination of these "mini-
audits"™ and technical assistance (the latter by

- NCSP and State Judicial Information Systems (SJIS)

project staff to states requesting an assessment
of and assistance in improving their statistical
report systems) will systematically improve the
validity and reliability of the data contained in
the Annual Report series.

As states gradually increase the quantity and
quality of °data available to the NCSP, the prob-
lems presently caused by the incomplete nature of
the data will decrease. Progressive improvements
should be apparent “to the reader of successive
volumes in the series.

Future analysis will not only descrlbe court
systems ‘as they exist at the present time, but also
will predict where they are going. The purpose
will be to identify existing or developing prob-
lems and suggest solutions. Research proposed by
the NOSP is not anticipated to be exhaustive, but
will concentrate on those questions considered to
be of greatest interest and dimportance to the
courts and research communities.
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Dynamics of improvement

Ideas and suggestions for improvement of this
state court caseload statistical series have come
from many sources, and have provided the creative

.stimulus needed - to assess current NCSP efforts

constructively and to map future directionms. )

Continuation of evolutionary improvement in
this statistical series rests, ultimately, upon the
ability of the NCSP to maintain a productive dia-
logue and flow of ideas among the producer-com—
pilers of the annual report, its data sources, and
its end users. Much improvement in state court
statistics has already been achieved, but much re-
mains to be done.

Because of their importance and potential im—
pact for improving the national statistical series
on caseloads, the Model Annual  Report and Model
Statistical Dictionary mneed to be briefly de-

scribed.

During compilation of the NCSP State of the Art
and the 1975 Annual Report, a staggering classifi-
cation problem resulted from the multitude of temms
being used by the states to report their caseloads.
The need for both a model annual report and a sta-—
tistical dictionary of terms for court usage became
obvious. In response, an effort was launched dur-
ing the 1976 Annual Report production cycle to de-
velop these documents. They are to be used as
tools to assist the states im improving their sta-
tistics. Such improveuwent should eventually be
reflected in future annual reports. '

The State Court Model Annual Report is a flex-
ible working outline of critically needed, basic
management data that should, as a minimum, be in-
cluded in state court annual reports. The model
identifies the kinds of data and the types of dis-
play needed for casaload and other management. The
State Court Model Statistical Dictiomary is a.com-

panion document which provides a common terminol-
ogy, definition, and usage for reporting civil,
criminal, traffic, juvenile, and appellate caseload
inventory as presented in the model annual. report.
The classification structure and definitinus serve
as models of preferred terminology and meanings for
purposes of statewide and national comparison. The
structure in the first edition of the dictionary
covers those data elements essential “for classify-
ing court caseload inventory and manner of dispo-
sition.

Both of these documents must be viewed as a
logical first step in promoting comparable court
statistics. They were not available to states in
time to affect their reporting systems or the na-
tional-level 1976 annual report, and will not af-
fect state production of data for the 1977 through
1979 annual reports (because states have already
completed the collection of data for these years).
Even so, some effects will be noticeable in each
succeeding national~level annual report.

Future versions of the model annual report and
model statistical dictionary will consider devel-
opment of finer levels of detail, expansion of the

.classification structure, and addition of other

significant information.

The State Court Organization, 1980 is also re~-
lated to the annual report-in that it contains the
types of  organizational information most " often
sought by court administrators and researchers.

The NCSP technical assistance effort also is
interwoven with the annual report national statis-
tical series. This is accomplished by helping
states adopt the suggestionsijn the model annual
report and model statistical dictionary and by
proactive identification of particular state sys-
tems that could benefit from technical assistance
directed at helping resolve existing methodological
problems of classification structure, terminology,
definition of local data-reporting procedures, and
data handling/transformation procedures. To the
extent that such technical assistance suggestions
are adopted, individual states directly benefit and
the annual report national statistical series in-
directly benefits. .

The process of building toward meaningful sta-
tistics takes time. <Concurrent with expanding and
refining the annual report national statistical
series, the NCSP effort must encourage movement
toward quality and precision in state court ska-
tisties. The necessarily long-term.nature of tiis
evolutionary process will contribute greatly {to
year—to-ye4r improvements and .enhancements of .Jhe
statistical series. Given the complexity of -the
problems being faced; building toward . comparabil-
ity, quality assurance, and appropriate detail is
a necessary incremental process. It is in this
light that the NCSP presents the data and analysis
contained in the Annual Report, 1978.
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1978 State court caseload summary statistics

The summary tables in Part I display the 1978
caseflow of appelldte courts and trial courts for
the 50 states, the District of Columbia, Guam, and
Puerto Rico.

2

Measures of analysis used on summary tables

Several devices are used in the summary tables
for analyzing the caseload data. The measures

_selected for use in the tables vary according to

the data being analyzed. A brief explanation of
each measure and its use in describing the court's
caseload will be given.
7

Disposed as a percent of flled. Tﬁls measure
represents the percent of the number of filed
cases that the court was able to dispose. The
percent is computed by dividing the number of
cases filed by the number disposed and then wulti-
plying by one hindred. A percent over one hundred
indicates’ that the- court disposed more cases than
were filed, thus reducing pending caseload. A
percent significantly less than one hundred indi-
cates that the court is not keeping up with the
volume of casés being filed. This measure was not
computed -if the number- of "cases filed was less
than ten or if the quantity of missing data (in-
dicated by "i' or "p"-footnotes) made it inappro-
priate.

End pending as a percent of filed. This
figure gives the percent of the number of filed

cases that were pending at the end of the year.

This measure is computed by dividing the number of
cases pending at the end of the year by the number
of cases filed and then multiplying by one hundred.
A value of one hundred percent indicates that  the
number 6f cases pending at the end of the year was
equal to the number of cases filed durxng the year.
A value higher than one hundred percent indicates
a pending caseload. larger than cases filed, while
a value lower than one hundred percent 1nd1cates a
pending caselcad smaller than the number of cases
filed. ‘We expect this nGmbder .to be ‘low for case
types such as traffic that have relatively quick
ﬁlSpOSltlon times,-but it will .be larger for torts
and otHer case types that usually take longer to
process.  This percent was not computed if the
number of:cases filed was less than ten or if the
quantity of missing data (indicated by "i" or "p"
fOOCnotes) made it 1napproprlate.

Number change in pendlng caseload: This number
gives the met increase or decrease in pending case-—
load for.the court year by subtractlng the . number
of cases pending at the beglnnlng of the year from
the number of cases pending at the end of the'year.
An alternative to this calculatiom, $ubtracting the
number disposed from the number filed,  was used
when pending data were mot available or'incomplete.
When this alternate formula was used,  the result-
ing number was enclosed in parentheses. A positive

s e p .
5 o .

.percent indicates

number indicates that the pending caseload - in~
creased during the year while a negative number
indicates ‘that the pending gaseload was reduced in
size. Thus, a large negatlve change in pending
indicates that the court is keeping the caseflow
current, while a large positive change in pending
would indicate that the court has mnot kept pace
with its filings.

Percent change in pending caseload. This per-—
centage indicates the change in pending cases rel-
ative to the number of cases pending at the begin-—
ning of the year, and is obtained by dividing the
number change in pending caseload by the number of
casés pending at the beginning of the year and
then multiplying by one hundred. (This figure
cannot be calculated .if the alternative formula
described above was used to calculate the number
change in the pending caseload.) A high negative
percent indicates that the court reduced its pend-
ing cdseload significantly, while a high positive
that the pending caseload in—
creased significantly. This measure was not com-—
puted if the number of beginning pending cases was
less ‘than ten or if the jurisdiction of the court
changed significantly during the year.

Filed petr wunit of population. The unit of
state population used on all court: caseflow charts
is 100,000. This measure compensates for varia-
tions in state population and gives a more realis-—
tic basis for comparison 6f caseloads among states
of various sizes. If the number of filings was
not available or was not complete (indicated by an
"i® footnote) but the number of dispositions was
available, -the number of cases disposed per unit
of ‘population was entered in this column in place
of the number of cases filed per population uﬁit,
and the use of this alternatlve quantity was in-
dicated by enclos1ng it in patentheses. Population
figures used in the criminal tables represent the
18-year-old-plus state population. The number un—
der 18 was used for the juvenile tables. If all
other factors (court jurisdiction, case definition,

. etc.) are similar, the fiYed-per unit of population

statistic will permit - direct comparisons among
states of the number of filed cases. For civil
cases in trial courts, this measure will indicate,
among other things, the propensity to litigate
among the citizens in a given state.

Disposed and end pending per 'unit of popula-
tion. These measures are displayed in appellate
court tables, with 100,000 as the unit of popula-—
tion, If all other factors (court jurisdictionm,
discretionary jurisdiction, case definition, etc,)
are similar, the -disposed and end pending per

13-

‘100,000. population statistics permit direct: dom- -

parisons among. - states of the number of dlsposed
and end pendlng cases.

" These measures
If all

Filed and d1sposed per judge.
are "displayed in appellate court tables.
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,have a much higher filing rate, but not necegsarily
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1SN
other factors (court jurisdiection, discretionary ~
jurisdiction, case definition, panels in the court,
etc.) are similar, these measures will permit com-
parison of caseload per judge.

several variablés, including whether or not state
statutes require that collateral attacks on crimi-
nal convictions .be filed originally in the trial
court or in the appellate court. , ‘

Another variation in appellate court jurisdic-
tion is in the amount of discretion in jurisdictiom
granted to the court. The amount of time needed
to decide whether or not to hear a discretionary
appeal is usually much less than the tiré required
to hear a mandatory appeal case. The o{rdlnary ap-
peal of right, however, is generally less complex
to decide than an appeal allowed after phe exer-
cise of discretionary jurisdiction. These varia-
tions in jurisdiction make caseload comparlséns
among appellate courts extremely difficult.

The second major variation in appellate /ourt
data arises in the classification of cases.” The
types of ~actions included as filings may involve
time spans that vary from a few minutes to several
months of judge time. Original jurisdiction cases
and requests for leave to appeal generally require
legss; judge time than appeals, while appeals of
rlynt are less complex and less-time-consuming than
appeals allowed through discretionary jurisdiction.
Ma:\y of~the problems in comparability result from
the “Various ways in which courts classify these
“different types of cases. Some courts report only
Lotal filings with no indication as to the types
of cases included or the proportion of the case-
/load each type accounts for. Other courts report
only what they have designated as appeals, Still
gt/he'r courts classify all types of cases by case
cdtegory. Often definitions are not given for the
case categories. The types of cases classified as
appeals present a difficult problem. Requests for
bail pending appeal, requests for delayed appeal,
and petitions to stay the low{ér court ruling pend-
ing appeal generally are not considered appeals,
but are counted as such in ‘some courts. The ap-
péals caseload will be inflated in these states.
Comparison of appellate caseload is difficult be-
cause of these kinds of variations in the classi-
fication of the cases being counted,

The final wvariation in appellate court case
data results from differences in when cases are
counted, and how they are counted. - Some courts
count cases as soon as the mnotice of appeal is
filed while others count them at a later event,
such as the filing of the record or the filing of
the appellant's brief. The latter method will ‘ex-
clude those cases that are withdrawn before the
counting point. Courts may inflate or deflate
their. caseload by the way they count ‘appeals of
criminal convictions for two or more defendants,
by whether cross appeals are counted as separate
cases, and by the way they count appeals granted
through discretionary jurisdiction. Courts with
discretionary jurisdiction: sometimés report the

The necessity for caution when making any com—
parisons among states must be repeated. This warn-—
ing holds true especially for comparisons using any
of the above measures.

Appellate court summary statistics

In this sectiom, tables are presented to show

the caseload and caseflow of appellate courts in
1977. Appellate courts are subdivided into courts
of last resort (the final court of appeal within a
particular state) and intermediate appellate courts
(courts whose primary work is the disposition of
initial appeals received from trial courts of gen-
eral jurisdiction or administrative agencies, and
whose decisions are usually subject to appeal or
review by a court of last resort within a given
state). For purposes of data presentation in some
tables, the courts of last resort have been divid-
ed further into courts of last resort in states
with intermediate appellate courts and courts of %
last resort in states without intermediate appel-
late courts. All appellate courts reported at
least some caseload data.
.. Data presented in the following tables were
& 1'rj:l.]ed from all data that were available, both
ifi—aanual reports and in unpublished data provided
by individual appellate court clerks and state
court administrators. Therefore, these data can—
not be found in published annual reports alome.
The sources of data from each court are shown in
the individual court profiles in Part II and in
Appendix A.

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

Major variation from state to state in court
jurisdiction among appellate courts results £from .
the kind and amount of discretionary jurisdiction
over -initial appeals granted to courts of last re~-
sort and to intermediate appellate courts. States
having both levels of appellatz courts generally
direct the more difficult appeals-to the court of
last resort, but these are not necessarily the same
types of cases in every state. Similarly, trial
courts of general jurisdiction in some states have
incidental appellate jurisdiction. These ‘courts
may receive a large portion of :the initial’ appeals,
while other states that do not assign appellate
jurisdiction to general jurisdiction courts will
have all of their appeals heard in the appellate
courts. In these states the appellate courts will

between mandatory and discretionary jurisdiction
cases; or they separate mandatory and digcretion-~
ary cases filed but do not.indicate the number of
requests for discretionary review granted; or they
provide separate data for mandatory.cases, dis-—
cretionary jurisdiction granted, and discretionary
jurisdiction ‘denied; or they - combine mandatory
i jurisdiction cases and cases accepted for review,
but report separately the total number of peti-
tions for review filed, resulting in double count-
ing of granted-petitions for review.

In trying to dea} with these many var1at1ons
in case data, the National Court Statistics Project

more workload than in those gtates where appeals
are heard in general jurisdiction courts.

These differences in  appellate jurisdiction
wean that the types of appellate cases will vary
from state to state and that the types of issues
presented will also vary in complexity. For exam—
ple, criminal appeals may require less judge time
than civil appeals, but the proportion of criminal
appeals heard in any level of court is not the same «-
in all states.  Another example is found in the
number of original jurisdiction cases. The number
of and time consumed by these cases is affected by

total number of cases filed without distinguishing
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has presented as much information as possible about
the caseload. The jurisdiction of each court is
outlined briefly in the court system chart for each”
state located in Part II of this report. Also
presented in each court statistical profile in Part
II is any available information about case category
cléssification or how and when cases are counted.
Because the deciding of appeals is the primary
lunctlon of the appellate courts,” data on appeals
should be separated from data on procedural mat~
ters. Unfortunately, data on appeals were not re-
ported by states in sufficient detail to separate
all appellate caseloads into categories. In the
detailed caseload tables (Tables 3 and 4) appeals
have been distinguished from original proceedings,
requests to appeal, and sentence review only cases,
for courts of last resort and for intermediate ap—

N
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pellate courts whénever such data were available.
Even so, the significant differences in the defin-
ition and classification of cases ‘in appellate
courts have led the NCSP staff to define appellate
caseload to include as 'cdses' any appeal, any
original proceeding, any request to appeal, or any
sentence review only case.

The appellate tables that follow (Numbers 1
through 13) are sequenced from the presentation of
general data to more specific analytical tables.
The tables present general caseload, various anal-
yses of caseload, civil and criminal break-downs,
and time-to-disposition of appeals. The 1({%% two

tables (Tables 12 and 13) present 10-year trens®:

in filings for those states reporting total cat.
data for 5 or more years, as well as the number and
percent change in filings for these courts.
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TABLE 1:
courts, and all appellate courts, 1978.

Estlmated cases per judge -and per 100,000 population

=y

Reported and estimated national caseload for courts of last resort, intermediate appellate

. g b Beglnning End
Reported and estimated caseflow pending Flled Disposed pendlng
Al appsllate courts
Reported cas0Sesscesasssresssssessnnsnsse 51,318 145,998 132,795 95,831
Number of states reporting complete datacsesececsseses 32 43 44 33
Percent ot population represented by cmplefe data 43% 68% 76% 44%
Estimated natlonal $o1aiSesesvenssossssvs .‘ 149,500 146, 000"
Courts of last resort "
Reported cases.“ .»:><.\\ 18,654 53,657 50,792 21,028
Number of states reporting complete datasesdssss y : 34 . a2 55 35
Percent of population répresented by complete:datz” R 1 1 665 80% 52
Percent of varlance explalned (R2)esiee g8e__ 988
Estimated national totaiseessncscces 57, ocu 54,000
Intermedlate sppel late courts B \V.} )
REPOrTOd CASESeesestonssesnsonrnetrasssaressonnressens 32,664 92,341 82,003 34,803
Number: of states reporting complete dataceesssecceccss 19 25 .25 19
Percent of population rqaresanfed/\by camplete data 52% 84% 91% 52%
Percent of variance explained (R%7eneovencsonvassconrns 99% 99%
"Estimated national $ot8lSessscesosensessnsaanvbsnnnes 92, 500 92, 000
.+ Estimated cases per judge N
Al appeliate courtSeesecesssscecesasscsansossiisasesee 172 168
Courts of last resortesecssssce 165 156
Intermediate appellate courtseeceses sessenssssnnens 178 177
7
Estimated cases per 100,000 populaﬂon//
All -appellate courtsssssscessses 67 N 66
Courts of Jast resortessscessses 25 24
51 50

Intermediate appellate courts...

Data from.Puerto Rico are not Included

0

To ascertain the -

Only 27 sfnfes had Intermadiate zppellate courts

Bureau of Census. estimates for the populaﬂon In the 27

The percent of population represented for.each caseflow

346 In courts of last resort, and 521 In intermediate appel late courts.

LI

Note: - The only data Included It this table are those from the 50 states and the DIstrict of Coluribia.
In this tables For Inclusion on this table, a case Is any appeal, any orlglnal prooeedlng. or any request to uppeal.
states 'h:af reported data In any category, refer to Table 2.
Reported cases: . o

The reported cases flgures contain all data reporfed for any zppel late court In the 50 states and the Disirict of Colunbla, uhefher or
not the dsts were complete. These flgures are different from those glven on.Tables 2, 3, and 4 since total figures reported on
those tables Include complete data only, and. Include the Stipreme Court of Puerto Rico.

Number of states reporting complete .data:

The nymber of states that reported camplete data for that fype of court, that Is, data that did not have footnctes "It or "p"
nffuched- All 50 states and the District of Columbia have courts of last resorts
during 1978.

Percent of population represenfed‘ =
“State populatfon flgures used for all appel l?fe courts-and courts of -last resort are from the revised 1978 Burea uf Consus estimates
o and total 222,093,000 for, the 50 states and the District of Columbia.
states with intermediate sppellate courts In 1978 totaled 182,216,000.
category 1s based on the appropriate total- population flgure-
Estinated naﬂnnal ‘totals:

Estimated natlonal totals for 1978 are the cumulative totals of all reported data fhaf were complete plus the estimated data for each
state not reporting canplefe data. The procedure used to estimate Incamplete or mlasing data Is discussed [n Appendix A of this
volumes «

Estimated cases per 'Judge:

There were 867 Judges assigned to appellafe courts In 1975.

The estimated number of cases In each of the categorles was' divided by the number of judges servlng that level of coirts
Estimated cases per 100,000 population: 2
Estimated cases per 100,000 population were calculated by dividing the estimated national- fotals by the appreprlate popuiation tigure,
222093 for all sppeilate courts and courts of 185t resort, and 1822416 for Intermediate oppel late courts.
® ' o
O w
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‘jr—- : S TABLE2: Reported appellate court caseload for courts of last resort, intermediate appellate courts, and all appellate courts, 1978. Y 4
%; or ; Number and percent change in pending. Number of courts of last resort and intermediate appellate courts. Number of judges in each appellate court. ®
State population. Reported national totals with number of states reporting and percent of population represented - :
v ' & w ' 1)
z Court of last resort " Intermediate appiil late courts i " Al eppellate courts 7 Number of Number of 1 .
1’& \\ h ( courts Judges i
I Change In R Change In ) ) 1978 state ]
z Z& pending pending Inter— Inter- population
- { State Beglnning Dis= End Num- Per- Beginning Dis- End Num- Per- . Beginning Dis- End Last medi-. Last medl= in
‘ pending Filed posed pending ber cent pending Flled’ posed \\_pending ber cent pendling Filed posed pending resort ate resort ate - thousands
i ]
‘g Alabame==STATE TOTALeeecoss 0 667 ( 55) 667 ( 55)® O 0 683 1,273 1,184 \7”;.:';4? 89 13 688 1,940 1,851 777 1 2 9 8 3,834 ” .o
Court of Clvil Appgals... - - - - - - 140 361 346 155 15 11 - - - - - 1 - 3 - :
i Court of Criminal Appeals - - - - - - 548 912 838 622 74 14 .= - - — - 1 - € -- i
: AlaSKBe tssensnneasssorerans 554 630 560 624 7. 13 - - - - — - 554 630 560 624 1 o 5 - 401 i
B : 165 1,11 1,085 211 46 28 1,528 2,183 2,229 1,482 -46 -3 1,693 3,294 3,294 1,693 1 1 5 12 2,518
v 350 584 657 277 13 =21 - - - — - - 350 584 657 277 1 0 7 - 2,241 i
4,0121 (273)€ 3,706!(273)8 (306) 5,163 12,337 13,211 5,5230  (-874) 5,1631P 16,349% 16,9171 5,5231p 1 17 56 22,839 !
: COlOrado. i seetransripannnss 374 ° @54 893 335 -390 ~j0 884 1,119 1,001 1,002 ne 13 1,258 1,973 1,894 1,337 1 1.7 10 2,767 {
{ Connecticutesescesoionsssres 4871 474! 418 o8t 1211 25! - - - -— — - 4871 4741 518 coal 1 0 6 - 3,095 g
i Deiaware.seetoseiosiccnenss 287 361 319 329 42 - 15 - = - ~= -~ = 287 361 319 328 ! 0 5 - 598 i
§ District of Columbifessssss 1,161 1,305 1,367 7,109 52 -5 - - - T - - 1,161 1,305 1,367 1,109 1 0 s  — 610 '
§ Floridacesesssasescnesssese 15110 5 2,740 2,554 1,363 244 22 9,563 9,692 t-129) 1,119 12,303 12,186 1,363P 1 1 7 39 9,132
i GEOrQTBsceesesnnenonessines 1,506 (113)8 1,530 (113)® (~24) o 2,000 .0 0 o 3,506 1,530 op 1 1 7 9 5,286 :
Hewall... 483 374 187 670 187 39 - - - - - - 483 374 187 670 1 0 5 = 929 I
1dahOsessas 469 340 301 508 39 8 - - - - —_— - 469~ 340 301 508 1 0 5 - 911 ; "
ITlinols. 369 1,250 (185)° 1,246 (185)¢ 383 14 4 3,913 - 4,411 4,472 3,852 61 -2 - 4,282 5,661 5,718 4,235 1 1 7 34 11,434 G
INAT2NAsssansnssssoaroncas 150 466 ¢ 297817 507 ¢ 29)°1 - 109 -41 =27 752 896 " 847 " 801 49 7 902 1,3621 1,354 910 1 1 5 12 5,446 ’
1OMBe s s eeenctssesnorennnens 848 1,450 ( 16)© 1,445 ( 16)¢ 880 32 4 92 370k 384 78 <S4 15 - 940 1,860k 1,829 958 1 1 9 5 2,919
: Kansas.esees 358! 156l( 1418 402 ¢ 193¢ 224 385 792 465 T2 3271* 85 743! 2,3531 867 936 i 1 7 7 2,333
Kertuckyss ... 214 771 (134)°  736J 113418 249 3516 1,141 1,57 1,736 976 -165  -14 1,355 2,342 2,472 1,225 R 714 3,611
B : i Louisiana.ssss 2,405 (472)€ 2,635 (47270 (-240) 909 2,386 2,378 917 8 1 909P 4,789 5,023 BCT ) 1 t 7. 2 4,073
Maine.sesess an 422 538 O 295  -116 -28 - - - - - - ' 538 295 1 0 7. - 1,115
Marylandesee.es. 3 585 ¢ 92 s570K( 92)¢ 28 15 115 [ 153 1,644(21)€ 1,685(21)¢ {12 -41  -27 2,255 140 1 LI B & 4,212
Massachusetts.seos 476! ‘ 1,050 1,020 130) 1,020P 1 1 7 6 5,743 ;
Michigansessssss 697 1,636 ( 92)° 1,487 ( 92)° 850 153 22 5,248 4,937 (311 6,424 8509 1 1 718 9,202 -~ .
Minnesota... 5 1,117 ( e 688 ( 1T 431 —~ - - - - - 688 431 1 0 ¢ - 4,005
Mississippl. 556 74 ¢ 892 438 -118 =21 - - - - 556 774 892 438 1 o 9 . - 2,486 .
MissourT. 192 615 676 131 -61 =32 2,118 2,103 137 7 2,158 2,870 2,794 2,234 © 1 1 7. 22 4,87t
Montana.. veur 2 517 475 42) - - - - 517 475 1 [ 5 - 784
NEDraskaeseeeeeeecsssassans 438! 6461 631} 4651 27V 6l - - — = 438! 646! 6311 4651 1 0 7 e 1,561
o Nevadasessesesasssesansonne 467 . 1,031 831 667 200 43 - - - - 467 1,031 831 667 1 [ 5 - 719
- New Hampshire. 169 310 38 161 -8 -5 - - - - 169 310 318 161 1 o 5 - 894 B ST e
; New Jersey. 3030 q,0161 110792 1,078 t1ome 5340 - par! 36l 5,610 6,224 . 488 9 6,129! 7,1141 5,688 6,758! 1 1 7 2 7,356 v o
L New MexXicossosscacass 165 654 ( 33)° . 626 ( 331 197 128 - 17 463 294 76 35 387 1,193 1,089 491 1 1 5 s 1,252 : .
) New YOrk-~STATE TOTAL.«sses 2,2231(177)8 3,298 (1TN)€ ' 711,034 = 12,8227 14,332 1 2 7 33 17,720
Appellate Divisions of @ ) @ { ; ,
o the Supreme Court se... - - - - P 9,213 - - - - - 1 - 24¢ - ; "
Appsellate Terms of the - A M N B
Supreme Courtesssecescss -— - - - ,"\7- - L0 1,821 (394) - - - - -— B - 9 - @
2 North Carolina.s:s 31! 541 ¢ 6000 487 ( 65)®  sol . (hy =~ 1,446 (79) 311P7 2,066 1,933 s0!p 1 1 7 9 5,739 .
. = : North Dakota.... 15 2781 ° 179! EERRTILIR YA - - - == 15! 278! 1791 121! 1 Q. 5w 651 . .
i ¥ : ChlOeesesannasensn 1,593 ( 9118 1,699 ( 917° (-106) 7,366 4,789 161 3 4,626P 9,139, 9,065 4,789P 1 1 7. 44 10,79 ‘ *
o i Ok'1ahoma~=STATE TOTAL 1,5720 1,729 ¢ 56)@ 1,494 ( 56)¢ 1,886! - (235) ; T 462 116 ~13 ~10 1,700 7 '2,198 1,956 2,002! 2 12 6 2,913
~ '\ SUPreme Court weeceeseees . 1,360 1,029 € 3808 854 ¢ 3008 1,504 (175) Y - - e aa - - - 1 - I -
o Court of Criminal pe . . ! . N ' . :
APPEBIS Yesssdssrassrvnnns 226 700 ( 18)8 640 ( 183° . 382 156 . 69 -— — S - - — - - — A = '3 -
L OregoNuesiassseseiaceensss 468 594 ( 45)8 811 ( 45)8° 251  ~217 . -46 1,024 3,106 2,684k 7,448 422 41 1,492 3,700 3,495 1,697 1 1 7 1 2,510
Pennsy | vant a—~STATE TOTAL«.. 1,944 (155) RESIEL i 7,692 - 9,636 [ 2 7 711,865 < :
E: SUPSFIOr Courteesecsosssss - - - - - - 4, 495! : ‘ N - e - - - 1 - 7 -
. S Commonwealth Court sesesce - - - - - - 3,1971 - ‘ — g - - = 1.~ -9 -
‘ {; " Puerto RiGOseessuesse . 389 1,136 1,245 280 =109 =28 - - - - - - 389 1,136 1,245 280 1 0. 7 - 3,15
& Rhode IS1andsseeesesvoseness |, 521 445 408 558 37 7 - - - - == 521 445 . 408 558 1 0 5 - 957
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g { South Carolinacsesiceiesanses 264 4 684 294 30 1" - - - - - - 264 n4 684 294 1 0 S - 3,041 .
‘ South Dakotaeesessveceerviin 315 279 ¢ 3) 331 ( 3¢ 263 =52 =17 -~ - - - - -~ 315 279 33 263 1 [} 5 - 689
Tennessee~~STATE TOTALeeeors 813 ( 82)¢ 871 ( 82) {-58) 1,424 1,558 (~134) - 2,237 2,429 1 2. 5 18 4,462
; Court of Appeals «eveesase - - - - - - 730 800 (=70} - - - - - - 1 - 9 -
k Court: of Criminal Appeals. - - - - - - 694 758 (-64) -- - -~ - - - 1 - —
’.\\\ v ,‘\), Texas—-STATE TOTAL.coeeeediee 2,197 5,942 (204)° 5,192 (234)° 2,918 121 33 1,080 2,172 ) 1,948 1,304 224 21 3,277 8,114 ~ 7,140 4,222 2 1 18 13,498
S f Supreme Court seesssnssass 258 - 1,070 ( B1)® 1,115 (11E 184 -4 ~29 - - - - —~ - - - - - - 9 - *
® : Court of Crimlnal Appeals. 1,939 4,872 (117)° 4,077 (13172 2,734 795 41 - - - - - - - - - - - 9 - B
§ Utdhessscenssancsscrsoasonas 625 635! {-10) - - - - -— - 625 635 1 0 5 1,364 M
i 282 359 358 292 3 1 - = - - - - 289 359 358 292 \ 0 5 498 H
! Virginlasscsessnisicssnseaes 748 1,846 (237)° 1,93t (237)® 775 27 4 — - -— -- - - 748 1,846 1,931 775 1. 0 7 5,284 : =
It WashInGtON eessssanueibonnes 413 654 734, 331 -80 ~ ~19 2,275 2,093 2,073 2,295 20 1 2,686 2,747 2,807 2,626 1 1 9 3,886 .
{4 West Virginla... . 61 713 (257)% 740 (182)¢ 109 48 kel - ol - - - - 61 ns 740 109 1 o] 5 1,920
;;\5 Wisconsin . 742 913t 838 972 230 3 - -- - - - - 742 913l 838 972 1 0 7 4,631
: WYOMINGe s soeneersesassonnes 122 157 147 132 10 8 = - -= -— — - 122 157 147 132 1 0 5 431
§ Reported natlonal totals*... 15,749 . 44;188 46,430 17,649 27,501 74,050 82,003 29,280 29,647 - 121,108 129,381 32,665 54 31 353 225,208
¢ Number states reporting®s... 35 43 46 36 19 25 25 19 33 42 45 34
\ Percent of population o -
represented® ceicaccicseons 52% ng 80% 53% 528 84¢ 91% 52% 443 68% 76% 458
H
: Note: For Inclusion on this table, 2 case is defined as any appea!, orlginal proceeding, request to sppeal, or sentence review only case. i
All avallable data are entered In the table and all appropriate caiculations ere included. B8lark spaces Indicate that elther the data are not avsilable or the calculations were not appropriate. i
» Numbers In parentheses, representing the number of requests to appeal: that were granted, ‘were not Included In any of the calculations. &
= Not appllicable. : e j
i
CJudge information: Utah--Court of last resort--Cases disposed Includes only cases disposed by “pinlon or dismissed. H
Alabama-~Court of Criminal Appeals--in additlon to its regular judges, thls court also has three super- Wisconsin--Total cases flled do not Include requests to appeal cases filed. :
numerary judges assigned to it. JExplunaﬂon of data.included In *his category: ‘
New York--Appellate DIvislons af the Supreme Court--This court also had 11 Jusﬂces and 9 certifled Kentucky--Court ot last resort--Jotal cases disposed lnclude 13 cases transferred to the Court ’
_ retired justlces temporarlly assigned to 1t during 1978. of Appeals. R :
B €Cases are not included in the total to avold double counting: Kaddi+ional Information: H
A request to sppeal granted is not counted as a disposed request to appeal or as a filed zppesl. 1t is towa~-|ntermediate appellate court--The figure given as the number of cases filed Is the number |
counted as a disposition only when the resulting is disposed. The numbers of requests to appeal granted cases transferred to this court by the lows Supreme Court. All appellate cases are flled
are the numbers appearing in parentheses. These data were nof Included In the data when the caseloads of in the Suprems Court, which transfers some of those cases to the Court of Appeals for
all appeilate courts were comblned for the set of columns g baded "all appellate courts,” or In any disposition. These cases are counted twice In the "all appellate courts" fifed column.
T of the other calculations included in the table. Meryland--The court of last resort also reviewed 63 bar admittance matters. t N
'Dafa are not complete: Oregon=-intermediate appellafe court--1n 1978, the court heard oral argumenfs for 1,635 cases, ¢ .
o Californta--Court of last resort--Total flled and disposed flgures do not Include all original proceedings casess and an 27ditlonal 199 cases were submjtted to the court on the record and attorney's briefs. &
o Intermediate appellate court--Pending data do not Include original jurlsdlcﬂon cases. L PData were not available for all courts In the state.
Connecticut~-Court of last resort--Pending and flled data do not include requests to appeal cbsef't " '
Indtana--Court of last resort--The number of criminal petitions to transfer grented was not aval i ible, and *Reported natlonal totals:
Is therefore not Included in the fotals. The reported natlonal totals Include only data for states reporting data in the caseflow category ;
Kansas--Court of last resort--No beginning pending or filed data were avallable for request/Pto ¢ eal cases. for all courts in the state. Not Included In these natlonal totals are Incomplete data H
Massachusetts--Court -of last resort--The only data that were aval|able for thls cous were ;- '\e ny ger of indicated by an "i" o~ "p" footnote. i o
, appeals filed. i ! | , Number of states reporting: :
. o Nebraska-~Court of last resorf--Dafa do nof include request fo sppeal cases. ? / Réported cases for courts of last resort and "all sppellate courts™ aré from the 50 states, the
New Jersey--Court of last resort--Pending and filed data do not Include all reques’ t‘o zppe‘l cases. OlIstrict of Columble, and Puerto Rlico. Reported cases for Intermediate appellate courts are
New Yoru~-Coturt of last resort-—Fillng data avalilable for request to appeal cases-were lm’or,:lefe. @ from the 27 states with intermediate appel‘lafe cotrts.
sppellate Divislons of ‘the Supreme Court--Filing data avallable’ lor orlginal procp’edlrgu yere incomp lete. Percent of population represented: .
North Carol Ina--Court of last resort--Pending data do not include’ \ﬂuesfs to sppeabs ; ! State populations used for courts of last resort and “al| appellate courts" are
North Dekota=~Court of-last resort--Beglnnlng pending fgures doei pot include writs recu=s‘tlng original juris- the revised 1978 Bureau of Census estimates and total 225,208,000 for the 50
diction ceses. Filed and end pending figures do not [nclude orlglnal Jur]sdlcﬂan, advisory oplnlon, oF states, the District of Columbla, and Puerto Rico. Poputlatlon for the 27
request 1o appeal cases. Dlsposed flgure does not include original Jurisdiction advlsory “opinion, or states with Intermediate sppellate courts totals 182,216,000, The percent of '
request to appeal cases other than writs requesting original Jurlsdlcﬂon. r(,' populiation-represented for each caseflox category Is based on these total
, Pennsy lvania-~Court of last resort--The only dlsposition data avel Iable wers the num:er of requesfs to population flgures.
» appeal granted. i
Intermediate appellate courts--Data reported Tnclude cnly appeals from both ourts and orlglnal proceed!ngs i
from the Commonwealth Court. :
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TABLE 3. Detailed category caseload for courts of last resort, 1978. ) v . '8 o ‘
i Appeals, original proceedings, requests to appeal, sentence review only, and total cases. Reported national totals with number of states reporting and percent of ’
} population represented , ) f
; Beginning pending Filed ) Disposed End pending 3; :
C !
g2 = ¢ 2 2 = 8 5 2 z g 82z 8 :
w 3 2 g° ] " - il ] 5 w ®3 2 g o .8 w B3 2 8 8
T 58 8% £33 s <8 8% 53 - s =38 g 53 i T =i 8% §B = i
State and court title 2 28 28 £3 2 2 28 28 £3 L 2 2% 28 Es s g2 28 8 E3 £ i
& TE g3 88 R 5 5k Eg 88 % £ &5 g5 38 5 g 55 ¢ &2 8 il
Al2bama==SUprems COurtessacessssecareesscs 0 0 0 o X ( 55)° 93 248 667 (5518 381 o3 193 (55)€ 667 (557 0 0 0 0 i
Alaska--Supreme Court... 468 4 43 39 554 391 27 1% 56 630 356 25 136 a3 560 506 6 61 51 624 i
7 ‘ Ar120na=—-SUprems Courtessicsssesesnsnsess 69 %6 N 165 192 919 NH oo 161 904 [ 1,065 100 111 M 21 i
. Arkansas==Suprome Courtececssessasasnnses 334 16 NH 350 516 68 NH 584 585 72 . NH 657 ¢ 265 12 NH 2717 i
g Calffornla——Suprems Court. 3 (228)%  B69i¢ 45)° 3,140 4,012!27302 0 749! 2,867 (27310 3,706! (27310 i
Colorado—-Supreme Courtes. B X X X 374 218 - 283 353 g54] : X X X 893 X X X 335 4
. Connecticut-~Supreme Court.. - . 487 474 : 474! 353 - 65 418 608 i 608! #
) Delaware~~Supreme Couftesessessssascncase 2870  (J)  NH 287 361 53] NH 361 s ap NH 319 200 gy om 329 ‘.
District of Columbia~~Court of Appeals... X X X 1,161 X X X ©o1,305 . b3 X X 1,367 X X X 1,109
Florida=~Supreme Cotrtesessseesssasesssas X X X 1,119 467 511 1,762 2,740 405 521 1,573 2,494 X X X 1,363
Geor gl 2—Supreme Court. « NH X (113)° NH' X 1,506 (113)¢ ~ 977 [ 553 (11318 1,530 (113) M .,
g Hawal.l--Supreme. Court. 415 8 483 358 16 374 166 21 ‘ 187 o 667 3 670
i 1dsho~~Supreme Courtes.. 458 1 469 . 323 17 340 278 23 301 503 5 508
1111nols--Supreme Courte.. 169 15 185 369 77 (1813 11§ ( 4)® 1,062 1,250 (185)®  255° 113 ( 4)° 878 (181)° 1,246 (185)0 172 13 188 383
i 0 1nd] ana--Supreme Colirt. . X X X 150 x ¢ 209)8! X X 466 ( 293¢l 262 58 187 ¢ 298! 507 ¢ 2900l - x X x ' 109
{ . 1OWE==5Uprene Courteressss. 3077 X X X 848 X ( 1602 X 3 X 1,490 ¢ 16)° 1,281 9 144 ¢ X3® + 11 1,445 ¢ 16)° 2751 X X X 880
Kansas--Suprema Courtesessss . 351 7 358! 1310¢ 1000 25 1561¢ 142 300 25 77 C14)e 402 ( 14 196 7 21 224
L Kentucky--Supreme Court... . b3 X 150 214 X (134)8 X 500 m (1341 X b3 356 (134)0 736 (1340 X X 160 t 249 .
g Loufslana=-Supreme Couit.... . 563 (472)° 29 1,813 2,405 (472)2 967 56 1,622 (47218 2,645 (472)°
- Malne-~Supreme Judiclal Court. . 369 0 =NH 42 41 365 2 NH 55 422 477 2 NH 59 538 257 0 M 38 295 "
y Mary land~~Court of Appeals.: . 13 0 0 13 82 ( 44)° 12 491 585 ( 92)° . 159 12 399 ( 92)° 570K( 92)¢ 28 0 9 28
I Massachusetts--Supreme; Judicial Courteses 476 476! . o
Michlgan-=Suprems Courtesesesesasenes X X X 697 X ( 92® X X 1,636 ( 929 X X 1,2300¢ 9238 - 1,487 ( 927 b3 X X 850
P Mianesota~~Supreme Courteeessessess . 4 0 1 5 844 ¢ 1°.. 127 146 T1L,N7 0 e 42 103k 93¢ e 688 (. 1)¢ 357 22 52 431 !
. f Misslisslppl—Supreme Courtesss ves 553 3 . 556 656 118 774 776 116 892 433 5 438 '
; Missouri--Supreme Courteccssecasses 1o X X 192 155 X X 615 183 184 309 . 676 82 X X 131
i Montana——Supreme Courtesessesarsees 368 149 i 517 X X 475
2 Nebraska--Supreme Court. . 4wl 438! 646) 4] 'y sa6! s gy - 6311 4658 465! .
f,\ Nevada--Supreme Courtsise.cs . X X o 467 836 195 | 1,031 X X - 83! X X 667
s New Hampshire--Supreme Court.. . X X 169 272 38 ¥ 310 X X 318 X X 161 i o °
] New JOrsey——SUprems COUrtaeseeescsessssee 176 34 183! 3537 86 (1077 63 8667 Fal 1,8167(1077® * ~218 66 754 (107)8 1,078 (107)¢ 151 32 3511 5341 {
{ New MexICO=—SUpreme Courteeesssssssesesss b3 X X 169 273 ( 33:° 201 4 3 esa(3me 280 27 123 ¢ 33)° 626 ( 33)© X X . X 197 §
I Nex "York~-Court of Appeals.. s 531 (177 - !,6;2' a 2,223t11m0 594 2,704 (17708 3,298 (177)° 0
North Carolfra-~Supremé Court. X X 31 11 ¢ 59)@ 308 - 42 % 541 ¢ 60)© X X 335 ¢ 65)8 487 ¢ 65)¢ X X 5ol
¥ North Dakota--Supremo Court. . 15 150 274 sl F ' ' 278l 168 4l 179! 121 21!
Ohlo~-Suprema Courteseeses . 153 ¢ 91)€ 174 j‘g 1,209 1,593 ( 9ty 290 179 1,230 ¢ o1)e 1,699 ( 51)e P ’
: Ok 1 Ahoina=~GTATE TOTAL. . X X xP X 1,572! 906 ¢ 561° 219P~  UP xXP 1,729 ( 56)° 790 478 218 ( 56)° 8 1,494 ( 5600 X X xP xP 17,8861 : v
. Suprems Courtesesssesess . X X 1,346! 621/1.380¢ 219 '/;;5 © e 1,029 ¢ 38)® - 524 196 134 ( 38)8 854 ( 38)° X X 1,5041 -
Court of Crimjhat Appeals. . X X X X 226 2851‘”518)9 X ‘ k X 700 € 18)8  266° 282 84 ( 18)0 8 640, ¢ 18)¢ X X X X 382 ~
Oregon--Supreme Cotrtssss. . X X 85 v 468 ,za’?( a5 158 408 594 ( 45)8 X X 339 ( a5y BI1 ( 4506 X X 109 251
. Pennsy | vania~-Supreme Court. cesnseis ) 818 (155)° ;f!!§‘1,126 . 1,944 (155)° (15508t " (15538l
Puerto Rico--Supreme ‘Courts. . 180 21 188 389 216 33 i 8es 1,136 310 32 503 ‘ 1,245 86 24 170 280
Rhode .15 land--Supreme Courtesssssss L X X X . 521 7 " s ) s 445 X X b 408 X X X 558 . L
South Carollna~-Supreme Courtesssessesose 264 o . 264 684 3 714 X X 684 b3 X 294 ) ‘
South Dakota-~Suprems Court. . X X X S 35 " 2390 3© 27 23 279 ¢ _3) 306 9 16 { 3)° 331 ¢ 3e  x X X 263 «
Tennessee—Supreme Courta. . NET . 138 ( 82)% M 675 813 ( 8208 278 NH 593 ( B2)0 871 ( 82)0 N
Texas=-STATE TOTAL. . X X 251 . 2,197 3,161 (185)° 4 0198 2,777 5,942 (204)° 2,756 20 2,416 (234)@ 5,192 (234)¢ X X 319 2,918
Supreme Courteescessnies . X X o216 NH . 258 23 { 68)° 4019)% 1,083 N4 1,070 ( 87)€ . 104 20 991 (1178 NH 1,115 (e X X 152 NH 184 -
° Court of Criminal Appeals. 1,904 N o2 1,939 3,138 (117)e NH 1,734 4,872 (11D 2,652 NH 1,425 (117)° 4,077 (117)® 2,507 N 227 2,734 -
Utah-—Sipremie Courteessrseceses . ) o o 598 27 . 625 b X 635! ¥
Vermont--Suprefie Courteseesssssestosvaces 287 2 289 348 n : 359 346 12 358 291 1 L 292 ® ¢
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& VIrginia-—SUpreme CoUrtsseesessescsacsses 136 70 542 748 2377 X X 1,846 (2370 230 27 1,430 (23708 1,931 (23778 192 114 469 775
o Washington--Supreme COUFteeeeseeesasrenss 224 7 180 Lo 183 10 461 654 231 12 491 ; 734 176 5 150 331 - |
West Virginia--Suprems Court of Appeais.. 15 % a3 61 0 (25m® 371 - 33T, N3 (251 200 371 163 (182)¢ 740 (18208 71 X 35 109 ; -
. Wisconsin==Suprems Court... . 147 0 0 742 895 6 913! 668 98 62 838 972 o "0 972 A

u

i Wyoming--Supreme Courteee.. . X X NH 122 147 10 NH 157 X X NH 147 X X NH 132 %
i Reported naticnal fotals®... ceee 6,624 294 1,668 81l 15,749 18,845 3,916 18,338 111 44,599 17,520 4,851 19,632 121 46,886 7,028 360 1,794 89 17,644 .
b Mumber of states repot t1ng*eesecss .. 25 19 13 2 35 44 34 22 2 43 37 30 30 4 46 24 8 14 2 36
p Percent of populatlion represented®. . 34% 238 29% 52% 84% 54% 58% 71% .18% 66% 738 . (1 B0% 33% 28% 30% 538 ‘
{ c | . .
‘ Note: For inclusion on this table, 8 case Is defined as any appeal, original proceeding, request to Ok {ahoma-~Total cases pending do' not Include cerﬂor\nrl cases pending. . i
’ appeal, or sentence review only case. “ \Hah--Total cases disposed include only those cases dlspased by oplinion .or dismissed. Bl -
i Al1 avallable data are entered In the table. Blank spaces Indicate that the data are not avallable. Wisconsin--Total cases flled flgure does not Inciude |equss1's, Yo oppeal cases. }
E Number In parentheses, representing the number of requests to appeal that were granted, were not JExplianation of data included In the category:
i included In any of the calculations. N Callfornia~~The figure given for the number of appeals \'ﬂsposed represents the number of opinfons written -
i . ) during the year. I o
{l NH = This case type Is not handled In. this court. Coloradé~Total cases filed Includes fwo requests for stay pending appeal that were flied during the L
‘y% X = The data for thls case type are known o be included In the total but were not avallable by category. time perlod. é
gﬂ . . Delaware~--Appeals data- reporfed also Include original applications, advisory oplnions, and ;
i @Cases are not Included In the total %o avold double counting: certifications.
;‘ A request to esppeal granted Is not counted as a disposed request to appeai or as a filed appeal. |t is N Kansas--Appeals filed Include tan civil and agency and eight criminal appeals transferred from ?he Court
H counted as a disposition only whén the resulting appeal Is disposed. The nimbers of requests to eppesl! h of Appeals. =
19 granted are the flgures appearing In parentheses. These numbers were not Included In any of the Michigsn--A few original Jurlsdictlon cases are Inrluded with the appeal and requesf to appeal flgures.
e I3 calculations. v Nebraska--The few original Jurisdiction cases that the oourf handles are Included In with the sppeals
e ; Ipata are not complete: flguress i &
! California--Tetal originlal procesgings filed and disposed includé-miscellaneous matters only. South Dakota--The sppeals figure filed Included refnstated cases. §
i Copnecticut-~Total cases pending and filed Include appeals onlye. . Kadditional matters:
3 Indiana--The number of criminal petitions to transfer granted was not avallable, and is therefore not Maryland--The Court of Appeals also reviewed 63 bar admlttance matters. a
. ¢ inctuded In the total appeals filed, total cases flled, requests to appeal disposed, or total cases N i
i disposed. *Reported national totals:
4 lowa—Total appeals pending date do aot Include clvil eppenls, postconviction remsdy cases, or appeals of The reported natlonal totals Included only data for states reporting data In the caseflow category for
ndmlnls?raﬂve agency cases. al) courts in the state. Only complete data were Included ln the natlonal totals. Fligures marked with
" Kansas--Total cases beginning pendlng and flled do not Include requests to appeal. . an "I" footnote were not Included; those marked with a "J" were, Included. The numbers of request to
Nebraska--Total cases data Include oppeals and original Jurisdiction cases only. h appeal granted that appear ln parentheses were not Included in the totals 'ro avold double ocounting (see :
New Jersey--Not al) requests to appsal are Included In the pending and flled data. Dispositlons are tootnote "e"),
complete. Number of. states reporﬂng. v
New York--Fi1ing data do not Include all requests to appeal. Dispositions are complete as reported. Reported cases for appeals and total cases are from the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto
North Carolina--Pendling data reported Incidata do not Include ell requests to sppeal. . Rlco. Reported cuses from original preceedings and réquests to eppesl ore from the 50 states and 49 3
North Dzkota-—Beginning pending flgure for total cases does not Include writs requesting orlglnul N states handling originat proceedings and request to eppeal, respectively. !
Jurlsdiction cases. Filed and end pending total case figures do not include originat Jurisdiction, Percent of population represented: /
advisory oplInion, or requsst ‘o appeal cases. Dlsposed total case fligure doos not Include origlinal State populations used sre the revised Buraau of Census gsf mates and total 225,208,000 from the 50 . N
v Jurisdiction cases, advisory-opinlon cases, or request to appesl cases other than writs requesting N states, the District uf Columbla, and Puertc Rico. The total poputation Is 215,460 for the 50 T
¢ . original jurisdictlon. Flled and disposed original proceeding flgures do not include original ’ states handl! ?g original proceadings and 218,305 for the 47 states handling requests fo appeat.
i " Jurisdiction or edvisory oplinion cases. ; N ’
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TABLE 4: Detailed category caseload for lntermegltate appelllate dct%lggséases Reported national totals with number of states TABLES: Caseload for courts of last resort in states with intermediate appellate courts, 1978. \ : :
Appeals, original proceedings, requests to appeal, an - nep : State population. Disposed and end pending as a percent of filed. Number and percent change in pending. Filed and disposed per p
reporting anc percent of populatu/:;n represented 5 judge. Filed, disposed, and end pending per 100,000 population :
. ,4,///‘ B End
Beglnnl{/g Flled Sisposed ending As percent Change In .
pending o ‘f State of flled pending Per_Judge Per 100,000 population
2 2 é'a e 2 2 22 population Number Begin= End .
5 . _= -5 A - :g o State and court title in of ning - End Dis-  pend- Per~ Dis- End Lo
" —3 § £ ® o § 4.;,; -g _2 [} % 'E,?é- _ _2 23 488 = th ds  judges _pending Flled Disposed . pending  posed ing  Number cent _Flled O)sposed Flled posed pending 1
T = ° O - 4 = ] o © 3 o 'm0 3 o ] - E
6 3 a 0 =20 Z & = 22 oo + o :
State and court title 2 7¢ g% 5 % Tk g8 5 % 55 §% 8 & k& g8 B Al2bana=-Suprene Courtesssrasseiss 3,834 9 0 667 ( 5508 667 { 55)° o 100 ] 0 7 "o Y] 0 .
=2 = 2 1,184 1,184 777 77 Arlzona==Supreme Courtsesscesvasss 2,518 5 165 1,1 1,065 2 - 9 19 6 28 222 213 44 42 8 !
~ZSTATE TOTAL 688 688 1,273 1,273 ’ ’ - Teaz3)e 127310 :
Alabama 361 346 346 155 155 § Cal1fornlo=-5uprems. Courtessessesnesos 22,839 7 4,0121t273)2  3,706! (273) %2 (306) 573 529 18 16 :
Court of Civil Appeals.ise 140 140 36;] - o2 asel W . @38 622 i 622 i Colorado=~Suprema Court.. 2,767 ? 374 854 893 335 105 39 -3 -0, 122 128 31 32 12 i
Court of Crimlnal AppediSecsecess 548 2 548 ::)o . Ng{ 2,185 pos 238 a i 2,925 1.404 78 NH 1,482 H Florida=--Suprema Court. 9,132 7 1,119 2,740 2,494 1,363 9 S0 244 22 3s1 356 30 27 15 B
Artzona—~Court of Appealses.s « 1,485 33 NH 1,528 1, » ’ “r 4 | N -
CallfornlenCourts of Appoalesssses 5,163 N 51631 7,465 4,672 NH 12,337 8,585 . 4,628  NH 13,211 ?'33 " NH ?':g: Goorgla--Supreme Courtessssesssrissens 5,286 7 1,506 (113)® 1,530 (113)° 102 (-24) 215 29 2 2
Colorado——Court of Appealsesesssses _ 884  NH 884 1,119 NH 1,119 1,001 NH 1,00 B 2 111Tnols-=Supreme Courtss 11,434 7 369 1,250 (i85)° 1,246 (185)° 363 100 31 4 4 179 178 it " 3 ¢
FrorTda—Diotrict Courts . ‘ (nd}ana--Supreno Court 5,446 5 150 7 466 29981 507 ¢ 29991 o9 - 109 - 21 93 101 9 9 2 :

§ ADPEBlessrserersssssssessaran 8,373 - 667 523 9,563 8,49 569 627 9,692 " lowa~=Sufama Courfesss 2,919 9 848 1,490 ¢ 16)® 1,445 ¢ 16)° 88O 97 59 32 4 166 161 51 50 30 /
Geo: . :%w;f of AnpoolSereearees o o 0" 0 7 =x X X 2,000 [ 0 o ! Kansas=-Lseema Cobrtsss 2,333 7 358! 1561¢ 141 402 (14)° 224 -134 =37 221 57 71 17 10 :
llniols-‘-Appenue Couft. veee 3,913 N ONH 3,913 4,410 NH  NH 4,411 4,472 NH . NH 4,472 3,852  NH NH 3,852 : )

. 752 MM 752 896 NH 896 847 NH 847 801 NH 801 i Kentucky==Supreme Courtesssessssassins 3,611 7 214 ™ asde melazae 249 95 32 35 16 110 105 21 20 7
Indlana--Court of Appeaisseecesceee (R 02 5700 N NH 370 3g4] N NH 384 78] NH NH 78 ; Loulstana==Supreme Court. 4,073 7 2,405 (472)® 2,645 (472)° 110 (=240) ' 344 378 59 65 4
lowa--Court of Appeals.ssseeccrscese 2 385 52 192 465 465 n2 7n2 1 Maryland=-Court of Appeslssisesseseess o 4,212 7 13 585 ( 92)® 570 ( 92)° 2 97 5 15 115 84 8l 14 14 1 !
Kansas=-Court of Appealssessasseses 385 5 1,57 1,657 B4 1,736 957 18 1 976 : Massachusetts-=Supreme Judlclal Courts 5,743 7 476! 68! sl ;
Kentucky=-Court of AppealSeesesesss 1,120 19 2 1,!419 12,::; 312 3 2 386 2 068 310 2,378 X X 917 i Mich)gan==Supreme Courtsssseiserssasss 9,202 7 697 1,636 ( S2)° 1,487 ( 92)8 . 850° 9 52 153 22 234 212 18 16 9 5
Loulsiana~-Courts of Appeal «eseses X X 90 s i ) 3 - » & 5 = i ‘ ‘ ‘
Maryland-—Court of Speclal Appeals. 153 o 153 1,39120° X 1,6440210° 15453 232020) :'285(2“ nz : Missour i=-Suprene Courtes:essrssnsnass 4,871 7 192 615 676 131 110 21 -6 =32 ) 97 13 1 3 i
Massachusetts==Appaals Courtsesscse 1,050 . 1,050 1,020 020 3 New Jersey=—Supreme Courtesess 7,356 7 3931 1,016t1073¢ 1,078 10770 5341 1411 36! 145t 154 141 15 7 i
Michigan——Cotrt of Appealsesse 3,703 X X 5,248 X X X 4,937 < 2 103 } New Mex)co--Supreme Court.. 1,252 s 169 654 ¢ 33)%  £26 ( 33)¢ 197 9% . 30 8 17 131 125 52 50 16
Missourl-—Court of Appealsssssseses 1,919 X X 1,966 ~ 1,883 357 3 2,255 1,761 X X 2,118 2,053 - X ’ ’ ! Now York=-Court of Appoalsissssssessea . 17,720 7 2,223'10° 3,208 (IN® siel am 3! 19

P : i North Carol Ina==Suprems Courteecvosses 5,139 7 311 o541 ( 60)° . 487 ( 653° so! %0 (54) 77 70 9 B 1!

New Jersey--Appellate Dlvision o 5 736 5 306 792 6.008 4,754 856 5 610 6,193 3N - 6,224 { B o .

crsseasssonss 5,641 . , » ' ‘

of Superior Court ) e ne ’ s39 « 539 463 463 204 294 ‘ Ohlo==Suprens Courteseesses 10,795 =R 1,593 ¢ 91)° 1,699 ¢ 91)° 107 (-106) 228 2243 15 16

New Mexlco—=Court of Appealseeseees TR o 7575000 10,521 m 11,034 | Ok | ahoma==5TATE TOTAL+ess 2,913 12 1,5721 1,729 ( 56)° 1,494 { 56)° 1,886! 13 (235) 144 124 59 51. 65!
New York—-STATE TOTAL:sesesersssess 4 ] Supreme Court®eiiesvens - 9 1,3461 0 1,020 ( 38)° 854 ( 38)° 1,504 a (75) 114 95 35 2 52!
Appel late Divisions of the 6,384 o 8. 3841 9,100 o 9,213 ! Court of Criminal Appealshs.s.ss - 3 226 700 € 1839 640 { 18)° 382 9l 55 156 69 233 23« 2 13
Supreme Courtsssssssacassssscns ’ , g i Oregon=~Supreme Courtesssresseassvanes 2,510 7 468 594 { 45) 811 ( 45)° 25 137 42 217 46 - 85 6 24 32 10
Appetlate Terms of the @1 !

Supfeme COUrtssssssrnssiosavene 2,215 2,215 "813"3 s :'“6 | Pennsy Ivan|a=+Supreme Courtesssesssees 11,865 7 1,944 (155)° (1550} 278 16 :
North Carollna-—Court of Appeals... 1,174 331 1,525 1,1 e TR TE™ YITT] Tennessea-~Suprene Courts 4,462 5 813 ( 82)® 871 ( 8D)° 107 (=56} 163 B 20
Ohlo--Court of Appealsse. 4,405 223 NH 4,628 6,933 613 NH 1,546 6,743 623 NR ’ ’ . W N * e ! Texas=-STATE TOTAL... 13,498 18 2,197 5,942 (204)® 5,192 (234)° 2,918 87 49 21 33 330 288 4% 38 22 b
Ok lahoma--Court of Appeals. 129 NH N 129 449 NH N 449 462 NH N 462 16 . e Supreme Oourf"....\ - 9 1/ . 258 1,070 ¢ 87)® 1,115 (117)® 184 104 17 -74 =29 19 124 8 8 1 B
Oregon——Court of Appeals. 1,024 NH  NH 1,024 3,106 NH N 3,106 2,684 NH  NH 2,684 1,446 NH  NH ’ Court of Criminal ‘Appeals - 9 1,939 4,872 (117)° 4,077 (117)® 2,734  ®4 56 795 4t 541 453 % - 30 20 4
Fonnsy Ivania—STATE TOTAL X 7,329 363P 7,692! Washington~-Supreme CoUrteeesvesss 3,886 5 L4 654 734 331 112 H1] -80. . ~19 3 a2 17 19 e !

" Superior Courtesesesass PP 4,495 4.495: -
Commonwealth Courts “asse 2,834 363 3,197 . ' ]
&: T - T.415 ) 1,424 X X 1,558 Note: For Inclusion on thls table, a case Is deflned as .any sppeal, orlginal procesding, request to appeal, or sentenco review only case. . :
snnessee——STATE TOTALesseesonsesas NH '730 NH 730 . 80O NH 800 NH All avallable data are entered In the table. and all approprlate ¢slculatlons are Included. Blank, spaces Indlcate that elther the data are'not avalisble or the cdiculatlons were ,
iCourt of Appeals-secsscecscccnsce 685 - 9 694 X X 758 not approprlate. - Numbers Jn parentheses, representing the number of requests to sppesl that were granted, ware not Included In any of fthe calculatlons. o
\Court of Crimina) depeals.-: y 2,072 1,485 1,048 1,304 NH 1,304 , . : :
gmas=Courts of Civil Appeals.-..- 1,093 o 65 ;'ggg lzgf; 1?: 133 2.093 1,770 153 i50 2'073 2:175 71 48 2,295 == = Not epplicable. Ny o (
N Bishlngton--Court: of Appeals.- 2,428 82, 2 . . 2 T 29,280 - . / : -
‘ morfed natlonal Tofals®esseseeee. 31,189 357 162 27,501 79,014 7,561 1,805 74,050 66,260 6,596 2,182 82-°°: ”JZ: 38;’ 82 e cases are not Included In the totel fo svolg-alble covgting: s - , '
hmber of states reporting®eecsesse. 19 5 5 19 26 9 s % ,\2} ? M ‘9] &3 19 21 52 A request to eppeal granted Y not couhted as. & dizposed request o appeal or as a tlled appeal. I+ s counted“as a disposition onty when the resulting sppsal s disposed. The *
Pércenf of population represented*, 63 19 2% 52 97 47 27 84 83 40 27 - - numbers of requests to appeq,l granted are the numbers eppoaring In parentheses |n the teble. These numbers were not Included In any of the calculations. v !
E - 2 : A . Toata ore not complete: © . . . ¢
@ Note: For laciusion on thls table, a case Is deflned as any appaal , origlnal proceeding, request to appa2al or sentence review only case. Caljfornla-~Total filed and disposed flgures do not Include any original proceédings cases. L
? All avalleble data are entered In the table. Blank spaces indicate that the data are not avallzble. o~ Indiane=-Filed and disposed data In parentheses do not Include the number of criminal petitions to tronsfer (requests to appasi) that were granted. =
. . N . - Kansas=-~No beginning pending or flled data were avallable for request to. appeal cases; these cases are noi laciuded In The total cases beginnlng pending or flled catogories. i
¥ " - « & T
N = This case type 1s not handled tn 4his court. . . 3 J: Massachusetts<=Total cnsos»flled do not” Include any original proceedings or raquests to appe_al- Data were only glven ,v%r sppeols flled.
be Included In the total but were not avallable by categorys - £ New Jersey--Pending snd flied data do not Inciude all requests to sppeal. . 7
X = The data for this case type are known fo nclu n E New York=-Flied flgure does not Include all requests to appen! flleds V/
<« . ol H . : R North Carolina=-Pending data include appezls only and do not Include any -orlginal proceedings or requests to sppeai.
©Cases not included In the total to avold double counting: R i Ok |ahoma=~~Supreme Czurt--Total cases: pending do not Include certiorar! cases pending. .
A request 10 sppeal granted is not counted as & disposed request to appeal or as a flled appoai. |.f 1s counted as a dispesition only uhenlt)\? :::ultl?gn:p::;a:: disposed | Jsgianatton of data lcluded In the catemary: )

" The numbers of requests fo eppeal granted are the numbers appearing In parentheses in the table. These numbers are tiat Included in the calcula na . Kentucky--Total cases disposed Includs 13 casos fransfarced Ho the Court of Appaals.

Tpata are not complete. B : O B . " . kadditionat informatjan: o T . K
Cal 1 fornia-<Total cases pending figures only Include appeals pending. Both Okiahoma end Texas have two courts of last resort. The Supreme Court hesrs onty clvll matters; the Court of Criminal Appeals hears 2ll criminal matters. - Both also have an

New York--Appellate Divisions of the Supreme Coisrt--Total cases flled does not Include all origlnal Jurlsdiction cases. : . {ntermadlate sppellate court fhﬂf hoars only clvll matters. Data from. poth colrts of last resort are Included on thls fab[p for Toxas and Ok lahoma $b that e entire casslosd of
Peﬁnsylvanlr-Superlor Court~-Total cases flied Includes sppeals only. Commonwealth Court Yotal: cases ;-/;‘?L,Ied doaes not Include requests to appeal. - ) ﬂ;af tovel of court can be Pr‘aselﬁ?d e & it o5 1 1a for avery orfer state: !
Jexptanation of deta Included in the category: “ ) " ) ‘ . & ) \
Alabama--Court of Criminal’ Appeals—~ Appeals data reported also include request to appeal cass, figures. .
[nwa-- Sentence revliew only data are“included with the figures given for appesls. Two of these cases were disposed during the years
The numbers of these cases pending and filed during the year could not be Tdentifled.
New York--Appellate Divisions of the Supreme Court--Some ‘original jurlsdictlon cases are Included In with gppeals In +he filing
i .
Kadditlonal Information: ) S
Oregon--In 1978, the court heard oral arguments for 1,635 cases, and en additlonal 199 cases were submitted +to the court on the record and attorney's briefs. lled 1o
Texas—-Durlng 1978, 39 cases were granted a rehearing after dispositjon. These cases were subtracted from the total nunber dlsposed and. were not added fo f:rhe numbar flle
avold double countlng of cases. ! - Wat N .
PData were net avallatle for all courts In the state. These Incomplete data were not Included Tn the calculated national “totais.

\

)

end disposition data reported.

N7

“

‘ : [
*Reported natlonal tofals: . .
The reported national totals Include only data for states reporting data In the caseflow category for al) courts in ‘I’hekstgfe. incanplate data frun D
California, Pennsylvanla, and New York wera not Included 1n these natlonal totals.
#Number of states reporting: ) .
Reported cases for sppeals and total cases .are from the 27 states wlth Intermediate appel late courts. Reported cases for original ’prcceadlngs and
requests fo eppeal are from, the 20 states and 20 states, respectively, handilng each case type.
*percent of population represented: @ N Yo . B
State popula":lons used are the revlised Bureau of Census estimates and fotal 182,216,000 ‘for the. 27 states v‘]\fh !nfeme#lufn appelilate courts. The total
population 1s 140,729,000 for the 20 states handling c-1ginal proceedings and 126,288,000 for the 20 stafes handilng requests to appgal. The percent
of population represented for each caseflow cotegory s besed gn. these total population figures. . R
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s : TABLE 7; Caseload for intermediate appellate courts, 1978. :
TABLE6: Caseload for courts of last resort in states without intermediate appellate courts, 1978. d ! State population. Disposed and end pending as a percent cf filed. Number and percent change in pendmg Filed and dlsposed
: State population. Disposed and end pending as a percent of filed. Number and percent change in pending. Filed an dasposed‘ L ! per judge. Filed, disposed, and end pendmg per 100,000 population :
l per judge. Filed, disposed, and end pending per 100,000 populatlon : v L b ‘ ;
L ¢ ~ . As percent Changa In. °
As percenf Change In ! State ~___of filed ‘pending Per judge Per 100,000 population :
State . of t116d pending Por Jiidge Par 100,000 popuiation ‘ population Number Begln- ~ End ,‘
population Number Begln- End ¢ 3 State and court title in of ning End Dis~ pend- Per- i Dis- End =
° State and court title tn : of ning N End Dis- pend- © Por— Dis= End H th d Judges  pending Flied Disposed ° pending  posed " lng Number cent Fited Dlisposed - Flled posed pendling 2‘
t d: Judges pending Flled ___Disposed pending posed ing Number ~ cent Filed Disposed Flied - poszd pending ! i i :
N v Lo t Alabama=-STATE TOTAL:eeesoveen . 3,834 8 688 . 1,273 1,184 7, 93 61 89 13 159 148 33 3 20 I3
i . 157 140 156 i Court of Civll Appeals.eeess . - 3 140 361 346 155 96 43 15 n 120 115 S 9 4 :
ska--S Courtasssconcnsccnsnce 401 5 554 630 560 624 i 89 99 70 13 126 (¥4 . ; ] ‘ ] :
:rl':ans::;:::m Courtusesse aveaee 2,241 7 350 584 657 211 n2 47 -73 =21 a3 94 26 2 12 o ! Court of Criminal Appesliss ceee oine - 5 548 912 838" 622 92 68 74 14 182 168 24 22 16 H
Connectlcut—Supreme Courts 3,095 6 487! 474! 418 o8t 1280 28 2st 79 70 as! 14 20! : Arizona=-Court of AppealS..esesessssss 2,518 ‘12, 1,528 2,183 2,220 1,482 102 68  -46 -3 182 186 87 89 59
Delaware~-Supreme Courte.. civnen 598 5 287 361 319 32 68 91 42 15 7 7 64 60 53 55 Callfornia--Courts of Appeal. . 22,839 56 5,163 . 12,337 13,211 5,525 - 107 (-874) . 220 236 54 58 24)
District of Coltmbla~~Court of . “ Colorado=~Court of Appeals.seees . 2,767 10 884 1,119 1,001 1,002 89 90! 118 13 12 100 40 36 36
APDOAIS.ssasacitanvaraisesnsaranse + 670 9 1,161 1,305 1,367 1,109 105 8 52 =5 145 1520 195, 204 166 Florlda~-District Court of Appeals «ss 9,132 39 5,563 9,692 101 (=129 245 249 165 106 :
. ! ; :
Hawall==Suprems Court.. 929 5 483 374 187 670 , 50 9 187 % .15 3 40 20 2 i « Georgla--Court of Appeals.esssceras oo 5,285 9 o 2,000 [ 0 0 222 ) 38 o :
Idaho~~-Supreme Court. 911 5 469 340 301 508 89 149 3. 8 68 6 37 33 56 111Inols=-Appel late Cotrtessssrverssas 11,434 M 3,813 4,41 4,472 3,852 101 87  -61 2 130 - 132 39 39 34 i
Malne~-Supreme Judicial Courf.. 1,115 7 amn 422 538 295 127 70 -116 <28 60 77 38, 48 26 - Indlana=~Court of Appeals 5,446 12 752 896 847 801 ‘95 89 49 7 73 n 16 - 16 15 ;
Minnesota~-Supreme Court... 4,005 9 5 L7 cone esslt 12 43 39 426 124 LU I Vi 1 lowa==Court of Appeals. * o, 2919 5 92 370k 384 78, 104 21 T -5 77 13 13 3 :
Mississt l--l;u reme Courtes. 2’456 9 556 174 892 433 115 57 -8 =21 66 99 3 T 36 18 : Kansas--Court of Appeals. 2,333 7 385 792 465 ; nz 59 920 327 85’ ns 66 34 20 31
i P ’ z - - Kentucky--Court of Appesis. 3,611 14 1,141 1,51 1,736 976 i 52 -165 ~14 12 5 124 44 48 27
K [§ g ) 1 ¥ . = .
- ves 764 5 v 517 4715 92 : (42) 103 95 66 [1] . 1%} _ - !
’N::::::a—sgzr?;ec:g:f 1,561 7 438! 646! 631! 465! 98! 21 2 sl 921 go!  ant 10! 30! . £ Loulslana--Courts of Appeal®..vusu.es. 4,073 21 909 2,386 2,378 ‘917 | 100 38 8 1 88 88 59 58 23
«  Nevada--Suy; rzmg Court. . . "Ilg 5 467 1,031 a1 667 61 65 200 43 206 166 143 116 93 : 1 & Maryland--Court of Speclal Appeglses.. 4,212 13 153 1,644 (21)® 1,685 (21)@ 12 102 7 -41 =27 126 130 ’ 39 40 3 B
’ New H sh’,’ a--Suprema Couris . 894 5 169 3t0 318 161 103 - 52 - -5 62 , 64 35 36 < 18 R Massachusetts~-Appeals Courteses . 5,743 - 6 1,050 1,020 E 97 30) 175 170 18 18
= Norfhml:kof:--Su iems Courtde . 651 5 15! 278} 179 121! 441 st ¥ 361 43t 2! 191 ; Michigan~~Court of Appeals. . 9,202 18 5,248 4,937 94 (31.1) 292 274 57 s4 .}
. P! | . v ’ = # Missourt--Court:of ‘Appealsecseseas 4,871 22 1,966 2,255 2,118 : 2,103 94 93 137 7 103 96 46 43 43 {

B . - E G -~ Division of g : . ;

- vos 3,115 7 B2 . 1,136 1,245 280 110 25 109 28 162 178 36 40 9 Iy New Jersoy--Appel late ; . :
\ . ::Z::ol:::::—s;z;i:acg:::f '957 5 521 1445 '408 558 92 1725 37 7 89 82 46 43 58 ,_Supei‘lo:f Cgurt............-....-.. 7,356 21 ?,736 6,098 5,610 6,224 92 102 488 9 290 267 83 76 85 <
: South.CarolIsa~-Supreme Court. 3,041 : 5 264 4 664 294 96 41 30 u 143 137 23 22 10 - _ R ’

South Dakotz—Supreme Courtssss 689 5 315 279 { 3 331 ¢ 3@ 263 119 94 ~52 17 56 66 40 48 338 New Maxlico-—Court of Appealsssssseeses 1,252 5 218 539 - 463 294 85 55 76 35 108 o3 43 37 23 i
‘ Utah—$ . cc:rf 1,364 5 625 . 635! 125 17 LI T S New York=-STATE TOTAL.eesevens +os 17,20 33 10,5991 11,034 . 104 . 3211 334 601 62 ‘
oh—Supreae e ! i . Appellate Divisions of the Supreme 2) ’
Vermont--Supreme Court.. 498 5 289 359 358 202 100 81~ '3 - 7 2 72 72 59 @ . Courtesse - 24 8,341 . -9,213 3491 384 471 52
‘\ : Virginia——Supreme Courtseessesscecrecs 5,284 7 748 1,846 (237)® 1,931 (2318 775+ 105 a2 c7 4 264 296 - 35 37 15 Appel [ate Terms of ‘the Supreme M g
‘ 2 Vesi Yirginla--Supreme Court of o - Courtes seisva - 9 25215 1,821 82 {3%84) 246 202 13 10 i
i' : ADPEBLSeeseseesonsacsrsavaneansans 1,920 5 61 713 (2579° 740 (182)° 109 104 15 8 79 . 143 18 31 39 5 — g i
w1 fn=--Suprems Court 4,631 7 742 913! a38 M2 2350 3t 1300 120 20 18 21 * North Cerc!ina--Court of Appeals“.o-- 519 -, 9 1,525 1,446 95 (9 o 169 161 27 25 %
W sc?ns—n; o m:.c r+r . 431 5 122 157 147 ’ 132 94 84 10 8 31 2 36 - 34 3 Ohfo—-Court of Appaalsseess + 10,795 44 4,628 7,546 7,366 4,789 98 63 161 3 172 187 70 68 4 3
yomIng==Supreme Courteescescocccotcse . . R z Ok 1 ehome=-Court of ,Appegnsﬂ.- 2,913 6 129 449 462 116 103 26 =13 -0 75 77 15 16 4 }
- Oregon--Court of Appeals... 2,510 10 1,024 3,106 2,684k To1,448 86 47 422 41 317 268 124 107 58 ';
S . . i - g
Note: For Inclusion on thls teble, a case Is deflined &s any zppeal, original proceeding, ;’9‘1‘}95* +o eppeal, or sentepce review only case. . ) E Pegnsyl\lanlu SI:TE TOTAL ,\2'865 150 7,692 . o 481 65 .
A1l avaliable data are entered in the table and ali appropriate calculations are Included.  Blenk spaces Indlcate that elther the data are rnot avalliable or the calculatlons vere "PBFFW Couf ...;.... ‘\ J - 7 4,492‘ . . 642 38 \\\“i
not eppropriste. MNumbers In parentheses, representing the number of requests to appeal that were granted, were not Included In the calculations. Commonweath Court R A S ta L] 3,197 o . . . 355 » 27 ;
P W : o - :
I . s Tennessea~~STATE TOTALiveas veeise 4,462 18 : 1,424 . 1,558 : 109 (-134) . 79 a7 32 35 ‘g
P : ®Cases are not included In the total to avold double cointlng: , . . a o : u " . 3 b
g A request fo zppeal granted Is not counted as 2 dispoded request to eppesl or'as a-filed sppeals I+ 1s couritad as a disposition only whon the resulting appeal- Is disposed.. The N g::: :: (A:f-,::::::|.,;;;;;| : Z;‘: 5:: L . :;: (( ;g: :; :: :: . :: i
ble. mbers were not Ingt uded in any of the calculations §n fhe tenles ] See -— ) - - 1
‘1 ‘l . numbers of rc:qiesfs 1o appea! grented are the numbers..sppearing in" pnrenfheses in the table. These number: i ny . Texas=—Courts of CIvi! Appealsd 13,498 51 1,080 2,172 1,948 1,304 % 60 224 2 43 38 6 14 10 )
Data are not compiete: - . . et - g - . 4
§ Connecﬂcuf—lgendlng and filing data do not inchizdé requests to appeal. Dlsposlﬂun dafa are completos . : o , e » R Washington--Court of Appealsis.. 3,886 16 2,215 2,093 2,073 . 2,295 ) 99 ) 110 20 1 JSI 130 54 53 59 %
Minnesota--Disposed fligure does not Include ata for -any requests to appesl that were denled. LI : - i ‘
B i Nebraska--D ted Include als 2id orlginal jurlsdictlon cases only. No data for request to &ppeal tases are glven. . } . . e e e tern S ;
: \‘ ‘ Nbr'"t‘:sDako'l’:IiB::‘l’:ﬂng pending :‘;Zﬁl’ﬁ do'es nofglncluda writs requesting orlglnal Jurisdlction cases. Filed and end pending. flgures do siot Include original jurisdiction, sdvisory L MNotes For Inclusicn on dnis *eble, a casels def[ned as. any appsnl, u-lglnnl proceedlng, requesf to appeM, or senfence review only cases I
é k Tnt o t fo oppoal ‘crsess, Dlsposed f1gure does. net Include oF1glnal Jurisdiction cases, NMSOW cplnléa cases, or requést fo sppeal. cases other then writs requesﬂng 7 “ All avallable data are enforod In the tabla and all appropriate calculatfons are Tncludeds Blank spaces lfidicate that elther the data are not avallable or the calculnflons were S
S5 ba °pl;l°:; _Tr;szlll:lon app o B not eopropriates Nusbers sppeering In perentheses, representing the number of requests to appeat ﬂwf uere granted, were not included in the calculations. = *
F or n ul - = »
N X 4 Utah—-Cases disposed on!y includes those cases dlsposed by oplinfon or dismissed: % Not applicebie. = : N s
~ - Wisconsin--Total zases flled flgure does Include requests to zppea! casess i ) n ) ;
S . C i ) i UL ourt Jurlselction: ) ’ ' af
’ j O The Loulsiana Courts of Appeal, Oklahoma Court of Appesis, Tennesses Court of Appesis, and Texas Court of Clvll Appeals have jurlsdiction over clvil cases only- N E @ 5
. “ 4 \ Lo The Commonwealth Court of Pennsylvanla handiez cases Javolving Sttlelals o offlcers of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvanla onlys Other Intermediate appaiiate cases are heord In the
i N ¢ ¢ Bl - Stpertor Court. H o
- o . ©Cases are not Includad In “the total to avoid:double counting: ‘ = ' ;
. R o A request to appsel granted {s not counted os: &’ disposed request to appeal or as o flled appsals It Is counted as » dispositlion only when the resulﬂng sppeal Is disposed. E
) . The numbers of re)quesfs to appeal grgm’ed ‘are the numbers eppsaring In parentheses 1n the table. These numbers are not Included In the calculated flguros. )
) ] N Data are not conplafe. N . !
E . i 2 Callfornia~-Total cases pending do not Include original proceedings. : : i @
: , < (—\\/\ Now York~~Appellate Divisions of the Supr&em Court--Total cases flied do not .Include all origlinal Jurlsdlc’ﬂon cB8565. " - :
. » ) kAdditional {nformation: N B o o :
: lowa==The tlgure given as flled Is tho nusber of cases Transferred to this” courf by the lowa Supreme Court. All appellate cases In lova are initially filed xith ‘ﬂ};ﬁ/Suprcm Courts It
- - ; i retalns som of fhem, and transfers some to. the Court of Appeals for dlsposition. ° 7 i ~
o . . . Oregon~=In 1978, the cuurt teard oraf arguments. or 1,635 cases, and an additlonal 199 cases were submitted to the court the record and attorneyts briefs.
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) TABLES: Caseload for appeals and requests to appeal (civil and criminal) and total cases for courts of last resort, 1978
¢ M o~ | & 2 . *
K s Beginning pending Filed * Disposed End pending
“ ; H - R ' Requests “Requests Requests B R Regyests B
" J) } State and court title Appeals to appeal Appeels. . to appeal Appeals to appeai . Appeals ‘o appeal
L Total . Total Total Total
}j Civil Crimlnal. Clvli Crimlnal cases Clvil - Crimlnal’ Givil Criminal. cases Civil Crimlnal  Clvil Crimipal cases Civit Criminal CIvIl Criminal cases
% Alabema=~Supreme Courtessviveseessonss 0 b 0 0 0 X X X X "667 { 55)¢ - X X X X 667 ( 55 ¢ 0 0 4] 0
i Alaske=-Supreme Court.. cesss 268 200 554 256 135 630 225 131 560 2071 209 624
r Arlzona--Supreme Courts..... . 23 45 NH NH 165 65 122 NH NH 1,100 52 108 NH NH 1,065 36 59 NH NH 2t
. . & Arkansas--Supreme Court.... cee . 263 60 NH NH 350 318 181 NH NH 584 410 155 M NH 657 171 86 o N NH 277
;‘ﬁ; Callfornla--Supreme Courtseeessssessss 0 0 (1318 3 (97)° 1,568 1,572 4,012 (273)¢ 58 32 1,413 (155)€ 1,454 (11808 3,706 (27300 ’
% Colorado-~Supreme Coirt...... . X X X X 31 63 125 X X 834 X o x Uy X 893 ° X X X X 335
¥ Connectlcut--Supreme Courtasssusaess, 308”7  go 4871 393 - Bt ) 474! 304 49 X X 418 487 121 608!
B ; Delaware--Supreme Courtssseiessearunys 203 84 NH NH- 287 226 135~ NH NH 361 230 89 NH NH 319 199 130 NH NH 329
. j District of Columbia--Court of Appeals P LAY X X 1,161 375 666 X X 1,305 X X X X 1,361 X E A X 1,109
¢ : Florida~~Supreme Courtisesseeesnassss, / X X X X s . x - X X X 2,740 X X X X 2,494~ X X Y ox X 1,363
’ Georgla——SUpreme Courte:cessinsvnnsaae ( X X X X 1,506 (H})e X X X X 1,530 (113)e .
. \ 283 192 483 201 157 374 95 n 187 389 2718 670
i 277 qiz 69 173 77- 340 159 52 301 291 132 508
: I11inols=~Supreme Court viee B 42 9 185 369 11 110902 - 1€ 720 580 - 482 1,250 (185)@ 123 7 474 (109)° 404 ( 72)° 1,246 (18508 g 54 87 101 383
. Indlana--Suprema Courtevesesnrniniea.. X X X X 150 x X X X 466 ¢ 2008f X X X X 507 ¢ 29981 ¥ X X X 109
JOWa~=5Upreme Courtesancssesveeiessans X X X X 848 X xe. x¢ xe  x X 1,490 ( 16) 777 455 105 ¢ X8 39 ¢ X% 1,445 (160 x 275 X’ b 880
Kensas=-Supreme Courte.esesvssesansns X 7164 sl x ¢ owe el xe 156t 1458 - x 47 X X 402 € 1902 x g0 X X 224
., Kentucky-~Supreme Court, X X X X 214 X X X X 7 a3 X X X X 36134y x X X, X 249
! Louislana~~Supreme Court.. . . X X X X 2,405 (47208 ¥ X X X 2,645 (4723
Malne—Supreme ludicial Courteeveuress 205 164 NH NH a1 240 125 NH NH 422 58 219 NH NH 538 187 70 NH NE 295
" Maryland--Court of Appeals............ 8 5 0 0 13 82 (44)e (48° 218 273 585 { 92)¢ 118 41 174 € 44)® 225 ¢ 48)°  s570R¢ 9292 16 12 0 0 28
_ Massachusetts--Supreme Judiclal Court. X X 476! ’
Hichlgan--Supreme Court.esiuaneanssis X X X X 697 X T x X X 1,636°C 923® - x X X X 1,487 ( 9238 x X X X 850
) = Mlnnesota--Supreme Court.... Teses o2 2 NH HH 5 609 35, NH N 1,117 ¢ 18 3707 12y . NH NH 688 € 1) 241 116 NH N 431
MIssISSippl==SUpreme Courteaeesess. o, X X 556 - 440 216 774 4531 203! 892k X X B 438
: Missourl—-Supreme. Courtesvieannsnns.,., X ox. X X 192 120 X g'( X 615 135 48 X ! 676 X X X X S131
! Montane~~Supreme Court.... . 294 it 517 X X : 475 ) .
Nebraska—Supreme Courts. ... s 228 168 438! 321, ! 6451 292 281 n » 6311 258 109 4651
Nevada-=Supreme Courtevesersrasensssss X X 467 252 K 1,03] X X - B3, X X . 667
: i //‘ Hew Hampshire——Supreme Cotrtesesssss X X 169 X% ‘ 310 X X P T X X = 161
. ¢ i - i S ) -
: p 3 = — k 37
; Naw Jersey--Supreme Courteeevseny.... X " xt xi soshx (axe xR 0xd ot qLoteltone j01 . 3 S X 1,078 (1078 x X xb o oxl 534!
‘ . New Mexico--Supreme Court.... . X X S X 169. 245 xe 255(\ XUkt x 654 (334 x . . ¥ X X 626 ( 33)° X X X 197
“ : _New York--Court of Appeals... .. ‘ el Xotesie XLV 16027 2 203017708 484 30 5841 6619 1,452 11190 3,298 ({7758 -
e ; “North CarolIna=~Supreme Courtss.suvess X X Coattld cane gty oy X 541 (608 - x X 162 { 483 153 ( 160 dB7 (6518 § X 50l
N : @ North Dakota=-Supreme Courte.suuses s, 10 5 181} E,'s : 61 i 278} 1277 4 179! 9 25 121!
Y o - ¢ 5o s q y .
{7 i - ORIO==SUPFEda CoUrterusersiversessrnns - X Tox {} X X onsscene | xooo oy x X 1,609 ¢ onge
) & ¢ . Ok shoma~-STATE TOTAL. XX . X 1,572 621 ¢ sme x| ] 189 X 1,729 (56)° 524 237 134 ¢ 38)e 3 1,494 ¢ 5608 - X X bt 1,886!
h - ; Supreme’ Courte. ... . X NH ) M 1,347 621 ¢ 3830 © Ny l 189 NH 1,029 (¢ 38)° 524 NH 134 ¢ 3802 Ny 854 (‘38 X N NHq,5040 i
: : Court of Criminal Appeals NH b3 NH- X 226 oM X NH X 700 ¢ 18)¢ NH. . 237 NH 3 640 ( 18)¢ MM X NH X 382 i
g Oregon--Supreme Courteessnsss.s X X X X 468 X X X X 594 (4508 X X X X 811 (45 x| x X X 251
R : - . - LT ; . . s T T
o Pennsylvan! p7-Supreme Courtseessanaa.. * : iy o X X =y X 1,944 (155)8, o . B :
\\ 4§ Puerto RicS=-Supreme Court.; 16 152 o X X 389 25 121 X X 1,136 36 215 X . X L2485 5 58 a5 X X 280
) Rhode . Island-~Suprame Court.. o X X X X 521 179 - 82 X X 445 X X X L, 408 X 23 X, X 558
© s South-Caroiina--Supreme Courtseivvinss 235 22 264 428 208 : 714 X X s ;5 X b 294
_ % South Dakota--Supreme Courtssessesnens X X b3 X 315 X X X X 279 ¢ ;e - x X, X oo-X (331 ¢ 39 . g X X X 263
i o !
a a - » o - o —— . » N L .
b s . = w re ) Eel N
! 0 . § F gt b
B N , o .
a " 4 f b R :
e ® E ; 5 : : o ‘
K v P b B A : &
w B g -
= w LN & 8
- - Ya o ' ’ 5 o
” » o . ;
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Tonnessee—-Suprems Courtessssosessaios ) Cox X X X 8i3 (825 X X X % 871 ( B2)® v
Texas=~STATE TOTAL.. . % 1,904 216 35 2,197 © 23 ¢ 68)° 3,138 (11709 1,045 1,734 5,942 (204)€ 104 2,652 991 1,425 (1178 5,192 (a34)8 X 2,507 152 227 2,918
SUPrGME Courtesssesssnans GUUX N 216 oM 258 .23 ( 68)® WM 1,045 NH 1,070 C 87 fo4  NH - 991 NH LUSIMe x o Ng 152 MM 184
“Court of Criminaj Appeals. . NH 1,904 N 3 1,93 M 3,138 (11708 M 1,734 4,872 (117)@  NH 2,652 M 1,425 (11708 4,077 {1i1)®  NH : 2,507 M 227 2,734
Utah--Supreme Courtesssssssisasasarsse . 356 131 625 - b X 635! .
: =
Vermont--Suprems Courtessscecsssesanan ‘X X i 289 2N 65 359 263 73 | u3gg X X w82 ;
Virginia--Supreme Courtecsisssesisssos X X 28 300 748 (170)® vene x X 1,846 (231@ X x - asaluroe  essi eme 1,031 (231 X X T 2 o
Washington—-SUpreme Courtasseesseseees - 182 42 69 66 411 129 54 1770160 658 181 5 . i 185¢ 738 130 . 46 58 60 331 ¥
West Virginla--Supreme Court of Appeal X X X X 61 X X XX nm3sne X X X X 740 (182)® X X X X 109
‘Wisconsin-~Supreme Courtessssses 572 170 0 ° 742 673 222 a3l s 4 X X ‘838 720 252 o0 972
Wyom! ng==Supreme Courtesssssesse X % N N 122 107 40 N ONH 157 X X N N 147 X X . M M 132

@ - . .
Note: For inclusion on this table, a case Is defined as any appeal, orlglnal proceeding, request to appeal, or sentence review only case.
Total cases pending, flled, and disposed include orlginal procéedlngs and sentence review only as well as all eppeals and all requests to eppeal.

All avallable data are entered In the table. Blank spaces indicate that the data ere not avallable.

NH = This case type Is not handled in this court.

.X = The data for this case type are known to be, included In the total, but were not available by category.

== .= Not applicable.
®Cases are not Included in the total +o avoid double cosnting: .

A request to eppeal granted is not counted as’a disposed request to zppeal or as a flled eppeals
I+ Is counted as a disposition only when the resulting appeal Is dispesed. The numbers of
requests to zppeal granted are the flgures sppearing in parentheses tn thls table.

Ipata are not complete: g

Californla-~Total cases filed and disposed do not include all original proceedings.

Connectlcut-~Tota! cases pending and filed do not include requests to appeals

{ndiana--The number of criminal requests to appeal granted is not avallable,

Kansas=-No beglnning pending or filed data were avaii{able for request to appeal cases. .

Massachusetts-~The only data provided for .thls court are the number of -eppeals filed. L

Minnesota--The number of requests to appeal denled are not known and therefore are not included In
the disposed data. .

MIssissippi--Data glven for clvil and criminal appeals disposed do not Include cases disposed:by
dismissal. There were an additfonal 146 appeals dismissed that could not be identifled by case
type.

Nebraska--No data were avallable for request to appeal cases.

New Jersey--Flling and pending totals do not Include al{ request to appeal cases.

New Mexico--Appeals filed data do. not Include three cases that were relnstated during the ¥ime period
but could not be fdentifled by casetype. ; _

New York--Total cases filed do not Include clvil requests to sppeal. Data given for requests to
appeal disposed do not include 601 cases denied review that could not be identitled by case type.

RN

North Carolina--Pending data do not Include requests to appeal.

North Dakota~-Beginning pending toral cases flgure does not Include writs requesting original
Jurlsdiction cases. Flled and .end pendlng total cases. figures do not Include original juridiction,
advisory opinlon, o request to appeal cases. -Dlsposed flgure does not Iaclude origlinal
Jurisdiction cases, advisory opinion cases, or request to appeal cases other than writs requesting
original Jurlsdiction.

Ok | ahoma-=-Supreme Court--Total cases pending flgures do not Include clvil request to appeal cases.

Utah--Total cases disposed only Includes cases disposed by opinion or dismissed.

Virginla--Requests to appeal disposed do not incltde 58 cases that were withdrawn but could be
identitied by case type. : ’

Wisconsin--Total cases flled tigure does not Include requests to appesl casess

JExplanation of data Included In the category:

District of Columbla--Fllings reported for clvii and crinmlnal sppeals include clvit and criminal
requects to appeal In addition ‘o appeals. -
Kansas--Appeals filed included 10 civi|l and agency and 8 criminal sppeals transferred from the
Court of Appeals.
Kentucky--Total cases disposed Tnclude 13 cases transferred to the Court of Appeals.
Minnesota--Some agency zppéals are Included In the number of c¢ivil’ appeals disposed.
Nebraska--Appeals data Include a fe orlginal proceedings cases In additlon to appeals.
Neviida~~inciuded In the criminal sppeals filed flgura are 341 pretrial habeas corpus eppeals.
Texfﬁ--Suprems Court--Figures glven for clyil appeals pending also Include habeas corpus and mandamus
Cl QS

kaddit+1i§{al [nformetion:

I

Mury‘g;and--l'he Court of Appeals also reviewed 63 bar admittance matters.
Miss3ssippl--Commissioners handled 101 cut ‘of the 656 cases disposed on the morits.
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4 TABLES: Caseload for appeals and requests to appeal (civil and criminal) and total cases for intermediate appellate courts, 1978 . .
i
?" } R Beglaning pending Filed Disposed End pending
. . ) e Requests Requests \ Requests Requests )
+ State and court title Appeals +o. appeal Appeais 16 appeal - Appeals to appeat Appetls to appeal ¥
¥ ) ' . . Total N Total : Total Total
: ) " Clvii Criminal Civil Criminal cases Civil Criminal Clvil Criminal cases Civil Criminal” Clvil Criminal cases Civii Criminal Clvil Crlminal cases
wEE Alabama~~STATE TOTALscecteosoasanarancos 140 548) (%3] o 688 361 912 ) 1,273 346 838 (93] 1,184 155 622 ) 777 o
: Court of Clvi! Appealsiicsesssscanceas 140 NH NH 140 361 NH v NH 361 346 NH NH 346 155 NH NH 155
Court of Criminal Appeals.. . N s4sd N ) 548 NHT o912 TN () 912 N - 838 M) 838 N 622 [T TR ¢} 622
Arlzona-—-Court of Appeals.. . 596 708 NH NH 1,528 697 952~ M NH 2,183 674 1,012 NH NH 2,229 619 648 NH NH 1,482
i Callfornla——Courts of Appeal. . 2,597 2,566 NH NH 5,]63‘ 3,518 3,947 HH NH 12,337 4,483 4,100 . NH NH 13,211 2,895 - 2,628 NH NH 5,523l
}E Colorado~——Court of Appeazls... - X X 884 18 319 L Lne X X ! 1,001 X X 1,002
i Florida--District Court of Appeatl. . : X X X X 9,563 X X - X : X 9,692
. P Georgla~~Court of Appealses.essses . 0 o . 0° o 0 X X X X 2,000 . L ' o () 0 0 [
’ fHilnols—~Appellate Court.. . 1,832 2,081 NH NH - 3,913 2,102 2,309 NH NH 4,411 2,164 2,308 NH NH 4,472 1,770 2,082 NH NH 3,852
indiana--Court of Appeals.. - X X 752 436 426 - 8§96 X X 847 EoX X 801
¥ Towa—Court Of AppedlS.ecseaseeacecesnss ~ 703 220 NH NH 92 . 245 1257 M NH 370 259~ 112 NH NH 384 48l 300 NH NH 78
Kansas——Court of AppealSeecesesvessssees ~ 292 . 93 s 385 602 190 : 792 336 129 465 558 154 12
Kentucky--Court of  Appeals.s.. .~ B92 228 X X 1,141 1,189 305 X X 1,571 . 1,340 317 X X 1,736 M 216 x* X 976 ¢
: Loutsiana=-~Court- of Appealeseessss . X NH NH 909 2,042 NH : NH 2,386 2,068 NH NH 2,378 X NH NH 917
{ Mary land--Court of Special Appeals . 84 69 0 0 153 X(6)2 X(14)¢ X X 1,644(21)8 744 709 . . X(6)® X(14)@ 1,685(21)° 68 44 0 0 112
Massachusetts=~Appeals Courtessseceesnas X X : 1,050 X X 1,020
) ! _ Michigan=-Court of AppealS.eeseesssesess P X X X 5,248 X X . X X 4,937
o Missotri--Court of Appealsiseesesscesess 1,244 675 X X 1,966 1,207 688 X X 2,255 1,14% 688 X X 2,118 1,312 M X X 2,103
E New Jersey—-Appellate Divislon of B . =
{. . SUPEriOr COUrtesssisesarassnveransnene X X X X 5,736 2,197 1,775 X X 6,098 X X X X 5,610 X X X X 6,224
1,
H New Mexioo-—Courf of AppaalSecsesesciaces X X 218 210 299 . 539 X X 463 . X X 294
{ New York~~STATE TOTAL+eseseseasrcnsenses - X X « 10,5991 X X 11,034
i Appellate Divislon of the Supreme :
! COUMtaetonarerasesassansesnesnsraces x X 8,384! X: X 9,213 h
1 Appel late Terms of the Supreme Court.. X X 2,215 X . X 1,821
f ! North CarolIna=—Court of AppealS.essssss. - 697 477 X 1,525 546 489 X X 1,446
b - Ohlo—Cotrt of AppaalS.eesesesscse . 2,578 1,827 . M NH 4,628 4,365 2,568 NHg T NH 7,546 4,148 2,595 NH NH 7,366 2,776 1,800 NH NH 4,789
{» = Ok lahoma—Court of Appedlsiceecesss . 129 NH NH NH 129 449 NH NH! ) NH 449 462 NH NH NH 462 116 NH NH NH 116
? . Oregon—Court of Appeals... . X X NH NH 1,024 980 1,417 NH"@5 NH 3,106 X X N, NH 2,684 . X X NH NH 1,446
. R Pennsyvania-~STATE TOTAL.. . X 7,692! i
h : Superior Courtseesessanecans . 4,4951 K
# ) - . Commonwealth Courtasecsseasasovasesans 3,197 '
) ; Tennessee-~STATE TOTAL.eesesessscsscoass ¥ 1,424 800 X . 1,558 - .
Y Court of Appealseessssass . U] Mo 730 800 NH L] 800 N NH
Court of Criminal Appeals..~ . NH N NH - 694 NH X NH o 758 NH NH i
Texas--Court of Civil. Appeals. - 1,080 NH NH 1,080 2,112 1,948 NH NH 1,948 1,304 NH NH 1,304 | N
: Washington——Court of Appealsseesersessss 1,244 884 X X 2 275 ; 2,093 1,145 625 X " X 2,003 1,221 955 X X 2,295
o Note: For Inclusion on this table, a casé Is defined as any appenl, orlg na! pr‘ooeedlngﬁm‘qmsd' or santence review only case. ’ o
. ; Total cases pendlng, flled, and disposed lnclude orlginal proceedi§gs and sentence revlm oifly cases as well as all appeals and .alt requests to appeal,
P g ) : . ; All avallabje data ere etitered lr\-;ﬁm table. Blank spaces lndicaﬂ[ that the dafa ar]‘ rot avallable. . o :
. NH = This case type ‘Is not handled' in this court. b3 i ) New York--Appel late Dlvision of the Supreme Court--Total cases filed do Rat Include afl I .
’ X = The data for this case type ere known to be Included In the fotal, but ‘were not avallabje . orlglinal procesdings. . N ’ §
! by categerys ) . : : Pennsylvanis——Data reported Include only appeals from both courts and orlginal : ) ~
’ . h . proceedings from the Commonwee!th Courts. > . ’ - x
@Cases are not ipcluded In the total to avoid double counting: - : B Jespianation of data included In the category: N
* A-request to sppeal granted Is rot counted as a disposed request to appeal o as a filed « Alabama~-Court of Criminat Appeals—~Appeals flgura inciudes notlco of appaal cases as
appeale 1t is counted as a disposition only when the resulting appeal Is disposed. well as appeals. .
Ipata sre pot comp'lete lowa=-Civil appeals filed and pendlng incfuda administrative law and posfconvlcﬂon - “ ‘
B _ Colifornla--Total cases pending do not include orlglnal procoodlngs- « rellef cases. Crln(l/)\al ‘appeals flled and pending lnclude sentence review only cases.
: |
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“TABLE 10:

Oplmons reported by appellate courts, 1978.

S P

o o

R

Courts reportmg dispositions by opinion. Number and percent of cases dlsposed by opinion, by
case type. Total cases dlsposed by opmlon total cases disposed, and number of justices/judges

o P

Cases dlsposed of by opinlon

Civit

State and court level
: W appeals

Criminal
appeals

Agency
2ppeals

Juvenlle
appoals

conviction
appeals

Post=

Total
oppeals

£ of
category
& Y disposed”

Intermediate appellate courts of by
N Number oplinion

£ of
category
disposed
of by
Number opinjon

% of
category
di sposed
of by
Number oplinlen

% of
category
di sposed:

of by

Nunber opinlon

0

£ of
category
“ di $posed

of by

Number cpinjon

Alabama-<Court of Civil Appeals..

Court of Criminal Appeals....
Arlzona--Court of Appedis....
California-~Courts of Appeal™
Colorado-—Courts of Appeals.«
111inols-~Appel late Court™...

16
3,278

841

NH
X

[

11 34 12 8
80

27

365

indlana—Court of AppealsMiiccececccscoses .
lowa-~Court of Appeals..
Kanszs—Court of Appeaisecsees
Kentucky--Court of Appeals-l--.v.
Massachusetts--Appeals Courteseseses
Maryland=-Court of Speclal Appealsd.ces...

202 60

103
243)

80

i

305

, 2890

Michigan--Court of Appealsieececesceasscces

MissourT--Court of Appéais.

New Jerssy--Appellate Division of
Superior Courtessssseesesceensns

553 48

seasresses

Supreme Courdesceccessses

428

69

98t

46l 00

North Carollna=-Court of Appezls....
2,076 . S0t

Ohio-~Court ofAppealise..
fregon—Court of Abppa ISess
Pennsylvan}a=~Superior Courte..

Commonwealth Courtescceraeses
Texas--Courts -of Clvil Appeals.

Washlngton==Court of Appeals... ag8l” 43

489 -

»213

NH
450!

100 )
47

74

,035

3,289

Courts of last resort In states without
intermedlate 2ppellate courts

Alaska=-Supreme Court™. .
Arkansas--Supreme Courtes.
Connectlcut-—Supreme Courtsseecncosecrsens 145 48
District of Columbla--Court of Appealss... "

Hawai i--Stipreme Courtesessscsnsrvresssarse 47 49

Idaho-=-5upreme CourtMecsssscsacsssnssccres

41

45
351

2 0 [} o

84

63
4 15 48

un

Maine~-Supreme Judlcial Courteciseediosons
Mlnnesota--Supreme Courteesecesssconsocesns 53. 14
Mississippl-~Supreme Courtl s ‘
Montana--Supreme Courtesss
Nebraska--Supreme .Court.
Nevada--Supremed. Courtesseseesssseassasanens

161
°

17

13

74
14 3l 14}

40 2. . 6

43

New Hampshlre——Supreme Courtecsssissnssaes
North Dakota--Supreme Courteseeess
Ck1zhoma--Court of Criminal Appeals. . NH
Puerto RICO-~Supreme Courtesessssssssinones

South: Carolina--Supreme Courte...:
South Dakota-~Supreme CoturtPeesseescsseass

saeses

Texas--Court of Criminal AppealSsessosisas NH
Utati==Supreme. Courtseessscecesss
'Yermont--~Supreme Court..
‘Virginia--Supreme Courtesssssseassinssosss o
West Virglnfa-~Supreme Court of Appeals.s.

Wisconsin=-Supreme Court..
Wyoming~=-5upreme Courtecessssssessnvssenes

srrcerazinrene

"s16

20

<

Sentence

Orliginal ‘Requests
proceedings Yo app?al review only
% of £ of . £ of Number of
c:‘regory category © category Total Number cases disposed Number of cases
d;p:;ed dl:p:ssd dI?P:“d cases of of by cplinlon disposed of by Number of
of by of by disposed of Total Justices/ as percent of
. opinlon per inlons
Number opinlon Number opinion Number opinlon by oplnfons DIspositions Judges dispos [tions Judgepe ::rjudgs
: 229 346 3 66 g 76.3
; ‘ 318 83gl 5¢ 38! 63.6°
4:; g 380 2,229 12 7 31.7
S 6,093 13,211 57.5¢ 46 106 (103.6)M
N . 554 1,001 10 55 55.4
¢ '2,087M 4,472 34 47 61.4 ( 57.1)™
- 833" 47 12 98 69.4 € 69.4)M
32 384 5 86 65.8
; 305 465 7 &6 43.6
! 1,290 1,736 14 o4 92.1)
283 1,020 6 F:} 47.2
w 990 1,685 15 59] 76.8}
B N 2,550 4,937 18 52 14137
z 1,012 2,118 22 48 46.0
3,030 5,610 21 54 144.4 (138.1)"
. 155 463 5 33 31.0
565 9,213 24¢ 6 23.5¢
1,035 1,446 9 72 115.0
218 35 . 3,507 7,366 44 48 79.7
810 2,684 9.5¢ 30 85.3¢
. 2,416 7 345.1
769 9 * 85.4
1,729 1,948 51 89 33.9¢
gso) 2,073 16 47 617
5 20 13 10 31 72 24gM 560 .5 _a4 9.6 {4704
555 657 7 0 84 79.3
186 418 6 45 31.0
) . 352 1,367 9 26 39.1
5 24 T 97 187 5" 52 19.4
2 9 ; ; T 30 5 52 3144 € 31,40
J o . 381 538 7 7i T 54
[ 9 (¥} ) 92 688 9 13 : 1042
S » 656) 892 9 74 T 72099
¥ 269 475 5 % 57 53.8
i 354 631 7 56! 50.6
227 a1 - 5 27 " 45.4
233 318 5 74 47.0
133 1791 5¢ @ 741 &7 2646
249 640 ¢ 3 39 83.0
66 1,245 7 5 9.4
. w21 ;- 684 5 40 ) 54.8
‘ 244m 331 5 74m k 48.¢ (40.6)"
a0 a1
co o 516 4,077 9 13 573
399 o 635 5 63 79.8
1 8 . 102 358 5 B 28 g 2044
149 1,931 7 .8 21,3
‘ 191 740 5 % 8.2
. 242 . 838 7 5 29 34.6 )
: 1™ 147 5 n’ 21,0 €19.4)

“{contlinted on next page)
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TABLE 10: Opinions reported by appellate courts, 1978. (continued) “ 5
N i
- . . @ B
3 - Cases disposed of by opinlon L .
7 ) S . ; 5] "
: . ) . Pos e Original Requests Sentence N ;
State end court level civil crimtnal Agency ° Juvenlle cohviction . Total Proceedings to Appeal Review Only :
i ) . o : : ;
appeals appasis appeals appeals oppeals sppoals - : = .
. ‘ ] : 3 of £ of £ of Number Number -of \ !
5 g of Lot £ of g of < of - category ) category cafegory ~ Total ' ' . of cases disposed  Number of cases
: . ‘ category category catagory * category category : . disposed di sposed disposed - Cases . Justices/ of by oplinion disposed of by Nurber of
oo : disposed IS disposed disposed di Sposed dl sposed of by of by _ of by Disposed of Total Judges: as percent of opinion per cpinlons i
i {nfermed] ate appel late cotirts of by of by of by of by of by - Number ~ opinlon Number oplalon Number ~opinlon by Opinlans Olspositions dispositions Judge per Judge
’ Number cpinfon Nuaber oplalon Number oplinlon Number opinlon  Number oplinion E . - * - - et z :
5 . ) v ‘, : 381 667 . 9 . 57 42.3 ;
Alzbama--Supreme Courteesses : o 381 - 56 6 o 160 1,065 5 32.0
Arlzona~~Supreme Courteses 35 67 68 63 ) 104 . ‘42 ' _ 6 - o 132 3,706 7 18.6 :
o G " < Callfornla--Supreme Court. 56 97 32 100 \\‘\\ 88 322 893 7 36 46.0 . :
A Colorado--Suprems . Courtse«. : - = ' 482 2,4%4 s 7 19 68.9
: Florlda--Supreme Coirtess. s 760 5 1,530 7 50 108.6
Georgla—Supreme Cotrtrcsecossesecnsoacons - - -
); . : V , . 198 1,246 7 16 27.9 . L
B0l S=-Supreme CoUrtsssecenssesasseness o 13 2 , 275 g v s o A ’ ;
tndlans--Supreme Court.. - ] t ? e 100 Wy L 1445 9 25 39.7 { 39.7ym 2 !
: _ lowa=-Suprene Court®, . 245} 30 1030 22 (1} B g 5 3 . 6 27 402 7 67 . 38.7
i . - i 227 736 S 31 32.4
:u__l/ Kansas—--Suprema Courtses X 162 92 oo X 5 266 2 : ]
: Kentucky—-Supreme Cotrtiesess 10 18 : : 432 2,645 7 16 . 61.7 :
: ’ " Loulslana~--Supreme’ Court.. o K 422 s o - . :
; " _ S , .296 ‘ 7 T 42.3 : . :
G Massachusetts~—Supreme Judicial) Courtesse. . . ‘ 130 . 570 7 23] 18.61 : . :
3 .Maryland--Court of Appeaisd. o - 96 1,487 7 6 13.7 ' :
wh Michigan--Supresie Courte.. % g0 109 616 7 16 15.6¢ ;
) Missourl=-Supreme Courtes. B4 62 25 52 ) 109 "2 30 (kAL ‘1,078 7 16 - 24.4 ‘¢ 21,30 )
b New Jorsey—-Suprema CourtMessreeccnseescas o 1510 2197 626 5 35 43.8 { 36.0)M E
g New Mex[co~-Suprome CourtMeecesessscssccase ) “ - - ‘ \
. ‘ , . 175 3,298 o 5 25.0 : ?
: New. York—Court of Appealsesseseessssnsess’ ) . o3 487 7 28 19.1
. North Carol Ina—-Supreme Courtesessssesaces 55 79 134 » , 264 811 7.5% 33 35.2¢ ‘ .
N Oregon-=-Supreme Coturteesescacsesesanasasas B : : 384 7 ) : . 54.9 B g - k
PerinsyIvania=--Supreme Court. . i 97 1,115 I 9 10.8 :
, " Texas--Suprome Cotirtesssss sese - NH - Q n 92 83 17 o244 34 o E 33 C2nAC : #
Washington--Supreme Courtesesssssrhosesses 125 69 2 50 - ' ‘ 150 HREEN ' 5 :
4 [ . Pk .
= 4 ;
‘ ¢ ’ ok =) ¥
Rote: All avallable data are included In the table. Blark spaces Indicate that data were not available. ~"i !
: A case was classifled, as disposed by opinfon if It was so classified by the state annual reports, e.g ~, & . 3
t be classified as an opinlon, If It was listed, ¥per curlam opinlon.” . “-“‘ "‘5‘ N . 0y .
kil The data do not include dissenting or concurring oplnions. R - ‘EE'/r ! ) i ! s
i o . N i . B - . k4
; . . ) H]
NH = This case type is not handled in this court. | A‘" : M A
X = The data for thls case type are known fo be included In the total but were not avajlable by category. RA : h . 1
o ) ; N Mlnnesoﬂ--l\gency Appeals data Include requests to sppeals " i
) CJudge Information: . . ‘ j i 5 lowa=-~Supreme Court~-Civil appeals Include:-agency appeals and pos*h:onvlcﬂon remedy sppeals. Criminal appeals Include sentence review i
:'. Alabama--Court of Criminal Appeels-—There sre three supernumerary Judges afso assigned to thls courte . L { n ! only ‘casese v ,
i Callfornia=-Court of Appeal-~Although there were 56 judges allocated originaily, there were 57.5 fu)I-time judge equivalents. /S N Kentucky=“Court of Appaals~~Of the figures given, 805 civll and 188 criminal appeals. and the '§ original proceeding were "nonpub|ished" H
o . il X S :
: t4iinol s=~Appel tate Court-~Three reflred and five clrcult judges also served by assignment during 1978. R 3 5 {% :"P'“b"s' + X\‘
Misslssippl~~Twenty-elght trial judges seryed as temporary commissioners betwsen Auge 1,°1976 and Dec 31, 1978. B 1 ’ h “‘:"Y and=-Court of Appeals-~Slxteen of ﬂ:e"no mlnlonsnwera "unrepor'red." ‘ ‘ i
: i Missourf=~Supreme Court--Four conmissioners also served the Court. ’ N “ 4y M ssls;lppl--oi.z:e 656 opinlons, 90 were “unpublished. o “ e !
5 . * " New York=-Appe}late Dlvislons of the Suprems Court--Eleven Justices and nine certifled retired judges were femporarily asslgned to this Court. : 3 i North Carolina--Court of Appeals-~Civil appeels includa agency BPP°°|5' : , : 2
& " j“regon-~Supreme 00“,.1.__“*,‘0"5,, there were seven judges allocated original Iy, there were 7.5 full-time Judge equivalents gurtng 1578. . A Washington--Court of Appeals-—Of the figures given, 251 civil, 295 criminal, and 14 ofher cases were unpublished opinlonss. - ‘{
Court of Appenis—~Although fhere were 10 Judges allocated originglly, there were actually 9.5 full-time Judge equivalents during 1978. ‘I MCategfiries for dlsposition type or trial data: . oy ) 4
Texas—~Courts of Clvil Appesls—-Nine new Judges were added on December 1, 1978. . ;4 Alaska--There were 237 actual oplinlons published In 1978. a i i
Washington~-Supreme’ Court=~In addi+lon, one commissioner serves the Suprems Ccurf- ‘ y. § Callfornla--Courts of Appeal-~There were-5,959 majority opinions and "by the court® muJorHy opinlons fhnf disposed of 6,093 casess j
ipata are not complete: 1dsho~~157 cases were dlsposed of by 157 majority o per curlam oplnlons-
@ B % : - . {
i Alabama——Court of Crimlnal Appeals—-Da+u do not Include petitlons disposed of In the clerk's office at the directlon of the court. ) 4 1111nol s--Appel late: Court~~The 2,087 cases wers disposad of by 1,940 majority and per curiam oplnions. o
i : Nebraska--Requests. to appeal “are not ‘Included in dlsposition data. @ : o Indlana--Court of Appeals-~The 833 cases were dlsposed of by 833 opinlons. = 3
i North Dakota—-Data do not Include certiorarl requests fo appeal, advlsory oplnlons, or crlglnlal Jurisdlcton cases. a B 4 . o Vowa—-Supreme Court-<The 357 oplnjons Y,}cojmred 357 cases. ) . : P
! R -’Explanaﬂon of dats Included In the category: . New Jersey——Supreme Court--These cases résulted In 149 major{ty and per curfas oplinions, - - N l
g {daho~—Clvil sppeals Include juvenlle appeals. Criminal sppeals Include. posfmnv!cﬂon remedy cosess ) .. - Mppelinte Division of Superior Court-~The 3,032 cases resulted in 2,900 oplninns. S : N ) . "
3 New Mex!co-<Suprems Court--The :219 cases resulted In 180 written opinlons. : N 4
1 South Dakota~~The 244 cases were disposed of by 203 oplnlons. = g
: Womlng--Supreme Oourf--These 105 cases were closed by 97 oplnlons. !
# 2 - 5 :
™ o - o § o a
0 ' B I
» o
" 0 S | . % e : :
= f ” < @ ’ oo { % . :‘
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TABLE 11: Time interval (days) data for courts of last resort and intermediate appellate courts, 1978.
Courts grouped by beginning event point. Beginning event to briefs filed, to argument or submission, and
to decision announced. Argument or submission to decision announced. Type of cases included and

statistic type (mean or median)

Beginning Beglaning '~ Argument or

8eglnnlng Type

2 . event event to submisslon ~event to of
State and court title Type of case Beglinnlng to brlefs argument or to decision declsfon stat~
: avent filed  submission announced _ announced ({stic
Courts of last resort W
Alaska--Supreme Courtsceseees civll notlice of appeal 222 293 225 518 maan
¢riminal notlce \nf eppeal 297 369 228 597 man
sentence appeal notice 1 sppesl 12 135 209 344 mean
District of Columbia--~Court of AppealSessesss total cases + notlce of appesi o 124 351 121 472 wean
Kansas=~Supremd Courtesessssscscsssisssesnconanses clvil & agency notlce of appesl! 138 213 41 mean
criminal notice ot appeal 180 ' 156 336 mean
Now Hampshire~—Surpreme Courtscesssscescssanssses  fotal cases flilng of record :73 81 173 mean
New Mexico——Supreme Courteeescssesssiosncnsesinss total cases notice of appesi 212 42 253 mean
New Jorsay=-Supreme COUTtssessesseiocssccrasssses total cases notlce of sppeal or
granting cert!flcation 85 130 412 roen
total cases notice of appeal or .
granting certlfication 246 100 394 medl an
Oregon--/SqPreme Courteee s total cases notlce of eppeal - 340 maan
Washingtons~Supréme Court.. . total cases notice of appeal 427 152 580 medlan
HawaiI-~Suprema Courtseeceers «+ clvli=-regular oplnlon filling of appeal 864 mzan
civll--remorandum opinlon filing of appeal 528 maean
criminal--regular cpinlon filing of appeal 806 maan
crimlnal--memorandum
oplinton flling of appeal 604 maan
orlglaal proceedings—
reguiar oplnlon 79 mean
mem oplnlon 9 man
Wyoming==Supreme Courtecssecs «esees total cases docketing 195 98 293 mean
Arkensas--Supreme Courtsavaas eiiees  clvll flling of record 155 18 173 maan
criminal and post-
convictlion remedy fillng of record 124 27 150 foon
MisslssIppl==Supreme COurt seessverssccscasvessse total cases filing of record 306 maan
, total cases Judgment In lower court 473 mean
Maryland-~Court ©f AppPoBiSsessessvasssesssascnses fotal cases disposition in lower court 299 52 351 mean
New Jersey~=-Supreme Courteesessesesseeiessssseass total cases Judgment below 5 k7 130 504 mesn.
Wisconsin-~Supreme Courtesessssasaressssassanesss clvil oplnions docketed date 108 598 42 729 mean
criminal oplinlons docketed date 94 508 56 612 moan
total oplnjons docketed date 104 587 42 704 maan N
lowa==5upreme Courtesesseosssscssssssacrsnssanssns clvil ready for submlssion 253 maan
priority clvll rexdy for submission 125 mear
criminal ready for submlission h 128 fwan
total cases ready” for submlssion 198 mean
Intermedlate eppeftate courts . .
Alabama-~Court of Clvil Appesalseeses seeveess total cases notice of appesi 119 161 21 168 mean
Towa=—Court of AppesiSeessrescocssssscscrsnsacess clvit ready for submizsion 223 maan
priorliy clvil ready for submission 122 maan
criminal ready for submisslon W25 resn
& tatal cases ready for submisston o 177 maen.
Kansas-—Court of Appealseescsecees clvil notlce of appeal 302 man
crimlnal notice ot apepal " 87 mean
New Jersay--Appalfote Divislen of Suparior Court. total cases notice of eppeal - 398 29 314 mean
; total cases notlce of eppeat 348 17 348 madl an
New Mexico-=Court of AppealScecescesissssvessscass torts notlce of eppeal 365 maan
. adminlstrative sppeais notice of -appeal " 335 naan
workmen's compensation notice of oppeal 256 man
interiocutory sppeal notice of cppes; 130 \\n\aan :
other notice of appeal 321 fean”
o Pregon=sCourt of AppoBISsececversnsecssnnsaransss crimlinal notlce of appest 190 wmoan
all other eppesls notlce of appoal = 196 masn
/i total cases notice of appeal 192 maan
Washington--Court of Appeé'ls: X .
DIVISION lesecesonsassiscseress total cases notlce of zppesl 336 ° 92 a7 medl an
DIvISION )ucevavccasscrsncrassososcaisenenness total cases notice of mppesl 485 46 531 wnadian
BIviSion {{lesvceosnsncccnsss vesesscesssss total cases notlce of sppest 409 40 448 medlan
Texas~-Court of Civii}Appeais.. esssee total cases filing of zppeal N 180 mean
Meryland-~Court of Speclal Appesis.... esssne  total cases dispostition in lower court 232 21 253 mean
New Jersey--Appellate Division of Superior Court. total cases Judgment befow 440 X 29 415 mean
¥ -

B ] R e

Note: Tlmes are often glven In months, fractlons of months, or .months and days. For comparabllity, months wero converted to days by using f0-5 days par
monthi . :

Dats on this tebla are spparently for appesls declded on the merlts after o full review by the court, although thls fact Is not usually made explicit In
the source documents. The data for the Washington Supreme Court ere only for sppeals flied directty with the court, and not for sppeals certifled or
transferred from the intermedliate eppeilote court. [n additlon o regular eppeals, the New Jersey Supreme Court dsta Vnclude some cases In which the
decision on the merits is made pursuent to the argument ss to whether the certification should be granted.

All avallable data ére entared In the table. Blank spaces Indicate. that the. dota ere not avalieble.

N : °

At Issus~~New Mexico Supreme Court, Oregon Suprems. Court, and Oregon Court

af Appeals >

tFor_the time the birlefs sre fited, the following events were used:
Readiness~~lowa Supreme Court, Kansss Stpreme Court, {owa Court of
Appeais, and Kansas Court of Appeals
Data perfected--New Jersey Supreme Sourt, Washington Supreme Court,
New' Jersey Appellate Division of Superlor Court,
and Washington Court of Appeals
.Appel fee's brief--Alabama Court of Civil Appeals
Maturl ty--Wyoming Supreme Court B

For +ha tive of argument or submisslion, ;ﬂm following evants were ysed:
Cons lderat lon--Massachusetts Appeals Tourt ‘ g

- .
For time deciﬂfon announced, the following ovents were used:
Opinlon publication--Ajaska Supreme. Colrt
Finol decislon--Oregon Supreme Court and Oregon Court of Appesls
Date of remlt+itur--Wisconsin Supreme Court . .
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TABLE 12: Filed cases for appellate courts, 1969-1978. :
Appellate courts reporting five or more years of cases filed data
State and court t1tle Cases tiled
1969 1970 1971 1972 197, >
3 1974 D 5
—— \_ 1975 1976 1977 1978
Arlzona~=Supreme Colrtsssess - 556 ;
’ ceere o 679 697" 677 6
Cellifornla=--Sy, J . " vt st v
%’&Mm-suprm tu:::rf 3,322} 3,400! 3,179 3,238} 3,1391 3,513 3,668! 3'7343‘ 3 345;1 ;;;: [
o or o Suprone Oourf. .. 620 568% 544 517 606 6t1 553 "6s1 '35 "85
201 198 176 230 247 55 e
District of,Colunbla--coun of ° s : w 341 o it
Appeals'sciiias., ! )
Aot 452 6l3: 796! 980! 1,128} 1,2211 1,342 1,327 1,193!

S Rhe—Susrom ourt.. 182 155! 243! - 252} 307! 295 “Se5! "5231
Konfaorye oo courtves 060 368 341 342 368 438 464% 1;37‘
Loufstana~-Suprems Court.. 601 1';:: I':!;g i ' oas 29 s e 250 7:”

. .o 1,044 1,083 1,258
:::::;:: -::::;:r c:pp:uls' al 4371 489! 403" "sa8! "s0a! "g:gl h:?:' 2.’:’3; 2'405‘
--~Sups urte. 544 504 708 658 - ) e
1 s 811 957 974
o ::7::‘::” - .S.l.’gzam;;-n 631 576 584 603 677 781 921 1 '::? : ,(s)g? e
msmur,nsuw;ﬁ oo — o 62l azs! 5631 6267 6017 6137 7807 &5l l'm'

oot Suproms Cour 8t 1,036 1,184 998/ 38W 1,03) saal Lird 079 65;
Nebrmu__szwm c:: i . 189 197 236 239 269 299 409 a9 a
Neoresia-Sufreme *r 322 3621 4741 446! 546 434} sn! 716! so7l - 5”'
Hovada shfre-s urteceessenans M 5 3% 306 3715 392 434 “ 556 806 1,0 ) o5t
tog Je:e ee uprems Coz:rf 154 139 186 188 240 270 288 213 e e
Nov M'ci-s:pr:: g:urf craees 1397 170! 1957 1697 1737 g3l 2217 2327 :;:' MO'

o Helcons g:um":.:-r: s 255 218 240 25 298 433 500 558 632 ;:i
o reSuprese Coletoeeasvssss L3 05! 1,004 1,144) 1,203/ 1,323 14790 1,620 1,684
opono-STATE TOTAL... ‘544 1,32; 1,235 1,281 1,421 1,578 1,606 1,998 2,002 1,729
treasseonee . 433 s08* 0. ;
or:;::f :i Crlm]::l Appoalseiees 695 21 802 3 ;l: ;43355 :!93 "o v e ’
Pen"sy”a:;;:e::upr::-é;;;* 458% 432 558 607 553 . 667 750 :773g ::; ;go
Ponea! et S coum: l,;za 1,387 1,607 1,696 1,736 1,549 1,94:\
Rhode Island--Suprema Co\'u‘ﬂ 3;:] 2331 l’gzlil 11085;, R ROy
1’7:;&::7:_0-;Suprmc:ou;f 191! 205} 213! 209! 205! 266! ;:7' ;42:{ ;3}:{ 4601
=Supreme Courtscsesasss 1,185 1,380 1,329 ’ e
virg sup , , 1,598 1,249 1,256 1,526 A
w::c;:z::lss:::::eoocsuﬂ- . 450 414 '426 N '497 '504 ' ,:87; ' '2135: ' '246
rtloeians. 455 494! 555! 502! 607! 656! 709! 770! 54‘
Intermadlate appellate sourts /7 : =
Arizona--Court of Appeais.s 671 8
ceseren 05 783 875 921
arhzona= 1,321 1,725 2,01
cowadn a-'-Cou”r:: :;p:z:)zul 6,530 7.;2 8,327 8,194 8,806 9:4!8 9:9}6 o:n; lf'::z 12;‘;:
lo~=Cou . - 616 426 468 . .
1111not s~=A o 255 e
Loms,l:a_gop:g:f:'c:up:ﬂ :.igé :.48]5: '2.499 33020 3,044 3,259 4,135 3 :;: l;:? :::?
: 973 '
by et of_toon s ,455 1,573 1,589 1,579 2,020 2,189 2,407 2,386
Appealstieeiieiinneennsn so0! 593!
: radeen 3 729} 726! sgol ! !
i e 0 a0} 1,154 T, 384 i !
:M'sso:r';%-wu: :: :3.53:::1.. . l,gggl.‘ 2,:;;‘ z.;;:] . 2“,799' 3,075‘ 3,579 4:435 41544 ;;33 ;';::
. ,
Nox Sy arroala s 1,097 1,616 1,405! 1,552 11,805 1,797! 1,895}
Ot Superlor Courteieesienais 2,067 2.440 2,718 % £ox :
067, 2;44¢ 2,748 3,58% 3,883 3 [
g:;o_m_:;-:-c:u;: Ofl.A,'.\p: ‘ 168 168 Ei] 535 ETT] Ji?; 4:?3 4'2: 5':;: 6':98
o B8]{Sescsansvns ’ y

ooto-—ourt of o;; e _ _ 3,::2 4,3;; 4,909 5,503 6,869 o 7,204 7,992 7.5432

oKt n*oo-cW ! . _ 365 406 321 4

Ppninvann;:_::Agpiz:’s 563 577 622 766 843 1,046 1,539 1,5:3 2,§:; 3 :;:

oaprenle--STATE TOTALy.-oss 3,780 4,474 3,916 . " 5,023 6,067 6,364 7:692
popertor Gourtesseusneesees 2,433 2,670 2,203 2,99 3,631 3,700 4,495. . .
— = 1,347 1,804 1,713 2,027 2,436 2,664 3,197 b
Court of ppenls..scsenniesss 40 s mn e en MU LB Lm0 Lam i )
485 649 64 " 75
. 430 375 407 544 : it
ot o ) 598 531 636 [3
H“hlnm::::o::fc;:l;::::f:: 1,153 1,228 1,328 1,397 1,332 1,502 1,764 1.823: 1 ;tls; 2 ?’?;
937 1,243 1,244 1,541 1,819 4,777 1:996 2,09
o - U

flote: For Incluslon on this +able a ca y orlglnal proceading, or any roquest to appes Requests to zppeal are
K se Is dofloed as any sppeal, an 19}
' counted when re not +: t + \ ! ’,- i
QU L] oclglna“v ﬂled and are nof coun Dd egaln 1' gran’ od .« he nurbers [+ stﬂd hB punbers Of ‘ﬂ areanthe: ' ' hy
T - to t a prnff\ses n the

remalnder of “this document.
All data ore entered 1n the tables Blank spaces Indlcate that the

=== Not applicable,
i e
Data -ore not complete: : ‘
Cellforn)a~-Supreme Court=-Data do not Include attorney
dis¢lplinery £ases, » )
District of Cojumbla=~Court of Appoel3--Data given Include
only appeals flled. o
1daho~-Supreme Court--Data given include oiily sppoals flied.
Kagsas-Supram Court-=Figurs for 1978 doos not Include
roequests ?o appeat f1led. |
Maryland-~Court of Appaals and Court of Speclal Appeals--Data
given Include only direct and dlscretlonary sppeafs filed.
. Ml::ls:lppl--Suprm Court--Data. glven ‘lnciude only sppeals
teds '
Ml:ﬁu:l-Coh urt of Aspesis--Dats given Includa oniy eppeals
ad.
No:;:s:n-#-suprm Court--Data given Include only oppoals ¢
{ilod, : RO
Now Jgrsay-—suprme, Court—-Data. given incfuds only direct band
discrotlonary esppeals f1{ed. ) )
Tonn:ﬁx-ﬂsupfm Court-~Dats glven Include only appesis
.- . ’ i

Y isbiiams “oia e At i

dats are not ovallable.

o
i

W!sconsIn--Supremo Court-~Dats glven Include only «2ppeals
orlginal actlons, and d)sclplinary casos flleds )
JExplanation of data lacluded In the cufe&:ry:
Ml3sourl-~Supreme Court--Data glven lnclude all cases and other
procendlngs fl1led with the court. v
OhJo=-Supreme -Court--Data glven Inciude al} casas fHed with the
court and requests to sppoal granteds As a result the requests
to appedl gronted are counted twice In thls tat1y=-once l;hen
. ‘Hwy were flled as requests to sppoal; and agafn when they were
gje\mfed and bocomo discretlonary appeals. .
- Rhode Istand~=Supreme Courte-Data glven Include all cases and
. ather proceedings flled with the court.
AddTt1ona? Intormation: . -
Delaware~~Supreme Court-=The tigures glven for the 1977 and 1978
court years cover the calander years . ALl othor figures glwen’
for thls court are based an the t1scal year. :
PDaTa wora not- avaljable for ot courts In 1he state.

*Indlcates the year the Intermadiate appel late court began operations
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TABLE 13: Number and'percent change in filed cases year to year and for 10-year period for appellate courts,

1969-1978,

Appellate courts reporting five or more years of cases filed data

Number and percent change In cases. f}led

State and court title

1969 to 1970 1970 to 1971 1971 to 1972 1972 fo 1973 1973 to 1974 1974 to 19751975 to 1976 1976 to 1977 1977 to 1978 1969 to 1978

Courts of last resort

63 € 9%) 141 (1983 133 ( 15%) -59 ( -6%) 147 ( 155) 555 (1008)

Arlzona--Supreme Courtessciess 123 ( 228) 18 ¢ 3% =20 ( -3%) 9L 1%
Catifornta-—-Supreme Courtheeus . 78 ¢ 2001 221 (=61 59 ¢ 207 -99 € =301 374 (120% 155 ¢ 4! 36 ¢ 1H1 42 ¢ 19! 205 ¢ 55 629 ( 19%)
Colorado--Supreme Courtesseess =52 { -85} 24 ( -45)% =27 { -5%) 89 { 17%) 5( 1% 58 (-9%) 98 (i85) B4 ( I135) 119 ( 165 234 ( 408)
Dslaware-=Supreme Courtesesses =3 C ~18) =22 (=115}  74.C 428} =3 ( -1%) 8¢ 3% 18 79 68255 231( 1Mk 3 163 CaIm -
District of Columbia--Court i
Appeatsleeeiiiiicinnnanns 161 ¢ 3607 183 ( 23501 184 ¢ 23901 148 (5B 93 ¢ 8gsd 121 (1001 —15 ( -] ~134 (=10%)) -
Idsho-~Supreme Courtl.. . =27 (~150)1 88 (570 9 ¢ 4BV 55 ( 220)) 12 ( ~4;)) 50 ¢ 175} -22 { 5
Kansas--Supreme Court.. . ~27 ¢ -7 1C o 26( 88 70( 198 26 ( 65)%
Kentucky--Supreme Court....... 193 ( 20f) 40 ¢ -35) 31 ( 35 16 ( 18 =18 ( 28 85 ( 78 392 (-326)* =37 (~442)* 308 ( 678) <189 (~20f)
Loulslana-~Suprema Court...... 154 ( 26§) 108 € 14%) 181 ( 215) 39 ( 45) 175 ( 165) 348 ( 285 156 (1081 504 ( 308 - 139 ¢ 6%) 1,804 (3008
Maryland-—Court of Appealsle.. 26 ¢ ef1l 52 ( 120)) -86 (-18%)7 =55 (-140)) 44 (<1307 54 (-1805 77 (=310 <2 (1) 1 (<)) 237 (~588)
Michlgan--Suprem Court.sss... -40 € =75}, 204 ( 408) -50 ( =78) 155 (23%) 146 (185) _ 17 ( 2§ _ 71 C 7% 458 C 44%) 133 ( 9% 1,092 (201%)
Mlnnesota—-Supreme Courts.. 55 ( -9%) 8¢ 15 19( 3% 74 (126) 104 ( 15%) 140 € 185) -10 ( ~18) 90 ( 108) 116 ( 128) 486 778)
Mississlppl-~Supreme Court!... =1 ¢ =107 108 (2401 63 ( 110) <250 4T 12 ¢ 20! 167 ( 219" =342 (~448)1 P
Missouri--Supreme Courtleeuae  221°¢ 2780 151 € 15900 ~189 (-1650d -611 (-618) 652 (1680l 135(-10) 266 ( 298] 95 ¢ ~e6)) ~153 W az0 ¢ issd
¢
t

Trial court summary statistics

This section contains tables that display the
1978 statistical data from the trial courts. The
data cannot be found in published annual reports
alone.  All published annual reports and other
available documents %from the 50 states, the
District of Columbia, Guam, and Puerto Rico were
used. Unpublished data provided by state court
administrators or other officials were also used.

In this 1978 Annual Report the number of states
with trial court data displayed has increased from
44 states and the District of Columbia in 1975, to
49 states, the District of Columbia, Guam, and
Puerto Rico in 1977 and 1978. The number of courts
displayed has increased greatly over 1975. The
major reason for the increase has been the addition
of ,statistics from limited jurisdiction courts.
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presents a problem in interstate comparisons. In
addition, there are states that are not consistent
in their reporting of data. The general jurisdic-
tion court, for example, may give detailed category
breakdowns, whereas the limited - jirisdiction court
may report only total civil, c¥iminal, and juvenile
cases, or not report at all. )

The third problem relates to questions of va-
lidity of the data collected, both published and
unpublished. One of the major factors in data va-
lidity is the chance of human error. Many elements
(hidden data, transposition of figures, double
counting of cases, manner used to verify data)
contribute to the scope of this problem. 'Although
many verification techniques have been implemented
by state court administrators and by the National

(
Montane--Supreme Courts s 8¢ 4% 39 ( 208 3C 1% 300135 30 (1% 110 (378 60 ( 15§) - 48 ( {0%) : s tatisti Proj
) oject staff to keep errors to a
Nebraska=~Supreme Courtless 01z 12 031HY 28 (601 100 € 2207 62 -11HY 87 (1857 145 (250 109 ~15HT 39 ¢ g0l 324 t1og! i Court systems that contributed to the 1975 .‘_‘M; Court Statistics Proj P )
Novada--Supreme Court......ese = 77 € 245) -90 (-23%) 69 ( 226) 17 ( 4%) _ 42 ( 11%) 122 ( 28%) 250 ( 458) 286 ( 355) =61 ( -68) 712 (223%) h Report have provided more data as state court ad- minimum, the reader should understand that a veri-
New Hampshlre--Suprema Courte.  -13 (-105) - 47 345)} 2¢ m] 520 268) 30 25 1 7:)“ BEK -51)‘ 421 ISS)l =S -2”‘ 156 (101%) ‘ ministrators have Bicome aware of the NCSP data fication process does not guarantee absolute ac-
New Jersay--Supreme Courtle... 31 (220)1 25 (15811 =26 (~130) a2 100 emt 3e2ant ¢ sl w7 3! 2 aant 56 e : : .
New Mexlco--SupremeJCourfu--- 37 (-149) 22 Clof) 55 ¢ 231)1 3¢ ml s 45$)J 67 ¢ 155)J 58 ¢ 12$)J 74 ¢ |3$)J 22¢ mJ - 399 (1568) n:edsi9758everal st::tes that S“];mltt‘zd no d.at:a fog cula;l}:;' f'nél problem is variation in the subject
Ohlo=-Supreme Cotrtdeusssaeaas 96 ¢ 1159 143 1480 59 ¢ s 120 (10800 156 1280 148 (100 5T (4 ; . the report have since changed or 1improve 1
Oklahoma--STATE TOTAL.ceueenee 18 ( 715) =122 (-98) 46 € 4%) 140 (1183 157 (115) 228 ( 14%) 192 { 118) 4 ( <15} =273 (~14%) 390 ¢ 29%) : 7 their data systems to the extent that they now matter jurisdiction of the courts. Im 1978, four
Suprame Courtesessecencecees B2 ( 135) -203 (~408) 75 ( 172) 194 ( 3800 35 S§) 257 (350) 27 ( 3% 90 ( 95 -80 { ~75) ' N . . s : . . ;
. . o and South Dakota .
Court of Criminal Appenisese =64 € =9%) 171 (27%) =19 ( -4%) _-54 ( =7%) 124 (179)  ~20 ¢ —3%) 165 ( 2081 66 ( Of) ~-193 (<2281 5 ¢ <if) “ provide data for the national statistical series states, lllinois, Idaho, TIowa, and So p :
Oregon--Suprema Court.seeveses <26 { -68)% 126 ( 298) 45 C 98) 54 ( <98) 114 ( 21%) L B 0128) 2230308 B8 ( 6F) <291 (-335) 136 ( 308 Trial court data received from states are gen- in the District of Columbia, and 1n. Gt.fam, handled
Pennsylvan}a--Supreme Court... 37 -3%) 220 (169 T 89 ( 56) 40 26) -187 (-115) 395 ( 268) erally more detailed and easier to interpret than all types of cases in general jurisdiction courts.
P Rico--§i 5 - - i g i e :
RZ§ZZ°.S.§:;--§5§?:",°°£ELJ.. ‘ ‘Z : I:;;J ZZ : -3;1 :;: ;::j I:,' : :;:;_, :; : ::;] ‘;:: :::j ) appellate court data. However, some very specific In other states, such as Florida and New Jersey,
Tennessee~=Supremo Courtleeee.  14°C 0T B ( 40t -4 (201 -4 (200) 61 (3007 61 ( 23! -8l (255)] 14 ( 0] -o4 4151 =53 (289! ,;ﬂproblem's prevent comparisons of ‘che data presented gex}er:al Jurlsdlctlon‘ cout:t§ process on'ly major
xlrginl:-Su:rm Cotrfecneees 195 ( 165} =51 ¢ 4%} 69 ( 5%) ~-140 (-11%) 70 15270 € 219 146 € 105) 260 ( 16%) 86 ( -4%) 66! ( 56%) in this report. These problems are (1) the lack criminal cases and major civil actions, while other
w’,‘::o:g,zf:;u:‘r’:;";:’"rﬁ 3 ¢ 9p) ':‘;’ : I-S;;Y _g : _;::, 1;; : ;;:, 4;: ;;;, . :; : ';;;, ;?: :::, I:g : 13:;‘ ‘ of uniform case classifications; (2) lack of uni- civil and criminal cases are handled by limited -
Interned! at {1ate court \ form ways of counting cases; (3) the lack of com- jurisdiction courts. Limited jurisdiction courts
ntermedl ate 2ppellate courts N B . . - .
: ks plete data reported by the courts; (4) questions were added to this series in 1976 in order to pre- :
| Callforatecourts of oot 1,191 166 506 ¢ o 135 3y 63 o St s w Rl ECE TR TAREER relating to the validity of data collected, both  sent a complete picture of the, trial court case- r
Colorado~-Court of Appeals..s. " 243 ( 658) -190 -313) 42 ( 108) 24 ( ~5$) 414 € 9351 ST ( 70 215 ¢ 2385 =5 (<=1f) * published and unpublished; and (5) variaticnms in load. The 1978 state statistlca‘l profiles in Part ’
I11nojs—-Appel late Courte.oen 165 108) 643 ( 355) 521 ( 210)  24.C 15)  215C 78) - 876 € 278) -162 ¢ ~4%) 408 ( 105) 30 ¢ <If) - 2,709 (1605 the subject matter jurisdiction of the courts. II*show that the number and types of trial courts :
";‘::x:::’—c‘::‘;*o‘;:x::;"” PCIR B BB 160 S0 (-1 44 (280 169 C 8D 218 (10D 21 (<-1D) 980 708 The first problem in comparing data available vary from state to state. This difference in court
Appealstercieiiiiuininnees 93 €190 136 (23000 -3¢ -0 154 C210) 100 € 1D 174 180T 230 ¢ 2007 -1 (=132 29.¢ 208 912 (182h)! from trial courts 1is the lack of uniformity in strucl.:ure {nust be kept in mind while examining the :
M1thlgan--Court of Appeuls;u- 255 ( 15;)] 122 ¢ 58) 463 ( 208) 277 ( 108) 503 ( 168} 856 ¢ 248) 109 ( 28) - 730 ( 168) =26 (<~1) 3,289 (168%) case classification and unit of case count. Both data in this document. .
- oee F T T L= 13507 ¥ L= 150 N i v P !
8 :;i‘j::leyffxpl‘l’:u:";::fs]cn B LISDT S8 CIRT 3B (40T 519 (AT 21T CIHT 7 CTONT 253 (1601 -8 (1A 98 C 59 1,322 (2315) . the case categories and the data classified in" the The reader should note two other factors before
" . . s _ - . .
of Superlor Courf..eveeve 382 (185) 20770 128) 637 (308) 300 ¢ BH) -B2°( =280 582 (155 436 ( 10K 1,159 ( 248 120 ¢ 28) 4,031 (195%) . ' case categories vary from state to state. Under reviewing-the 'tl'lal court tables. The f_ll‘St- 01'1})'
Hew Mexico-Court of Appeals.. €00 640385) 30 %) 83 (358) 157 (495)  39.( 8 6B (-135) 130 ¢ 290 =37 ¢ -68) - 371 (2219 ‘ the case category of "law," for example, ome. state states reporting data that could be displayed in
Ohlo~-ts ceeneres : § - ’ e an ) - e . PN .
,\::am:‘_'”_c.uf’:f'\z‘fz;a's _ ° 5'; : 12:: _f';: :_;;:; 53’: : :f;; "i:g z_f:;; 3;'5 : 2::; Z:g : :;:; ";:t;:; may use the term '"civil judgment," another "civil specific case category tables (i.e., felony, real
Oregon=—Court of Appeals...... 14 ¢ 28) 457 B5) 144 ¢ 23$)  77.0 10%) . 203 ( 245) 493 ( 47%) 308 ( 208) 501 ( 27%) 758 ( 324 complaint,"” and still another may report thf‘; case property rights, status offenses, etc.) vwere in-
Pennsy van|a--STATE TOTAL..ur+ 694 ( 18%) 558 (-126) 1,107 ( 28%) 1,044 ( 21%) 297 ( 5§) 1,238 ( 210) . as '"'money judgment." This makes consglidation. of cluded in such tables. For the sake of clarity, p
Sdpreas Court.sisrerssrs ﬁ;:;g;; e :"_57;; o ‘ f;’:; e ‘ i:;; ol :; ;gi:i:;; these categories difficult. The lack of uniformity those states that did not report such data were not i
3000 -4 (08 L0215 .50 58 <76 (<78 263 ( 268) 51 ( 45) 142 C 115 4B ¢ =3%) 564 ( 668) in unit of case count causes difficulty in compar- listed. When data were not reported by every court
x‘: o; épr]»e:;lsu| - _:t; : :;:; -ig : -g; 1;3 ¢ lo:) ;: t —:;) -: t -2:) 164 ( 34:) 45 ¢ 7;) 64 ¢ 2’1) =28 ( ~4%) 300 ( 708) ison of caseload (see Figures A and B). Units of in the state handling the case type, the data that :
rt of Criminal Appeals... ~130) . ( 34%) (109 67 (-11%) 99 { 19%) 6( 1% I8 (12 20 ( -35) 264 ¢ 61%) - . . - s . . ;i 3 -
- - ve b footnoted as: being incom
Texes—~Courts of Clvil.Appaals. 75 ( 65) 100 ( BS) 69( S8 -65 (=5%) 170 0 13H) 262 (178} 60 ( 36 145 ¢ 65 203 ( 108 1,019 ¢ 88 counting criminal cases may be informatioms, in were reported h%. e oeen & . & i
Washington--Court of Appeals..  --~ — . 306 ( 24%) 1.0 0f) 297 ( 248) 278 ( 188) 42 -2%) 219 ( 128) 67 ¢ 58} . dictments, or complaints; the number of defendants; plete (footnote "p'") in order to provide the reader :
Notes For Tnclus o1 ot s of ned s . \gtnal ol ‘1o . " . or even the number of charges. Civil cases may be with an indicator of incomplete data when compar- :
@: For Inclusfon on this fz2ble a case |s ned as any zppeal, any original proceeding, or any reques appeal « Requests to: appeal ara counted when . YRR : 1 as ds. This information will he]_ deter— .
originally filed and are not counted agaln If granted. The numbeljs correspond to the, numbers not in parentheses 1n the remalnder of the report. ' ?ounf"\eﬂ‘ at  the fll.lng of a complalnt, at note of 1I.Ig caseloads ] d pb 8
All evallable data are entered in the table and afi sppropriate calculations are Included. Blank spaces Indicate that tho data are not avallable or ; issue, or at the time placed on the calendar. mine whether caseloads can be compare etween 9
the calculatlons were not sppropriates N a D i . The second problem in comparing data available states or courts. : $
- . . - 4 n
— =Nat sppiicable o ! from trial courts is the lack of complete statis-— The following tables. are sequenced from a 'gen-
= ) i -3 . .
‘ . : : tics, = Some states report only total caseload. eral overview (national caseload totals for courts)
*Indicates “he ysar the Intaermediate appellate courf‘bugan operation. Tennesseo~~Supreme Court--Data given Include only appeals filods ; Othei‘s report individual case categories, but  omit . to the more speci.fic caseload detail (civi]_, crim-
Ipata are not couplete: w':::,',:"::gr::c(,::‘f;:;;ym‘::si::?,zf‘ude only sppeais, erlglnat f breakdowns within certain categories to show what inal, traffic, .and juvenile case categories and
Catifornia--Supreme Court--Data do not inciude attorney o Jexplanation of data Included In the category: = l is 1ncluded w:.;h:.n, for example, domestic rela- Caseload) . i
mdlsclpllnaw\,’ cases. Missour I-~Suprome Court-<Data glven Include alt ceses ond other tions, estate, or mental health, This omission N
strict of Columbla-<Court of Appeals--Data given Include [ . . proceedings filed wlth the courts W
only appeals ¥1lieds P Q O lo==Supreme Court-~Data given include 2|1 cases f]ied with the ¢ ‘ ' o ’ ¢ o ¥
Idano-~Supreme Court--Data given Include only appeals filods - court ond requests fo sppeal grenteds As a result, the requests to «
o Marylond--Court of Appeals and Court of Speclal Appeals--Data oppoal granted are counted twice In.this tally--6nce shen they were . ? v
: dlivén Include only direct and discretlonary. sppeais flled. o tlled as requasts fo appeal, and agals shon they were granted and - ;
p Mississippl-~Suprene Court--Data glven Include only appeals ; . became discretlonary appeals, ki @ 4
fllede . & Rhode. Isiand-~Supremeé Court-~Dota glven includo all cases and . . _ ;
“ Missouri—Court of Appeals--Data given Includo only appeals . other proceodings fllad with the court, . N da
: filed. - Mdditional Infomations 7 ' - :
Nebraska-=Supreme Court——Data glven Include only appesis flled, Delaware--Suprome Court-~The flgure given for the 1977 court year : " : 5
New Jersey-=Supreme Court--Data glven-Include only ‘direct and covers tho calendar year: All other data glven for this court o “ . X = k
discretlonary appeals filed, ore based on the fiscal year. ’ Y N i
P a o
w !
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and all trial courts, 1978.

Estimated civil, criminal, juvenile, traffic, and total cases filed and disposed in all trial courts

Reported national caseload (civil, criminal, traffic, juvenile, and total) in general j juris sdiction, limited jurisdiction,

Beginning End
Reported and estimated casef low pending Filed Disposed pending
Civil
All trial courts:
REPOrted CASESessesrossesssrscsuscnnasossessssesasisosansssnessssssessnssreosesasranssssccnssnns 3, 623 580 11,372,589 9,533,286 3,512,102
Number- of states reporting complete dataisecssssesis ‘e 5 21 15 6
Percent of population represented by complete data.. . of 52% 448 105
Percent of variance explained (R2)esisesncacassuse .e 93% 98%
Estimated national hfals-.........-.n-.-...---..................-.............-....--.....?.-a 13,000,000 11,900,000

General Jurisdictlion courts: . )

RAPOTTEd COSOSesesessccssnrsosssescssnsssnasssssssssnnsacsnsianssnssasssransonnessanasasasesanse 2,806,989 5,084,556 4,450,458 2,951,563
Number of states reporting complete dat@sssescescess 25 w43 i 33 25
Percent of population represented by complete datlecsessscsssscrsvssiccccecsnnoscanacsccnnscases 45% B2% . 72% . 45%
Limlted Jurlsdiction courts: '
Roported COSESscssssocsiansrecssrscssssvccssossoncsnssssrssssssssonrancesasatecasosscssascscears 816,590 6,288,033 5,082,828 960,539
Number of states reporting complete data (44 states handle civil cases In limited 7
Jurtsdlction coUrtS)ecsessscrconnsesrasacunnccsssssasnrsnnsrorssornansssssrsocassencsannesnasihs 6 16 13 6
Percent of population represented by complete data (198,506,000 i{s the population
TN The 44 STateS)eereavereesssecatsoneeioasesssestssnesrosssasastossssorsetonssessessesssosvass 16% 47% 44% 16%
Crimlnal .

ALl trial courtss . ¢ .

" ROPOFHEd CaSESsesessecsenssssnssnsessasosansasveasanssessnssssossasssssnnssarasssasnrocsssnsasass 1,128,360 8,804,329 7,001,344 1,263,247
Number of states reporting: compliete datl@eseecesesessccorrvssncesscnssssnsecsocsersnscsssrasncass 7 17 15 7
Percent of aduit population represented by complete data (154,806,000 Is the total . i

adult POPUIATION)ceeveecsieennsenssressecssostsrarsreasasnasssssrsaancssssasanesscorassssrisons 7% 388 348 7%
Percent of varlance explalned (R2).. " 908 99§
Estimated national Jotalseessecsssscessscssiocevrsavoccorsvenssscorsorasnsnrssesnsssccssassesnsace 13,700,000 12,200,000

General Jurisdictlon courts: . : .

Reported Cas@Sesscsesssssssscsstansossssssivascsssanss 598,495 2,020,918 |,763,886“ 652,165
Number of states reporting complete dataecs coecesesaen 29 7 .45 40 2
Percent of adult population represenfed by complete datas... 45% 86% o 19% 45%
Limited jurisdictlion courts:
REPOrTEd CASESessesssnsasssossecnsssssssnaissossasasonsssssssnassessassssssasssssssasnsosnansses 529,865 6,783,411 5,237,458 611,082
Number of states reporting complete data (46 states handle criminal cases In limided R
Jurisdiction COUIES) asvosossacassnsessasosinssnnsonnsnsnsessasnssssossesannnsnsssesestssassnse 4 13 9 4
Percent of adult population represented by complete data (143,237,000 Is the adult population
In the 46 states)esscessersissencsosssssnbossoneiaeasssotsvovasssacusssassossossasssnnanrsncss 5% 33% 27% 5%
Traftic ES

ALl trial courts: |
Reported CaSeSesssresscessrsssronserenssssrcsarsrniiosesssssssooisssnnasnses 1,185,983 51,019,573 40,233,014 1,419,';311
Number of states reportlng complete dataseescscess sen 7 18 15 R
Percent of population represented by complete datase... ' 358 55% 7%
Percent of variance explalned (R2) 938 99%

Estimated national totalsecessssscocsssssvsssescssssssinnas seessansesestearariarssussarisnesn 57,500,000 51,000,000

General. Jurisdictlion courts: " ‘ N 0
REPOrted COSESeessssescsisenssvonctsasssosvonsacncsiscansarsrssossnsnocarcssessesccsevacacsncaass 124,977 7;516,108 5,101,053 148,174
Number of states reporting complete dats (15 states handle traffic cases In general 1 ol

Jurisdiction COUrTS)eesesreseossesasssscnrnrscesranacussnancaisonessssossancarsacsssansssasess 7 a3 10 7
Percent of population represented by complete data (53,191,000 [s the population
1N Hhe 15 STateS)essescveassscasseriossensnssssssessssosssssrassesansisesosssssasssonsssnnnses , 28% 82% 62% i 28%

Limited Jurisdiction courts: ) ) co
Reported CO58Seescssrrssssessascrssasccnssnenrssccsesavcoessrcssnsssnasnssssvosisarsvsrasseasses 1,061,006 43,503,465 35,131,961 1,270,637
Number of states reporting complete data (46 states handle traffic cases in limlted ) N

Jurisdiction courts)iseeeiseeesausesarsessesrcsncrsssensessarssscssssssansrassrossescassnsssee 4 13 10 4
Parcent of population represented (205,470,000 is the population in the 46 states) vas 5% 34% 258 5%
Juveniie ® ’

All irial courts:

REPOITEd CASESwisssseancasssntsassnssasossnsssasiossessonsossoestasssasanssnsssinasionevancacsse’ 145,498 1,262,414 1,063,848 143,687
Number of states reporting complete data. esevee . 16 35 24 16
Parcent of Juvenile population represented by canplete data (64, 260 000 is total ; N

JuvenTle population)eseeessesessssosiasesssssscnnessarsannocrssnssssseasnsssasssseasosesssanes 338 653 53¢ 338
Percent of variance explalned (R2}., nE il 85%
Estimated national $0taiSseseessesrsssesicnccesonsscocnrcrccsvontoiiliecsvsasnosisnscnnsoscsssnrane 1,450,000 1,380,000

General Jurlsdlcﬂon courtss : i .

ROPOTTEU CBSOSesrsssereassrarsossutsasnnsreasssssrsessassnscrseiesissisressasssssrnsresnnosssrsa 92,687 709,077 611,975 102,138
Number of states reporting camplete data (31 states handle Juvenile cases In general

Jurlsdiction COUrts)eceesscascsasesasssnsscssarasssssonsssssesniaisseaniss 13 o 24 18 13
Percant of juvenlle population represented by complete data (39,323,000 s the Juvenile

population in. the 37 states)ecseessecsscosssnsrnsrssssssrcarcassrrocsascssapessacsisncnne 4% w768 67% 45%

Limited Jurisdictlon courts: | . . .
Reported Casesassesesnsssorsessasvionsorsonstsnresnssacrannsssorsnose 52,811 553,337 451,873 41,549
Number of states reporting complete data (28 states handle juvenile cases in [imifed .

Jurisdlction CoUrtS)eeesonvesssnnsisnncioonsetorssontosossnasantosnancsnsssssnenssssssarisocses 5 15 11 5
Percent of Juven)le population represented by complete data (36,609,000 Is the juvenlle
pOpUIBTIon In +he 28 S1aT65)ceescssrssaeesssnasansnrsossonsssasesennrsriosorsssssassssssenssss 175 43% 358 178
(continued on next page)
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End
Reported an% astimated caseflow Flled Disposed pending
Total
“ Alttrial courts:
REPOrted CaseSsessssesersssonstsssasstncessssnnncessarsssnnssssansnesosnnsotssansssnnssases 6,2716,271,588 73,530,552 59,29,012 6,953,264
Number of states reporting complete data ecesessssessis ciesteesracnnss 14 10 2
Percent of. population represented by complete deta. 31% 27% <tg
Estimatea national totalSeeseeeseareassacasenesscneresereseicrsassscsosranssistveerasnsssascenss
General Jurisdiction courts:
REPOrTEd CBSOSessesesssneasavarsesvsnansessonsiosencssetosasessussosbonnarsssasssssensnsensesnsnes 15,421,511 12,122,827 3,963,738
Number of states reporting complete data cceseescse . 41 33 20
Percent of population represented by complote dataeceesecsscsscsiassvassorserinacesesscnsasssnne 7% 67% 318
Limited jurisdiction courtss:
REPOITAd CASESusiseaveiessssasassassossnsisosronssoinnssessoncessssossaseonssososnnsscannnes 58,133,663 47,086,185 2,989,526
Number of states veporting complete data (46 states have limlted jurisdiction courts)sssesseases 12 B : !
Percent of population representel by complete data (205,470,000 is the population In
109 46 STEtES)eensnreraonenrasetonsbhornrtnarternionusatteunianttnienectastasteussinsenatanans 318 273 <3

Note: The only data Included In this table are those from the 50 states and the District of Columbla.

Data from Puerto Rico and Guam are not Included 1n this table.

. To ascertaln the states that reported data In any category, refer to Table 15 for general jurisdiction courts and Table 16 for 1Imited Jurisdiction courts.

Reported cases:

The reported cases ‘totals for all trial courts, generat Jurisdiction courts, and for {imlted Jurlsdlcﬂon courts Include ali data reported by any court In

each state, whether or not the data were complete.
Number of states reporting complete data:

The number of states whose total for the particular category was complefe, that Is, did not have footnotes "i" or "p" attacheds

Percent of population represented by complete data:

state population flgures used are the revised 1978 Buresu of the Census estimates and total-222,093,000 for 'fhe 50 states and the District of Columbla.

Estimated national totals:

Estimated natlonal totals are the cummulative ‘totals of all reported state total data that were complete plus the estimated data for each state for whom

complete figures were not avallablé. ‘The procedure used to estimate incamplete and missing data Is discussed In Appendix A of this volume.

Percent of varisnce explained:

The 52 statistic gives the percent of the varlation In the reported caseflow that is explained by the varlatlon of the [ndependent varieble used In predictive

equation.

Each of the predlctive equations had an assoclated R2 that was statistical ly signiticant, [n that, the p value for each of the K2 was less than .01. A
signiflicance level of p<.0i Indicates that a result of this magnitude will occur by chance less than one time I one hundred, t.e., that, were there no
retatlonship between the independent and dependsnt varisbles we would find this large an R? value less than one out of every hundred times, due only to

chance.
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TABLE 15: Reported general jurisdiction caseload, 1978.
Civil, criminal, traffic, juvenile, and total cases,

o o RS TSR R 8

with state population and number of judges

e e i e bl SRR SN SR R 0 s

bl

M Beglnning pending Fited
State and court title o GIWIT__ Criminal Traffic_ Juvenile Total CIvil Griminal _ Traffic Juvenlle Total
Alabama——Clrcult Courtl,® NH 70,465 23,326 NH 17,229 111,090
Alaska--Superfor Court!,8 coveeese . 12,089 a10f NH 12,409} n,37o‘ 1,190 NH 1,295‘ 13,856‘
Arizona—-Superior Court!,B cececes 16,691 5,766 NH 240! 82,697 79,587 14,005 NH 1,207 94,79;l
Arkansas—STATE TOTAL +xsees 56,8111 8,958l NH NH 65,769% 67,215 14,284 NH NH 81,55 d
Circuit Court!, 6 eceeecess wisesnvenes 17,691 8,9581 NH NH 26,6493 24,408 14,;841 NH NH 38,6920
Chancery and Probats Court! -« veeeesessss 39,120 NH NH NH 39,120} 42,867 NH NH NH 42,867
Cal1fornia——Superor Court! B .. NH 563,355 58,077 NH 105,227 726,659
Co[orado-—STATEpeTOTAL 3,090P 12,415 NH X 92,136 93,177 15,025 N 16,782 124,984
District Court, Denver Superior Court, Denver
Juvenile Coux"‘r, and Denver Probate Court!,B. X 12,415 NH X 89,046 90,309 15,025 NH 16,781 1222, :3 Lz
Water Court] eeessisvetsnsnscscssnssnnee . 3,090 NH [ NH 3,090 2,868 ] NH N )
Connecticut—Supertor Court!,8 . . 34,258 3,851 NH NH 38,109 28,089 3,871 NH ] :: 319 ,Zzg
Delaware——STATE TOTAL s«e+ . 710,921 1,594 NH NH 12,515 6,672 3,293 NH 2,587
‘ superior Court!,8 ... . 3,423 1,594 NH NH 5,017 3,915 3,293 :: :: 7208
' 1 teeseess 1,498 NH NH NH 7,498 2,757 N s
: Court of Chance eebseceserresssveneenes A .
‘ *District of Oolum;:'a--Superlor Cou1-1'2,8 cesesens 20,743‘ 4,815 6,585 1,224 33,3&7"‘ 158,286 28,332 53,359 6,384‘ 246,361‘
" Florida=—Circuit Court!,? eceeeeeeeree NH 262, 355 95,842 NH__ 76,723 434,920
Georgl a--Superior ccurf;,‘,g.. .~ J04,a367 25,6031 3,145 NH 133,1847 110,697 42,023 12,807 NH 165,527
Guam--Supecior Court!,7eesee . cees 6,913 340 - . 3,303 381 10,937 4,490 685 lB,SIZr 935 24,523_
Hawal 1~-STATE TOTAL «» beseeesaseasess 24,127 2,561 95 3,414 30,203 22,716 2,097 8l 7,756 32,65 "
Circutt Court!,B veeevesnsresressa 24,019 2,567 957 3,414 30,095" 22,616 2,097 it 7,7% 32,550
Lang COULE! wonesennsnnaanassssnsssssansassons - 83 NH NH NH 83 53 NH " NH NH 53
Tax Appeal. Court] cevesecrsaressantessrisanan 25 H NH NH 25 47 NH NH e 47
STGAMO-"STATE TOTAL aeseerenssensessssassssesanss 25,718 €,972 5,639 Z,346 39,975 48,172 2,219 213,353; 7,91? 29‘:3.273:
. 8,694" 8,493 3,113 15 ,
oistrict Court!,B ceuvass wee 7,488 1,201 xr 3 , 48 1.
Maglstrates Divislon!,¥ ceeeerireeenresneies 17,530 5,71 5,631 2,343 31,2817 39,689 26,106 213,345 - 7,914 237,052
. *j11nols==Clrcult Court!,? ceveinneeranianacines 43,3120 81,811l 13,116 533,231 689,701 517,975 6,397,0905 29,183 7,633,949°
Tnd}ana—STATE TOTAL Z11,183 37,019 6,259 10,462 258,923 200,991 44,123 83,879 16,978 345,971:
superfor Court and Clreutt Court!,Teeeuss 211,183 26,219 6,259 10,462 254,183 200,991 42,199 83,8797 . 16,978 344,047
: © NH 1,924 NH NH 1,924
Marton County!,7 eeseevecess NH 740 NH NH 740 ’
i -msingﬁlr}?::r\;o::f‘ Eonfy' 53,1540 55,266 21,406" 129,826!7 143,817 177,024 190,670 6,195 517,706
Kansas--District Court!,? 31,621 7,919 39,540} 92,076' 25,211  267,1407 25,97 410,308/
j"-z
Kentucky--Circult Court] ,Basererecsscssessssccns NH NH 54,845 10,132 NR -~ NH 64,977
Loulsla:l\a--D!sfrlcf Court] Bunrvunernsenraiornns NH. NH 141,000 229,541 NH NH- 370,541
' r
* Malne—sSsperfor Court!,7 cecee veessn 8,203 1,900 4007 NH 10,593'F 8,023 5,444 2,216" NH 15,15\83
Maryland--Circuit Court?,6 suee . 85,459 13,6891 NH 4,574 103,722 74,720 - - 36,103 :: zz.s;:‘ 133 F4
s ——Superior Court!,6 coseseeeees 5,088 40,810 NH NH 125,808 ‘ il
:?r::c::f:':rs :2:;1. eevesesnan : 8,1981P NH 60,9847° 115,5947 17,7341 NH wg,l.:a“P
éir?:uH’ Court!,Fecenssns 8,198! B NH 60,147 115,039 17,7;4‘ NH NH - 198,943
g Court of CIalns! eeveens NH NH NH 837 49: NH NH :: 1 495
H N
Recorder's 00ur+9 P . N ; |
Minnesota=-District Court3,12 coivecacnsaevesces 8,700 2,240 NH 10,940" 16,461 10,678 NH L 21,0%
k T 65,4737
- . NH 57,3917 8,082 NH ,
M‘cs:s‘ss‘ip‘co .S—I?Tg [t NH NH 13,7641 . 8,082! N NH 21,846:
c:.:;:(‘,.—y c:urfi NH NH 43,621} NH NH 43,627
§-=Clreuit Court and Court of . -
mssoc:mn Plaas) Bereeeerssrssssrnscosasannnees 68,454 9,559 NH 9,410 87,423 79,578 19,020 NH 18,563 117,161
Mon1bna--ms1'rlcf'Cour1‘ 7. NH 25,055 2,842 NH 1,381 29,218
Nebraska—-District Court?,S . 8,473 ' 2,356 NH NH 10,829 z:.gél ?, 167217 . :: 7:;:‘ fZ';;:l
: 9, . 1
Nevada--Distrlct Court? ',9 cvsssses NH ,
Nov Hampsmre--Supermr’co“”i'n veeersassseese 19,640 5,483 NH NH 25,123 19,479 7,136 N: :: 1;?'3;?
Now Jersoy=—Superlor Court and County Court?,5.. 62,819 30,584 NH NH 93,403, 74,337 27,084 N 101,
7z 9,328
Hew Mexlco—District Court!,® eeesisestenennas 21,547 2,345 NH 2,514 26,406 40,568 4,949 NH 3,811 49,
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Disposed . End pending State population vNumber of
Civil Criminal Traftlc _ Juvenlle Total Civil Criminal Traffic Juvenlle Total fn th d Judges
70,740 23,273 NH 15,072 109,085 NH 3,834 E
10,300 1,145 NH 1,063 12,508 13,159 283! NH 13,442} 401 20
74,6581 13,671 NH 1,177 89, 506! 82,318} 6,100 NH 270! 88, 688! 2,518 76
56,504! 13,260 NH NH 69,7641 61,7571 9,982 NH NH 71,7390 2,241 56
20,253 13,260) NH NH 33,513/ 21,846 9,982} NH NH 31,828 - 2
36,251} NH NH NH 36,2511 39,9111 NH NH M 39,911! - 27
448,364 51,369 NR 99,347 599,080 NH 22,839 551
1,963P 15,837 NH X 115,154 3,995° 11,603 NH X 101,966 2,767 105
1 X 15,837 NH X 113,191 X 11,603 NH X 97,971 - 105
,963 NH NH NH 1,963 3,995 NH NH NH 3,995 7 4
’ L3 - ste Judges serve
24,487 3,797 NH NH 28,284 37,860 3,925 NH NH 41,785 3,095 45
6,062 3,470 NH NH 9,532 11,531 1,417 NR NH 12,948 508 14
3,631 3,470 NH NH 7,100 3,707 1,417 NH NH 5,124 -- 11
2,431 NH NH NH . 2,431 7,824 NH NH NH 7,824 - 3 chancel lors
157,340 22,056 53,9527 6,502 246,850" 21,702! 4,091 5,992" 1,106 32,8911 670 44
243,321 82,548 NR 71,516!  397,385! NH 9,132 292
103,4097 39,5381 13,5487 NH 156, 4951 110,6197 28,3417 3,5171 NH 142,4777 5,286 101
8,953 593 16,948 1,273 27,767 2,450 432 4,876 43 7,792 102 5
19,787 1,732 1007 7,751 29,3707 27,056 2,932 76" 3,419 33,485 929 23
19,715 1,732 100" 7,751 29,2087 26,920 2,032 76 3,419 33,3470 23
4 NH NH . NH 47 89 NH NH NH 89 - 2 first clreult
= Judges serve
25 NH NH NH 25 47 NH NH NH 47 - 2 first clrcutt
Judges serve
43,678 28,275 212,2197 7,406 291,578 29,512 7,916 6,718 2,855 47,0617 o1 96
7,906 3,020 13 2 10,9417, 8,065 1,294 4r 2 9,365 - oy 28
35,772 25,255 212,206" 7,404 280,6377 21,447 6,622 6,774° 2,853 37,696 - 43 lauyé} and 25 non-
: lawyer maglstrates
670,629 488,507 4,023,611 - 26,517  5,209,2645 454,6991 93,024 16,278 564,0011 11,434 373 ciraiit and 269
. assocs clrce Judges
183,074 41,478 82,6700 16,267 321,489 229,100 29,664 7,468 11,173 277,405 5,446 171 .
183,074 39,642 82,6707 16,267 321,6537 224,100 28,836 7,468" 11,173 276,577 - 83 superlor, and
84 clrault jud
NH 1,836 NH NH 1,836 NH 828 NH NH 828 -— 4J =
130,330! 158,685 187,0047 5,915 481,61517 59,436] 73,043 24,2837 156,762 2,919 92 district and 15
assoc. district Judges,
15 regular ful |~time,
9 substitute full-time,
o and 191 part-time
v maglstrates.
72,813! 25,051 252,688" 9,861  360,41311 35,1291 8,079 43,208} 2,333 70 district, 64 assocs
) - diste and 76 dist.
maglstrate judges.
51,408 9,440 NH NH 60,84¢ NH NH 3,611 . 57J -
NH NH NH NH 4,073 133 Judges,
1 maglstrate
6,856 5,349 2,009" NH 14,2147 9,006! 1,995 607" NH 11,60817 1,115 14
62,687 32,875 NH 22,217 117,779 97,492 16,906! NH 4,190 118,588! 4,212 90
. NH NH 87,856 35,468 NH NH 123,324 5,743 46
1 13,271 19,0947P NH 197,6211P 55,0490 6,8481P NH 61,8971 9,202 161
112,679} 19,094! NH NH 197,029} 54,309} 6,848! NH NH 61,1571 o - 138
592 NH NH NH 592 740 NH NH NH 740 b 1 ¢lrct. Judge serves
NH NH NH NH -~ 23
17,594 10,487 NH 28,0811 7,566 2,433 NH 9,999! 4,005 70 Judges and
“2 Juvenlle Judges
NH NH 2,488 66
NH NH NH - NH - 30
NH NH NH NH -- 36
77,363 18,330 NH . 18,054 1 113,747 70,639 10,249 NH - 9,919 90,807 4,87 116
20,025 2,442 NH 1,005 23,472 NH . 784 29
21,403 5,611 NH NH 27,014 8,342 2,916 N NH 11,258 1,561 45
NH i : NH 9 25
18,960 6,578 NH NH 25,538 20,159 6,041 NH NH 26,200 894 15 Justices
70,579 25,651 NH NH 96,230 66,577 32,017 NH NH. 98,594 7,356 98 superlor, 108
. county Judges
duthorzed
36,955 4,697 NH 4,693 46,345 25,160 2,597 NH 1,632 29,389 1,252 39

(continued on next page)
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TABLE 15: ' Reported general jurisdiction caseload, 1978. (continued) | Blspossd End ponding SFate population  Namber of
B - 7 Civil Crimlnat Traffic  Juvenlle TJotal Clvil Criminal Tratflc - Juvenlle Total In th d Judges
¢, Beginning pending Flied ; 63,907 33,387 NH NH 97,294 66,236 8,608] NH NH 74,8447 17,720 259 supreme,
Stote and court ﬂ“a, Clvil __ Crimltal Traffic Juvenlle . Total Clvil __ Crimlnal. Traffic Juvenlle T:f;:.l, : 102 county Judges
THew York—Supreme Court and County Courtl,l,B... 65,472 9,625 Wi N 75,297 64,671 31,506 NH i 96,177 69,023 50,797 N NE 119,820 82,560 20,929 NH NH 103,496 5,739 58 reguler and 8
. i - special fudges
Supertor Court!,12 sucveveeraees 80,3680 18,448 NH M 98,817 221 53,218 L WH 124,499 o 9,268 987 X X 17,758 5,265 X x! 5,649 651 19
North Carolina——Super} » . 3 .
1 2508 247,512 30,603 NH 206,258 484,373 157,|4I' 7,555 NH 24,054 188,750! ) ! 10,795 314
kota—Dlistrict Court],6 ueerinsiivasese . 4,640 X x! 4,95417 9,975 1,057 s1e" 5,709 17,259 214,317 56,419 201,579 6,863  479,178" 135,180  48,333' . s5,0800 7,548 246,147 2,913 64 dist., 77 assoc.
North Dakota ! 4 i B 496,872
Ohjo—-Court of Common Pleas!,B . 152,410} 6,583 N 19,773 178,766, 254,758 31,575 N;_ 210,5 o i dists, snd 48 special
Oklahoma~-DIstrict Court!,5 severssvscernnssesse 168,482 45,4651 47,607 6,273 267,927'T 181,020 59,348 209,05 8,141  457,5 f . Judges.
' i 52,1171 14,973 NH 67,0907 45,0277 5,522 NH 50,5497 2,510 76
. 5 51,979} 14,973 NH 66,9521 44,903! 5,522 NH 50,425! - 75
Oregon=—-STATE TOTAL cesespesesssascssnssssansose 42,1541 4,398 NH 46,552: 60,700 16,097 NH 14,523 91 .322 1} 138 NH NH NH 138 124 NH NH L 124 - 1
Clrcult Court?, Il , 42,0300 . 4,308 N 46,428 60,562 16,097 NH ”"53 9":; i 183,785 65,672 NH 37,750 267,207 66,419 29,009 N 5,887 101,315 11,865 309
Tax Court! eererrnensesasionsaiaisans 124 NH NH NH 124 138 N N 206,093 i 97,439 23,083 NH 6,085 126,607 38,547 15,058 NH 959 54,564 3,115 9
Pennsylvanla--Court of Common Pleas!,B .... 64,066 26,279 NH 6,272 96,617 106,106 72,562 N: 37":6955 1|9‘890 0 ] NH NH NH 957 17
Puerto Rico--Superior Court!,10 civiiisiaines 41,635 18,210 N 1,449 61,294 94,351 19,944 N > o ome 27,947 30,868 NH NH 58,815) 17,322 8,672 NH NH 25,994) 3,041 25
Rhode |sland—Superlor Courtl,S .. . N NH . 6,795 3.18;] NH N solong] 21,4781 11,3091 ) 1,458) - 139,330 - ) 689 36 :
South Carolina~-Cireult Court!,6 . 16,969 9,233 N M 26,201 2,300 30,30 NH ) 7;‘:, e 81,198 X X N 109,955 81,862 X 3 A 104,387 4,462 116
*South Dakota—Clrcult Court!,1,6 . : 4,486 — 2L 46,600 b X N 75,3617 49,763 X X NH 72,209 = . - s8clreult, 26
o .. .« 77,17 X X NH 96,8717 85,909 28,148 3,359 NH 117,416 o ’
Tennessee~~STATE TOTAL scecesscccessconse » R h : 148 3350 M 80,885 £ > criminal judges
Clrcult Court and Crinlnal Court!,!,6...... 46,985 X X MR 66,685 49,318 28, e N 3 eee g 3,427 N Mo MM 3,427 4,303 N N M 4,303 - 5
Law and Equity Court!,! serriecine 3,862 NH NH NH 3,862 3,868 N " W 32663 : 31,17 NH NH NH 31,171 27,816 NH NH NH 27,816 - 27 chancel lors v
Chancery Court!,eceenaes . 26,324 NH NH NH 26,324 32,663 NH N ’ i § 275,417! 88,960! NH 12,0521 377,320! 335,0361 65,697 NH 4,621! 405,354! 13,498 299 district, 10 :
Texes~-District Court!,% and Crimlnal District . ; . crimlnai Judges
Cotrt,Feecesrsserscssantessassiasnsssseenncsse 314,3260 68,4341 . NH 5,244! 288,004! 296,127 86,223 NH 12,3297 394,679 23,270 3,305 NH NH 27,575 26,299 1,425 NH NH 27,724 1,364 24
- . T 37,986 6,733 76 NH NH - 6,809 7,284 39 NH NH 7,323 498 8
Utah=-DIstrict Courtl,7 Joiecrrersvacrscsnesenas 22,212 1,261 NH NH 23,473 28,542 3,444 NH N 5'974 64,715 50,539 NH NH 115,244 97,498 17,422 NH NH 114,920 5,284 107
Vermont Superlor Court!,6 . . 1,125 33 NH Ny 7,158 6,89 62 NH N 125 058 ; 84,067! 13,817 © N 97,8841 ] 3,886 1"
Virginia~—Clreutt Court!,B .. « 90,238 14,868 MM NH 105,106 71,915 53,083 :: 06 terea ; : 34,838 6,178 NH 6,251 47,267 - " 41,495 . 15,830 NH 2,961 60,286 1,520 . 57
WashIngton--Superfor Court!,8 cuvare . “NH 103,946 14,278 »S ’ os4 ; & 166,128 ,38,305 71,5837 26,080 301,006" 157,170 24,601 44,8737 6,225 232,8691T 4,631 54 clreult, 127
Wost Virginla—Clrcuit Court?,12 veverensennnnes 39,291 1, NH 3,097 53,499l 37,042 10,897 NH 6,115 54'040’ ! : county Judges
WisconsIn--Clrcult Court and Cotinty CoJrf‘,ﬁ.... 134,543 19,824 33,841" 4,728 192,936'F 188,406 42,977 82,57 27,578 341,5 ‘ 9,178‘ 4 1'355| NH 10,533l 4'023] 653! NH 4,675‘ 431 15 -
WyonIng~~District Court!,!,6.ceciereiacaiaceeces 35,8081 - 604! NH 4,412 11,583 1,404 Ll 957 13,944 Mississlppl--Circult Court--Data reported do not Include 2 months oi figures for one court }jéuflon-
X : ) . ed dld not In'ilude 3 months of figures for one court location.

. . dicate that the data are not avallable. [ Chancery Court--No juvenlle data were avallable for this court. Data report g |
Note: ALl ovallable date are entered In the feble. Blank spaces Indicate tha Nevada--Data were only avallable for one tourt--the Second District (Washoe County). Appr/‘fdmafely twenty~five percent of the total state population Ijves L
NH = Th +ype 1s not handled Tn thls court - i 1n this county- Y ‘ :

= This case M S .
New York--No pending data were avallable for criminal "Indictment s=outs|de New=Yerko i yu :
= the total, but were not avallsble by category. pending et
X = The data for this case fype are known To be Included In the e Y | o North Dakota--CIv1i disposed and pondlng data do not Include termination of parental rlghts cases. They are Included 1n the grand total pending datsz and :
*These states have a sirgle-tler trlal court. Tne trial courts In these states |lsted here have no limited jurlsdictlon courts under them, so Jncluded in () the clvll and grand total flled figures. No pending data were avallable for Juvenlle cases or Juvenlle trafflc offenses, elther. )
i that fd be heard by timlted Jur}sdiction courts elsewhere. ' Ohlo--No pending data were avaliable for cIVil wrongful death, adoption, blrth records, estate minor's settlement, mental health, or neme change cases.
Thelr ca;eload ore cases That wou Y ' Ok {ahoma--No pending data were avallable for crimlinal postconviction remedy cases. ’ “ H
Ipate ot et i ﬁ Oregon-~Clrcult Court==No pending or disposition data were avallable for adoptlon, mentel health, or Juvenlle cases. :
ats. are not compiete: E b i . ) . ., . i
Alsska== Criminal pending data were avaliable for felony cases oaly. No Juvenlle pending data were avallable. ; ¢ é 5°"f:l°ak°::] Thed:nllfc:vll ;;IIn,LlJ ;iafa Q‘t\gﬂ w?rf'e nvall,ab;ef:ere’ for estate \.as::’ da:uvenlle fl::ngj dt: not lncl:de ?:erf,:‘uwlmlle case,s,fiu:enne
Arlzone~~CIvIl flgures do not Inciude adoption data for Marlcopa County. Mental health pending and f111ng figures were not avallable. Juwenile data were ‘?j [ s;)c: 1.o;sl kn hunclu ::lm nal ;)Pe offense or status of fense cases. a were avajlable for cases heard by the lawyer magistrates or lay
. : - ] maglstrate/clerks who serve s courte
ble for Marlcopa or Yuma Countles. - " " h 3 . .
Arka:::sw-(:ha“a:o:'y ::d P:o::ie Court—-Pending and disposed data do not Include adoption, guardlanshlp/conservatorship/trusteeshlp, other estate, or mental f‘—\‘ : ! E Texas--Data presented In this table are based on a less than compfete number of monthly statlstical reports that were recejved. The rq:gr:ﬂng rate for
health cases. [P0 T ¥ these courts was ninety-elght percent. .
ea . 2 -~ \ o
A B il g H [s W === -
District of Columbia—Pending data do not include estate cases. PR ; ; ashlngton=--No dispesition data were avallfble for mental health or juvenlle cases
- N e | ] Wisconsin--Pending data do not Include Juvenlle trattlc cases.
Florida--No data were avallable forr Juvenlle status of fense cases. Jiy . } ¥
Georgla--Pendlng and disposed data do not Include cases flled before July 1, 1970. H PR & WyomIng--fa pending or disposition data were avallable for estate or Juvenile cases. .
g ! 1 l:' { i i P .
{111no)s-<Pending data do not Includs clvil estate cases, criminal mlsdemeanors from non-suburban Cook County, or any itraffic data. ] Jexpianation of V@,,ﬂ, Included In the category: ”
g ding data were avallable for domestlc relations, estate, or juvenile cases. No disposition data were avallable for guardlanship/conservatorship/ Lo ; Arkanses-~General Jurisdictlon courts--Date Include a nomlpal number of Juvenlle cases and Juvenile appeals.
I'O“h_u fpenh]:g o : ore ’ ’ . o Maryland--Pending flgures for criminal adult offenses sgalnst Juveniles are included with the Juvenile pending data, not the criminal pending data.
stees! casass . i 5 . i . X
Kansas=~Clvit and total f}iing figures do not include.cther estate cases. Clvil and fotal pending flgurés do not Inciude small clalms, adoptlon, mental ‘ g Flllngs and dispositions of these cases are correctly categorized with the criminal cases. . .
1 tal health cases. Juvenlle and *total disposed Z North Carollna~=Clvil data on the chart Include estate and spoclal proceeding cases that are disposed by the clerks of thls courte :
health, or estate cases. Civi{ and total disposed flgures do not Include small claims, adoption, or meatal ) 7 ) ’
flgures “do not Include other juvenlle cases. No pending data were avallable for trefflic or. Juvenlle cases. { . EJ §ou1’h Ca:oll:—ﬁr::l:u} ar;dd“f:l':sl figures Inciuds criminal cases dlsposed Incthe South Carolina County Cotrt and Clvll and Crimlnal Court, both of which are
3 courts o mlTe uris on. 3
Malne—Clv1!{ and total pending data do not Include support/custody casese - ) ] 1 f-’sou D \ :
e G ] adult offenses agalnst Juvenlles. Senterice review only cases are not Included, ; th Dakota--Some traffic cases disposed are Included wit fh}e criminal cases disposed reported on this teable. !
s Mary:an:hé *;:]?ai :::dl:ieg::; f’:‘:::r‘"cwde senfence revies only coses or " ? PData were not avallable for all courts In the state. Q . 2
. n al ca ] . o . H o s R e
Michlgan-=Clircult Court--No data were avallable for one court. locatlons SIx other reported ‘grand total f1llng and dl\»spos]ﬂon figures. These data sre ; sTra::;c :a:a repor::: g: ?afllr;:ludek;;ark)ng cases N ‘
. Included In the total figures, but not the maJor category flgures of clvii, criminal, traffic, and juvenile. : : Tratflc data repor nclude:parklng cases. i
) Minnesota--No Juvenlle data wers avallable for thls cour‘h‘ . . ﬁ i
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TABLE 16: Reported limited jurisdiction caseload, 1978. ) .
Civil, criminal, traffic, juvenile, and total cases, with state population and number of judges

Beginning pending Flied
State and court title Civil _ Criminal Trafilc Juvenlle Total Clvil Crimlnal __ Traffic  Juvenile Total
Alabama==STATE TOTALsssessssessssissasesasssanssecnss 31,780° 20,506P 32,603°" 2,740P 87,631°T 116,058 98,06  189,908°T 425;3611p0
District Court!,8,, eeessssssssssess 31,780 20,508 32,603 2,740 87,631 116,058 98,065 - 189,908" 42536117
N NH NH NR . N
NH tH NH NH
. 9,477 X X NH 14,767'P 12,531 19,074 86,546 NH 118,151
District Court!,Tusreererssionersssassonesssasanace - 9,477 X X " NH O 14,767'F 12,292 17,705 85,4067 NH 115,407
Maglstrates Court!,7uneessescassscossacsrscacecenss N 23 1,369 1,140 NH 2,748
Arizona=-STATE TOTALeesve 22,981! 25,4871 208,732 NH 257,2001 39,0431 90,2177 714,049] NH . 843,309
Justices of the Peacel,!, veeee 22,9811 5,0451 32,8611 NH 60,8870 39,0431 36,2450 224,228! NH  299,516!
Municlpal Court!,%ueristarensesensen N 20,442 175,871 NH 196,313 N 53,9720 as9,621! NH 543,793
Arkansas—-STATE TOTALeeassnsesvessansseae 22,1291 116,693!  379,4510 9,177 527,451
Court of Common Pleas!,l.... . . NH NH NH 377! N NH NH 377!
County Courtlessssisecasessaosansonenseessrassassss NH NH 1,95 NH NH 9,177 11,133
Municipal Court!, !, Tusreienncnsnecnnenccsncennss NH 19,655 112,768' 362,802} NH 495,225
City Court, Pollce Court, and Justice of the Peace
Court!, 1, 7 riiiisrnrorennnrosirecnncssessensacnas NH 11l 35,0260 16,649! N4 20,716!
Callfornta=-STATE TOTALsescsssscacsossassosacernnnnesn NH 828,501 736,602 14,998,2625 NH 16,563,365
Justice Court!,%isrreeaconss M 45,635 63,500  583,408% NH 692,543
Munlcipal Court?,%cses NH 782,866 673,102 14,414,8545 NH 15,870,8225
Colorado~~STATE TOTAL.. 12,981 12,484'P 43,762PC  NH . 69,227'P 64,385  43,078!P 153,103 NH  260,526'P
County Courtl,1,%,. 12,981 12,4841 - 43,762 N 69,2271 64,345 43,0781 153,103 NH  260,526!
Munlcipal Courteseeesss NH NH NH NH
Connectlicut--STATE TOTAL. 35,822P 16,610 18,437 4,444  75,3131PF 179,445 87,311 322,748 14,854  604,358"
Caurt of Common Pleas!,9. 35,778} 16,610 18,437 N 70,825!7 131,619 87,311 322,748 NH 541,678
Probate Courtlesessssasoees NH NH NH 47,653 NH NH NH 47,653
Juvenile Court!, 44 NH NH 4,444 4,488 173 NH NH 14,854 15,027
Delaware-~STATE TOTALsses 13,25817 1,548P 41807 15,707'°F  32,897'P 40,1P 89,298 8,702  171,0261P
Court of Common Pleas!, !0, 1,679 990 NH NH 2,669 3,090 6,534 NH NH 9,5831
Foamfly Courtlesecscencrncecces 807! 807! . 14,004 2,034 79 8,702 25,533
Municlpa!l Court of Wilmlngtonl0, NH 558 4187 NH 976" NH 8,893 16,2387 NH 25,131
Justice of the Peace Court!,10......... ee 10,772 X X N 11,255 15,844 22,668 72,267 NH 110,779
Alderman's Courf‘,‘0.................-.-y»-.-.--.... NH NH
Flor 1da—County Court?, 1,9 iiveecccnconsannonsnrsses NH 215,208 234,193 2,133,451 - NH 2, 562,856"
Goorgia-~STATE TCTALescisossssanrs 65,3029 25,055  36,574P 126,951/ 147,693P = 78,7250 309,216P 33,843 569,477/
State Court! and County Court!,9. 65,302 24,796 . 26,320 N 116,418 147,695 73,402 173,221 NH . 394,316
Probate Court%sseeesssrescasasss 2% 10,254 NH 10,5130 t Y 5,323 133,678 N 139,001t
Juvenile Courtiesivessresrssescncnessrsnaccncacenne NH NH NH RH 2,317 33,843 36,160
! ,.
Municlpal Courteesecescanessasssnssasescissscessnse NH NH NH NH '
Civil Court sevecases . NH NH NH NH .
Smalt Clalms Courtes. . NH NH NH NH NH NH
Magistrate's Courtesseses . NH NH T,
Justice of the Peace Courtesesessesacnsnsesesenssss u NH NH NH NH L
Recorders's Court, Mayor's Court, Munlcipal Court, X‘%
City Councl} Court, Polics Court, and
Criminal Courteesisnsenssceasssnscsssncasassonnce NH . NH NH NH
Hawali—District Court!, 10...... 6,857 5,020 54,0345 NH 659115 _ 10,940 38,303 668, 0405 NH 717,283
Indiana--STATE TOTALeesos 45,969P 34,614P  71,218PT 2,428 154,289P7 111,388P 80,201P © 265,245% 7,409  465,243P"
County Court?,7ecrneaeeriossnnes 30,136 10,309 23,3307 NH 63,779 89,015 40,589 171,522 N4 301, 1260
Juven) le Court of Marilon Coun1y7....---..-....-...,. NH 8 NH 1,503 1,511 NH 15 NH 6,603 6,618
Probate Courtlisissessssscesssasnsons o 10,656 NH NH 925 11,581 5,410 NH NH 806, 6,216
Municipai Court of Marlon County!,7.. 5,177 24,297 - 47,948° NH 77,42 16,963 - 39,997 94,723 NH - 151,26837
Cl1y COUrteseessiooressnsnscsacsansos NH O, ‘ NH- ©
Town Courtesecssscesconcsescaoarscsasscsscconssssss NH NH NH NH
Smali Claims Court of Marion Countyseesscsssececass NH NH NH RH NH NH
Kansas==Municlpal Courteseecssecacencas NH NH NH NH NH NH
Kenticky--District Court!,Bacevess 9,694 9,694 111,149 193,728 241,121 34,114 580,112
Loulsiana==STATE TOTALseesssoass 61,575P 18,8641 385,1010F 33,3611  598,9011PC
Femlly Court and Juvenile Courtesesssecsssioenseses NH NH - o NH NH NH NH 28,240 28,240
City Court! and Parish Cour‘r'. and Municipal and -
Tratfic Court of New Orteans!,Tessecessriacsrenss 61,5750 118,8641  385,1011F 51211 570,65117
Justice of the Peace Courtesesccccscnnvecsaccsscnns NH: NH NH NH NH o NH
MaYOr!s CoUrfeseasssssssonacssassonssss NH NH NH NH NH NH
Maine-~STATE TOTALessosasoonescsosconnnes 40,5131P X X. 5350 2159741p"
District Court!, ..., @ 40,246/ X X . 5,350 . 215,707iF
Adminlstrative Courts.. " NH NH NH 267 NH NH kT 267
Probate Courtesssesesss NH NH . NH NH NH NH
Mary 1and-~STATE "TOTAL 2,642 2,642'P 398,260P 101,217 683,245 2,994 1,184,816P
District Court!,%. ) 2,6420 2,642} 398,260 101,217 683,245 . 2,094 1,184,816
Orphans! Courtescsssese NH NH NH NH NH NH
Massachusetts-=STATE TOTAL. 12,567P ’ 12,5677 295,1177  209,001JF 549,843!P5 53,709 1,10:,0701PS
District Court!,7uuuses 170,054 200,834  549,843!S 39,704 960,435l
Hous Ing Court!,7,, NH NH 16,401 8,13 NH NH 24,540
Land Court!eers, 12,567 NH N NH 12,567 8,565 NH NH B 8,565
Probate Courtlesesses NH NH NH 100,097 NH NH NH 100,097
Jdiivent e Court’. corsesrey NH NY NH 28 NH 13,405 13,433
Boston Municipal Court!,7eeriiinseraccncensanonnns NH NH

45
Disposed End pending Popu lation Number
Civil Crimlnal Tratfic  Juvenile Total Civil Criminal Trattic__ Juvenlle Total in_thousands of Judges
93,255 - 92,215  176,003P" 400,452!PF  54,583P 26,358P 46, 508PF 127,449V 3,834 496
93,255 92,215 176,003" 400,452} 54,583 26,358 46,508" 27,4491 - 89
N NH NH NH -— 67
NH NH NH NH - 220 recorders, 120 mayors
9,748 1,298P 1,1280" NH 114,016 12,200° X X NH o 17,2541P 401 92
9,569 X, X N 111,417 12,200 X X NH 17,2540 - 12
179 1,298 1,128 HH 2,605 2 NH - 53 part-time and 22 actling
magistrates )
38,008' 81,176}  689,0087 NH 808,2821  24,016) 34,5281 233,683} NH  292,2271 2,518 176
3s,008! 33,188  202,107! NR 273,303 24,016 8, 1021 54,982} “a 87,100 - 84 :
NH 47,9880 486,911 NH 534,979 N 26,4261~ 178,701 NH 205,127} - 92 magisirates
2,241 327 o
NH NH NH NH NH NH - county Judges serve . .
NH NH NH “NH - 75 Judges, 5! juvenlile N
referees )
NH NH - 107
NH NH -— 90 clty, 2 police judges,
2 justices of the peace
623,007 671,048 13,015,1145 NH 14,309, 1695 NH 22,839 563
33,390 55,987 488,7575 NH 578, 1345 NH - 108
589,617 615,061 12,526,3575 NH 13,731,035 S NH - 455 :
61,115 41,278'P  148,679P NH 251,072iP 16,211 14,2841 . 48, 186P N 78,6811P 2,761 280 :
61,115 41,218 148,679 NH 251,072) 16,211 14,2841 48,186 N 78,6811 - 106 -
NH . NH NH NH - 174
45,440'P 85,338 318,257 14,549 463,5791P7  37,2061P 18,583 22,93 4,749 83,4711 3,095 196
45,276' 85,338 318,252¢ §H 448,866'F  37,153! 18, 583 22,935 NH 78,6691 - 61
NH NH NH NH NH NH -— 129
164 NH NH 14,549 14,713 53 NH NH 4,749 4,802 - 6
19,8061  16,7637F  29,4641P 160,4987 17,872P% V,757° 1,225°7 22,914P 598 87
3,142 6,394 NH N 9,536 1,586 1,130 NH NH 2,716 -— 5
3,293 3,2931 2,595 220 X X 3,922 - 12 .
N 9,044 15,4317 NH 24,475 NH 407 1,225 NH 1,6327 - 3 i
12,925 X X NH 107,390 13,691 X X NH 14,644 - 47 justices of the peace
446! 17,3250 14,0331 NH 15,8041 NH - 13 aldermen, 1 deputy, 3
assistants, 2 alternates,
and- | mayor
201,511 207,790 1,946,444" NH__ 2,355,745 NH 9,132 190
140,075P - 73,291  297,3741P 31,6851 = 42,4259  72,920P 30,489 48,269P 151,6781P 5,286 1,932P
140,075 68,000 164,098 NH 372,173 72,920 30,198 35,443 NH 138,561 - 76
5,291 131,106 NH 136,397 291 12,826 N 13,1170 - 159
NH | 2,170! 31,685 33,855 NH ] - 42; superior judges also
) serve
NH NH * NH NH - 2
NH NH NH NH - 3
NH NH NH NH NH NH - 86
NH NH - 4 magistrates
NH NH NH NH - 1,560
NH NH NH NH -— (not avallable)
10,200 36,538 642,9615 NH 689, 6995 7,597 6,785 79,1135 NH 93,4955 929 7
100,393  69,654P  243,350PF 6,703 420,106P"  56,964P 45,161P 94,173 3,128 199,426P7 5,446 188
78,391 36,487 155, 514F NH 270,392 40,760 14,411 39,337 NH 94,5097 - 56 :
NH 8 NH. 5,986 5,994 NH 15 NH 2,120 2,135 - 1 :
5,615 NH NH 723 5,338 10,451 NH NH 1,008 11,45 - 2 b
16,387 33,19 87,836" NH 137,382" 5,753 30,735 54,835 NH, 91,323 - 11 full-time and 4 part-time :
NH NH - 8 :
NH NH NH NH - 25
NH NH NH NH NH NH o 8
NH. NH NH NH NH NH 2,333 356
67,671 164,870 209,237 26,129 467,907 53,172 53,172} 3,611 114 ;
© - 39,1631P 96,982!0  324,0871r 4,400'P 464;6321P0 4,073 541P ;
NH NH NH NH N NH - 8 tamily, 3 juvenile judges . i
39,163} 96,9820 324,08717 4,400' - 464,63217 - 58 city, 3 parrish, 4 munic-
h Ipal, 4 trattic judges ;
NH RH NH NH NH RH - 461 justices of the peace #
NH NH NH : NH NH NH - (not avaitable) i
17,879/P 14,0781 77,9447 j,9070 - 111,8081P" 1,115 B
17,601%  14,078! 77,9441 3,907% - - 111,53007, - 20 i
: N NH NH NH NH NH - 16 : :
218 NH NH NH 278 NH NH NH - t Judge, 1 assoclate judge s
»'p 2,267 2,295!P 2,456 2,456!P 4,212 152
28! 2,267 2,295 W 2,456 2,456! - 85 judges and 1 chief Judge 4
NH NH NH NH N NH - 66 "
116,424P 33,013 149,4371P 13,3859 13,3359 5,743 200° B
108,677 33,013 141,690! - 155 justices i
NH g NH - 10 i
NH NH M NH - 2 ° %
7,747 NH NH NH 7,747 13,385 NH “'NH NH 13,385 - (not available)
Ni NHt NH o NR NH NH - 27 .
NH NH NH NH - 4 full-time and 2 part-

time

(Footnotes at end of fable; contimued on next paga.):”
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TABLE 16: Reported limited jurigdiction caseload, 1978. (continued)

’ Beglinning pendin o Filed
State and court title | Civil _ Crimlnal Tratflc Juvenile Total _ Civil _Crimlnal __ Traffle Juvenile _ Tofal
Kich Igan--STATE TOTALseessovssoseresnsnsnnsoasansoons 43,458 44,6800 159,325 247,46315 442,091 35,6961 1,686,692'S 24,4150 2,726,17915
Common Pleas Court of Detrolti, . 7,314 6,916 NH NH 14,290 168,644 89,036 NH NH 257,680
District Court!, % vernsannes 33,250} 33,0721 14558218 NH O 211,90405 245,759 246,757 1,529,95915 NH  2,238,8225
Municipal Courtl,9,. . 1,066 4,692 13,7435 NH 19,5015 9,586 20,903  156,733° NH 187,2225
Probate Courtlesss vessvas  1,7681 NH N 1,768 18,040 NH NH 24,415 42,455
Minnesota—-STATE TOTAL, X 16,719!P 114,9601P X 194,494PC 34,6711P  511,9641p¢ X  652,718P7
County Court?,12,, X 16,7190 114,960 X 194,494 X 34,6711 511,964 X 652,7187
County Munlcigal Court3,!2, NH NH
Conclilation Court3saaeee NH NH NH NH NH NH k
Probate Courtacessssese NH NH NH N NH NH N
Mississippl~=-STATE TOTAL.ss i6,618P 2,635 19,2531P
County Court!,Brenanssarcnssssssacsisecssconcasenas NH 16,618 2,635 NH 19,253!
Justice Court!,6icecieiecarnnrsecesernrcnsainncsnne NH ] NH NH
Family Courtesss NH NH NH RH
Municipal Courte NH NH
Missouri~=STATE TOTALssscscsssssnsssss NH 107,303 26,5431P N 496,425P
Sts Louls Court of Crimlnal Correction . NH NH NH 3,566' X RH 20,853
Magistrate Court), 1,6 iiiierenceranasroccssssessnnn NH 96,205 22,9771 X NH 464,470
Probate Courtiesssesssscenrssncnsaasssssssoscssasen M NH NH 11,102 NH NH NH 11,102
Municlpal and Pollce Courtisessesssssssssssssasasss NH NH NH M " NH NH
Montana-~STATE TOTALesssessss
Justice Courteesse
Municipal Court, NH NH NH " NH
City Cotrtessnessass . NH NH NH
Nobraska——STATE TOTAL. . 33,115 19,8897  13,958P7 1,073 68,0357 50,471 45,2160 203,299°" 4,677 420,806"
County Courtl,?... . 33,115 19,889 13,958 1,073 68,035 31,408 45,216 203,299 2,950 282,933"
Munlcipal Courtl,9,,, . - Nib 18,267 X X NH 135,350
Sepzrate Juvenlle Courtesssses .. NH NH NH NH NH NH 1,727 1,727
Workmen's Compensation Courtl. RH NH NH 796 NH NH NH 796
Noveda——STATE TOTALessessessios NH » NH
Justice Courtesives NH NH
o Municipal Courtisesssscenes NH NH NH NH
New Hampsh Ire~-STATE TOTAL. coe 16,288P 16,2880
District Caur?5,‘2................................- !
Probate Courtdeeacuseasesarsvncsssnessorcasnscacess NH NH NH 16,288 NH NH N 16,288
Municipal Court?, 12, 00eesssrenness
New Jersey~-STATE TOTAL,.e. . 55,270 13,491  68,7611P 391,345 349,166 3,753,2625 92,380 4,536,155
County District Court!,7uuaeriiicnasesnas ves 49,002 N4 . 49,0920 317,885 3,755 83,685 NH 4Us,325
Juvenile and Domestic Relations Courtl. . 6,178 N NH 113,491 19,669 73,460, NH NH 92,380 165,840
“Munlcipal Court?ivesennivocconancnss . NH 2 NH NH . 345,411 3,669,515 NH  4,014,9885
. NH 14,276 26,229" 86,680 NH 127,18 5P
. NH 14,216 26,229 86,680 NH 121,185
. TR NH ~ NH NH M g
NH NH NH NH NH il
. NH NH NH .
. 54,6641P 8,68210 24,4871 87,8531p 506,135'P 665,366P  99,263P 48,8181 1,319,6021P
Civit Court of tho Clty of New Yorkl... .. 24,053 NH NH NH 24,053 135,782 NH NH iy 13578
Criatnal Court of the City of New York? . N 8,682! N g,682! NH 665,366 99,283 NH ) 764,649
Famlly l.;?:mr‘rl,'.....................,. . 30,611} NH NH, . 24,487 55,0981 273,663! NH N4 ,818'/} 22,4811
District Court and Clty Courtl,),% iieerneanannere ) NH 45,176} NV// 44,176
Strrogates' Courtleviieecssssssssssnsssssnronncnoss NH NH NH 52,514 ~NH NH NH 52,5141
Court of CIaIms}ieeeevecrsrarcssnsasssssnsnscancans NH NH NH NH NH NH :
Town and Viliage Justice Court!,9ueesseessessacnses ) NH NH
North Carolina~-Distr lct Court!, 12, . 12,35 48,501  €8,643 209,5021 264,120 360,401 815,857 21,629 1,462,007
North Dakota=~STATE TOTALeecesesssenss sesesvense i NH 11,6917 17,662 NH 29,3531p"
County Probate Courtlessesennacainssssssssossasssne NH N, WH N4 1,787 NH i ] NH 1,787
County Court with lncressed Jurisdiction!,7eieseses . NH 8,7730 . 12,953 NH 21,726}
County dustice Courtl, !, 7ieeerascnnnsnanes . NH 1,13 4,709 NH 5,840
Municipal Cotrteeasesanes . NH NH NH ) NH v NH NH
Oh fo==STATE TOTALecseusas 93,038 25,812P 54,83 1PF Nd. 173,681PF 360,477  301,688P 1,389,299P" HH  2,051,464P7
County Court!,B....us '4,805 3,221 5,710 NH 13,7367 20,690 25,299 143,145, - NH 189, 134"
Court of Glaims3,} 1,199 NH NH NH 1,199 1,989 N NH “NH 1,989
Municipal Court!, 8, 87,034 22,591 - 49,121° NH 158,7467 337,798 276,389 ' 1,246,154T NH - 1,860,381T
Mayors! Courtesess NH NH NH NH.
OK | ahoma==STATE TOTAL.secssenvenss 11P NH 1P 6P NH I3
Workerts Compensation Court?. NH NH NH o NH NH HH
Court ot Bank Revieveseeess g it NH NH NH 1 6 NH HH NH 6
Court of Tex Revies 0 NH NH NH 0 ] NH N4 NH 0
HMunlclipal Criminal Court of Recordessso NH NH NH NH
Municipal Court Not of Recordeéesssssscisesne NH NH = NH NH . .
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~ Disposed End pending Population Number
Civil Criminal - Trafflc Juvenile Total Civil Crlminal Tratfic Juvenile Total In_thousands of judges
426,010  350,618' 1,665,0101S 2,670,08415 55,3931 so,7581  181,0077S 267,15815 9,202 356
155,957 80,45 NH NH 236,416 20,061 15,493 NH NH 35,554 - 13
26,3170 249,2831 1,515,04775 i 2,239,0935  32,6%! 30,546'  160,494!S Wi 223,732!8 - 198
9,532 20,876 149,9635 NH 180,3715 1,120 4,719 20, 5138 NH 26,3525 - 36
14,204} R NH 14,204} 17520} N NH 1,520 - 109
65,640 33,349  518,806P" 15,799 633,594P7  7,321P 26,012 7,476P 248,736P 4,005 136
65,640 33,349 18,8067 15,799 633, 5947 X 20,383! X X 228,310 — 106
NH 866 5,609 7,476 NH 13,971 : - 28
© NH NH NH 6,455 NH NH NH 6,455 . municipal judges serve
NH NH NH NH N -— 2
RT 2,488 200
b ©ONH NH — 20
NH NH ‘ NH NH —~ (not avallable)
NH NH NH NH - (not avallable)
NH NH - (not available)
90,504  22,055'P NH 419,780P NH 4,871 672
NH 2,832} X M 14,401 NH NH — 2
80,850 |9,22.'5‘ X NH 405,379 NH - 55 serve only as
o i mag istrates
11 - 91 serve as both probate
Judges and maglutrates
9,624 NH NH NH 9,624 NH NH NH - 24 serve only 85 probate
Judges
NH NH NH NH NH NH NH - 500
784 35
. 3 - 93
NH NH NH' NH - 160 v
L NH : NH NH -— 106
30,160P. 44,335 . 199,406P" 3,009P © 276,910PF  34,363P 20,8309 17,8517 1,014 74,058 1,561 65
30,160 44,335 199,406" 3,009 276,9100 34,363 20,830 17,851" 1,014 74,0587 — 43
" NH NH - 13
M N M NH NH NH - 4
NH NH NH NH HH NH - 5
NH NH 719 69
NH NH - 54 justices of tha peace
M NH NH NH - 15
29,584P  34,146P  151,0407 6,366 221,136°7 894 109
28,874 33,172 143,2167 6,033 211,295 - 8 tull-time, 35 part-time
K and-41 special Judges
NH NH NH . . NH NK NH - 10 Judges
T 110 974 1,824 333 9,841 - 15 part-time and 5 speclal
Judges
387,660 298,762 - 3,068,800 90,736 %,845,958° 58,955 15,135  74,0901P 7,356 43
315,263 3,305 61,464 “NH 380,032 51,714 N 51,714 - 39
72,397 N N 90,736 163,133 7,241 Nt NH 15,135 22,376 - 39
M 295,457  3,007,336° MM 3,302,793° NH NH — 360
y v NH " NH 1,252 188
el NH N - 7
P NH NH - NH NH NH . NH - 32
N NH NH NH NH NH —~ 84
NH NH ) . NH NH o _ 1
603,902 342,2011P 326,509 59,7787 1,332,480'P" 61,026'P 14,1681P 13,2970 88,4910 17,720 2,838
134,147 NH, NH NH 134, 147 24,954 NH NH NH 24,954 - 120
Nd 218,623 NH 218,023} NH 14, 168 NH 14,1680 - 98
269, 576 NH 59,7780 320,3m0 36,0721 Nt N 13,2970 49,369 - 106; 35 county judges also
serve .
115,778 123,578 326, 5997 T 565,955 NH - 49 district, 152 clty
. Judges
o 84,401 NH NH NH 84,401 NH NH NH - 35 surrogates; 36 coynty
B Judges also serve
NH NH NH NH NH NH - 17 regular 2pd 31 special
Judges
. NH N = 2,230 justices of the peace:
254,984 350,589 801,787 22,581 1,429,941 81,494 58,313 102,713 2242, 520! 5,739 126
11,2890 14,442 131,960 N 157,69117: NH 651 263
1,519 NH NH Nt 1,519 ) NH NH Eme 3
8,705 10,409 59, 548° N 78,6627 NH S 15
1,0650 4,033 27,6647 M 32,762!r NH ¢ - 3
N NH 44,7487 NH 44,748 N NH NH - 172
346,32) 296,2967 1,377,636P" N 2,020,253°T 106,914 30,400 65,7686P" NH  203,082PF © 10,795 937
21,971 25,645 143,517 NH 191,2097 3,372 2,372 4,934" NH- 10,6767 — 59
1,989 NH NH ] 1,989 1,301 NH NH NH 1,301 - 1 on temporary assignment
322,36 rla 270,651 1,234,045 NH 1,827,051 102,241 28,028 60,834 NH 191,105 - 188 :
N > NH NH NH - 690 mayors
10,85 ] 10,8560 1P NH 1P 2,913 9P
: 10,851 N NH NH 10,851 i NH NH N - 7 :
s 5 NH . NH L I R | NH NH - NH® 11 - 3 district Judges serve
0 NH N NH 0 =0 NH NH NH 0 - 3 district judges serve
NH N NH NH .2 :
NH NH NH NH - fnot aval lable),
=

(Foofnofes at erd of table; contimed on next page.)
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TABLE 16: Reported limited jurisdiction caseload, 1978. (continued) .
Disposed End pendlng Popu latlon Numbet
Beglinning pending Flled Civii __Criminal Tratfic Juvenlle Total Clvil Criminal Traftic  Juvenile Total In thousands _of Judges
State and court title GIvIl _ Crimlnal Traffic Juvenlis Total _ _Civil Criminal _ Traffic Juvenlls _ Tofal 74,787 91,8967 79,057 925,661 26,9601 ,8261 13,0420 2058281 2,510 285
0Oregon=~STATE TOTALsssssssssssssscossssasssnnessassass 22,78} 29,1591 111,406} 163,346!  78,908' 102,563! 786,693} 133 968,297! 71,131 64,950 438,279 N4 574,360 24,577 30,555 78,914 NH 134,046 - 51
District Courtl, 11, . 20,619 21,786 . 62,042 NH 104,447 75,089 73,719 455,15 NH 603,959 147! N N a7t a1t NH NH 376) - 9
County Courtleaeess . s NH NH 395! 149 ] NH 133 - 282 3,430 6,51 143,9350! Mo st 2,007 2,619! 17,339} N 21,965 - 44
Justice Court!,},tl, seerssesesierasesenses 1,767 1,5521 15,4230 NH 18,7420 3,670 7,630  145,8460 M 157, 154} W 20,375 176,84817 M 197,2231r NH 6,652} 42,789'" N d9.441lr - 1
Municipal Courth, 1l eereneriirenacenssacescncssnsnns NH 58211 33,9411F NH- 39,7621F NH 21,206  185,696!F NH 206,902/ F 229,981 415,877 - 1,532,999P NH  2,178,857P 9,036P 6,553P NH  15,589P 11,865 589
Pennsy Ivan1a==STATE TOTALuesesossese . 11,015 4,934P NH  15,949P 233,269  486,171P 2,262,762 NH - 3,002,202P 7,692 50,265 N M 121,957 9,036 6,553 N NH - 15,589 - 22
Phlladelphia Munlcipat Court!,8, . 11,015 4,934 M NH 15,949 69,713 52,191 NH NH 121,904 158,289 365,612 954,021 NH 1,477,922 NH - 555
District Justice courf‘,9....... NH 163,556 433,980 1,069,492 NH 1,667,028 NH NH 578,978 NH 518,978 NH NH NH - 6
Philadelphis Traffic Court. . NH NH NH NH NH 1,213,270 NH 1,213,270 2Ny NH NH NH - 6 magisirates
Plttsburgh Cliy Magistrates Courtds . NH NH NH NH 46,347 59,391P 2,353 N 158,091P 18,674P 18,018P 8,186 NH 44,878P 3,115 158
Puerto RIcom=STATE TOTALessesesscsns . 18,912P 20,774P 10,938 NH© 50,6247  46,100P 56,636 - 49,601 NH 152,345 46,347 59,391 52,353 NH 158,091 18,674 18,018 8,186 NH 44,878 - 98
District Court!, 10, 0., . 18,912 20,774 10,938 NH 50,624 46,109 56,635 49,601 NH 152,345 NH M N NH - 36
Justices of the Peacel,10. . NH NH NH NH . N NH ) NH . NH - 24
Munlcipal Court!,10,... NH NH NR NH 22,795  34,146JP 56,94 1P . 957 61P
Rhode 1sland=~STATE TOTAL.. . 34,3300 31,451P 6,880 72,679 22,795 34, 146) 13} HH 56,941 NH R 13
istrict Court],7eeveensens . N 29,196 31,457 a3 60,653 N M NA NH . - 9
Famlly Court!,7. . NH NH 5,134 NH HH 6,888 12,022 N4 NH N NH , W - (not avallable)
Munlcipal Courts . NH NH NH NH NH NH N . Z  NH - 39
Probate Courtessssssssesssasssssssssancnssassnnsasss NH i NH 169,673 14,091P 2,573 15,551 677,7521P  21,009P : X X 45,800/P 3,041 4659
South Carol1na—STATE TOTALesesvecsrccsssstonssnnesass 34,8950 X1 % X 57,729'P 112,918 78,959  410,883P X 665,9311P 17,361 ;/ NH NH 17,3611 8,040 NH NH 8,040' _— 8 county, 11 clvil and
County Court and Civll and Criminal Court!,Seseiies 14,446 NH Ni 14,4460 10,955 NH NH 10,955! criminal judges
42,869 NH 2,573 15,551 60,993 X N X X 20,816 - 46
Famlly COUrtleeeseronssnesasasscacssaoacscsoncssnse X NH X X 18,648 X NH X X 63,161 : 109,443 14,0910 X NH 99,398 12,969 x X NH 16,9441 - 322 magistrates
Magistrate Courf‘,s................................. 20,449 X X NH 24.635' 101,963 78,99 410,883 - NH 591,815 : NH NH NH NH NH NH —~ tnot avallable)
Probate CourtTeesecccssesscscevesssnsesssosescessanne NH NH NH NH NH NH { NH NH —— 82
Municipal Courtecsessss NH hH : 2,524P 2,524P 4,462 427
Tennessee--STATE TOTAL.ae 2,838P 2,838P ¥ ] NH NH NH NH — 15; ‘23 general sesslons, 1
Goneral Sesslons Courtesssascssssasccsssacacesnsssns NH NH NH 2,838 NH NH NH 2,838 : law and equlty, 2 county
% Judgas and 8 county
exaéutives also serve
NH NH NH NH NH NH - 2; 1 county and 5 general
Probate Cotrtaessssssssssesenssossesssassanssssassan NH NH NH NH NH NH sesslons Judges also
serve
NH NH NH NR - 81 judges and 20 ceunty
CoUnty COUrteonsncssesoresanssassssnsansssiosassssos NH [ NH NH 2 chalrmen serve
; 2,524 N RH 2,524 NH NH - 77 ful l-time and 38 part-
Juvenile Courtecssaccasussesscassvscascnsrscssseansee NH NH NH NH : +ime Judges serve
] RH NH . NH NH - 2 Justices of the peace
Justice of the Peace Courtesesscscrascescrsessancane NH NH NH NH‘ ) NH NH — 192
Munlclpal Courtacssenssssesvootsseensossssessonsanss NH : Ll g ! $ 226,624 621,255 4,766,88015 9901 5,815,74915 117,081  182,8641P 45,6000 1,527 348,0210 13,496 2,286
TexXa5——STATE TOTALsssssasesssssecassassesensesosssssesdl2,6361P 185,9791P 49,2950 1,3081 349,218'P 342,144 1,003,9647 6,226,685'5 11,2111 7,574,0081S £
County Court at Law, Constitutional County Court, : ? % 81,861! . 207,842! $0,7913F 990l - 381,484!F 1470281 182,864} 46,6007 1,529! 348,02117 - 355
and Probate Court!, 1,9 veeserncrneenersonasencareatl2, 636! 1859790 49,295Ir 1,308} 349,218! 143,827 204,727} ss,006ir 12131 437,8611F g M "343,2670 3,616,59015 N4 3,959,8571S Mo N — 1,000
Municlpal Court!, % eetnneinnannianaacenne N4 NH N 435,0881 4,962,976!5 N 5,398,0645 B 144,763 270,146! 1,05,499! N4 1,474,408 : NH - 931
lustice of the mace Court!,1,9ieureuenacns NH: 198,517 364,149' 1,175,613 NH 1,738,079} 26,063P  23,672P  382,643PS 432,378P5 i 1,364 214
Utoh=-STATE TOTALessssrssssnsorans 34,9750 47,583' 663,830 23,367 769,755!5 E 26,063 25,672 382,643° NH 432,376 N -- 25
city court!, ... NH 31,068 29,315  488,576° NH 548,959 B " i . _ o
Juvenile Courteses . NH 287 NH 14,494 < 23,367 38,148 g NH B NH == 181 Justices of tha peace
Justice Court}, 1,7, N4 3,6200  is,268! 160,760's  NH  <182,64815 17,2344 19,957 71,894 1,054 110,1387 13,903 3,413 1,977 241 20,5341 7, 498 ne
Vermont--STATE TOTAL.. . 16,662} 4,184 2,750 198 23,7941 15,475 19,186 7,121 - 1,097 106,879 13,088 . 19,957 71,894 1,054 105,993 4,156 3,413 1,977 241 9,787 N "
District Court!, 7. 6,631 4,184 2,750 198 13,763 10,613 19, 186 7,121 1,097 102,017 4,146 N . M NH 4,1481 10,747 NH M M 10.747) D (not avallabie)
Prabate Courtl., . 10,031} NH Ni M 10,0310 4,862 NH NH NH 4,862 434,097 © 269,700 866,405 115,350 1,685,552 5,284 155.4 FTE Judges, and 241
Virginta—District Court!,%uicireseaseessrsasosssnnces 456,511 285,840 903,646 126,709 1,772,706 ’ tull tine and 168 part-
. time maglstrates
: . NH RH 3,886 (not available)
Hashington-—-STATE TOTALseoeansssscnnsnsesnonsosersoves NH 72,479 124,995 1,330,390 NH 1,527,864 : NH NH oy tnot avallable)
District Court and Justices of the Peacs Courtd,?,9. NH ¢ 72,479 77,835 603,884 NH 754,198 b= NH. NH NH NH - (not avaliable)
Munlclpal and Pollce Court!,%ereierivsnsaransiniens  NH NH . N 47,160 726,506 NH 773,6&@'I i 38,524! 100,895%P - 11s5,7011F - 255,1280pr N 1,920 202
West Virginia--STATE TOTAL... . NH 36,6350  129,67110 11,4860 NH 227,792'P7 1 38,524 100,893  115711lr NH 255,128!r NH NH . 148 magistrates
Magistrate Courth,!,13, . NH 36,6350 129,671 111,4861F NH 221,792'1 NH NH NH . NH NH — 54
Munlcipal Courtiersersasunarasoaee NH NH NH NH N HH Mo 19,6150 19608415 21569918 N NH 4,631 219
Wisconsin--Municipal Justice Courtl,”? . NB ) NH NH NH 8 £ “ NH i NH 431 . 34p
Wyoming--STATE TOTALssavecsssasacses . NH NH NH NH ’ - 34 Justices of the poace
JUSTICE COUrferearrrassssosesaisessssersessscsainces NH RH . s NH NH NH NH e (oot aval lable)
NH NH NH NH - =3

o Municlpal Courtesssesisvessscessnsasssscossossasscsscs

Note: All avallable data are included In the tabie.

NH = This case type Is not handled in this court.

X = The data for thls case type. are known to. be lncluded in the iotal but unrs not avallable by category.

= Not applicable.

iData are not comp fate:

BianK spaces indicate that the data are unavallable.

&

[

f
Alabama--DJstrict Court--ho data were avaiiable for the number of Juvenlle cases flled, disposed, or pending at the end of the year.

Alaska—District Court--Pending data Include ail clvil cases; criminal preliminary hearings, and misdemeano trafflc cases.

remaining criminal and traffic categories were not avallable.
Arizona--Justices of the Peace——|ncomplete data were reported for courfs located In six countles; one reported criminal cases only; another ropofted

all hut traftic.

Municipal Court--No data were avallable for five court locatfons.
Arkansas--Court of Common Pleas--No data were reported for courts located in one county.

Municipal Court--No data were reported for seven court locatlonsnonly slx months of data wore reported for iwelve others.

City Court, Polica Court, and Justice of the Peace Court--No data were reported for forty-seven court locatlons; Incamplete data ware reported for two

others.

Pending data for the

o

Colorado--County Court--No data wore avallable for 1elony advisement preliminary haarlng cases In which no camplalnt was {odged for the court jocated in

Denver County.

‘Connecflcuf--(‘.ourf of Commn P‘aas-—No pending or dlsposlﬂon data ware avallable for small clalms .cases.

“

LA

Dalauar&-(:ourt of Common Pleas--Clvil flllngs do not Include six months of name change data for one court location.
Famlly Court-<Tho only data available for beginning -pending and dlsmslﬂors were mnrrluge dlssolution cases. Filing and end pendlng data are
complate.
Aldermants Court--No data wore avallable for one court Iocaﬂon, another reporfed al | data except for 6 months of civll figures.
Georgla=~Probato Court--Ho data wore-avallablo for. civil cases hoard by thls court,
Juvenijo Court--One clrcult roporfed filings only. :
Kentucky--No pending dats were available for criminal, traffic, or juvenlle casos,
Louisiana~-Clty Court and Parish Couri--No data were avallable for two court locatlons.
estimated, based on varylng amounts of data.
Malne=-District Court-~|ncompiete flling data were reported for supporf/cusbdy and mental health cases. Cour‘ts In two countles did not rFeport any
clvil flling data, Dispasition data woro avallable for the last haif of the year onlys
Mary {and--Dis'rlct Court--Criminal disposed data were avaliable for adult offenses ogainst juveniles only.
Massachusnﬁs——blﬂrlcf Court-=Trattic and total fllings. do not Include parking, DWI/DUt or operating so as 1o endanger cases. Tofal disposition flgtros
do not Include crimlnal or traffic cases.
Boston Munlcipaj Court-No data were giver for traffic cases hoard In thls courts
cases'only, Other than trafflc cases, filings were comploto.
Juveni to Court=~No data were avallable tor adutt mlsdamoanor cases: In tho court located In Worcesters
chhlgnn—-()lsfrlcf Court==No pondlng data wore reported for rilne court locatlons. They reported only total fliing and disposition flgures,” As a
o ‘result, tho sums of the flgures glven for clvil, crimlnal, and traftic ¢ilings:and for dispositions do not equal the total fliad and disposeds
Probate Cour‘t--No dota wore availsblo tor astate cases; pondlng and dlsposad dats given do not lnclude any Juvenllie cases. lncal\plefe data wore .
recorted for six colrt locations,

N

Data for the entire year for sl court locations wore ®

s

Disposition data wore glven. for small clalms and démestic relatlons

o

{continued on next page)
"
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TABLE 16: Reported limited jurisdiction caseload, 1978. (continued)

Minnesota--County Court--Criminal pending and filing data do not Inciude other family criminal cases.
Mlsslsslppl—jCoun*ty Court=-No Juvenile data were avallable.

Missour1-~5t. Louis Court of Criminal Correctlon--Criminal f11ings and dispositlons Include preliminary hearing cases only. Total flgures are canplete.

Magistrate Court-~Criminal f11ings and dispositions Include prelimlnary hearling cases only. Total flgures are complete.

New Jersey—-County District Court--No pending data are glven for criminal and 4raffic cases.

New York--Criminal Court of the Clty of New Ycrk--Peuding and disposed data do not Include criminal non-traffic summons cases or trafflc casese.
Famlly Court--lIncomplete data were reported for the court located In Kings County. T
District Court and City Court—-No fl1lng data were reported for civil law, crimlnal or tratfic cases.

Surrogate's Court--No flling data were avallable for domestic relations, estate adminisiration procesdings, or guardlanship/conservatorship/
trusteeshlp or other estate cases.

North Carolina--Pending data do not include Juvenile cases.

North Dakota—-County Probate Court-—F1ling data do not Include mental health cases.

County Court with increased Jurisdiction--No fliing data were given for mental health or traffic cases.

County Justice Court--No f1llng, data were given for traffic cases. MNo data were avalleble for small clalms cases In one court locatlon.
Oregon--County Court--Pending and disposed data do not include adoption, mental health, or Juvenlla cases.

Justice Court--Dats were availéble for only 30 of the 44 court locatlons.

Municipal Court~-Data were avaliable for only 108 of the 170 court locations. Dats for another 14 courts: were ot canplete for the entire ypar.

South Carolina-—Counly Court and Civil and Criminal Court=~No crimlnal data were reported for thls court. Criminal cases hand led yby this court are
. reported as a pert of the workload of the Circult Court. )

Maglsirate Court--Pending data do not Include criminal preliminary hearing cases.

Texas-—-All Courts—-Data reported In this table is based on a less than complete number of monthly reports for &i! cowts. Tie response rates for the
various courts were: County Court at Law, Constitutional County Court, and Probate Cour1--n|ns1y-sevan percent; Munlcipal Court--nlnety percert;
Justice of the Peace Court--saventy-seven percent.

Utah--Justice Court=-The only data that wore avallable for thls court were provided by 161 of the 181, justices of the péace in 769 individual monthly
reports.

Juveniie Court--Dispositicn data Include on& crimlnal-type of fense cases.

Vermont--Probate Court--Pending and disposed data for . probate/wllis/intestate and guurdlunshIp/oonservaforshlp/frusfeeshlp cases do not Include cases

commenced before January 1, 1970,

R
R

Washington--Municipal and Police Court--No data are included for cases normal ly dlsposed by the M.mlclpal Court but Instead are disposed by District .

Courts that contract with municipalities for this purpose. Thssa cases are included with the District Court caseload.

West Yirginla--Magistrate Court-—Incomplete data wore recalved for courts located In three counﬂes- “+wo reppr‘rad no data for 2 months; one reported
criminal data only.

Wisconsin--No data were avalilable for f1¥iy-six court locations. R ) 4

Jexplenation of data included In the category:

Mary land--District Court--Juvenile pendlng data also include criminal -adult offenses agalinst juveniles. The DIstrlct Court hears Juvenlia cases In
Montgomery County, only. Elsewhera In the state they are heard In the general Jurisdiction’court. - o
Massachusetts--DlIstrict Court--Criminal fiied cases Include DW1/DUI and operating so &s fo endanger Goses. B

. Rhode Island—-District Court--Most fratfic cases are handled by the Administrative Adjudlication Dlvlslon of  the courf and a3 such aré not comfod as

court cases. The remainder are Included with the crimlnal data.

¥ashington--District Court and Justice of the Pesce~~Data reported include Municipal Court cases 1hat were processed 'by 1he District Courts shich

contract with munlclipalities for this purpose. . . <

PData were not aval luble for all courts In the state.

fTratfic data reported do not include parking cases.

STraffic data reported do Include parking cases.

A clvil case Is counted with the fillng of a paetition or complalnt. ¢ i &
2A civil case s counted when It is placed on the calendar (has reached Issue). i
3A clvil case Is counted at the note of Issue. : -

4A case for thls court is a new claim or an ancillary proceeding to an existing case.
A civil case’, s not counted In the same way throughout the state.

The criminal
The criminal
8The criminal
SThe crimlnal
10rhe criminat
1'ma criminal
1216 criminal
3he criminal

case unit of ceunt s the number of informatlons or Indictments. .~ R

case unlt of count Is the number of Informations, Indictments, or comp laints.

case unit of count Is the number of defondants on the Information or Irdictmant. .

case unit of count Is the number of defendants on the Information, Indictment, or complaint. B o
case unlt of count Is the number of charges.

case unit of count Is the number assigned to the Informatlon, lndlcfmonf, or complalat at arralgnments

case unlt of count Is not consistent statewide. =

case unit of count Is the number of warrants Issued. e

I+,

7
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TABLE 17: Total caseload for general Junsdlcuon limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1978.
. : State populatlon Disposed and end pending as a percent of filed. Number and percent change in pending
General jurisdiction courts Limited
w As percent Change in
of flled " pending
State Beginning End End Beginning
) pending Flled Disposed peading Disposed pending Number Percent pending Flled
AlBbAMAsseseccerinreosssenssosasnnsnsns .« 111,090 109,085 98 (2,005) 87,631°7 425,3611p7
Alaska. : 12,499 13,856 12,508  13,442! 90 (1,348) 14,767'p 118,151
Arizona. . 82,697) 24,7991 89,506!. 88,688! s,99t 7! 257,200 843,3091
Arkansase . . 65,769} 81,559 69,7641 71,7391 59700 9! 527,451!
Callfornia 426,659 599,080 82 127,579) 16,563,3655
COloradoisesrssasssincsassrasnrssssconss 92,136 124,984 115,154 101,966 92 82 9,830 11 69,2217P 260,526'P
Connecticutessssessssssssssconssssessses 38,108 31,960 28,284 41,785 88 131, 2,676 10 75,3131pr 04,3587
Delawares.ssessis oo 12,515 9,9 (5 9,532 12,948 96 130 433 3 15,707!P 171,026'p
District of Columblas.. e 33,3670 26,3817 246,850 32,8911 100 (~489) - -
Floridasessssesssnons . 434,9201 397,385! ot! (37,5351) 2,582,858
Georgiae. . 133,184} 165,527 156,4951 142,477! 9,203! 7t 126,9311p 569,4771P
GUBMeeeesraaseessasscnssecssssssncssanne 10,937 24,622 27,767 7,192 L 13 32 -3,145 -29 - -
Hawall. 30,203 32,6507 29,3700 33,4837 %0 103 3,280 1N 65,9115 717,2838
1daho. . . 39,9757 298,664" 291,578" . 47,061 98 16 7,086 18 - -—
11 11nots.. 533,291 7,635,949  5,209,2645 564,001} 68 (2,424,685) - --
Indlana.. 254,9237 345,971 321,489% 277,405" 93 80 22,482 9 154, 289P" 465,243P7
lowa.e. . 129,826'7 517,708 . 481 615'[' 156,76217 26,9361 21! - -
KONSaSesesseesasnnarssassosancansssasees 39,5400 410, 39811 360,4131¢ 43,208l 3,668! J
KentucKyessssosenssssacernssusaacsessons 64,977 60,848 94 (4,129) 9,694! 580,112
LOUTSIaN8ecessvsasssseoraorssasercsosnae o 370,541 598,9011p"
Malneeeos . - 10,5931F 15,683" 14,2147 11,608 91 (1,469) 215,9741Pr
Marylandees.e. o 103,722 133,194 117,779 118,588} 88 (15,415) 2,642P  1,184,816P
Massachusetts. 125,898 123,324 S =2,574 =2 12,5677 '1,107,070ips
Michigoneesessss 60,984'P  199,4381P 197,621'P * 61,8971P 99lp 31lp o13tp  1lp 24746315 2,726,179
10,940 27,13 28,0811  9,999] 103! 37! o1t gl 194,494PF 652,718PF
65,473 19,253'p
87,423 117,161 113,741 90,807 97 78 3,38 4 496,425P
MONTANAessecssnsosnsnrassssssacensarsacs 29,218 23,472 80 - (5,806)
NODrOSKBeeseesassossansasceracsnncssasss - 10,829 27,443 27,014 © 11,258 98 41 49 4 68,0358 420,306"
NoVBdBesevessurassnsassnssasnsrnesannnes 11,373
New Hempshir@ssssassssaniosssansarancses 25,123 26,615 25,538 26,200 96 98 1,077 4 16,288P
New Jorsey..-s 93,403 101,421 96,230 98,594 95 97 5,191 6 68,7611P 4,586,153
New Mexicos. 26,406 49,328 46,345 29,389 94 60 2,983 11 127, 1859
New YOrKeosssss 75,297! 96,177 97,204 - 74,8441 101 =1,117) 87,833'F 1,319,602l
North Carolina 98,817 124,499 119,820 103,496 96 a3 4,679 5 209,502' - 1,462,007
North DakotBsssssssssscassasssssssananss 4,954ir 17,2597 17,7560 5,649!7 103 (~499) 2,353
Ohloess 178,766! 496,872 484,373 %) 188,750} 97 (12,499) 173,681PF  2,051,464T
Ok 1 ahoma 267,927'F 4575617 479,178" 246,1411r 105 (~21,617) e 6P
Oregon. 46,5521 91,320 67,090! 50,5491 *o3991 ol 163,346 968,297!
Pannsyuama.. ., 96,617 296,033 287,207 101,315 97 34 4,698 5 15,949P  3,002,202P
Puerto Rlcoss. 61,294 119,8% 126,607 54,564 106 46 +6,730 =11 50,624P 152,345
Rhode ISlandsscsseecsscsssasssassassonss 9,976" 72,675P
South Carol Intesssesssscsssessasesscnss 26,20 58,608 58,815 25,994 100 44 207 <=t 57,7291p 665,9311p
South Dakotae. . ) 7,221 139,335! - --
Tonnesseo.sves . 96,8717 117,4167 109,959T 104,326" © 94 89, 7,457 8 2,838P
Texas « 388,004! 94,6791 377,321 405,354! g6l 103! 17,3501 4l 349,218 7,574,0041s
Utahesesee 23,473 31,985 27,515 21,724 86 87 4,251 18 769,7551s
Varmontas . 7,158 6,974 6,809 7,323 98 105 165 2 23,7941 106,879
<>
ViFginiaeesesces 105,106 125,058 115,244 114,920 92 92 9,814 9 1,772,706
Washingtonies. 135,630 97,8841 1,527,ss4l
Wost VirgInlaseses 53,499 54,054 47,267 60,286 « 87 112 6,787 13 708 227,792 187
Wisconsifeeses 192,936 341,5407 301,096 232,869!7 88 140,444)
WYOmINgsesasessssscsnessrsnnsans 4,412 13,944 10,5331 4,676 : 264! 6!

T

Note:

it

avaliable or the calculuﬂon: tiere not eppropriate.

== = Not q:pllcabla-

IDxﬂ'a are not .complete:

£
v

All avallable data are eittered tn the table and all q:proprlnfe calcu Ilrﬂons are Included.

Alaboma=-Linited Jurisdictlon courtstrF1led, disposed, and end pendlng figures do not Include Juvenlle cases from the District Court.

Alaska=-General Jurlisdiction court=-The only criminal pending data that were avallable were for feiony cases.

Blank spaces Indlcate that either the data are not

No juvenile pending data were avaitlable.

Limited Jurisdiction ccurf-Pendlng date do nat include other crlmlnal or any tratfic cases other *thun misdemeanor traffic cases heard In the

D}strict Court. o3
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Table 16, page 2

All trial courts

Jurisdictlion courts

Change In

As percent” As percent Change 1n
of flled pending of flied pend ing )
= End End N Beglnning End \\ ” End
Disposed _ pending _ Disposed pending “ ' Number Percent pending Flied Disposed pending Dlsposed pending Number  Percent
400,4521Pr 127,449'pr salp 0P (24,9091P) 87,631P 536,4511P 509,5371p  127,449'P gs5ip (26,914'P)
114,016 17,254'P 97 (4,135) 21,266 132,007 126,524 30,696!P 96 (5,483)
808,282!  292,227! 96! 3s! 35,0271 181 339,897! 938, 108! 897,788!  380,915! 41,018! 12!

65,769 609,010! 69,764'F - 71,7391P 5,9701P slp

14,309, 1695 86 {2,254,196) 17,200,0245  14,908,2495 86 (2,381,775)
251,07210  78,6811P 96lP - 30lP 9,4541P  14lP 161,3631F  385,5100P 366,226'P  180,647'P 951p a1'P  19,284'P 12tp
. 463,5791P7 83,471%PF 38,1580 111P. 113,422!P 636,318 491,8631P  125;2561P 11,8341p 10lp
160,408 - 22,914P 28,222'p  180,9911P 170,030! 7 ,862P
- C .- - - - - 33,3671F  246,3617 246,850" 32,891 Ir 100 (-489)
2,355,7457 91 (227,113) : 3,017,778} 2,753,130! 91! (264,6481)
542,425 151,6781P 24,7470 191P 260,1151° 735,004iP 698,920P  294,155!P = 34,040P"  13lp
- - - - - - 10,937 24,622 27,767 7,792 13 32 -3,145 -29
689,6995 93,4955 96 13 27,584 42 96,145 749,9335 719,0695  126,9785 96 17 30,864 32
- - - - - - 39,975 298, 664" 21,578 47,0617 98 16 7,086 18
- . - - - - --=  533,239) . 7,633,9495 5,209,2645  564,001' 68 (2,424,685)
420,106PT  199,426P" 90P 43 45,137P 2P 409,212PT  811,214P7 741,595PT  476,831PF 91P 5P 67,619P 17P
- - - - - - 129,826'F  517,706" 481,615'r  156,762!" § 26,936! 21l
’ 39,5401P  410,398!P 360,4131  43,208!P 3,668!P glp
467,907 53,1721 81 (112,205) 9,69410 645,089 528,755 53,1721p B2 (116,334)
464,6321Pr i © 969,4421p 464,6321p
111,8081PF 10,5931P7  231,6571PF 126,022'P"  11,608'F"
2,205 2,456P -186'0  ~71P 106,364'P 1,319,010P 120,074'P 121,044 14,680tP 14lp
149,43710  13,385P 818p P 138,465 1,107,0701PS 149,4371P  136,709P -1,7560 -1p
. 2,670,084's 287,158'S 39,695! 161 308,447'PS 2,925,6171PS  2,867,7051PS  349,0551PS 40,608'P 13t
633,594PT 248, 736P" s7P (19,124P) 205,434 679,857 661,675 258,735 97'p (18,182!P)
84,7261P
419,780P asp . 176,645) 87,423P 613,586P 533,527P 90,807P 87P (80,05%)
29,2789 23,472P 80P (5,806P)
276,910PT  74,058P" 6,023P 9P 78,864P 448,249 303,924P 85,3160 o 6,452P &
@ 11,3730 =
221,136P7 25,123 42,903 246,674P 26,2000 1,07P 4
3,845,9585 . 74,090P 84 (740,195) 162,1641P 4,687,574 3,942,1885  172,684'P 84 (745,386}

26,4060 176,513 46,3457 29,3890 2,983P 1P
1,332,480'PT " g8,491 1P 6581P  <11P 163,130'P 1,415,779%  1,429,7741p  163,335'P 2051p <ilp
1,429,941, 242,520! 98 (32,066) 308,319! 1,586,506 1,549,761 346,016! 98 (36,745) .

157,6911r 4,9541p 46,5121P 175,449 5,6491P 6951p 141p
2,020,253PT  203,082P" o8P 10P 29,401P 170 352,447'P  2,548,336P 2,504,6260  391,8321P 98P £43,710P)
10,856P 1P 267,938'P  457,567P 490,0340  246,1521P N ’
925,661  205,828! : 42,4821 261 209,808' 1,059,617! 992,7511 256,377 46,4791 22!
2,178,857P  15,589P 73p (823,345P) 112,566  3,298,235P 2,466,064F  116,904p 750 (832,171P)
¥ 158,091P  44,878P 104P 2P -5,746P 1P 111,918P 272,235P 284,698P 99,4429 105P 3P -12,476P -11P
56,941P 82,651P 56,941P '
677,752)P  45,800'P 102'p (~11,8211P) 83,930'  724,5%3!p 736,5671P  71,7%41P 102lp (~12,0281p)
- - -~ - - - - 7,2211 139,335!
2,524P 8op 1314P) 96,871P 120,254p 112,483P  104,32P 94p (7,710)
5,815,7491s  348,0211p 77! t1,758,2551) 737,222!F 7,968,683l 6,193,078ls  753,375P 78! (1,775,605!)
432,378pS 23,473P 801,7411s 459,953PS 27,7240 4,251P 18P
1o,139)  20,534! -3,2600 14! 30,9520 113,853 116,948! 27,857 -3, 005! -to!
1,685,552 95 (87,154) 165,106 1,897,764 1,800,796 114,9200 95 (96,968)
. : 1,663,494 97,8841p )
255,128ler 112lp t~27,3361P) 53,499P 281,8461p 302,395'P . 60,2860 107'p (~20,549'P)
215,6991s i 192, 9361Pr  341,540P" 516,79507 .232,869!P7
e | uz'P 13,944P 1053310 4,676P 2641p ste

“w

Artzona—~General Jurisdiction gourt=- Adoptlon data were not avallabie for one court tocatton.

" Mental health pending and tlllng data ware not avalleble.

Juvenlie data were pot avallable for two court locatlonse

Limlted Jurlsdlctlon court==No data were reported for Justlce of. the Peace Courts located In slx counties or flve Iocaﬂons of the Munlclpal Court.

Two othor locatlons of the Justice of the Peace Court reported Incomplete data

Arkansas--General jurlsdlctlon court-~No pending or “dlspos!tlon data were avallable for adoptlen, guurd‘nnshlp/conservahrshIp/fmsfeeshlp, o+her

ostate, or mentel health cases In the Chancery and Probate Courte

Limlted Jurlsdictlon courts=-No data were reported for the Court of Common Pleas lacated In one county. No data were reporred for seven locatlons of

the Munlcipal Court; only six months of data were reported for iwelve others.

Pollce Court, and Justlce of the Peace Court; Incomplete data were reported for six others.

o

N6 data were reported for forty-seven |locatlons of the Clty Caurt,
{continued on next page)

&
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TABLE 17: Total caseload for general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts,‘ 1978. (continued)

Colorado--LImlIted jurlsdictlon court--No data were avallable for
felony advlisement prellmlnary hearlng cases !n whlch no complalat
was lodged for the County Court of Denver County.

Connectlcut=--Limited jurlsdlctlon court-~No pending or disposlition
data were avallable for smal! clalms cases heard In the Court of
Common Pleas.

Delaware--Limlted jurlsdlctlon courts-~Only six months of data for
"name change" case fllings In the Court of Common Pleas were
avallable. The only beglnning pending and dlsposition date
avallable for the Famlly Court were marrlage dlssolution cases.
Fliings and end pending flgures are conp lete.

Distrlct of Columbla——General jurlsdictlon court--Pending data do not
Include estate cases.

Florlda=--General Jurlsdlctlon court--No data were avallable for
Juvenlle status of fensae cases.

Georgla~-General Jurlsdictlon court--Pending and dlsposed data do not
Include cases flled before July 1, 1970.

Limited jurisdletlon courts—-No data were avallable for clvll cases
heard by the Probate Court. One clrcult of the Juven!le Court
reported fllings only. h

| }iInol s==General jurlsdictlon court--No pending data were avallable
for clv]] estate cases, crimlnal mlsdemeanors from non-suburban
Cook. County, or any trafflc rases.

lowa=-Genera} Jurlsdictlon court-~No pending data were avallabile for
domestlc, relatlons, estate, or juvenlle cases. “No dlsposition
data were avallable for guard!anshlp/conservatorshlp/trustesship
cases.

Kansas--General Jurlsdlction court--Pendlng flgures do not Include
small claims, adoptlon, estate, mental health, traffic or juvenile
dats. Flllngs do not Include other estate cases. Dlspositlons do
not Include small clalms, adoption, or other Juvenlle cases.

Loulsiana-~Limited jurlsdlctlon courts-~No data were svallable for two

locatlons of the Cliy Court and Parlsh Court. OData for the entlre
year for six Jocatlons of these courts were estimated, based on
varylng amounts of data.

Malne--General jurlsdlctlon court--Pendlng flgures do not Include
clvli. custody/support URESA cases.

Limlted jurlsdictlon courts--incomplete fllilng data were reported
for support/custody and mental health cases In the Dlstrict
Court. These courts did not report any clvll case f1llag data
In two countles. Dispositlon data were avallable for only
one-half of the year.

Mary land--General Jurlsdlctlon court--Pending data do not Include
crimlnal sentence review, only cases.

Limlted jurlsdli¢ction court=-No pending or dlsposed data were
avaliable for civll, trafflc or any criminal cases except for the
followings Pending and dlsposed data for the District Court
Include criminal adult offenses agsinst juvenlles and Juvenlle
data, casetypes. included In the jurlsdlctlon of the District Court
In Montgomery County. Elsewhere thesé cases are heard In the
general Jurlsdlctlon court.

Massachusetts-=L.Imlved jurisdictlon courts--The only case type In the
District Court for whlch pendling or dispositlon data are glven was
other clvli; fllings are complete. No data were glven for trafflc
cases heard In the Boston Municlipa)l Court. Disposition data for
+his court were glven for small clalms and domestlic relations
cases only; other than trefflc cases, flllngs were complete. No
data were available for adult mlsdemeanor cases !n the Juvenlle
Court located In Worcester.

Michigan-~General jurlsdlctlon court--No data were avallable for the
Recorder's Court of Defrolt or for one locatlon of the Clreult
Court.

Limlted Jurisdictlon court--No clvi| flding defa wore avajlable 1or
the Probate Court. - Disposition data from thls court do not
Anglude domestlc relations or Juvenlle non-offense. cases. HNo data

‘wu'e reported for-the Munlclpal Court located In Troy. No
beginning pending data were avallable for real property rights *
cases heard In the Common Pleas Court of Detrolt.

Minnesota--Ganeral Jurlsdiction court~~No Juvenlle data are lncluded.

Limtted jurlsdictlon courts-- Criminal pendlng and flling data for -
the Coupty Court do not Include other famlly crimlinal cases.

MIssissippi--General jurisdictlon courts--No Juventle data were
aval lable for the Chancery Court.

Limlted Jurlsdictlon courts--No Juvenile data were avalizble for the
County Court. )

Nevacs~-General jurlsdictlon court-=-Data were avallable for only one
court locatlon~~the Second District (Washoe County).

Approximately twenty~five percent of the rotal srate populaﬂon
{lves there.

New Jersey--Limlted Jurlsdictlon courts--No pendlng data are glven
for crlminal and traffic cases heard In the c«:umy»Dlsfrl@’f
Courts Y

New York--General Jurlsdlctlon.courts==No pending date were avallable

for crimlinal "Indlctments--outslde New York Clty" In the
Suprreme. Court and County Court.

Limlted Jurlsdlctlon courts--Pending and flled dats do not Include
criminal nontrafflc summons cases or tratflc cases for the
Criminal Court of the Clty of New York. Incomplete data were
reported for the Famlly Court In Klngs County. No flllng data
wore avallable for domestlc relatlons, estate adminlstration
proceedngs, or guardianshlp/conservatorshlip/trusteeshlp or other
estate cases heard In the Surrogate's Court. No flling data
were reported for c[vll law, crimlnal, or trafflc cases In the
District Court and Clty Court.

North Carollna--LImlted Jurlsdlctlon court--Pendlng data do not
Include Jjuvenlle cases.

North Dakota—--General Jurlsdictlon court--Pending dota do not Include
Juvenlle or juvenlle trafflic cases handled In the Dlstrict Court.

Limited Jurlsdlctlon courts--No f1/1ng data were glven for mental
health or trafflc cases heard In the County Court with Increased
Jurlsdlction. Flilng data for thie County Probate Court do not
incjude mental health cases. No flllng data were glven for
trafflc cases heard In the County Justice Court or for small
clalms cases In one caurt Jocation.

Ohlo--General jurlsdlctlion court--Pending data do not lpclude elvll
wrongful death, edoptlon, birth records, estate minor's
settlement, menta) heath, or name change cases.

Ok lahoma--General jurlsdlctlon caurt-~No pendlng data were avallable
for criminal postconvictlon remedy cases heard In the District
Court.

Oregon--Generz| jurlsdiction court--No pending or disposition dota
wore avallable for adoptlon, mental health, or Juvenlle cases
heard In the Clrcult Court.

Limlted jurisdlctlon court--Pepding and dlsposed data for the County
Court do not Include adoptlon, mental health, or juwenlle cases.
Data were avallable for only 26 of the 44 locatlons of the Justice
Court and for only 94 of the 170 locatlons of the Municlpsl
Court.

South Caroline--Llmlited jurlsdictlon courts-~No criminal data were
reported for the County Court and Clvil and Criminal Caurt.
Criminal cases handled by thls court are reported as a part of the
work ioad of the Clrault Court, found .In the general Jurisdictlon
court sectlon of thls table.

South Dakota--General Jurlsdletlen caurt==The only clvil flling data

that were aval|able were for estote casés. Also not Included were*

other juvenlle fliings. Olspositlons do not Include juvenlle .,
crimlnal-type of fense or status of fense cases. No data are
avallable for cases heard by the lawyer maglsirates or lay
maglstrate/clerks who servesthls court.

Texas=-Al) courts~~Data reported In thls teble Is based on a less ﬂmn
comp lete number of monthly reports received for all courts. The !

B response rates for the varlous courts were: General jurlsdictle L

courts—=DIstrict Court and Crimlinal District Cour‘r--nlnefy-elmf@f

percent; Limited Jurlsdictlon courts--County Court at Law,
Const1tutlonal Coun'l'y Court, and Probate Cour’l*-nlnefy-seven
percent; Munlclpalx ,our1--nlnefy percent; Justice of the Peace
Court--sevanty-seven percent.

Utah--LImIted Jurisdletion courts==The only data that were avallab le
tor the Justlce Court were those that ware submlted by 181 of the
181 Justlces of the peacés

Yermont--Limlted jurisdictlon courts--Pending and disposed dsta for
probate/ul | Is/Intestate and guardlanshlp/conservatorship/trustee

. ship cases !n the Probate Court do not Include casus commenced
e before Janusry 1, 1970. .. '

Wash Ington--General Jurlsdlctlon court==No dlspesition data were
avallable for mentsl heal+h or juvenlle cases.

Limlited Jurlsdiction court--No data wera avellable for the Munlclpal
Court located In eleven towns.

West Virginla—Limlted Jurlsdictlon:court-~No data were recelved for
the Maglstrate Court located ‘In three countles; Inconplete data
were recelved for courts located In thirteen others.

WisconsTn-=General jurlsdlictlion caurts--Perdlng data for the Clraiit

' Court and County Court do nof Include Juvenlie trafflc’coses.

Limlted Jurlsdiction court--No data wore avallable for flﬂeen cairt
locattons, =~ ° 0

Wyom{ng=-Genera} Jurlsdictlon court--Pending and disposed data do not
Include apy clvll estate or juvenlle cases, or any other cases
flled before 1970.

"Add!ﬂonal Information:

Alabama=-The only data 1rom I1mited Jurtsdlction courts that were
avallable were for the Dlstrict Courts It began operatlon at the
start. of ‘the court year. =

PData were not avalialle for al| courts In tho state. See Tebles 15 and

16 for more detal| on the sources of data reported In thls teble.

"'Trnfﬂt; data do not Include any parking casess
“STraftlc dsta do Include parklng casos. .

{
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TABLE 18: Civil caseload for general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all triaf courts, 1978.
State population. Disposed and end pending as a percent of filed. Number and percent change in

‘pending
General jurisdliction courts Limited
As percent Change In
of filed pending

State Beglnnling End End Beginning

pending Flled Disposed pending Disposed Pending Number Peicent pendlng Flled
AlabaMBeseeaasstessunssnisereeranninss 70,465 70,740 ‘ 100 (=275) 31,7800 116,056°

12,089 11,370 10,300 , 13,159 9 116 1,070 9 9,477° 12,531

76,6011 79,5871 74,6580 82,318! 103 5,6271 7t 22,98 39,0431

' 56,8111 67,275 56,504! 61,757 4,946! LI 22,129!

callfornia. 563,355 448,364 80 (114,991) 828,501
ColOrad0seeerseeisrsarossanssssesnnnnee 3,090P 93,177 1,963 3,995P 905P 20P 12,981 64,345
CONNBEHTCHtssevesrorasssasareivnsosnnas 34,258 28,089 24,487 37,860 87 138 3,602 n 35,8220 179,445
Delawaresssesoensias 10,921 6,672 6,062 11,531 ] 173 610 6 13,258/P 32,8971P
District of Columbla.. 20,743' 158,286 157,340 21,7021 - 99 (946) - -
Florldaeeseeeasonaes 262,355 243,321 93 (19,034) 215,208
Georglasee. 104,436 110,697 103,409' 110,619! 6, 183! 6! 65,3020 147,693
GUAMe s vaseeassnsssscnnnssoscannnorenes 6,913 4,490 8,953 2,450 199 55 ~4,463 -65 - -
Hawalleseeesnas 24,127 - 22,716 19,787 27,056 87 119 2,929 12 6,857 10,940
Idahoesssss 25,018 48,172 43,678 29,512 9 61 4,494 18 — -
11TRolSeess 438,312) 689,701 670,629 454,699 97 (19,072) — -
Indianace.e.. 211,183 . 200,991 183,074 229,100 9" 114 17,917 8 45,9699 111,388P
lowae.. 53,154} 143,817 130,330!  59,436! 6,2821 2! - -
Kansass . 31,62t 9z,076! 72,8130 35,1291 3,5081 il NH NH
KONtUCKY s ssscassostaennsaraassennnsren 54,845 51,408 94 (3,437) 9,694 111,149
LoulSIanasseusseasararssrnasrenssnanens 141,000 61,575!P
Malnessss 8,2031 8,023 6,856 9,006! 85 (1,167) 40,5131
Maryland. 85,459 74,720 62,687 97,492 84 130 12,033 14 398,260P
Massachusetts. . 85,088 87,856 2,768 3 12,567° 295,117P
MICh ig8Neesesressssarsnssnneasssasnnnns 52,7861 115,534 13,2711 55,0491 98! 48! 2,263! 41 43,458l 442,091
MINRESOTBs eessorsssssansstssanassnseans 8,700 16,461 17,594 7,566 107 46 -1,134 -13 .
Mississipple... 57,3011 16,618P
Missourlesees 68,454 79,578 77,363 70,639 97 89 2,185 3 107,303
Montana.. 25,055 20,025 ) 80 (5,030)
Nebraska. 8,473 21,2712 21,403 8,342 101 3 -131 -2 33,1159 50,471
Nevadaseseesasseerrorsvorasseressscerees 9,0158l
Now HampShir@essesesesaresssonsceerenne 19,640 19,479 18,960 . 20,159 97 103 519 3 16,2880
NEW JOrseyeseesssiveiiososssnnsrassnnns 62,819 74,337 70,579 66,577 95 %0 3,758 6 55,270 391,345
New Mexico... 21,547 40,568 36,955 25,160 9 62 3,613 17 14,2169
New Yorkeesssssass . 65,472 64,671 63,907 66,236 99 102 764 1 54,664'P  506,135!P
North Carolina. .. 80,369 71,221 69,023 82,567 97 116 2,198 3 72,358 264,120
North Dakotassssesacesss 4,640! 9,975 9,2681 5,265 625} 13! 11,691
Ohloess. 152,410! 254,758 247,512 157,141! 97 (7,246) 93,038 360,477
OK |3homassusses se. 168,482 181,020 214,317 135,180 ns - 75 33,302 -20 1P P
OFregoNssessssesss .- 42,154! 60,700 52,1170 45,027 2,873! 71 22,181 78,9081
Pennsy lvaniae e 64,066 186,106 183,785 66,419 99 36 2,353 4 11,015P 233,269
Puerto RICoesssnes 41,635 94,351 97,439 38,547 103 41 -3,088 -7 18,912P 46, 109P
RhoG8 151andessssesrsesssorsococnssonae 6,795 34,3309
South Corolliiflsesssssssseancesssocasess 16,969 28,300 271,947 97,322 99 61 353 2 34,8959 112,918P
South Dakota... 4,486! 21,4781 . - -
Tennessea.. 77,17t 85,909 8t,l98 81,882 95 95 4,711 6 2,838P
Toxass s« iesveseans 3143260 -206,127! 215,171 335,036 g3l nst 20,710 7 112,636/P 342,144t
Utaheiesss 22,212 v 28,542 24,270 26,299 85 92 4,087 18 34,9750
Vermontssseesss 7,125 6,892 6,733 7,284 o8 108 159 2 16,6621 15,475
VIEGIAlBiaaceseesansscsconseosaenasssns = . 90,238 71,975 64,715 97,498 %0 135 7,260 8 456,511
Washington«eees 103,946 84,0671 72,479 ,
West Virginla.. 39,201 37,042 34,838 41,495 94 2 2,204 6 36, )
WISCONSENsiseanssnrtansonssnreoaress i'34,543 188,406 166,128 157,170 ‘88 83 22,627 17 NH NH
WYOMIngesasaavsnnsossnsareonnsenarnsies 38080 11,563 4,023! 215! 1

9,178!

Note: All avatiable data are entered In the toble-and all _8ppropriate calculations are Included.

avaflable or the calculations were not apprcprlafe.

NH = This case type ‘Is not handled In this court.

— = Not appllf:able.

Ipata ‘are not complete:

"Arlzona~-General Jurisdiction courts~-Data do not Include adoption cases for Marlcopa County.

avallable.

Blank spaces indlcate that elther the data are not

No mental health pending or flling data were

Limited Jurlsdictlon courts--No civll data were réported for Justices of the Pesce located In seven countles, or for five locations of the

Mupicipal Court.
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“ B .
' S . 3 Jurisdiction courts All frial courts
o = Y As percent Change In As percent Change in
o ¥ of flled pending of filed pending
) ¢ End . End Beglinning End End
- Disposed pending Dispcsed pending Number Percent pending Flled Disposed peading Disposed pending Number  Percent
93,255  54,583P gop 47P 22,8030 72P  31,780P 186,523 163,995P 54,583P 8P (22,528P)
q 9,748 12,200P 78 (2,783) 21,566P 23,901 20,048 25,3599 84 (3,853)
f 38,008!  24,016! 97! a2l 1,035l st 99,672!  118,630! 112,666!  106,3341 90! 6,662 at
: 56,8111° 89,404} s56,5041P  61,7571P 4,946'P 9lp
E 623,007 75 . (205,494) 1,391,856 1,071,371 71 (320,485)
{ - o 61,115 16,211 95 25 3,230 25 16,071P 157,522 63,078P 20,206P 4,135P 26P
§ N 45,4401P  37,2061P 1,3841P 4P 70,0800 207,534 69,927'P  75,066'P 4,9861P 7lp
19,806!  17,872P 24,1791P - 39,569iP 25,868! 2,403
N ) g - - - - - -~ 20,7430 . 158,286 157,340 21,702 99 (946)
‘ 4 201,511 94 (13,697) " 411,563 444,832 93 (32,731)
‘ 140,075  72,920P 95P 49P  7,618P 12P 169,7381P - 258,390P 243, 484'P 183,5391p 13,8011P alp
- - - — - - 6,913 4,490 8,955 2,450 199 55 -4,463 -65
5 10,200 7,597 93 69 740 " 30,984 33,656 29,987 34,653 a9 103 3,669 12
: - - - - - - 25,018 48,172 43,678 29,512 91 61 4,494 18
- - - - - -~ 43,3121 689,701 670,629 454,699} 97 (19,072)
100,393P  56,964P 90P 51P 10,9959 24P 257,152P  312,3790 283,467P 286,064 91p 92P 28,9129 1ne
- - - - - - 53,1541 143,817 130,330! 59,436 6,282/ w12t
3 . NH NH - - - - 362! 92,076 72,813 35,129 3,508! nt
2 67,67t 53,172 61 48 43,478 44k 9,694P 165,994 119,079 53,172P 72 (46,915K)
d 30,1631P 64tP (22,41218) 202,575'P 39,1631P -
17,8791P 8,2931P  48,536!P 24,735'P 9,0061P 7n3lp olp
) : - 85,459P  472,980P 62,687 97,492P 12,033% 14P .
: 116,424  '13,385P aigP *® 97,655  295,117P 116,424P  101,241P 3,586P 4P i
I . 9 426,010 55,3931 96! 135 11,935¢ 21! 96,2441 557,563} 539,2817 110,442 971 200 - 14,1980 15!
; i3
% 65,640P 7,321P 8,700P 16,461P 83,2349 14,8877 N
. 74,009!P : }
90,504 84 (16,799) 68,454 186,881 167,867 70,639P % t19,014) :
ﬂ N 1y 25,055P 20,025P 80P {5,030P)
o ) "?’ 30,160  34,363P 1,248P 4P 41,5889 7,743 51,563P 42,705 1,117P 3
. ! g 9,038!P
. A gk 29,584P 19,6400 - 35,767 48,544P 20,155P 519P 3P
RS 387,660 58,955 99 19 3,685 7 118,089 465,68 458,239 125,532 98 27 7,443 6
@ S ? = 21,547P 54,844P 36,955P 25,160P 3,613P 17P
- oy S 603,9021P  61,0261P 5,362fP  12lP 120,136/P  570,806!P 667,8091P  127,2621P 7,1261P 6ip
N Ay i 254,934 81,494 97 3 9,135 13 152,727 335,341 324,007 164,061 97 49 11,334 7
% S i 11,289/ - 4,640F 21,666 20,5571 5,2651P 625!p 3P
) l Jé B 346,321 106,914 " 96 30 13,876 15 245,428' 615,235 593,833 264,055 97 (21,402)
: @ (i 10,856 e 168,493P . 181,026P 225,173 . 135,191P 75 33,302 ~20P ;
" s ; 74,7081 . 26,960! 4,179 18! 64,9350 13,608! 126,825! 71,987 7,052 1l
) ! £ 229,981 9,036P 99 (3,208) 75,081P 419,375 413,766 75,455P 95 374P <1P
{) 46,347P 18,674P 101P 40P -238P -1P 60,547P 140,460P 143, 786F 57,221P 10® 4P -3,326P -5P :
’ ] 22,795P 41,125P 22,795P d
Mo 169,673 21,009P -13,886PF  -40P  51,864P . 141,218 197,6200 38,331P -13,53% -26P
& -~ - - - - - 4,486 21,478} :
. B 2,524P 89P (314P) 77,1NP 88,747P 83,7229 81,882P 94P (5,025P) " '
= ° 226,624)  117,028'P 66! (115,5200) 426,562%P 638,270 502,041 452,0641P 79! (136,230h) : )
° X 26,063P 22,2120 63,517} 50,333 26,2999 4,087 18P i
g ) 17,2341 14,903} “1,759 - -l 23,787b 22,367 23,967! 22,187 -1,600 -1 i
434,097 95 (22,414) 90,238P 528,436 498,812 97,498P 94 (29,674)
: R 176,425 8a,0671P .
. u & 38,524! 105! t-1,889h) 39,291 73,677 73,362} 41,495p tno! (3154
= 2 NH N - - - - 134,543 156,406 166,128 157,170 88 83 22,627 17 i
@ y 3,808P 11,583 9,17¢P 402300 2151p 6P :
i X o < @ i
) o 7 ¥ o Arkansas=-General Jurisdictiop courts--Pending and dlsposed data d;“} not lnclnde adopt lon," guardl ansh1p/conservatorship/trusteeship, other {
) \ N . o ¥ estate, or mental hoalth cases from the Chancery and Probate Court. i
R L ¢ N @ Limitod Jurlsdictlon courts~-No data were reported for the Court &f Common Pleos located in one county, for seven locetions of the 1
Municipal Court, or for forty-seven locatlons of the City Court, Police Court,” and Justice of the Peace Caurts Incanplete data were i
R . roporfed by twelva Municlpal Court locations ‘and sIx locatlons of the City Court, Poilce Court, and Justice of the Peace Court. H
o g Connect icut=-=Limited jurlsdiction courts=--No pending or disposed date were avallsble for small claims.cases In the Court of Cammon Pleas.
t L : Dela&.are—-l.!m’l,*ed Jurlsdlcﬂon courts-=There were only six months of filing dota avaljable for namas change cases for one locatlon of the Court of H
o - Common -Floas,  The only clvil beginning pending and disposition data that were avaliable for the Famlly Court were marrlage dissolution cases;
5 ’ ® - the £Iling and end pandlng tigures glven for thls court are ccmplete. < “{continued on next page} . ;
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TABLE 18: Civil caseload for general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1978. {continued)

District of Columbla--Pending data do not include estate cases.

Georgla—General jurisdiction court--Pending and disposed data zre included for only those cases filed after July 1

I11inois--No pending data were available for probate/wllls/intestate cases.

lowa--No pending data were avallable for domestlc relatlons or estate cases.
trusteeship cases. Filings are canpiete.

Kansas—General jurisdiction court--Pending data do not Include small clalms, adeption, rrenfal health, or estate cases.
for other estate cases. Dispositions do not Include small claims, adoption, or menta! health.

Loulstana~-Limited Jurisdiction courts~-No data were avallable for two locations of the City Court and Parish Court.
the complete une-year period for the other two court locatlons were calculated using varying unoun'l‘s of data.

Malne~-~Gsneral Jurlsdlcﬂon court--Pending data do not Include support/custody cases.

timited jurisdiction courts~-incamplete fi{ling data were reported for support/custody and mental health casese.

any clvil flling data. Dlspositions were avaifable for the last half of the year only.

Massachusetts--LImited jurisdictlon courts--The only disposition data reported by the District Court were for other clv,!l cases.
complete.

, 1970,
No disposition data were avajlsble for guardlanship/conservatorship/
Flitngs were not avallsbie

Estimates of the volume for

Two court locatlons did not report

Flilings are
Michigan~-General jurisdiction courts--No data were avallable for, six locations of the Clreuit Courts
Limited jurisdlictlon courts--No data were avallable for nine locatlons of the District Coulrt.
the Frobate Court. Data reported for the Probate Court did not include estate cases.

Mississippl-—General jurlsdiction courts--Data reporfed for the Clrcuit Court and 'rhe Chancery Court do not Include tiitngs for-three months from
one county.

lncornplefe data were reported for six locatlons of

Nevada-~Genera) jurisdliction courts--Date were avaliable from only one court locatton--the Second District (Washoa County).
twenty-tive percent of the total state population ilves In that disirict. .
New York--Limited jurisdictlon courts--lncomplete data were reported for the Family Court In King's County. Flllng data for domestic relations

adminjstration proceedlngs, guardianshlip/conservatorship/irusteeship, and other estate cases In the Surrogates' Court were not avallable.
No filing data were reported for clvil law cases In the District Court and Clty Court. 4

North Dekota--General jurlsdictfon courts--Terminatlon of parental rights cases are not included In the disposed or pending data.

Limited jurlsdiction courts--No 11ing data were avsilable for mental health cases in elther the County Court with Increased Jurlisdliction or
the County Probate Court. No small claims data were avallable for one loca'tfon of the County Justlce Courts

Ohto--General Jurisdiction court--Pending data do not lnclu//;e adcpﬂon,\\blrfh records, estate mlnor's settiemont, mental health, or nams change
Ca358S. -

Approximately

Oragon-=General Jurisdiction court--Pending and dlsposed data do not Include adcptlion or mental health cases fram the Circult Court.
Limited jurisdictlon courts--Pending and disposed data do not Include adoption or montal -health cases from the County Ceurt.
for only twenty-six of the forty-four locations of the Justice Court.

South Dzkota--There were no data avallable for czses heard by the lawyer magls‘trafas and lay maglstrate/clerks In the Clreul+t Court.
filing data that were available were for estate cases.

Data were reported

The only

Tennessee--General jurisdictlon courts-~No pending or disposition duta were avallable for Circuit Courts located In the ten cauntles that are
serving as pllot sltes for the new computerlzed statistical Informetion system.

Texas--All courts--All data reported are based on an Inconplete number of monthly reporting forms recelved for each court.

The reporting rates
were:

District Court and Domestic Relations Court--ninety-elght percent; County Court at Law, Constltutlonal County Court, and Probate N
Court--nlnety-seven percent; Muaiclipal Court--ninety percent; Justice of the Peace Court--seventy-seven percent.
Utah--LimIted jurisdiction courts--One-hundred-sixty-one of the one~hundred-eighty-one Justices of the Peace reported data for the Justice Court.

Vermont--Limited jurisdlction courts--Pending and disposed data from the Probate Court for probate/wills/Intestate and guardlanshlp/conservaforshIp/
trusteeshlp cases do not Include cases filed before January 1, 1970.

Wastrington--General Jurisdiction courts--No disposition data for mental health cases were avallsble. !

Washington--General jurisdictlon courts--No disposition data for mental health cases were available. }
West Virignta—LImited Jurisdiction courts-~lncomplete data were recelved for two locatlons of the Maglstrate Court. 9
WyomIng--General jurisdiction court-~Pending and disposed data do not include cases flled before 1974. (g
Kadditional Information: B [ ,'@" :
Kentucky--LImited _]urlsdlcﬂon court--The Kenfucky Itmlted jurlsdiction courts were consolidated into one Dls‘h‘lcf Cour"l' In 1978. The large :I; !

increase in its pendling Gaseload Is a ref,l ction ‘of the start-up process.
PData were nat available for all courts In the “states

See tables 15 and 16 for more detall on the source of data reported in this teble.
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TABLE 19:

State and court, Civil case categories

Composition of civil case filings in general jurisdiction courts, 1978.

Civil casos filed

3 £
2 = =
3 g = z 2
3 £ 28 - T 5 5
i > 2z %5 g 33 3 i 5 5
£ ¥ 3 3T 3 fr 0§ §E B % i %
“ x
Stats and court titie 5 S 8 & &° g 4 2 2 J
24,917 70,465
bama=-Clrcul T Courtessssssssesns (48} 3% . NH 45,548 ‘ 322 ' ;,(;); ‘:044 o
::a :’"”‘S lor Court 921 - 1,41'5 N 347 6,227 , 237 3 _(J) 79'5871
aska==Super . y 3 > o )
(A} »
. m"r's‘;z:;:’;oﬁ_::rf' k ::‘3:);3 v ! 6,642 27,855 7,290 1,102 :J; Gzz,i'lmf
- eresnsscsersae » o '
Nkansa?f Court, veceseseesnns - 24,4080 NH NH NH u im | Lo
oo Frobate Co NH NH NH 6,642 27,853 7,290 1, 2o 8 565355
ey Pr‘:b“‘: %:r?"' . 86,729 v NH 2,725 175,160l 63,774 4,055 11,893 12,721 A ] ’
Californta~~Superior Courtecesdeces » ’
77
TE TOTAL 14,147 3 481J 7,801 45,475 7,267 2,933 800 4,152«' 7,111 93,1
Colorado==STA seonevsscsrrees ) 'y 4
District Court, Denver Superior J
114 90,309
O e erobare Cou i"“r*' 14,147 3,481 N 4,933 45,475 7,257 2,933 800 4, lz: 1, 2'358
and Denver Probata Court eseees . v » o " o 268 . o - o " o 28'089
Connwcticut-~Superjor Court ‘ NH 16, 561 163 B »
n - ssescens
583 253 698 6,672
) NH 598 (§}] 324 2,357
Dolaware-=STATE TOTALssecasccsancss 1,85 " ((j) - o 0 g " e 2'7f;
e 1,85 NH 98 NH 324 NH 583 253 298 3,9
esssssoveai 3
st o o e 5,230 32,797 107,701 7,281 2,440 . 680 525 20 5;,21025 ;22,;8565
m“'*---’*;;‘é‘;;;"'" : ) 21,761 21,005 NH 18,297 81,985 42,941 13,156 905 53,124 ”0:697_
f-'lorldls--l.:lr::uI go ; 51573 ) ‘2}6 oo
G ia--Superlor Cour . i
'G::E-Superlzor COUrtecssaasssesunasn 930 2,326 27 816 1155 J
6
s6l 1,912 3}] a7 NH 3,262) 22,
1,155 1,434 NH 250 14,6 » |
Hawal 1-=STATE TOTALescssssacasscnes ‘, o ‘:4.. o o 14'6561 Vous o ':l: ngi 22‘51;;
B -
(L:l r:“‘l:: uc:urh NH NH it NH 55 NH NH NH :: :: o " x
- rl.(.:c.:"; esasrese N NH NH NH NH NH NH NH s o 15,014 g
AT T B 1,728 NH 13,504 13,517 3,891 i 4. s D
*|daho~~STATE TOTAL sersrsease |,025 o N 2 a0z . P 200 10‘839 39‘689
:‘sr::':u;:;;slor.\".""""“ '702 NH 13,504 10,715 3,882 NH 47 K »
2glstra sssassassenss
689,701
*i ] 1inols--Cl It Courtd 202,975 175,454 649 48,148 93,965 34,154 8,693 117,538 8,125 ,
i1linols--Clrcu seseessanes . 3}
indlana--Supertor Court and 29,682 66T 24,196 126'45;: ?22'9;;
. Cl;ui:tciu;;;;"" 72,0543 947 24,218‘ Loz e et S50 Mo
e 25,973 8,5670 1, . ,
« 4 6,546 10,670 2,697 » 2
iun:'as;;?l(s::”c:fcg::::iiu 15'::;] 229 ’ ) NH ’ 30,384 NH 3,039 Ul,089 5,925 54,845
entucky: reu sesseraness A
.\ 141,000
NH
Loulsiana--District Courtessecessee . 203 " " - 16 w8 Jions
- g Toee esvess 2,008 1,803 1,318 NH » o adied
::l-;:niuz:l: liog:urt. tesessssnas 4:250 7,902 5,179 NH 3,3% 10,988 39,065 6:3 " 2,864 ’
Hassachusotts~=Superlor Court . NH . ) e R
6,658} NH 90,33 | a0 lnmy
Michigan-~STATE TOTALissssees . 5'555' ot 503301 it . ‘7.3NH '495
. . B
gtl):::l :fcg‘:::r:\;" eesvancssae NH NH N NH NH NH NH 495
7 NH NH 16,461 16,461
Minnesota=-District Courteseacascas :: 57,391:
Mlsslsstpl--ST}\TE TOTAL. " " " Tr76s
Clreult Court NH NH \ 43'5271
Chancery Courtasessesessvesncanies NH . NH NH .
Missour f~~Circult Court and Court ” , . < < « 19,578
of Common PledScsseesscecccsais X
Court NR 9,0168 3,704 31 1;,3::! z:,g?;
oo astorat 24 Cout1hevnne " wae a2z
N:v:da--ols‘trlc‘t Courtloaeenss 3,387! NH . 49,;:?, 4:H 1 s s
New Hampsh iro=-Superlor Courtesseee 6,422 Nr R K e
New Jersoy=--Superior Court {Law
Divisfon and Chancery Diviston) 28,357
and County Courtesscescacsncene 40,233 4,023 29,103 978 ‘
23,010 40,568
17,558 R
Now Mex ico--District Courtesecsaces ’ .
Ko o o 9,573 NH 6,425 12,859 64,671
3508 n 10 ’ or8l 71,221
County Courtsiserseasadssncccsss N T e0n) " b .
NH . 3 ’
Carolina==Superior Courtessss 11,541 P v 51 o o sy
ot °"°1 =Dl 1:lc1‘ Courtassesss .12 3,095 NH 501 4,944 35 NH a6 501 254'753
o Dak": + . Plaas 21,587 NH 97,126 77,480 1,586 ‘ZV,’_478 » )
Oh jo-~Court of Common PlaaSeeseevse ’
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Clvil cases flled

a |

E e)";g " 2 = =

g 1 R, o} ) :

- 82 > 3 & i 5 84 by

: 5 fE 0§ 3® 3 P i iE g iz -

state and court title s K} 3 g gr g 2 3 g g = £ K
OkJahoma=-District Courtecsoescnese 7,062 21,924 77,7198 8,163 39,644 13,904 2,620 1,051 1,526 7,328 " 181,020
X NH X 29,336 6,527 3,713 138 60,700
X NH X 29,336 6,527 3,773 60,562
3 X NH X NH NH NH 138 138

Pennsy{vanla--Court of Common 2 7
PloBScessusersrtascsssccisconeses 110,870 19,616 9,025 46,595 186,106
Puerto Rico~=Superlor Courte.. 2,152 3,564 445 NH 8,093 NH 32,101 NH NH 265! 1,108 46,623 94,351
" fhode {sland~=Superlor Courteseeess NH NH NH NH 505 6,290 6,795
South CorolIna=--Circult Courtecsees NH . 28,300
*South Dekota-~Clrcuit Courtesseeess 4,486 4,486!
Tennessae--STATE TOTAL. 10,457 7,327 NH 2,717 47,265 1,63 929 11,264 1,053 3,188 85,909
Clrcult Courtesscesas 9,686 2,614 “NH 930 25,979 83 3ot 8,217 315 1,263 49,378
Law and Equlty Courtesesessesceas 326 265 NH 1t 2,372 209 63 T 334 30 158 3,868
Chancery Courtecsesssscsuvevecsncas 445 4,448 NH 1,746 18,914 1,347 575 2,713 708 1,767 32,663
Texas~-Disirict Court and Criminal E
District Court)eeesicrncnransanns 16,5801 NH 151,602! 28,1671 5,354' 04,4241 296,127
Utah=~Dlstrict CoUrtesssseencesesee an N 141 10,371 3,426 870 217 652 11,993 28,542
Vermont-~Superior Courtesscessssces 3,335 NH 3,194 NH NH 3321 31 6,892
Yirginla~-Circult Courteicccsasesne 24,383 950 11,835 32,190 NH 2,617 71,975
Washington--SuperTor Courtesssssess 6,882 21,679 NH 3,468 4,805 13,53 3,33 549 9,690 103,946
West Virginla~~Clrcult Courtessesse 1,239 905 495 34,407 37,042
Wiscons In=-Clrcult Court and T
County Cottrtessssaceassssesansase 18,584 64,925 2,593 40,946 27,551 2,997 942 240 29,628 188,406
Wyoming--District Courtes.. NH

2,190 o 9,393 11,583

Note: All avallable data were entered In the table. Blank spaces Indlcate that the data are not available.

X = The data for this casetype are known to be Included In the total but
were not avallable by category.
NH = This casetype 1s not handled by thls case.

*These states have a single~tler trial court. These courts have no limlted
Jurlsdiction courts under them, so Included In thelr caseload are cases
that would be heard by ‘Iimlted Jurlsdlctlon courts elsewhere.

Ipata are not complete:

Artzona=-Total clvil flgure does not Include adoptlion data from
Maricopa Countys

Kansas--Total estate &nd total clyll flgures do not Include other
estate cases.

Michigan=~Clrcuit Court-~Data ware missing for courts tocated In the
following countles: Cllnton, Hlilsdale, Jackson, Livingston,
QOakiand, Osceola and Wayne.

Misslssippl=~Clrcult Court and Chancery Court--No data were recelved
from the court In Tishomingo County, Olstrict 1, for the months of
November and Decembers

Nevada--Ds'ta are avallable for only one court district--the Second

- District (Washoe County). This county, contalns 25 percent of the
total state populations

Pusrto Rlco--Data reported ‘do not lnclude a separate flgure for sppeal
of irial court cases. These cases are Included by category with
other cIvil data.

South Dakota—~Data are not Included fpr cases heard by the lawyer
magistrates or lay mag)sirafe/clérks of this court.

Texas--Data reported In thls tsble are based on less than the total

"-number of monthly reports possible. The reporting rate was
nlnety-olght precent.. No reports were recelved from Culberson,
Froeestone, Kendall, Robortson, or Upton durlng the 1978 court years

Jexplanation of data Included In the category: :

Atobama~-Other clvll flgures lnclude la7, auto tort, and clvil appeals
Cas0S.

Artzona--F11Ings Incliude cases transferred In. Data Includod In the

. law category aré tort, contract, eminent domaln, unclassiflied

" elvll, roal property rights, and appesl-cases 1nzluding clvil
appeals. o :

. Arkansas~-Appeal date ara@ Included In the flgure glven for law cases.

Cal  fornio--0omastlc relatlons. Includes annylment, divorce, and

7 separate malntenance cases. '

Colorado--District Court, and Denver Superior and Probate Courts-~
Tort personal Injury mutor vehlcle cases Inciude related property
damage; extraordinary writs cases Include habeas corpus and other
remedlal wrlts, Injunctlons, etc.

Water Court--Data reported Include original and post-judgment actlons
filed. Cases Involving springs, waste waters, etc.

Delaware-~Other clvl| cases In the Court of Chancery Include the
categorles of contract, real property rights, and equlty.

Hawali=--Circutt Court--Mental health cases are Included wlth domestic
relations data. Other clvil Includes supplemental proceedings on
eriminal as well as civl! cases.

Idaho~-Dstrict Court~-Some appeals may Include some Juvenile sppeals.

11 11nois--Data reported Inclide cases that heve been refnstated and
transferred in and transferred out of the court's jurlsdictlon.
Postjudgment and post-termjnatlon matters are not Included.

lowa--Data reported include cases !;uﬁ,@led by the clerk.

Kansas--All fillngs include orlglnal actlons and retrlals/relnstatements.
Law Chapter 61 cases are !imlted actlons which include' the categories
of aito tort, professional tort, product |tablllty tort, other tort,
contract, smal| claims, real estste and personal property (reat
property rlghts), tax appeals and workman's ccampensation {appeals of
adminlstrative agency case), and KiS.A. 60-1507 and habeas corpus
(extraordinary writ).

Montana--Domestic relatlons cases lnclude marriage dissolution, lnvalld
marrlage, legal separation, URESA (cutgolng and Incaming), and
paternlty.. Estate cases Include formal and jnformal probate,
superv]sed probate, guardlanshlp, conservatorship, and trist. Mental
health cases Include mentaily 111 and Inebrlatlon (commitments).
Other clvil cases include personal Injury, property damage,
condemnation; llen, foreclosure, eviction, partitior, quiet title,
agreement sults, Injunctlons, declaratory Judgments, certlficate of
amount due, warrant of distralnt, abstract of judgmant, transcript of
Judgment, mandemus, hsbeas corpus, habltual trafflc offender, note,
wage clalm, amount die, unlanful detainer, zonlng, taxes, and water
rightse

Nebraskas--Flled tigures Inctude the nimber of rocpened cases placed befare
the District Courts

North Carollna--Data Include éstato and spec)al proceeding cases that are
disposed by ‘the clerks of the tourt., *

Vermont-<«Appeals Include crimlnal appeals as well us some habeas corpus
and postconviction remedy casess
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TABLE 20: Composition of civil case dispositions in general jurisdiction courts, 1978. C o
State and court. Civil case categories ! : ‘
H ' Clvil cases”dlsposed
Clvl) cases disposed “w > N
> > £ t ‘45 - -
) A r:] [ v 3 - -
. Ez o ] z z 5 5 8 05 S z =
= & 05 5 2z 2 o 8 &£ > % o - - 5 © o
L g o L oW = e L [ [ + k£ = = i " o +- o = -y 9+ _
g - SE r ¥ 2 T 8« " < State and court tItle z 5 £ 5 B2 5 £ 2 £33 g ET 5 s
' % € r e 3 23 £ 2 LT r 2 ~ = 3 [ 2+ g a - 9 2= a X X £ 5
State and court title 5 5 E 3T e g £ 1S a %% £ 5 ‘ 2 i o
8 2 8 5 & g g & 2 4 2 ; 0rogon==STATE TOTAL+esesevessresare X NH x 26,2211 6,085 138 52,1171
Lo o » 7 7
Alabama~~Clrcult Courtrsceesceocins A (4] NH 47,013 NH (#)) 23,7278 70,740 :lrculf CoUrtecssacaasensssssasys X NH X 26,2271 6,085 51:979'
Aloska=~Superior CoUrtecceseessries X X X X X X X X 10,300 ax Courtsssansseneeaniinsinn, X NH X 138 138
Arlzona--Superior Courtsess « 21,695 4} 93] 38,258! 8,007 698J 1N 74,6581 Pe,r:!'\sylvunla-%:ourf of Common
Arkansas=-STATE TOTAL.. .« o 20,2530 5,100 26,407 3,743 ) 56,5041 : b OASceteestneneararntsiadianenie 107,126 19551 8,792 48,316 183,785
CIrCUIT COUMbanennennnerevannesen 20‘253‘, NH . NH' '™ NH N 27,253 /17\\ verto Rlco--Superior Court.... . 2,647 4,687 486 NH 9,281 " NH 31,205 NH NH 304! 1,641 47,188 97,43
Chancery and Probate Courtececces N4 NH NH 6,101 26,407 3,743 NH NH 36,2511 ( Y Rhade 'sland--Sugerlor Courtsseess. NH NH NH NH ' '
Catlfornia=-Superior Courtsesecssss 64,426 NH 2,047 151,138) 59,769 4,081 11,011 11,339 144,558 . 448,370 ;7 Sedth Carolina=-Circult Courtessces  ° NH 27.947
t A ’
o T T - P 2,634 4,797 : ‘ ; o :cufh Dekota--Clrcult Courtleacas.. 9,623! 3,135 3,499 496! 4,725) . 21,478!
District Court, Deaver Superior ! egr;essee-sTATE TOTALeosseesvoonss X X NH X X X X X X X 81,198
Court, Denver Juvenlle Court, B P ‘ y rcult Courtessescass X X NH X X X X X X X 46,600
and Denver Probate Courteseeses ) NH . 2,834 ,\2,834’ P av and Equity Court.. X X N X X X . x X X %000
Water Courteceecececesoseansannse NH NH NH NH 1,963 NH -NH NH 7 NH NH NH “1,963 ; Chancery Courtecesssssrsssssvorse X X NH X X " X M M X 31.]”
Connect Jcut~~Superior Courticesseas NH 15,048 124 9,315 24,487 - ’
” ‘ Texas--District Court and Celmlnal
Delaware~~STATE TOTALteeesrnssnessa 1,721 gy N 625l ., () 202 2,014 57 152 681l 6,062 ! v District Courtereererenensananes 15,2821 ] 148,716! 25,588 5,440) © 60,3911 275,417}
3 : NH 15 NH [} [} 2,014 $A 2,43 § - - Utah==DIstrict Courtssssesecscersns X X X 2,74 a3 o M ! 24.270
SUPBFIOr COUrFerecccsscreasssrses 1,722 NH 625 NH 292 N4 571 152 . 264 3,631 ! :ermonf-5uperlor Courtessescconnas 3,413 NH - 2,923 NH NH 366! 31 5'733
District of Columbla--Superior Irgiala=-Clrcult Court... 21,726 S 9se 10,311 29,956 N 1,738 64:715
COUrtarosesssosseorsonsannansnes 5,012 32,756 107,481 6,830 2,453 682 33 26 1,7 157,340 l o— }
Florfda—~Clreult Court... 22,329 23,040 NH 16,977 77,331 39,915 12,749 596 50,384 243,321 ; Was:lcgfon--Superlar CoUrteeseeaaes X X NH X X X L0y X 84,087 '
Georgla--Superior Courte- 56,9477 NH NH 46,4621 103,409 { Wost Virglnla~~Circult Courtiesees, 1,205 1,062 903 31,668 34,438
Guam==5uper]or Courtessseessssesnee 2,501 3,925 142 919 941 525 8,953 W';:fﬁﬂ:;n;{:culf Court and g ’
' i n OUrteseeoevesnnencnonsane 15,73 62,308 1,910 32,775 23,938 2,080 841 197
4 » . " 26,306 166,128
Hawal1==STATE TOTAL+eseeersraesenss 1,213 1,399 NH 76 i2,3220 1,644 ) 25 NH 2,903 19,787 , Wyomlng=-DIstrict Courtsrersreecnan " 9,178! 9:1751
Clrcult Courteesecaaanes . 1,213 1,399 i 229 12,5280 1,644 hHn NH 2,903 19,715
Land Courtee. . NH NH NH NH 47 NH NH . NH NH NH NH RH 47 )
Tax Appeal Courts.. . NH NH Ko NH B NH ) NH NH NH 25 NH NH 25 Note: Al zvallable data are entered In the table. Blank spaces {ndlcate that the data are not availabje. N
{daho=-~STATE TOTALsesoee . 1,550 NH - 12,614 12,454 3,165 240) 219 13,436 43,678
District Courtecsescas . ' 929 NH 1 2,849 -9 ) 240 188 . 3,690 7,906 X = The datd_Tor thls casetype are known o be Included Tn the total.
Maglistrates DIvisloneesseeaeseeas 621 NH 12,613 9,605 &3\,155 NH 3t Jio, 146 35,112 NH = This casetypo s not handled by the court. N
111170l s——Clreult Courtessnnsvennes 196,572 171,120 696 59,128 83,532 2&"35} 8,486 116,420 6,322 670,629 “These states have 2 single-tler trial court. These courts have no Imited Jurisdlction courts under them, so included In thelr ceseload are cases that
Indlana--Supertor Court and . . would be heard by IImited jurisdictlon courts elsawhare.
CIrCult CoUrtareeanserearennene 25,716 67,480 20,993 68,805 183,074 1Dat ot
lowa=-District Courfeu 69,978 ‘ 824 17,136} 42,392 130,330 . eta are not complete: Washington=-No data were avallable on the number of mental health
Kansas=-Dlstrict Courtu. 26,363 X X X 22,771 9,420 X x x 12,613 i Arlzona=-Adoptlon, domestic ralatlons and-fofal ‘cly]l cases disposed cases disposed. :
Kentueky—-Clrcult Courtlee.. 16,036 26,304 2,984 1,073 . 5,001 51,408 do not Include adoption dats for Marlcepa County. - Wyomlng--DJaposition data do not include cases filed before 1974,
! : ‘ : Arkansas-~Chancery and Probate Court--Domastlc relations disposed JExplana‘l’lon of data Included In the category:
Loulsjana=-District Courtesessonses , ’ does nat Include adoptlons. Estete dispoted does not Include Alabama-~Other civl) Includes law, auto tort, and civil appoals
Malne-~Superior Court... 1,919 1,597 1,061 NH 1,967 NH RH 260 64 388 6,856 guerdlonship/conserystorsiip/trusteeshfp or ofher estate cases. cases.
Maryland——CIrcalt Courtesnnnone 4220 ° 8188 4437 H 2,504 8,246 32,467 a7 2,015 . 4% . 62,687 Tof:l'c;vll :lsposed does not Includa any of these categorles or Arlzona--Disposii-fons Include cases transferred out. Data fncluded
Massachusetts--Superior Courtaeeees o : : mental heaith. In the low category are tort, contract, réal property right d
Michigan=—~STATE TOTAL+esesossosasss 6,469} . 88,151} Lzt 17,5391 113,201 Calorado~-District Court and Denver Superlor, luventle, and Probote appoal coses. ) property rlghts, en
Clrcult Cotrtaessreescsrenecsnnes 6,469! NH s 88,1511 520 17,531 112,679 : Courts=-The only dispositlon data that could bo ldentified vere for Arkansas~~Circult Court—La« Includes clvll appeals (+rlal do novo)
COUrt Of ClaMiSeensnsnsenonannes N NH W " N NH NH 592 N SNE - 592 mental ht}lfh casass Mo other data are Inciuded Jn the figures that could not be separated from the total.
| " Ge;ep?r:!; o this court. Callfornia~—~Domestic relatlons Includes annuiment, divorce, and
Minnesota—Dlstrict Courtaseesesnse NH N N 17.3% 12,594 rgta—Disposition date are given for only those casés flled soparate malntonance cases.
Miss)ssippl==STATE TOTAL+veseaveren : )/ betweon July 1, 1977 and Juna 30, 1976 thot were elther dlsposed Colorada~-Hater Court~-Data glven fnclude cases lavolving springs,
CIrcult Courtressaseasasereonnsee w7 durlng 1978 or sti1) pending at the end of ‘the year. Cases {}ied waste waters, etfc.
CRANCErY COUFteesteessonenssenes 5 tl:efore this duf,—. have not been entered Into the computerized Delaware~-0ther clvil cases in the Court of Chancery Include
MIssourf=-Clrcult Court and Court . nformation system so data on them are not avallable. N contract, real property rights, and equity cases.
Of Common Plaas.eeessnencessess 7,674 N 37,404 Gy 3} 31,953 77,363 gwa——Estate and total clvit disposed do nof jnclude (s Howal1-~In ths Clrcult Court, mental health cases are Included with
. i G guurd!en_shlp/consurvaforshlp/frusteoshlp casose. - . domestlc relatlons data. Qther civil fncludes supplemental
Montana--01 strlct Cotrteseansossens NH 7,4713 2,497 »1d 9,766) 20,025 . ' Kensas=-Domestc relations cases do not lnclude adoptlons. Total proceedings on criminal as well as clvil cases.
Nebraskam-DI Str1ct Court .o X W 14,524 e N 6,879 21,403 o :lv:;hﬂgures do not Include smali clalms, adoptlon, or mental ldaho-=Disirict Court--Data reportod may Include some Juventle
Hevada~-Dystrict Courtleevuises o . B 0alth casass sppaals. -
Mew Hempstilre=-Super for Courfessses 6,350 NH 2,52 10,080 NH M B 18,960 : f M':"’w"c""“” Court==Thare ware no dats avellable for Jackson Missouri--Appeals 4re Jucluded In the sppropriate case categorys
New Jersay--Supsrior Court (Law - . : i ‘ i e °‘;"2[‘) . Montana=~Domostlc relatlons cases fnclude marrlaga dissolutlon,
Diviston and Chancery Dlyislan) : ! :;f," aca are avallable for only one distrlct--the Second Dlstrlct Invalld marriage, legal separation, URESA (outgolng and Incaming),
and County Courfessessassssves. 37,667 3,704 28,185! X ) 70,579 ::hoe ounty). Thls county contalns 25 parcont of the total p and paternity. Estate cases Include forma! and informal propate,
o Ne: : ° pogfb‘dﬂo:. A suparvisad probate, guardanship, conservatorship, and trust.
New Mexlco--DIStrict Courtrenseases - 16,851 20,104 36,955 ersey-—~Domastlc relatlons cases disposed does not Include Mental hoalth cases Include mentally 114 and Inebrlation
lHew York--Supreme Court and : ‘ ND:“"““"" adoption cases. These data are Included In the total. {zonmitmont). Other clvil cases Include personal Injury, property
County Courtersecesssvassaroncs 36,461 M 2% 9,381 M 5,230 12,596 63,907 . 3 torth Dakota~~Danestic refations ond fotal cfvii disposod (lgures do damoge, condemnation, !len, foreclosure, wvictlon, partition,
North Carollna=-Superfor Courtseres 10,910 , N NH 30,841 N 27,212 69,023 ;, ? oenot Includa cases Jnvolving formination of parental rights. quiet title, agreenant sults, Injunctlons, declaratory Judgmonts,
Horth Dakota==District Courtevessss ) 39 2,514 NH 489 4,468 15 N Hs 101 a1 9,268 : i P"°9°n Clreult Court=-Flgurés do nat Inclyde adoptlon cases. cortiflcate of amount due, warrant of distralnt, abstract of
Ohjo—Court of Conmon Plessssesesss 20,885 N 95,446 - 73,430 7,569 2,220 47,942 247,512 i ) terto Rlco--Data do nat Include eppeal of trial court cases. Those Judgmant, transcript of judgmant, mendamus, habyas corpus, habltual
Okishoma=~Dlstrict Courteseessecone 8,469 26,190 95,425 7,894 44,563 16,295 2,894 1,192 1,497 9,898 214,317 . ; s c:“s :"5 ncludod by category with other clvil data. frafflc offender, note, wags clalm, smount dues, unlawful detalner,
} : o;og‘l::r:::;-bnf: are nc;ffln;:l:d:d 'Ior ;:aiss heard by the lawyer zoning, taxes, and water rights.
: : ; ; or lay magistrate/clerks of this courts Yermont==A,
ol ! % Texas--Data reported 1n this table are. based ! A ppoais Tnclude soms crininel sppoals 25 well ss som habea
k : on lass then the total corpus snd postconvictlon remedy cases.
‘ possible pumber of monthly roports. The reporting rate was ISpecial sourco or rovision“in the data:
‘ f ::nofz;algh’: percI:enf- No reports were recelved frem Culbersan, Kentuckys~Al | disposed figures were supplied by the state's
o 4 costone, Kendal], Robertson, or Upton durlag tha 1978 court yeare adminlstrative office of the courts durlag data ver1fication.
Vs



g

st e s s = S e e A R, L P e SRR A R SRR L R AR At & e U ey

s o S —— i " ) e )
, . ' @ ' ' .
o o
64
& ! 65
TABLE 21; Tort caseload for trial courts, 1978. , o ’ )
State population. Courts reporting tort (auto tort, professional tort, product liability tort, and other tort) i ; TABLE 22: Contract caseload for trial courts, 1978.
caseload. Disposed and end pending as a‘percent of filed. Number and percent change in pending. ; g State population. Courts reporting contract caseload. Disposed and end pending as a percent of filed
‘ Filed per 100,000 population o ‘ g , Number and percent change in pending. Filed per 100,000 papulation gasap © '
State = j As parcent Change In ’ | f R “State - e peren - ;
population L . of tlled pending ' Flled per population MP‘:J": Change In Flled (dis-
o State and court title in Beglnning End ‘ End ‘ . lcoiooo . State and court title " In Beglianing End < End pending p?;:déozer
E thousands pending Flied _ Disposed  psnding Disposed pending umber Percent  populstion thousn, ¥
e ST T 01 - T35 - - o - 5% R—— "_ds Pendlﬂng Flled Disposed penﬁlng Disposed pending Number Percent population
superior Courtlevsereesraeneaionncisnese - 921 ) 230 Sunort jorTesereessetasnnianiees 0 401 4,25¢ 1 050
District Courturaeuarass . - 435 108 » perfor Court .. - 1,415 B
. . District Courtleeees.. . 353
Callfornla--Superior Courtlecereeeseiunaes 22,839 86,729 64,426 © 7 (22,303) 380 v FlorldemClreutt Gummsl . -~ - 2,836 : ‘ 707
Colorado--Bistrlct Court and Danver : : : : . Hauall--STA;:::uTo‘rALUﬁ . 9,132 27,005 23,040 85 (3,965} 296
Superior Courtleceseeeseessescerasnnns 2,761 c 3,481 ) 126 : ) Clrcult Court!sar . 929 5,999 9,175 8,689 6,485 95 n 486 8 988
Delaware—Court of Common Pleaseseiicvies 598 1,679 3,089 3,142 1,586 -93 -6 510 District Co *,'" = 1,879 1,434 1,399 1,914 98 133 35 2 154 :
Florida--Clrcult Courtleessan. . 5,32 ‘ 21,760 22,329 103 ‘ (=568) 23 . Ramsas--bistcict ot = 5,120 7,741 7,290 457 94 59 T 833 ¢
Hawal 1--STATE .TOTAL. .. . 929 3,285 2,032 1,939 3,378 95 166 93 3 o219 ) Malnoo-Suparfor. Cours! 2,333 6,586 201
Clrcutt Court!.... . - 2,135 1,155 1,213 2,077 105, 180 -58 = 124 . Mory land=cClrealt Cours] LUs - 1,318 1,061 8l (257) 18
District Courth... . — 1,150 877 76 1,301 83 148 151 13 9% ! Nex dorse —~ounty oI < da2 5,179 413 80 1,042) 123
1daho--STATE TOTAL.. 911 1,787 1,728 1,550 1,965 %0 114 178 10 190 g New Yo‘_k_fcw“ COM'SO' :ha g‘l‘r‘f seresees 7,356 32,749 161,927 7 160,022 34,656 99 21, 1,905 6 2,201
Olstrict Courfl.....‘ - 1,262 1,02 = 929 1,339 91 132 97 8 113 5 of Naw York! R , '71‘720 o :
Magistrates Division!. - 525 702 621 606, a8 86 81 15 77 i : ,938 :
Kansas—-District Court!. “aee 2,333 - 3,269 ‘ 139 : ; borih okotoDistrict Courtler.vovaeoes 651 5,09 2,914 5 T 3
Maine--Suparfor Courtsssssesrnressesaranee 1,115 L83 1,597 85 {206) 162 o o TOTAL-seesencsseeesninenanenes 10,795 51,167 174,814 167,269 58,648 96 34 7480 15 1,619
Merylend~~Clrcult Courtleerierneeeiniasas 4,212 7,902 8,188 104 (-286) 188 J Manlclpal Court] - 1,146 3,648 3,691 1,065 101 29 -81 -7 T34
MIchigan=-CIrcult Courtlaseesssssersnsess 9,202  7,5780 6,6581  6,4601 7,767 37T 1897 P 7 H. i Oklahunag-ulsﬂlcf.(;;:l;;; oo %0021 171,166 163,578 57,583 9 34 7562 15 1,586
Missouri-~Clrcuit Court and Sourt of ‘ i Puorto RicoSuparion o] 2,913 24,613 21,924 26,190 20,407 119 9 -4,266  ~17 753
Common Pleas!eecersesrsneoinsiaconsesces 4,871 7,614 tiseh) i P urt .. 3,15 490 445 486 449 109 101 41 -g 14
New Jersey-—STATE TOTAL«evscesocassarsasse 1,356 59,639 57,535 55,353 61,821 9 107 2,182 4 o ; \! ‘-152 1,321 164
Superlor Court (Law Dlvlsion and - 2,614 50
Chancery Dlvislon) and County CourtZ.. - 53,095 40,233 37,661 55,661 94 138 2,566 5 547 : i Chancary Court! - 265 s
County DIStrict Cotrt!eeeereeenennnnenes - 6,544 17,302 17,686 6,160 102 36 384 -6 235 ! 7Y CoUrt s ataerernaiiianasiisiee - A448 i
: ! Taxas--County Court st Law, Constltutlonal 100
New York=-STATE TOTAL.«eeecesaanes . 17,720 74,951 36,461P 423 ! County Court, and Probate Coart! ! . .
Suprena Court and County Courtl..... - 35,688 36,461 102 =117 201 s Neshlngton--Super for Court! PP Teeee 13498 39,3491 29,2420 223850 45,2060 go! 1551 58570 st 217!
CIvI] Court of the City of New Yorkl.... - 39,247 221 : : pe UPT eseraeassneens 3,886 21,679 548
North Dekote—District Conrtl.e..e..... 651 . 732 739 \ 101 -7 112 : :
Ohlo==STATE TOTALecesaoscaces . 10,795 32,215 39,645 38,543 33,355 97 (1,102) 367 H Note: All avaliable data are entered in the table a .
Court of Common Pleas!... - 23,3830 21,587 20,885 24,151 97 t702) 200 . avallable or the catculations wers not ;pp,-:,grfzef”mmm calculations .are Included. Blank sppces Indlcate that elthér the dotn were not N )
County Courtlesesesnareeasens -— 143 17 174 53 137 42 ~50 =53 1 State totals represent reported dafa oni,, w ’
Munl?l'pal COUM v errennerinnnneasnnnnss — 8,716 17,931 17,484 9,151 9% 51 435 5 166 ; " » g ¢ which may or mey act Include all of the actual caseload Informstlon.
Ok fahoma--District Courtl.. 2,913 8,696 7,062 8469 7,289 120 103 -1,407  -16 242 : ~ = Not appllicable. \\\ﬁ
Puerto Rico--STATE TOTAL. 3,115 9,475 5,489 6,691 8,273 122 151 -1,202 -13 176 ! 7 . . \
Suparjor Courf:...-- - 7,721 3,564 4,687 6,598 132 185 -1,123 45 114 Data are not complete: )\
District Courtl..... - 1,754 1,925 2,004 1,675 104 87 «19 =5 62 Tikas-~Data contalned In thls +able are ba
Tonnessean-STATE TETAL wemnmms ad62 g 234 vas o5 ninety-soven porcont. sed on less than the total possible nun‘ber’v{,f monthly reports recelved for these courts. The reporting rate
Gircutt Courtlereneans - ' 9,686 27 ‘ Poata wore not avaltable for al| courts [n the states
Law and Equity Courtlesecscnes ooevanoss -— 326 7 i i
Chancery Court!ecesearsocenennes .n - ) 445 10 ; ‘ A clvil case Is counted with the tIiing of a potition or canpialnt.
» 13,498 44,425} 26,0090 23,9217 46,5137 ot 179} 2,088 EL 1937 | - i
BIstrict Courtl,liiieessrnnncsosncocene -— 29,813! 16,580 15,2821 31,111 92! 1gal 1,298! 4l 123! :
County Court af Law and
Constl4utional County Court!,lesoeese. - 4,612 9,429! 8,639} 15,402 92} 163! 790! sl 70! / :
Utah--District Courtlecrrneenees 1,364 872" " 64 ‘\\ i
Washington—Superfor Court!eeeevessrassass 3,886 .6,882 1 ) -
Wiscons|p=-~Circult Court : P
and founty Courtlseeceecsiveonrnsiosans 4,651 19,701 18,584 15,773 22,513 85 121 2,872 15 401
Note: All avallable date are entered In the tahle and a1l eppropriate calculstions are includeds Blank spacos Indlcate that elther the dats woro not ®
available or the calculatlons were not sppropriate. - G
State totals represent reported data only, which mey or may not Include &l) of the actual ceseload Inferuation.
— = Not applicable. : B ; =
Ipata are not complete. N JE B
Delaware—-Miscel laneous cases flled for the New Castle County Include potitions for nemo change from Jemuory 1 thraugh June 30, 1978 only. A} other R &
data sre complete. P '
Michigan--Disposed data were unavajisble for the fo}lowing countles: Clinton, Hillsdale, Livingston, Oskland, Oscoola, ond Hayno. Thore wore no data 4 -
ava}leble for Jackson County. »
Ohlo--Court of Conmn Pleas--Panding dats were not reported for sll case categorles. E
Texas--Distrlct Court--The data were complled from 2,983 out of o pessible 3,048 monthly county reports from the courts. No roports wore recolvoed L R . l
from Culberson, Freestone, Kengall, Robertsor, or Upton durjag the 1978 court year. 3 o
County Court at Law, Constlfutional Coucty Court, and Probzte Court--On o statowlde basis, 2,943 wonthly county roports wore recoived out ; P ) {
of a possible 3,048. Mo data vere retelved from Foyotte, Foard, Jasper, Lamor, Polo Pinto, Roberts, and Upton cmnf}!es. . 13 > R L . ) : ‘
JEpraanlon of data included In the category: t S ) it v i
Missoyr|=-Data may Include sone sppeals cases. }/ o
PData were not avallable for all courts In the state. ! 3 B ) 1
\ Kl .
o YA clvil caso Is counted with the #i11ag of a petition or complalint. N . . g : . h
[ 25 civil case |s counted when I+ Is ploced on the calendar (ies roached Issue). ! @ . N " A4 . : PR ' " o
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JABLE 23:
Vi

(f

Small claims caseload for trial courts, 1978.
State population. Courts re

porting smali claims caseload. Disposed and end pending as a percent of
1 . filed. Number anq percent

change in pending. Filed per 100,000 population

14

State As percent Changs In
population of tlled pending Flled per
State and court title 1] 8eglanlng End End 100,000
- 11 d pending Flied Dlsposed pending Dlsposed pending Number Percent population
Alabama~-DIstrictCourtd,esees 3,654 27,391 95,928 15,746 27,576 79 E 185 1 2,502
Alaska=-Otstrict Courtleesees. 401 5,050 7,948 6,261 6,137 79 85 1,687 33 1,982
Callfornla—=STATE TOTALusssees 22,839 453,662 346,214 N 7 (107,448) 1,986
Justice Courtlsarienns - 32,128 28,201 88 (3,927) 141
MunTcipal Courtlyiessranens - 421,534 318,013 5 (103,521) 1,346
Colorado-~County Courtle.o.vu... 2,761 1,510 10,294 9,189 2,615 89 25 1,105 73 372
Connectlcut-~Court of Common Pleasle.esses © 3,095 84,968 2,745
Dolaware-~Aldorman's Court! eessyeensnrnnsss 598 446! " (sh
District of Columbla--Superior CourtZs.. .. 670 1,912 32,197 32,756 1,953 100 6 41 2 4,895
Guam==Superior Courtleeesrsreessseensennss 102 2,958 2,32 3,925 1,359 169 58 -1,599 =54 2,780
~ Howall==District Courtlesrsvssrrivaueaannn 928 492 1,313 1,325' 480 101 31 -12 -2 141
188ho~=5TATE TOTAL.essesnass - 91t 2,450 13,504 12,614 3,340 93 25 850 36 1,482
_OIstrict Courtlesuasses - 1 0 1 0
Maglstrates Division).ecvevicnss . - 2,449 13,504 12,613 3,340 93 25 891 36 1,482
oI 1inofs—Clreult courtt, o 11,834 39,276 175,454 171,120 48,236 98 27 8,960 F3 1,534
Indlana~-STATE TOTAL.e... . 5,446 26,483 95,693 87,810 34,366 92 36 7,885 30 1,757
Superlor Court and Circult Courtl. - 8,754 9,682 25,716 12,720 87 43 3,966 45 545
== 17,729 66,011 62,094 21,646 94 33 3,917 22 1,212
towa—District Courtl.. 2,919 12,5700 72,054 69,978) 14,6267 CE2B 20f 2,076 1 2,46
Konses—-District Courtl.s.. 2,333 10,670 457
Kentucky==DIstrict Courtd,leiieuiiannannas 3,611 15 27,585 19,022 8,578 69 31 764
Malne--District Courtl..... 1,115 18,350 6,693 47 (2,6570) 1,287
Massachusetts--STATE TOTAL. 5,743 108,705 69,6009 1,893
District Courtliersessaanse - 104,483 69,600 67 €34,883) 1,819
Housing Courtleviiiioeacnns —— 4,222 74
HICh [ gan==ETATE TOTALve+nsvsesrsascssoosns 9,202 4,790 95,1477 92,2967 7,6107 o7 8l 2,8517 ol 1,034
Common Pleas Court of Dotrolt,! - 22 37,759 36,131 1,857 96 5 1,68 M i 410
District Courtlecesroneenans - 5218 57,1460 55,976! 5,691 g8f 10! ta70t 26! 621!
Munlcipa) Courtl.... — [ 242 189 62 76 2% 53 589 3
Mianesota~~STATE TOTAL 4,005 6,762 36,0477 36,88 13,763
Conelliation Court3ivenuese - . 6,455
County Courtdecrvsasecnrannes - 6,762 36,047 36,889 7,308 102 ¢ 20 546 8 900
Hissouri=-Magistrate Courteseeeersssensran 4,871 11,745 9,728 B3 o 12,017) o241
Nobraska~=STATE TOTALcesearssnssrrsrrossne 1,56t 1,867 - 28,300 9,961P 1,939P 1,613
County Courtlesea. - 1,867 10,033 9,961 1,93 99 19 72 4 643
 Municlpal Courtle... “ 18,267 1,170
New Hompshire——STATE TOTALucvesscos 894 22,816 (2,552)
District Courtdeunraerenrancranes - 22,114 (2,474)
Munlclpal Courtdereercrvererosnenes - 702 (79)
New Jersey—County District Courtlies.ecss 7,356 6,118 41,166 40,535 6,749 98 6 631 10 560
New York—-Dlstrict Court snd Clty Court!.. 17,720 44,176 115,778 262 249
Horth Carolina--District Courtlecieannnen. 5,739 18,161 171,612 169,275 20,498 99 12 2,337 13 2,590
HNorth Dokota=~STATE TOTALvceeesssssnsossos 651 5,3967 5,517 587 1051 6297
County Court with Increased
Jurtsdictionterueeeecnnrsrcincannensns - 4,308 4,265 99 (40) ]
County Justics Courtle.. - 1,091} 1,026! 94 (6511 168!
Oh10=STATE TOTAL+<esonsea 10,795 12,962 90,615 88,166 15,259 97 17 2,297 18 839
County Courtliniaeerieerninnsinnecnreren - 1,810 12,944 12,262 1,439 102 1 3N =20 120
Munictpel Courtlesserssua, - 11,152 77,67 74,904 13,820 96 18, 2,668 24 . 120
Ok | shoma=-DIstrict Court!... 2,913 72,288 17,798 95,425 54,661 123 70 =17,621 24 578
Oregon==3TATE TOTAL.eenesves 2,510 9,437 4579007 43,1421 12,2197 sa¥ Fi 28287 3al . [ial
Bigtrict Courtl,,,,, R - §,217 43,822 4o, (C2 T 25 2,774 34 1,730
Justice Courtl,! ceviiieniiniinnenanas - 1,214 2,568! 2,494/ 1,2880 97l sol 74! 6! 102!
Pennsylvanla--Phliadelphla Munliclpal
Courtlesseienaenncesinioniieniniienae 11,865 5,620 26,043 27,504 3,799 106 15 -1,621 32 219
Rhodg 1siand=—-District Courtliuierrensinse 957 8,802 5,382 79 e
South Dskota—~Clrcult Court!,Veverrnsunns. 689 9,623 11,3970y
Uteh~=STATE TOTALeeooevseavannocrsarsnnnne 1,364 13,0647 958
Clty Courtleeeesiinasrrcnnnrrceionennine - 9,158 “ s
Justice of the Posce Court!,Veviceraarcs - 3,3060 . . 2421
Vermont==DI strict Courtleersrervicarsnanns 498 2,012 6,252 6,416 1,848 103 30 ~164 -8 1,255
Washington--Distrlict Court and Justices < .
Of $ho Poacel.ivecaessraseseonnsnssvns 3,886 . 21,456 522
¥isconsIn=~Clrcult Court and County Court! 4,631 17,806 64,925 62,308 20,413 » 96 31 2,607 15 1,402

Note: Al) avallsble dats sre enterod In tho tebls and all eppropriate cal“culuﬂons ore {/lncluded.

avaliable or the calculetions were not appropristes.
State totals reprosent reported data onfy, which mey or may not Inciude i) of the scutal cassiosd infotmat fon.

= = Not sppllceble,
OCourt Jur ssdictions

Aleboma-~Tha District Court was created at the beginning of the

court year to take the place of wany dl fferent imlted Jurls~

diction courts, N

Kentucky~<The District Court becima offactive on Jenuary 2,
1978, repiacing the formor courts of |lmlted Jurisdiction.
North Dekote~~County Justice Court=-Dota were unavailsble from

the court In Hettinger County.

* Oregon--Justice Court--Only 1hirty of forty-four court locations

reportsd dsts for 1978.

South Dekote--Dita ere not avallsble for cases hosrd by the
lawyer magistrates or {ay moglstrete/clerks who serve thls

caurt. L

o
Utali-~Justica of the Pesce Court--Dats reported wero taken from
the monthly statistical reports submit+ted by 161 of the 18)

Justices of the.peace.
Ibata are not camplete:

De|awore~~This flgure does not Include dat

e, from July, 1977 theough

Blank spaces Indjcate that alfher the data are not
AN N

tlons durlng August, 1977 for the Leurel Alderman's Court.
Malne=~Disposition dats wore avallsble for the second halt of the
reporting period only. .
Michigen=~Dlstrict Court--No data were avalleble for the courfs In
Ann Arbor, Blrminghan, Lepeer County, Kalamazoo, Livonla, Muskegon,
County, St» Josephs County, South Haven, and Southt{eld,
JExplonaﬂon of Vlsta Included In the category:
lowa~~-Data reported Include cases hendjed by the clerk. )
Rhode lsland--The dfsposition ffgure oquals the nuchor of qaths a
disposed’ by hearing, default, or sottiament. B

Poota woro nat avallebie for aff courts In the statos

a N

. : ° 3
A cl¥ll case |s counted with the 114ing of .0 petition or complolnts
A ctvll cass s counted when Tt 15 placed on the calendar (hos resched
Tague)s '

35 cIvli case Is cointed ot the note of Issin.
E" ¢ivii case [s not colinted In thy samo way througheut ihe stafe.

Decenbor, 1977 for the Harritgton Alderman's Court or for d! sposi~

o
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TABLE 24: Real property righ'ts caseloag«??}réal courts, 1978.

#.Aing real

State population. Courts rep s > !
percegt gf f;l;ad. Number and‘percent change in pending. Filed per 100,000 population

| property rights caseload. Disposediaind end pendingasa

S i State As percent ‘Change In Flled (dis-

i poputation of fijed pendIng posed) psr
State and court tit{e in Beglnning End End 100,000
3 thousands pending Filed Dlsposed pending Dlsposed pending Number Percent  populstion
. ot
Afaska--Superior Court 401 E 347 .
Cal ttornla-~Superlor Courtl.. 22,839 2,725 2,047 75 (678) 2o 2; ;
Colorado=-STATE TOTALeseeesesseessassaraes 2,757 3,090P 7,801 1,963  3,995P 9059 22

1 - 4,935 ’

District Court and Denver Probate Court »

Water Courtleceesserracersessancene - 3,090 2,868l 1,963 3,995 68) 130] 905 29 104)
Delanare--Superlor Courtlisscveassase 598 442 X 598° 625 385 105 64 =27 -7 o (l)(_)’l;
Disirict of Cofumbla—-Supertor CourtZ.es.. 670 4,883 ¢ 107,701 107,481 5,103 100 .’ 220 5 .
Florldo=~Clrcult Courtlesieeiinaseeranenss 9,132 18,297 16,977 53 1,320 . ‘,.‘2(21:
Guam=~Super 1or Courtesssassesaensonsassrns 102 132 "2y 142 17 526 63 -115  -87 2
Hewa | 1==STATE TOTAL+sseseesliessanstosases 929 1,273 1,050 936 1,387 89 132 114 9

CIrcult Court!everrrrreicedsinevoconnens - 406 197 229 374 116 190 -32 -8 21

Land Court! erranenerhenes - 8 « 53 47 89 89 168 6 1 6

District Courtleeevevenranss — 784 800 660 924 82 116 140 8 26
Hitnots=<Clreult Courtl,oeee. 11,434 1,075 649 696 1,088 107 168 13 1 6

R . 16
Kansas~-District Courtleeisaeres 2,333 2,697 ¥ oL
Moty jand=~STATE TOTAL.s 4,212 286,370 2,504 7%

Clrcitt Courtleveceedaans - 3,359 2,504 75 (855)

District Courthecerersegeraraneai ey 285,011 atep » 5.;/;3
Massachusetts—~STATE TOTAL.ecoceracns 5,443 12,5679 20,744 7,747 13,3859 8l st

} i ; - 12,179

Rousing Court'esepecresnssaseocrenyorses R

Lond Cgurf'a - 12,567 8,565 7,747 13,385 % 156 818 6 149
MIChigan==STATE TOTAL+«easessuesanseasanes 9,202 10,767 192,799 181,278' 22,285/ 94! i+l 11,5180 107 2,095! ‘

Common Fleas Court of Dotrolt! - 7,145 128,840 . 118,208 17,777 .oz 13 w,sszl 149‘ 1,400I o

District Courtt. - 3,498} 59,354/ 58,5841 4,268l 99! 7 76 22 645

Munlclpal Courtl.. — 105 4,580 4,460 225 97 5 120 1\4I 50'

Probate Court!eseess - 191 25! 26! 151 ‘104! 60! -t -2 <1

6
Minnesota~-County Municipal Court® 4,005
Nebraska=~County Courtlecevessssse 1,561 67 191 182 7% 95 40 9 13 2 i
; ; g : (224)
New Hampshlre==STATE TOTALeessscaiasasesss B4 ) 2,004 oo

District CourtPeesevanees - 7 / 1,99: >

Munlelpal CourtIsieacaesesnasossosevascs - | ) ‘
New Jersay--County Dlstrict Courtlseesenss 7,356 5,681 7 97,490 97,020 - 4,15¢ 99 4 470 13 1,?:; .
New York=~STATE TOTALceseecesasvson . 17,720 7,076, 72,977 103 (-} ,?gé ; !

Suprema Court end County Courtl.... - 130 239 184 o -

Civi{ Court of the Clty of New York!.... - 70,946 72,738 103 ,

‘ 489 98 (12) 77
North Daketa=-District Courtlarenseseaaai 51 501
Ohlo=~STATE TOTAL.sesnsasosssiarsssasennse 10,995 11,314 54,933 31,627 14,565 9 21 3,25 29 509

County Court!, - 824 2,079¢ 2,532 337 122 16 -487  -59 19

Municlpat Courtl. - 10,450 52,854 ° 49,095 14,228 93 27 3,738 36 490
Okinhoma=-Dlatrict Courtlisisississannass 2,013 4,885 3,163 7,884 5,12 57 &3 266 s 250
‘Pennsy ivania--Phi{ade{pi (a Municlpal

cgurf veussesirresisserssnenasesasaves - 11,865 1,168 18,073 18,458 780 102 4 -385 =33 152
Puarto RICo=-STATE TOTALeeeevsassseernnes 3,105 8,570 8,820 - 10,361 7,231 115 82 L3 -6 283

Suparior Court!.eiieciises . - 8,020 8,093 9,281 6,832 118 84 -1,188 -1 260

District Courtluesesenassensy - 550 72 880 399 121 95 -151 =27 ::
Tennossae~~5TATE TOTALasvase 4,462 2,';;; _2‘

A A - i 2

Law and Equity Court! . - (AR 2

Chancery Courtlesssesanernss . .I/(ff\- 1,746

- g ~ g s - al ¥
Toxas-~Coynty Court at Lawl,Vsvirnrransars 513,498 o 18,7200 370! 441! 1,649t 11st 446! 7! =t ‘:;
Utah=-DIstrict Court!vaciecsessnsivensivin 1,364 144 o (_m 10
VirgintaClreult COu.'rf....;.......... 5,284 . 3?; 984 1 e
Washington==Suporior Courtisevsascssvarens 3,886 ) )
Wisconsin~~Circult Court and County Court! 4,631 I,?23 2,593 ;}‘ ,910 2,639 4 102 N6 37 56

o

Note: At{ ovalisble data are.entored In the ;abta and ati eppropriate sajculatlons are Inciuded. Biank spaces Indicate that efther the data were not
avaliabye or the cojcuistlons were not eppropriate.

State totais represont-reported data oniy, which may or may not Include alf of the actual cazeload inaformation.

== » Not applicabis.

Data are not “complete: o

Michigan=-District Court==No data ware avaiiable for the courts In
“Ann Arbor, Blrmingham, Lapeer County, Kajsmszoo, Livonis,
Muskegon County, St. Joseph's County, South Haven, and Southfietd.
Probate Court--Incompiate dota were roported by courts o six

{ocations.

I

Texas=-~F {gures reporf:,d on this tabfo are based on an Incompieto.
pumber of monthly reports recelved for this courte The reporting

rate for this court was ninety-seven percent.

Jeupionation of data lncluded in'the categorys

2% Colorado~-Water Court~-F [ted includes original actions flied and
g postjudgment actlons t1ied.

fData were not avalfabla for all caurts In the state.

‘A ctvll case I's counfod with the f14ing ot p petitlon or conplalat. .

2p civil case Is counted when I"fgls placed on tha calendar (has
resched tsswa)s’ Z

A civl) cass 8 counted st the nots of issue.

'A clvil case s counted In the same way throughout the state. J

& . '
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TABLE 25: Domestic relations caseload for trial courts, 1978.

State population. Courts reporting domestic relations caseload. Disposed and end |
percent of filed. Number and percent change in pending. Filed per 100,000 population

Vper‘a‘ding asa

State " . As percant Changa ta Flled (dis-
N popuiation 2 of tlied pending posed) per
State and court title In Beginnlng . End End 100,000
thousands pending Flied Disposed pending  Disposed pending Number Percent - population
Atabama--Clrcult Courtleeeiievieiasanneies 3,834 45,548 47,013 103 (=1,465) 1,188
Alaska--Superlor Court!.. 401 6,221 ’ . - 1,553
Arlzona-~Superior Court!. 2,518 20,2041 41,7630 38,2580 23,7000 g2l 57! 35080 7! 1,659
" Arkansas~~STATE TOTAL... 2,241 15,0330 29,800 26,4071P 15,8171 -6 -ilp 1,330
Chancery and Probate Court! - 5933 0 27,853 26,4070 a5,m7! 57! <16l =1l 1,243
County Courtheseeiyeeernornsonsanaraonan - 1,956 = 81
Calltfornia~=Superior Court!esseseeneasees 22,839 175,160~ 151,138) 86 (24,022J) 767
Coforado--Dlstrict Court!.. 2,767 45,475 i 1,643
Connect Icut=-STATE TOTAL. . 3,095 12,6699 19,701 15,251P  14,191P 1,522 = 12P 637
Superfor Courtlesicanss - 12,533 16,561 15,048 14,046 9i 88 1;513 12 535
Court of Common Pleas!s - %2 19 19 92 100 484 0 o 1
Probate Courtleceseess - 2,948 o ) S5
Juvenite Court!. . - 44 173 164 53 95 31 9 20 6
Delaware-~STATE TOTAL . 598 153, 10,218 220 . 185P . 3P 2P 1,709
Superlor Court!..... - 153 ° 324 292 185 90 57 32 21 54
Fanily Courtleeeeciceeinsocsesonionasras - 9,894 1,655
District of Columbla--Supertor CourtZ....: 670 7,854 7,281 6,830 '8;305 94 114 451 6 1,087
Florida-—Clireutt Courtlorercranaanans 9,132 81,985 71,331 94 (4,654) 898
Georgla=-Superior Courtleieees. . 5,286 43,258¢ 57,573 56,9471 43,947} 689 2! 1,089
Guam=~Supertor Court!seeienss . 102 437 816 919 . 334 "3 4 -103 <24 800
Hawall==Clrcult Courtleevrinnraerorcaaenss 929 8,031 14,656 12,327 10,360 84 n 2,38 B 1,578
1daho~=STATE TOTAL«sssscresssransaacssanss 911 5,960 - 13,517 12,454 7,023 92 52 1,063 18 1,484
— 1,882 . 2,802 2,849 1,835 102 65 ~47 -2 308
- 4,078 10,715 9,605 5,188 90 48 1,110 2] 1,176
11 inols=~CIreult Courtleevesreosonennaads 11,434 58,704 93,565 83,532 70,875 89 75 12,10 21 822
Ind}ana--$upertor Céurt and Clreult '
Courtleueereansresinrescsnecnnansoraes 5,446 47,292 74,667 67,480 54,479 % 73 7,187 15 1,37
lova~=Dlstrict Courtleisreeecnnnsnanionss 2,919 947 s24] . 87 (123) Y32
Kansas=-District Courtlesrveriennnseraenns 2,333 8,744t - 25,973 22,777} 9,967} a 2230 4l 1,113
Kentucky-~Clrcutt Court’,. . 3,611 30,384 26,304 87 ta,080) 841
Ma}ne-=STATE TOTAL+ssere 1,115 9,537% 4,984} 855!
Superior Courtl..... . - 2,038 1,567 77 471 183
BiIstrict Court!,Vuuuas . - © o 7,499] 3a7t B 673!
Maryland=-Clreutt Courtleeeseresesinaivens 4,212 39,065 32,467 a3 (6,598) 927
Hassachusetts—Probate Courtleveieairaenes 5,743 45,207 787
Mich1gan==STATE TOTALceersoes 9,202 3,510 96,5560 93,015t 33,3331 2,182! 2! 1,049}
Clreul¥ Court!. - s, 90,332! © 88,1511 33,332 - 2,181) 7! om!}
Probate tourtl.eeeisse - ol ;2241 4,864! 1 78! <t 1! 68!
Minnesota~~County Court>.. 4,005 11,588 1289y "
Missourl=-Clrcutt Court and |
Court of Common Pleas!cersvecsvenasianes 4,871 . *37,404) 788l %)
ol = A% ]
- - o
Montaoa--District Courtleevevevenanaensess o T84 9,016} 7,411 a3l 11,545)) 1,150
Nebraska-~STATE TOTAL... 1,561 4,410 15,504] 15,789 4,062 102 26 -348 -8 993
DIstrizt Court! .. - 4,129 14,2300 14,524- 3,835 302 27 -294 -7 92
Sounty Courtleeeess - 281 1,214 1,265 227 99 18 54 ~-19 82
Nevada--District Court!,leesersrnacicnnaes 79 4,792! . "
New Hampshlre-~STATE TOTAL. varesanse 894 < 7,468P 12,764 10,050P  7,415P . o 1,428
Superior Courtoeesssacianness - 7,468 9,997 10,050 7,415 101 74 -53 -1 1,18
Probate CourtZeseeeseecesassossibosenses — 2,761 310
New Jersay=-STATE TOTALsosessssosnsnoasone 1,356 13,0390 102,565 100,582' 15,050 1,950 15! 1,394
Superior Court (Chancery Division)Z. ... - 65,9611 29,103 28,185/ 7,849! segl a3l 396
uvenlle and Domestic Relstions Courtl.. - 6,178 73,460 72,391 7,241 99 10 1,063 17 999
New Mexico-~District Courtlecaessiansenans 1,252 5,984 17,558 16,851 6,691 96 38 707 12 1,402
New York--STATE TOTALeeiveseses 17,720 33,7800p  282,444'p 281,303  39,570'p ¢ 1,5941p
Suprems CotPtleeicereaseesnoncss - 3,631 9,573 9,381 3,823 98 40 192 5 54
Family Court!,Veureauciresncsonrsins - 30,149 272,871 268,647¢ 35,747 > o8l 13! 5,508 19! 1,540
Surrogate’s Courtlueesesesssecrnssnnsass - . 3,275 , 018}
North Carollna--District Courtlesrsdiveees 5,139 20,646 49,311 45,913 24,044 93 43 3,398 16 859
North Dakota=—District Courtlseseseassaans 651 4,944 4,468} 93! 739
Oh'la=~Court of Common Pleas!essssvesesssss 10,795 26,570 97,126 957466 27,848l 98 {1,660) 200
Ok Iahcma~=D1str It Court! .. 2,913 28,772 39,644 44,563 23,853 112 60 ~4,919 =17 1,361
Oregon=-STATE TOTALessiqiornsesosvancasses 2,510 11,9991p - 29,357 26,227'F  13,1711p t1,1721p3  10ip 1,170
Clreult Courtlanvas R 11,999/ 29,336 26,2270 13,171} 11728 1ol 1,169
County Court!. - 21 ¢ )
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State
vt o s i popull:f[on B Asfpic;cl:e:f Change In Flled (dis~
- o 6! gendin
thousands . endln. . e ” g s
p g Flled . d p g p p ] pop!
Pennsy Ivan! a~-Court of Common Pleas!.. n . Dl el _senty - i
Pusrto Rico—STATE TOTALseseronnnse . 3'855 i apdld B AN y Pefcenf e
Sararas courg"“”"“' ".":... ,115 14,487 35,033 34,201 15'3!9 :B7 “ e ’15 -
Oistrict-Courfleanan,,,. I TYTRTTIN : )z gl 7208 ‘5:0‘6 o a > 5 o
Rhode Island=-Fanlly Courtlecsuenn,sn.imns 957 * iy o9 % 1 . “ 6 "
South Carolfna=~Famlly Court!.......... . 3,041 i " o 2
South Dakota--Clrcult Courtl,l............ 689 e V e
v e B t1,410)
Tennessee~~STATE TOTALeseenss . 4 2455!}
Clrcult Courtl..,.... e Migtrg
Law and Equity Courtl...., . . - Bt s
Chancery Courtl..,..... o - e | ¥
. General Sesslons Cour'f\', - ’ ae N 5
axos=-District Courtl, !, o8 et |
; 424
Texas- ) 13,498 94,359/
ah=-Dlsirict Court Serterettraatraneena, 1,364 ‘IE'O";OIZ' Heme! 724! ! o 2ol ' i
: R , 3 1,123!
Vermont=-STATE TOTAL ’
LR TS ML AL L TN N TP T 760
Superior Court!,.. rees 4.9_8 414 3,109 5,425 2,998 126 5 "
District Courtl., - figosd b i on 92 : Lo e
Probate Courtl,,. cren -— ot 207 o oy g x % g i
Virginta—-§TATE TOTAL. 5,2 o oy e "z " s " iz
Clreuit Courtl..,.,,. s o s 2orame 99 ' : ' i
Ofstrict courﬂ - e a0 :: 20 o
49,343 43,759 89" ‘ el oot
:asrlcgfon--Superlor Courtleiniianninn, 3,886 = -
ost ¥irginla--¢ F ; . o
Vreror reult Court saves 1,920 256 ;
nsine=Clrcutt Court and County 2 203 e % “ Ve
®tessenervnne ) \ 30 12 64
. *sectessesanne, 4,631 34 ‘
»194 40,946 32,775 42,963 80 105 8,169 24
'y 884
Note: All avallable data are e I

Blank s
State totals represent reported data anty, o T

s lch may or may not Inciude all of the actual casgload Information.
.

Matne—-DlIstrfct Court-=D} g .
pos Itjon dat
for suppoit/custody cases. late, b
Michigan~~Circuit Court-=Onty df
. and Wayne. There wore no da
robate Court--|ncomp lete data

of . the r rr‘!‘ //N\\R\
, eporting perfod only. No dls//slﬂ N da
and Wiscasset Teported support/custod (::ses :'l‘l::n rore svellsble

allable for the second hat
f

Only Calats, Bolfast, Lincoln, Rock land,

or the :

e ol tackoon Couty, followlng countles: Clinton, H(lisdale, )Ivlngs?on, Ozk land, Osceol

l A ‘ » a,

North Sekotermpere o LTS ¥ers wvatlable from courts lseated I'n Charlavolx

: nclude cases tavolving terminotion of parental rights ’

Nevada~-Dats were svallable for onlyon rt Genesse, Luce, Merquette; Wayne, and Wextord,
‘one court locatlon-~the Second Dstr 7
let (Washoe County)s

. jfafe populatidn Iives In this county.
ow Jerseyz-Superiar Coyrte-

Now York=~Fam} |y Cm’l’f-‘-lnc(!::‘;:;: data ware reportod o ot o ot I pamested o
Horth Dakorem-bjeccirt ata vt PO from the tourt locatee th Kings County.

ted do not Include + i
Ohlo~-Pendling dats were not reported for atl cafegort::."mu“on o Parenfa'!; rishts cases,

Oregon~~CIr - 4
. '8g ~Clroult Cour+: ‘DISPOSH'IOI\ :nd'pqndlng data do not Inclqdo adopt lon cases
South DQkOfa"‘anﬂl reported do not Inc ude any céses dlsposed by-the taw r istr kf r l: wl . r 3
PO' ) Iy ) Yo ,!"59;5' & 8? o Iay magistrate/cle, ks who serve the courf.
Tennossae: noral Sesslons Coul ata were repo: or only out of & possible caurts : )
~-Ge: Court-<Dat. rted, 4 4 out of ble 92 T 4

Texas-~~{ata reported here g s than comp lete numl of mon statistlcal reports race ode
rt re based on a less th let ber of th tat (st i rt:
Iy ! " acelved
JEXPM natlon of data Included Jp tho CG‘”QMY-’
| ©
Callfornln--ﬂa?a Include annu fment, divoree, and soparate my ntenance Cas6s.
! ’ » ». 3 ) S
Missour(«-Dats may Include”somo appoal cases.

Mentana-~Cases include ma
! rrisge dlssolutio »
HNebraska-<F | jed y ", fovalld marriage, legal i
N°";Hampshlr¢‘y--}=:l::res‘ Inciyde the ‘number of ‘recpaned cus:z ; Iac:d b::z:"":}:""r URESA' (outgalng and Inconing), and paternity,
Poat, obate Court~-Data tnclude favolunfary commltme ® Iho District Court.
3 wero not available foi mltmont (montal health)

Approximately twenty~tive parcent of the Yatal

g and dlsposod flgures do

tion cases. Fllings are coiplete. -

The reporting rate for

6}

all courts In the state. Fasees
A é
\ :‘l:ll: Z::: :z coun:: ¥Ith the 111ing of » petitlon or complatnt ) |
vi counted when §+ Jg plac soc
5: ::vl: cosa 15 coumted mpm ncm,po: 7:;::. the cafendar (hes fsached Isque), ' ;
vIi ¢esa Is not counted In thy $amy way throughout the state. ’ ,) > | :
a © - ! L
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TABLE 26: Estate caseload for trial courts, 1978. : TABLE 27:  Mental health caseload for trial courts, 1978.
State population. Courts reporting estate caseload. Disposed and end pending as a percent of filed. - State population. Courts reporting mental health caseload. Disposed and end pending asa percent of
. Number and percent change in pending. Filed per 100,000 population . filed. Number and percent change in pending. Filed per 100,000 population
. State As percent Change In Flled (dis- S I State As percent Change In Filed (dIs-
population of flled pending posed) per g populadilon of t1led pending posed) per
State ond court title In Beginnlng End End . ’°°»1°°° 1t State and court title In Beginning End End 100,000
Alaska——Suf,erlor St fhous:;;ﬂs pending Fl;;? Disposed ponding  Dlsposed ponding unber _Percent popuz:;lon I L - th d __pending Fi Isd‘ Dispesed ©  pending ' l?)lsposed pending Number Percent population
Arizona=rsuperior Courtlecerenicens 2,518 28,758 7,907 8,007 28,558 101 362 =160 <1 34 ) Aloska=~Superior Courtleeeseeesessnsssanss 401 359 ~ 90
Arkansa’~~Chancery and Probate Couttl.. 2,241 14,4311 7,270 3,745 14,7971 3661 3! " 325 ) Artzona==Superlor Courtlesesnsnes . 2,518 ) 698) (a8])
Cal L fofnia~-Suparior Courtlesseseavesesees 22,839 63,774 59,780 94 (3,954) - 279 . E Arkansas=-Chancery and P,.obaﬂ, chfl 2,241 1,102 } . 4
Colorado--District Court and California=-Superior Courtliiveesseseenses 22,839 4,055 4,081 101 (-26) 18
Denver Probate Court! eessesceccrcans - 2,767 7,267 263 ! ¥ ’
Caanecticut—Probate Courtl.. 3,095 42,736 . 1,381 ) Colorado=-Distiict Court, Denver Praobate “r .
Delaware--Court of Chancery seveivessisnes 598 6,820 2,357 2,014 7,163 85 ‘ 304 343 5 394 P Court, and, Danver Juvenile Courtle.... 2,761 1,169 2933 2,834 ),268 . s o e 106
District of Columbla-«Super(or Court 670 2,440 2,453 101 t-13) }64 Comect cut—Probate court] gods o5
Florida=~Circutt Courtl. vea 9,132 42,941 39,615 93 {3,026) “IU . g) serecrceriscine » . A 64
B o o " : Delauare—-Superlor Coury .u............... 598 92 585 57 104 98 18 12 13 97
Guam--Superiar Courtesssss 102 827 155 941 4 607 26 786 95 152 \ .
Hawal [=Clreuit Courtleveesecanaaserannas 929 7,182 1,912 1,644 7,450 86 390 268 4 206 District of Columbia=-Superlor CourtZ..... 670 64 680 682 62 100 9 -2 -3 101
1daho~-STATE TOT/L.. on . 3,673 3,891 3,165 4,599 81 118 126 19 T az1 . ‘ = . :
B {Bistrict Courtha.. - 15 - CHEEENE 15 100 167 0 [ ] ) Florida=~Gircuit Courtleuceresransecnances 9,132 13,156 12,749 - 97 (407) ) 144
. Maglstrates Dlvision!.. - 3,858 " 3,882 3,156 4,584 81 18 726 19 426 O ilnots=-Clrcult Court!. . 11,434 1,302 8,693 8,486 1,525 98 18 223 17 76
11 1inol s—Circult Court! 11,434 34,154 28,553 83 (5,801) 299 4 Kansas=~Dlstrlct Court.. . 2,333 1,929 83
Indiana=—STATE TOTAL.essesssnnsanas 5,446 13,227 28,730 25,767 76,190 % "265 2,963 4 28 Matne--Distriect Courtl... " 1,115 . 646! 3751 sgl
Superior Court and Clreult Court! - 63,825 24,19 20,99 - 67,08 87 m 3,203 5 s J — - L
Probato Courtleeeeverveoosareerenes e 9,402 4,534 4,774 2.162 105 202 c240 -3 83 Michigé#-“Prabate Courtlsecererssecesaaees 9,202 1,482} 4,857 4,964! 1,375) 102! 28! —o7t -l 53t
= Jowa--District (;mrf'.;}... 2,919 24.2ual 17,1367 ‘?;“’) Minnesota=-County Courtdeesssentcsinrenaes 4,005 1,536 (38)
Kznsas~-District Court! .. 2,333 9,567 9,420 - 1 .
” Kentucky=-District Court!. 3,611 8,104l 34,756 15,909 26,95 46 8 18,848 . 233 263 ::3:::;‘:0 "’;::‘;;fc:‘:_": jrrseeeseeee ;“‘; ?;’;Jl 201 74 (86)3 48]
Maryland-—Clrcult Coorf‘----] 4,212 : 632 an 7% (161) 1: T, encneeniiinanane. .
achusetts--Probate Court!. 5,743 54,850 © 95 - ] g — 3
' :?::e:ofr—fgwnf;oxurf'.... 41005 17,4011 5,581 6,978 17,562 315! 1610 ! 174) How York~Fam!ly Court!,l.. 17,720 3! 6! 9l ol 150! ol LT U e ]
Missourl--Probate Court!.. 4,87 11,102 9,625 87 1,471 228 ‘North Dakota——STATE TOTAL.sevesnsecesseses 651 1,004 . (154)
Montane--District Courtl. 784 3,704 2,497 67 (1,201 42 . County Court with Increased
Nebraska=~County Court! .. 1,561 21,966 10,865 10,190 22,641 94 208 615, 3 696 “Jurlsdletion) ciereaiensesnnerinnnines - 957 (147
Neveds--DIsTrIct Court! +vee - 79 481 T - County Probate Courtleuseerianaenscannns - a7 n
New Hampshire=—Probate Court? seceeressaee 894 13,019 ’ ) L h456 I 7 i _
New Jersay--Supertor Court . - . B ’ Ohlo-—Court ot Comman Pleas!c..vvsesss {10,795 7,586 7,589 100 -3 705,
and County CourtZ cessrsvecrinessoncces 7,356 978 . 13 ; Ok lahoma~—=District Courtla. . 2,913 1,103 2,620 2,894 8% 1o 52 14 =25 90
New York—-STATE TOTAL ceeesreessvasssenses 17,720 o 45900 53,3000  82,048! 35t S -3ale w29lp t463") ; Oregon=-STATE TOTAL e veesenesvnnesenssns 2,510 pey 150
. Fantly Court! cinevses g - 4591 786! 920! 325t oy 4l -1341 29! (5'}) | CIrClt Courtleennmnsmmsiseisrins " }'77;‘ ! o
i Surrogates’ Colrt! ceeesesesccsssssenus - 52,514] 81,126 (458 : County Courf‘...................,....“" - 0 ’ ﬂ '50
North Carol lna—Superior Court! .esee 5,739 45,706 32,602 30,841 47,467 95, 146 1,761 4 568 [ :
5 69 t1,150) . 578 3
No;:ﬂli:k:rgigﬁmm el W 3'7;; 2'6:5‘ hed ’ 201 : 5 v . : Pennsy Ivania--Court of Common Pleas!ecuees 11,865 330 9,025 8,792 597 97 7 61 B 76
, B County Coutt with . i ' ’ South Dekota=~Gircuft Court!. tevesee 689 496! t72h)
Increosed jurisdiction! eceeseenresens e 1,59 1,124 58 £815) .- 298 . Tennossea~~STATE TOTALeesos 4,462 939 21
County Probate Court? ... — 1,787 1,472 82 {315) 2715 ! Clrcuit Courtéeescas - 301 = 9
o Ohlo-—Court of Common Plaos'~ 10,795 68,7681 75,480 13,430 70,629F 55 (4,050 718 . . Chancery Courtl..... y - 575 ‘ ) 13
" Ok lshoma—-District Court!... 2,913 18,260 13,904 16,293 15,867 17, 114 ~2,393 «13 477 o Loax ‘and Equity Courtl.... - 63 1
Oregon--STATE TOTAL. 2,510 15,223 6,722 6,365 - 15,580 95 232 . 357 T 268 N T N B
Clecult Courtl., 14,685 6,527 Tsoas 15,127 93 232 442 : 260 i Utah=-DIstrict Courtlicivecerssnrsiennanns 1,364 . 870 64
District Court! - 1 R R ot b ":g e ; : - Varmont=-STATE TOTAL.xcse.« 498 7 430 450 52 105 12 20 -28 88
County Courtleesuasnniin — ) S g - - al everereeneatantensans . B B
Pennsy:\ymnla--Courf of Common Pleas. 11,865 1,401 19,616 . 19,551 - 1,466 9 1 65 5 65 4 § g:::;:tcsz::‘t e - "‘ 422 “g 5" ‘gg , ;; 0 B 85
South Dokota—Clrcuit Court! secescses 689 4,486/ 3,4991 78! - (987%) IR ) LI Tereiosresreestecies | - o s
: : - . Washington-~Superlor Court!eacssessnnseses 3,886 3,334 86
Tennesseo~=STATE TOTAL:vesnssen 4,462 1,639 - 0 37 , ) 1 )
Law and Equity Court! vore - . 209 o oL 5 : : West erglnlr-Ch'cuH- Court warsecesaieas l‘.920 521 5 « 1,062 364 17 40 ~157 =30 47
Chancery r:our*r‘ veses ees - 1,347 . ¢ 3 Wisconstn=-Circuit Court and County Cour ' 4,631 730 2,9%7 2,080 1,648 69 55 918 126 65
Clrcult Court? ceeieveccccscnionnen - 83 g : 2 : e . 2
Texas--County Court at Law, Consﬂ?uﬂanal . N i " o
Tounty Court, and Probate C’\urf', eons 13,498 57,574! ) o = 421} i - Nate: All avallable dats aru entered In the table and &l sppropriate calculations are included. Blank spaces {ndicate that elther the data were not
Utsh--District Courtl..... 1,364 2,844 3,426 2,714 3,496 8l 02 . es2 23 ¢ 31 avallable ‘or the calculations were not sppropriate.
Vermont=-Probate Courtls.. 93 .9:7,36‘ . 55‘31 2,417 10,500 aear ma . - 629 % State totals represent V'eported data only, whlch may or may not Include al] of the actual caseivad lnformatlon.
Washington--Superior Courtlicesrrerssaias 3,886 13753 - 348 . d
Wisconsin=~County Court! ... 3,621 41,929 27,55t 23,938 45,697 47 66 3,768 9 395 i oo a Not app”cable. . . R N
¥yomlng=-Clstrict Court!eoesivvaracss 431 2,190 . . 508 i )
b 1
: Ibata are not complete:
: {] are Includod. Blonk spaces Indicate that elthor the dats were not .
: ',MG. A‘:v::::t:‘l’:l:rd::: ;Twar:::dns':e::en::b:p:::r:lie?woprme cete uﬂnm fret fork =pe i ’ : Malne=-D1sposition datn wers available for the second half ! the reporting perlod only. Only Augusta, Bungor, "and Portland reported cases filed.
I3 State totals represent reported dsta only, which may or may m* include ull of the ectual caseload 1nformations 3 ) Miclitgan-=Inconplate dots were reported by the courts located kn Charlavolx, Gemesse, Luce, Marquetto, Wayno and Wexfords
, , : : ; : Nevada--Data wore avallable for one court location onty=~the Second District (Washoe County). Approxlmctely
, ' Nt apllcsblo. . E B : ; twenty-flve pertent of thc total state population llves there.
B ) t e New York-=Incomlete dats were reported for the tourt locitioned In Kings County. :
o Data are not complete: . Ohlo-~Pending data do not Include minor's settlement cases. . & -
N Arknnsas—Dlszoslﬂon and pending data do not Include guardlanship/ .. Sotth Dakota--Figures do not include date for cases handled by the lay- : JEXP?Z:::l::k::‘,;il'lq:l::slu:zo:tto:hemc:::gl::fu‘b cases disposed by the. lay maglstrates or lawyer magistrates of the Circult Courts ‘ <
conservatorship/trusteeship of other estate cases. oF leyyer moglstrates of the Clrault Courte . f
lowa~-Dispased mz do not lnc,l,uds guardlanship/conservatorship/ © Texas-~Data contalned In this toble are based oo less than the total : N Arizona=-Data roperted represent the ""'“Wl' of civll (395) and criminal (303) mental health hearings held.
. trusteeship casés. Fllings:sre conplete. i possible numbor of monthly reports recelved for thess courts. The B . ) Montana~-Cases reported fnclude mentally 111 and lnebrluﬂon (commd tmant cases. )
" L Kansas-=Daternination of descent and miscellaneous probate &ctlons reporting rate was nlnety-seven percent. { i ! 1 N
B : are not. Included In the filed data. Vormont-“Pending data do not include cases filed before ‘ : L D IAcivii case I's counted with-the flilng of ‘a potition or camplaint. ¢
, ' Minnesote=-Pending a;{d filed ilgures Include probate/wi)is/ January 1, 1970. 25 civil case Js counted when 1t Is placed on 1ha,,’l{lendar (has reached issue).
N . intestate data only. Disposition data sre canplete. JExplanaﬂon of date Included In the category: o ‘i o e 3a clvll case s counfed at the note of lssue. - o
N New York--Famlly Court-=incomplete dan ware reported from Kings Kentucky--Beginning panding coses were transferred fo the Dlsirict , H : : N Q
e County. Court upon Its Inceptions o B : o . - »
N 3 Surrogates® (Court--F [11ng tigure does hot lncludo admlnlsh-nflon PData were ngt avaliable for a1l courts In the sfa'e. Lot ) ‘ C. “
‘ proceadings, gusrdianshlp/coniservatorshlip/trusteeship, or e " . : ) /
other estate. . v A clvll enio Is counted with the 1iling of a poﬂﬂon or cmplalnf‘ . o N $/ O
Navada--Dats weré azvallable for only one court location--the 25 clivil case Is counfad when If 15 placed on the calendar (has L "
fﬂ:j Second District (Washoe County). Approximately twenty-five reached [ssve).

percent of the total state populatlon Ilves in the county. SA clvil casa 1s not counted In the same soy throughout the stafol ) : - o
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TABLE 28: Civil appeals caseload for trial courts 1978.
State population. Courts reporting civil appeals caseload. Dlsposed and end pendlng as apercent of
fited. Number and percent change in pending. Filed per 100,000 population

2

trials, jury trials as a percei

TABLE 29: Civil jury and non-jury trial d|s7josmons by case type, 1978.
State and court. Civil case4¢ypes. Jury trial definition, Dispositions per case type, number of jury
t of dispositions and of trials

relati or’\s

Estate
Mentat

s g

State and court title

rights
Equity
heaith

Small clalms
Appeal

Law
Contract 4
Real property
Domestic)
Other civil

Number of
dispos!-
= tions per
case 1ype

Number
of

frials

Trials
as a
percent
of dispo-
sitions

Number
of jury
trials

+
+
>

+

District Courtlecessssnaes

> >

3,007
3,308
6,261

344
209
658

"

1

36
14

Super lor Courtleseionencee

Justice Courtlereseanaeeee

1+t

Munlcipal Courtleserioanse

MM e OoCOO0O0OO0

County Cgurf'..uuu..-n

S0

Superlor Cotrtlecersicanes
Court of Common Pleast....

Super lor "Courtlessesnseces

64,426

2,047

151,138
219,414
24,201

9,189

318,013
271,604

9,189

51,926

24,487
28,895

2,352

4,228

142, 189
112,953
17,209
1,709

244,838

11,757

3,451
4,238

437
1,944

120

2,042

186
173!

District of Columbia:
Super lor CourtZeeaesaccons

(2]

Circult Courtlesessnssione
" County Courtlivesvernsnans

o

Super lor Courtlesaecaivane

>

State Court and Ccmnfﬂy

% Courtsleascisnseeraerase

5,012

32,156

202,810
201,51

56,541

46,031

128,369

412
33

142,574
137,930

29,607
12,728

5,899

70
68

188

3,045

100

309

1,72

945

Clrcult Courr‘............

»
e
1
]

1
'

ZETam
[ RN ]

State As parcent Change In
S popu lation Q , of filed pendling Flled per
State and court title . fn ' Beglnning . End End 100,000
th d perding Flied DlIsposed pending  Disposed pentlng Number Percent  populatlon
Alaska=-Superior Court!eeeeeesssseesrsnes 401 206 51
Callfornia=-Superior Courtlevissssrvecsons 22,839 : 11,893 11,004 93 ” (879) 52
Colorado~~District Court and
Denver Superior Courtl... 2,767 800 - 29
Connecticut=-=Supsrior Court! 3,005 113 163 124 152 16 93 39 35 “5
Delaware-=Superior Courtlseereerasevans 598 203 253 152 304 60 156 107 34 42
District of Columbia--Superlor Court2e.ess 670 444 525 329 640 63 122 196 44 78
Florida=-Glrcult Courtleess 9,132 905 596 66 (309) 10
Hawa ! {=~STATE TOTAL~eceesassvass 929 2717 109 7 307 72 282 30 1" 12
District Courtl.. - 252 62 54 260 87 419 8 3 7
Tax Appeal Courtlecesss -— 25 47 25 47 .53 100 22 88 5
1daho--Dlstrict Court!,de... 911 - 206) 21 240! 237 asl i) s sl 30/
1 1Inols==Clrcu b Courtleeiviesrrsocacanas 11,434 135,871 117,538 116,420 136,074 99 116 203 o’ 1,028
Kentucky=—Clreult Courtleesreseessstiesene 3,611 1,089 1,073 99 (16) 30
Malne=-Superior Courtleseasasecsssesannses 1,115 212 260 123 ¢<48) 19
Maryland--Clrcutt Courtl. 4,212 2,864 2,015 70 (849) 68
Michlgan--STATE TOTAL<ess . 9,202 1,346! L, L 1,395! 120! 49l 4t 13!
Circult Courtleeienes - 569! 6661 520! 655! sgl * 146! 29! 7!
Court of Claims!eeans -— a7 495 592 740 120 149 -97 12 5
Nebraska--\vlorkmen's Compensation Cv:aur‘l‘I oo 1,561 795 51
New fampshire~-~Superior Court?ecsastecasss as4 32 3 8 27 267 900 5 A6 <
New York==STATE TOTAL.vevorsassscascasesns 17,720 6,425P 5,230P ap- (1,195 36P
Supreme Court and County Courtlesessssns . - 6,425 . 5,230 81 (1,195 36
Court.of Clalmsleceeerscreranaoroverens == : .
North Dakotz=-District Courtlueeeasivaeses ¥ 651 131 15 . 88 (16} 20
Oh10~=STATE TOTAL,eveesss ; 10,795 3,478 4,467 4,209 3,838 94 86 360 10 41
Court of Common Pleas!. - 2,279 2,478 2,220 2,537 90 102 258 11 23
Court of Claimsl.ceeeus - 15199 1,989 1,989 1,301 10 65 102 [ 18
0K 12homa==STATE TOTAL+veee)esensensensnene 2,913 6620 1,057 12,048 521P & 141 -21p (414
District Courtlereeesens - 651 1,05t 1,192 510 13 49 ~141 22 36
Court of Bank Review!.. - 1 6 5 " a3 183 0 <1
Court of Tax Review!... — 0 0 0 0 [\ [\ 0 0
Workers' Compensation Courteeeecensenes - R 10,851 (373)
Oregon==Tax Court!eeesesedarrsrnnsnseseess 2,510 124 “138 138 124 100 %0 0 6
Puerto RICo~-STATE TOTALssvesssassconnsassy 3,115 214! 269! 308! st 114l 65! 39! 18! [l
Superior Court!eiseeseenns -— 2l 2651 304! 172t st 6s! ~39!  ~18! gl
District Courtlecieinascnnssrssrrorcrses - 3 4 4 3 100 75 o J <
“Rhode Island=~Superfor Court! ceeesecsanens 957 505 i 53
Tennessoe--STATE TOTAL.eseseccessnss 14,462 11,264 E 9 252
Clrcutt Courtleeeeieversvernssnensnensns - - 8,217 184
Lav and Equity Courtleresssenmsinrcasers - 334 ‘8
Chancery Court!iiuereseerarssassasnacens - 2,73 . * (?I
Texas=-District Court!,Veeririiininariaees 13,498 67,7870 28,1671  25,588! 70,366! ot! 250t 2,579! 4 209!
Utahe-DIstrict Courtlesssssorssrraccavesae 1,364 217 16
Vermoat-—Supertor Cosrtd, aearreineesaasen 498 402] 332] 366] 38l ol . 1 -4 -8l 673
Virgtale=—Clrcult Courtleeveivesaneriannss 5,284 2,617 1,730C) 66 (879 50
Washington=—Superior Court! eeersesrnraaans 3,886 549 s 14
West Virgiafa=-Clrcult Courtlersrereresens 1,920 453 495 903 45 132 .9 408 %0 . 26
Wisconstn-=Circult Court and County Court! 4,631 1,097 942 841 1,227 89 130 130 12 20

OO0 00 0,

-

o+
«

_'_‘\-x
@

(2]

1,213
1,399
229
12,327
2,903
7z5
7,290
1,325
660
145

£
76
6
67
299
=
141
506
55
22

- A

cngmmo—uuul

el

Jury

trials

as a trials

percent as a

of dispo~ percent

sitlons of trlals
1 10
<1 7
W3 48
3 11
<1 <1
<1 <i
<t 1
<1 <1
<1 1
<l 43
<! 9l
4 46
0 0
2 2
<1 <1
<t 1
4 14
<1 16
3 63
i 7
<t 17
<] 30
3 30

District Courtlicesrasenes

SRRV

Note: All availsble data sre enfered in the table and ail eppropriste calcuiafions are Inc[uded. Blank spaces |ndicate that either the data were.not
avatlable or the calculations were not appropriate.
=State totals represent reported data only, .which muy or may not include all of the actual caseload information.

. > \ \
— = Not applicabje. ))

IData are not complete: p
Michigan-<Circult Court--Only disposed figures were avallable for the following countles: Clinton, HIllsdale, Livingston; 02k land, Osceola and
Weyne. There were no data avallable for Jackson County.
Puarto Rico--Superlor Court--Data glven do not Include eppeals of 4rial court cases. These cases are {ncluded, by casetype |n the data on the court
statistical profile In Port It of This report. e
Texas--Data reported are based on & less than cmlplefe number of monthly sfaﬂsﬂca! reports raceived- The reporting rate for these cairts was
7 nlnety~elight percent. N
’JExplanaﬂon of data Included in the category: “
| Caho--Data may Includa soms Juvenlle appeals In addition fo the civil. zppeals. o
_ Vermont--Data also Include criminal appea!s, habeas corpus, and postconvictlon remedy cases. _— i
PData were not avallaiile for al| courts ln the state. . ©

A clvii csse Is counted wlth the f1ling of a petlition or complalnt. - N : ‘ -
25 civi]l case Is counted when It Is placed on the catendnr (has resched fssue). ) :
%A clIvi] case Is a pew clalm or an anctllary pracesding to an existing claim:

5A cIvi] case Is not couted in the. same way throughout the state.

% it m o

Moglsirato!s Divisionlaeess

OO0ODO0OO0O00

Clrcul‘f Cotrtluueaseannnes +

>

99
2,849
10
240

3,878]

o 621
2,613

9,605
3,1%
9,171

196,572

250
1,561
[
123
1,381
:*4
7,524
7,125
1,992
1,85

19J

1,137

N

(continued on next page)
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TABLE 29: Civil jury and non-jury trial dispositions, by case type, 1978. (continued)

3

Case type !
2 el Trials Jury
- §_ @ E Number of . as a trials
§ ) Lp r’:‘g o — £ 5 disposi= Number  percent Number as a
State and court titie . E _,E ,’_; - §, g é_g E g = g 5 defini~ tions per - of of dispo- of jury of dispo- percent
58 8§ § et 8Lk 32 2 g g case type trials sitions trials ) of ﬂ,-h“s
indiana:
Supec ior Court and
Cireult Courtl,. e = + - e - - A 25,716 5,930 23 - -
County Courtlesascasnasaes = - - A 62,094 12,917 24 -— .
- - - - A 2,896 98 21 v}
Probate Courtlessssssonses + - - - A 6,338] 5, 109J s 3 <td
Municlipal Court of
Marion Countylesesecsees + - - - 16,387 982 6 52 5
lowa:
District Courtleeesscerses = - - - 69,978 12,660 18 - — i
- - - - 17,1360\ 5631 3i 21 <l
- - - - 42,392 5,447 13 441 8
Kansas:
District Courtlesesssasese = - -+ 22,7771 4,022! 1f - -
Malne:
Superior Courtessssseseses + © - -+ 58111 477! 8l 163} 34!
District Courtlececsecense + - - - 7,116} 1,079 15t - -
- - - - 6,6931 7481 ni - -
- - - 4 3,417 1,105 32! - -
- - - - 375! 2171 sg! - -
Mary land: .
Circult Courtlesesssssssne + o+ o+ 62,687 17,123 27 1,071 .6
Michlgan:
Circult Courtliveensuaesae = - - - c 6,469 412 s! 314l 76
- - - % c 88, 151! 2,222 2zl 66! 3l
- R c 520! 141 3r of of
- - - - c 17,5391 880! 5! 195t 22}
District Courtluceiaurees + - - - c 131,757 5,231} 3! sa1! 1ol
- - - - [ 55,976! 8,863/ 16! 7 <ti
- - - c 58,5841 11,331 1ol oal <l
Common Pleas Court
of Detroftlesessensssses + P ¢ 1,618 201 12 0 0
- - - - c 36,131 5,605 16 66 1
- + - - c 118,208 7,192 6 321 4
Municipal Courtlevesaensea + - - - c 4,883 745 15 6 <1
- - - - c 189 47 25 0 0
- - - c 4,460 893 . 20 o4 <i
Minnesota: . *
District Courtdessans - - - A 17,594 7,690 44 959 12
County Courtdesesene - - - A 8,649 2,513 29 169 7
- - - - A 36,889 18,551 50 - -
- - - A 1,38 2,524 2 - -
- - - A 1,536 356 23 - -
Missouri:
Circuit Court and
Court of Common Pleas!s. ~ - - - 7,674 710 9 I8!
- - -+ 37,404 9,810 26
- - - - 32,2850 7,667 24d
Now Hampshire:
Superlor Courtoesesnenses + - .- 6,350 931 15 221 24
- - - % 10,050 401 4 - -
New Jorsey:
Super tor Court and
County CourtZeuvereeasss = - - - B 37,667 3,840 10 2,552 66
- - - B 3,704 802 23 [\ 0
County Disirict Courti...i - - - - B . 17,686 ° 1,20 7 318 26
- - - - B 160,022 3,490 2 151 4
- - - - B 40,535 14,555 36 18 <1 .
- + - - B 97,020 35,002 36 16 - <1
S
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State and court title

Tort
Contract

{
Smal| ci'limsﬁ

Law

retlations

Estate
Mentat
health
Appeal
Other civil

Nomber of
disposi~
tions per
case type

Number
of
. Trials

Number
of Jjury
trials

New York:
Civil Court of the Clty
of New Yorkleessnesesese

District Tourt and
Clty Courtluenseeneene
Surrogate's Courtleeiannes

>

>

77,545
56,602

115,778
81,126

7,027
2,177

5,221
1,707

Torth Carolina:

Superior Courtlecessscanns
District Courtl,,

Ohlo:
Court of Common Ploaslesss

County Courtleeeensencnnes

Municipal Courtleceseeneee

Qo000

D000 O0O0

69,023
39,796
169,275
45,913

20,239!
2,220
44,861
“179
3,691
2,532
2,307
17,484
163,578
49,095
17,300

4,565
13,05
161,153
39,351

3,055!
421

Ok |ahomas
District Courtlaseesassnse

Oregon:
“Clrcult Courtleseescanares
Pennsy lvanla:
Court ot Common Pleasisess
District Justice Courtle..

13

Fs

b S -

(2]

> >

8,469
26,190
95,425
7,694
44,563
16,295
2,894
1,192
11,395)

26,227}

19,921
158,289

1,251
1,748
11,265
1,906
5,481
237
143
239
1,851

4,689

5,615
37,014

Jury
trials Jury
as a trials
percent as a
of dispo- percent
sitions of trials
12 <1 <1
584 1 27
611 <1 i3
33 <l 3
5 <1 <1
968! s} 32!
172 8 LAl
533 1 [
2 1 6
2 <! 2
4 <1 3
2 <1 1
144 <t 9
188 <1 4
33 <1 3
33 <1 3
261
1,898 10 34

Puerto Rico;
Superior Courtleressssanes

District Courtlesavernsces

Rhode island:
. District Courtlessseracene

i:Casa*type
g
O
58 . ¥
£ [
-— N e
5T 5 &
o w o
+ = -
+ - -
+ - -
kY
- + 4+
+ - -
- = %
+ e -

P> P> > >

(2]

2,647
4,687
486
9,281
31,205
304!
48,8294
35,665
2,004
880
2,998
4,798

17,413

n
05
16

(continued on next page)
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Case type e
‘ dury
o Trials trials as Jury
= E n = “Jdury/  Number of as a as a trlals
‘§ —3 § @ .‘35 ; [ T>, itrial disposi= Number percent Number percent as a N
=St PtE R SES fini- f dis of Ju of dlspo- percen
State and Court + A Z 5 f 9R £ 8¢ § E f:le inl- tions per of 2 po= 1,-|J|ry S ropom Bt
H 5§ 2 8¢ 2 §E 52 & tion case fype frlais sitions als ;
Title 5 88§ gL g3-ges25F |
South Carolina: ’ : )
Circult Courtlevaveesossaa = = = = o« = = = = =~ 4 A 27,947 854d 3J
County Court, Clvil Court,
an:inrlmln;l Courtloeen = = = = & A e e - A 17,361 398] 2d o6 g y
Maglstrate Courtlieesessss + = = = = =« = « - - -« A 109,443 55,684 51
South Dakcta: .
OClrcuH' Courtlecsiievieesa = = = 4 = = = - - - - E 9,623! 1,712 18! - - .
S c 4,725 62! 14 137 3 21t
‘ Texas: . : . . ' o ;
- 051 130 732 5 36
Cotrtlisescreceee = + = = = - - - - - ¢ 15,282 2,
P T - - - - ¢ e,718l 111,922 75! 1»J <t <
) D T - ¢ 25, 588! 3,210 13+ 518J 2: 164
| c 80,3911 22,105 2l 1,445 2 [
P N
Ju:::x:ilof e eace L L T A 14,7631 53,093 37! 458 <1l 1
County Court at Law,
Constitutional County
gour:, o Pmbm."... e T T T S S A 49,396} 3,149 6l 671 1 21
OUrtlececasccane . S R . a;ﬁ}gl s 3 oo 2 b
- -+ B T T e A 23,385 1,190 sl 79 <! 7
- e 2P e o L o e . A aat 19 4l 9 2! 47
Utah: .
;lsh—lcf Courtleseeressone = + = = + = + = = = + c 20,595! 2,481 12d 275} W 13
City Courtl... B I e c 26,063 2,567 10 46 <1 2
Vermont: - )
Superior Cotrtlecesecsaass v = = = = = - o o o . A 3,413 562 6 . 73 j 1;,
District Courtlevesssiaees + = = = = = = o = - o« B 3,916 245 6 16 |
T T S B 6,416 392 6 o 0 [
z
7
i ! c 21,726 4,889 23 1,356 6" 28
crsecsveseset = = = m o= o . = = ,
Sireutt Gourt L S L c 984 254 30 172 kY k]
R N c 10,311, 2,036 20 J ) 25 <1 1
I T ST c 29,956 16,136 54 74 <1 <1
. R T - c 1,738 681 o3 135 8 20
Hashington: «
Superior Courtlesesvsesees = + + = + = = - « 4 & c 8,446 1,065 13
Disirict Court and
572 . 1
Justices of the Peacelee + - - B R T T [o] 4,572 18
Wlisconsin: o .
Circult Court and
) C:umy Courtlyuveservang = = = 4 = = w2 e - - Fo. 62,30 3,143 5 8 <1 <
ST P £ 32,775 10,474 32 76 <« <1
- 4+ - - - - % + F.o Y 50,017 4,819 10" 495 1 10
Wyoming: ) \ ; : . o "y
District Courtliicess - e e e e e e 4 e o % H 9,178 2,402 26 56!

Note: All avallable daﬁ are entered .in the table and all oppropriate calculatlons are Inciudeds Blank spaces Indlicate that the data wore not

avallable or calculations were Inappropriate.

== = Not applicable.

+ = Data (\{e given for these case types.
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Ipata are not complete:

Connect|zut~~Court of Common Pleas<-Data are glven only for famity

docket and nonfamily docket cases.
lowa--Estate does not Include
guardlanshlp/conserva‘forshIp/frus?eeshlp cases, a ca?egdry
which represents 20% of the estate filings.
Karsas-~Domes tic Relatlon cases do not Include adoptions.

Malne--Super ior Court-<Trial data do not Include URESA cases, but

do. include extra-ordinary writs.

District Court--As a result of the Implementation of the new
reporting system, data were avaliable for the second half of
the reporting perlod only, and additional data were missing
from several counties. -

Michigan—Circuit Court--There were no data available for the
following counties: Clinfon, Hillsdale, Jackson, Livingston,
Oakland, Osceola, and Wayne.

Dlstrict Court--There were no data avallable for the tollowing
courts: Ann Arbor, Birmingham, Lapeer County, Kalamazoo,
Livonia, Muskegon County, St. Joseph's County, South Haven,
and Souinfield. .

Oh fo~-Court ot Common Plaas-ﬁforf data only Include personal
injury. 7

Oregon-~The number of dlspoé‘lﬂons do not include Law and Equity
cases. Domestic relation cases Include only marriage
dissolution cases.

Puerto Rico--Superlor Court--Does not inciude appeals of trlal
court cases.

South Dakota-~Data do not inciude full-time equivalent Lay
Maglistrate or Lawyer Maglstrate cases.

Texas=~The District Court reported 98% of their monthly reports,
vhile the Justice of the Peace Court reported 778, and the
Texas County Court at Law, Constitutional County Court and
Probate Court reported 97%.

Q&

i

Wyoming-—F Igures do not include estate data.
JExplenaflon of data inclided in the category:

ldatio-~0ther- Includes extra-oidinary wits.

InGiana~-Probate Court--includes some Juvenlle, a category which
represents 11% of the fotal dispsitions.

Missour I--Other Includes extra extra-ordlnary wits,

Oklahoma--Other |ncjudes extra extra-ordinary writs.

Puerto Rico--Superlor Court--Other civil includes extra-ordinary
wriise K

South Carolina--Other category could mean any category, it Is not
broken down in the state protile,

Texas-~The District Courts' jury trials include directed verdicts,

Utah--District Court=--Othar clvii Includes extraordinary writs,

A civit case\\\i\s counted with the filing of a petitlon or complaint.

2A clvil case Is counted when it is placed on the calendar (has
reached Issve). .

3A civil case is counted at the note of [ssue,

A civit case Is not counted in the same way throughout the state,

Trial definition: .

A=A trial is counted |f tried to Judgment, completion, verdict, or
decislon.

B = A jury trial Is counted when the Jury selection beglns (first
Juror is drewn).

C = A Jury trial is counted when the Jury is sworn (impaneled).

D = A non~jury trial Is counted at the point when an openlrg statenent
or the Introduction of any evidence occurs.

F = A frial Is counted when it has officially begun.

@D

= A non-jury rial 1s counted at the point vhen an opening statement
or the Infroduction of any evidence occurs. Gullty pleas are
not counted as trials.

H = A trial Is not counted In the same way throughout the state.

i
£
H
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jurisdiction courts

As. percent Change In Alltrlal cowrts
£nd of filed pending "sfP‘:'l"C:;‘* e "
; —~ bt o pend ing
o eglnning : Ei
sposed end I ni Disposed pendin Number Percent ond I Filed Disposed n:?n Olsposed E:‘: Numb.
PO p q po: p q p: g po p q po pending umber  Percent
2,605 i
410'P 20,264 3,7500 2
83!P -1271P " .3iTe
3 _ _ _ _ 8,958/P - 130,978  13,250/p 9,982JP * 1,024p ?:JP
- - - = - o :.‘u‘)l - 5:5 593 432 87 63 "o 27
so.60 45 1o , ‘ - , 1975 488, 507 93,024} 94
’ 4 1 161P_ iz 36” 10,547P  30P 61,633P 124,324P 111,132P 74:8259 8gP 60P (lzi':::l” 21P
- — 55,266 177,024 158,685 73,043 90 T 32
worel 7,919P 25,211P 25,051P 8,079 99P 320 160 2p
e 1,900#: 5,444P 19,427} 1,995° 95° 5
ls,sazpp 137,320J 32,903} 16,906!pP 3,2171p  241p
49,31 209, 0p1JP. .
22,055'P To 7 : R -
, 83 f (4,4881P) 9, 550 45,5631 40,3850 1012499 89ip (??‘?ﬁp) =
200,762 i 2,842P 2,842P 86P '
14:442 :: (50,404) 30, 584P 376,250 324,413 32,017P 86 51(;3';‘) )
- (3,220) \ 18,719 15,429 82 (3,290)
. 45,465'P  59,348P 56,419P :
=T = ' — ) 2419 48,3331p 95pP
34, 1460P ,826) 90JP » 10,6670 371 33,5571 118,6600 06,8691 45,3487 90! i &929:’) 2k
, 109 (-2,689JP) 34,6380P 34,1460 ’ B >
.
. 9,232P 109,267p 30,868° 8,672P
- -~ — - - ' - p
116,399%) olp e
23,6721 1,261P & m?
o7z sar3 B ] 51,314 26,9771 1,4250 ! ’
‘9:61 5' 3 104 18 -1 <18 4,217 19,268 20,033 3:452 104 18 -7]2:) 1‘ .
19,824P 42i977P 57,9201 24,601P 4,777 _zip
6041p 1,404P 1,3551p 6531p ’ a9ip slp
92,215 26,358p
81:176' 34,:25; :;? :;t; 5,550:’ z9:> 20, 508P 12,3910 115,488P 26,3580 . 9% §5,903)P
e N sl (6:,041 35 31,2530 104,222! 94,8471 40,6281 wotl 391 9'375' 30!
T reoep N ,554) 794,679 722,400 Bt (72,262 )
e s L0 1P 26,899 58,108 sL,U® 5887 B 4 eu p
g 1:757[, 21 1,973 12 20,461 91,182 89,135 22,508 98 25 2,047 14
<3 27 - 3,142P 43,4220 20,233 3,174P ' ’
- - - 4,815 28,332 29,056
o ‘ , , , 4,091 103 4 - -
73:29", 30,485 g:p - (25,403; 330,035 - 290,338 ’ 88 ] (39 g‘;) ”
ol 0140 = ; 5,434 22P 50,6581P  120,748P  1i2,8291p 58,8301 8 1721 |
28 T8 8 1,765 - 35 7,587 40,400 38,270 9,717 95 24 2,130 ;: ’
o "o . 8—- - 6,972 29,219 28,215 7,916 97 27 a4 14
S.810 : ,858) 203,860 174,310 86 .
Je2 w755] ezI ‘ (21,882}) 348,405 96,9821p ‘2.2
B
33:349;) 25:mzl 98 14 s,0781 14! 52,8780 - 374,440P  369,7121p 57,606' P 99ip 151P° 4,728'p Ip
44,3350 20,830P 98P 46P WP ‘8'95;:'7 45,3491p 43,5360 28,445 ’ :
22,24 51,4479 49,9460 23,7460
97
i , a6 1,501P ?
2,345 31,178 P
342,2011P 12, 1681P : T e
295:2959 3o:4oop 98P 10P 18,507 596,872  375,5881p ~ 22:775W 2L -
pridgiact 0,00 o 4,588:: 18P 32,3950 333,263  326,8999 37,959 98P 1P 5,560 V7P
NG o (71,2941) 31,213P 559,733P 481,549 35,5629 86P (78'184)9
Soan2es @ (182,7091) 254,413 1,000,187) 910,215 248, 561 1p " 83! (179'972')
: (16, 140) 14,868P 338,923 320,239 17,422P 94 « 18'684)
139,273 13,8179 ’
59,391 18,018P :
A ,018 105 3P 22,75%P_ i3 38,984P 6, 5799 82, 474P 33, 076P 108P 43P -5908P 2
a i ' = -
34,148 10,717'P
: 5,483P 7,136P
148 s 3 y 40,724 6,041P !
ooy 31 :p 16 9,312'p 20 66,949 413,679 401,386 79:242 97 ?:p 12 ;95§P ‘ ;:p
(28,7781P) 1, 1P 140,568!P  107,071lp 15,830P 761p ' (33'497'9)

lpata are not complete:

ot
TABLE30: Criminal caseload in general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1978. )
State aduit population within unit of count groupings. Disposed:and end pending as a percent of filed.
Number and percent change in pending . .
General_jurlisdictlon courts Limlted
As parcent Change in
of flled pending
State and unit of count Beglaning End End Beginning
pending Fliled Disposed  pending Disposed pending _Number Percent pending Flled
{nformations, Indictments, or complalnts
Alaskaeass 410! 1,190 1,145 2331 56 (45) 19,074
Arkansas.. 8,958  14,284) 13,260 9,982 93] a0l 1,024, 0l 116,694/
[T 340 685 593 432 87 63 2 27 - -
Ilinoisas 81,811} 517,975 488,507 93,024} 94 (29,468) - -
Indianas.. 21,019 24,123 41,478 29,664 94 67 2,645 10 34,614P 80,201P
lowa.e 55,266 177,024 158,685 73,043 90 N N1, 32 -— -~
Kansas.. 7,919 25,211 25,051 8,079 99 32 160 2 .
Malnecesee 1,900 5,444 5,349 1,995 9 - 37 95 5
13,6891 36,103 32,875 16,906! 91 3,28) 101,217,
Massachusetts 40,810 35,468 ~5,342 =13 209,001JP
Missourleeesees 9,559 19,020 18,330 10,249 96 54 690 7 ; 26,5431
Montanaesess 2,842 2,442 86 (400) )
New Jerseyesssoss 30,584 27,084 25,651 32,017 95 118 1,433 s 349,166 ;
North Dakota. 1,057 O 987 93 (70) 17,662
OKlzhomasas s 45,465 5,348 56,419 48,3331 95 (2,929)
4,398 16, 097 14,973 5,522 93 34 1,124 26 29, 1597 102, 5631
3,181 ¢ 31,450P
9,232 30,308) 30,868) 8,672 102) 29J -s60)  -6J 78,959P
116,399%J - -
28,148
UfBhesesssenecsssnnccnscccscnnarcosnasne 1,261 3,444 3,505 . 1,425 96 41 164 13 47,8700
Vormontesssesessssssscsssssasssnsssossen 33 82 76 39 93 48 6 1B 4,184 19, 186
Wisconsin.... 19,824 742,977 38,305 24,601 a9 57 4,777 24
Hyomingeeseas 6041 1,404 1,355! 6531 49! sl
Number of defendants
Al2baM3sesssssesrsssocssesessnsnonnnsnns 23,326 23,273 100 (53) 20, 506P 98,065
5,766 14,005 13,671 6,100 98 44 334 6 25,487 90,217}
58,077 51,369 - 88 ) (6,708) 736,602
12,415 15,025 15,837 11,603 105 7 -812 -7 12,484P 43,076P
Connecticut, seesssasssssssenens 3,851 3,871 3,797 3,925 98 101 74 2 16,610 87,31
Dolawares seeesseeossossnasesnsnssasasans 1,594 3,293 3,470 1,417 105 43 -177__-11 1,548P 40,129P
District of Columbla. 4,815 28,332 25,056 4,091 103 14 =724 - -15 - -
95,842 82,448 86 113,294) 234, 193
25,6030 42,023 39,531 28,3411 2,738t il 25,059 78,725
2,567 2,097 1,732 2,932 83 140 - 365 14 5,020 38,303
6,972 29,219 28,215 1,916 97 27 944 14 - -
10,132 9,440 93 (692) 193,728 «
$229,541 I 118,864!P
8,19817 - 17,744'P 19,094}P 6,8481P 108l 39IP -1,350'P ~161P 44,680 356,961
2,240 10,678 10,487 2,433 98 23 193 9 16,719'P 3a,67i1P
2,35% 6,171 5,611 2,916 - 9§ 47 560 24 19,889P 45,276P
1,627!
2,345 4,949 4,697 2,597 95 32 252 11 26,2299
9,825! 31,506 33,387 8,608} 106 (=1,881) 8,6821P 665,366/ P
6,583 31,515 30,603 7,555 97 24 972. 15 25,812P 301,588P
Pennsy ivania. 26,279 72,562 65,672 29,009 9 40 2,730, 10 4,934P 487,1MP
Texas sesees 68,434} 86,2231 88,960! 65,6971 1031 160 ~2,7371 -4l 185,9791P - 1,003,964!
14,868 53,083 50,539 17,422 95 33 2,544 17 265,840
14,278 13,817 97 (461) 124,995
Number of charges
PUErf0 RICOsessosovancesssssssossnnacen 18,210 19,944 23,083 15,05 116 76 =3,152 _~i7 20,774P 56,6319
No consistent definition N .
MisSISSTPPlsiseacesssscens 8,082! i 2,639
New Hampshire.. 5,483 7,13 c,5718 6,041 92 85 5% 10
North Carolina. 18,448 53,278 50,797 - 20,929 95 39 2,481 13 48,501 * 360,401
West Virglnia.. 11,111 10,897 6,178 15,830 57 145 4,719 42 129,671 1P
Note: All courts in Loulsliana, Nebraska, New Mexico, Hawali, and Delaware are displayed in the number of defendants grouping. becsuse this |s the unlt of 3
count for the general Jurisdictlon court in each of these states, Data for all courts (n Maryland:are.displayed with the number of : N
informations, Indictments, or complalnts grouping since this Is the unlt of count for general jurlsdiction courts In this state. : L
All-available data are entered in the teablo and all appropriate calculations are included. -Blank spaces Indlcate that elther the data are.not o
avallable or the calculations were not appropriate. ] ’
For detall of which courts reported data given on this table, see Tables 14 and.15 that dispiay detailed Information on the caseload of general and
limited jurlsdiction courts, respectively. o a
== = Not applicable. K
9
.

-
-

Alaska~-General Jurisdiction court--Pend

Limited jurisdiction cour t=-Disposed

Arlzone-~Limlted Jurlsdlchqn courts==Ine
Arkansas--Linlted Jur(sdictlon courts=-No
No data were reported for for

six others,

>

e

data

Ing data include telony cases onlys
@0 not Include misdemeanor or other crinminal cases for the District Courts
omplete data were reported for ten focatlons
: data wore reported for seven locs
ty=seven locations of the City Court,

of the Justice ot the Pesce a
tlofis of the Municipal Court;
Poilce Court,

nd the Minfcipal Court.
twelve others reported only six-months of data.

and vJus‘Hce of the Peace Court; Incamplete data wore reported for
(continuod on next page)
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PData ‘were not avallable for all courts In the statae.

TABLE 80: - Criminal caseload in general jurisdiction, limited jurisdiction, and all trial courts, 1978. (continued)

Georgia--General jurisdiction court-~Panding and disposed data:

do not include cases filed before July 1, 1970.
11inof

s-~BGeneral jurisdiction court--Pending data do not include misdemsanors from non-suburban Cook County.

Louisiana--Limited jurisdiction court--No data were available for two locations of tha Ciy Court and Parrish Courte

Data for thé entire year for the
remalnlqg locations of these courts were estimated,

based on the data that were avaiiable of elther elght or nlne months,
Maine--LImited jurisdiction--Dlsposition data were avallable for the second half of the reporting pariod only.
Mary land--General jurisdicrion court==Pending data do not include sentence review only cases or adult of fenses agalnst juveniles.

Limited jurlsdiction court~-Disposed data include only adult of fenses against juveniles In Montgomery County.
Massachusetts—Limited Jurisdiction court--No disposed data were avallable for the Housing Court, the Juvenlile Court, or the Distrlct Court.
Michigan--General jurisdiction court--Dita were not avallable from the Circuit Court. located in seven counties.

Limited jurisdiction court--No data were available for nine locations of the District Court.
Minnesota--Limlited jurisdiction court--No pending or filed data were avallable for other famlly crimlnal cases In the County Court.
Mississippi--General jurisdiction--Data were unavallable from the court in Tishcmingo County for November and December.

Missouri--Limited Jurisdiction court-~The only cases reported for the St. louls Court of Griminal Correction were prellminary hearligs. Data do not
include misdemeanor cases from the Maglstrate Court.

Nevada-~General jurisdiction court~-Data wore only avallable for the court located |
percent of the total state population Ilves In this county. .

New York--General jurisdiction court--Pending data do not include felony/misdemeanor indictments outside New York City.

timited jurisdiction court--Pending and dlsposed data for the Criminal Court of the Cliy of ‘New Yo

addItion, 109 cases disposed in this court could not be identlfied by case type.

Oklahoma--General - jurisdiction court--Pending data do not inciude posteconviction remedy cases,

Oregon--Limited jurisdiction courts--Data for the Justice Court were avallable for 30 of the 44 court locations.
available for 108 of the 170 court locatlons.

South Dakota--General jurlsdiction court--F igures do not include data for cases hand led by the lay or lawyer maglsirates who serve thls court.

Texas—-All courts—-All data reported In this table are based on an incomplete number of monthly reports. The reporting rates for the various courts
were: District Court and Crimlnal Dlstrict Court--nlnety-eight percent; Constitutional County Court and County Court at Lau—-nlnefy-sm/én percent;
Municipal Court--ninety percent; Justice of the Peacs Cour t--seventy-seven’ percent. Pending data were unavalilable for the Municipal Court and the
Justice of the Peace Court.

Utah—-Limited Jurisdiction court--The only data that were avallable for the Justice .Court were submitted by 161 of the 181 jJustice of the peaca.
There were no disposed data from élther the Justice Court or Juvenile Court. )

West'Yirglnla—~Limited Jjurisdiction court--Nine out of twelve reports were recelved from Lewis and Webster Countiese

Wisconsin-~Limited jurisdiction--Data were reported for 163 of 219 court locations.

WyomIng~-General jurisdiction court--Pending and diposed figures glven do not fnclude cases

JEpranaﬂon of data included in the category: g

Arkansas--General jurisdiction court--Data include a nominal number of juvenile cases and Juvenile appeals.

Massachusetts—-Limited Jurisdiction court=~-Filed cases include DWI/DUI cases and operating so as to endanger cases.

Rhode Island—-Limited jurlsdiction courts--Misdemeanor data may Include some fraffic cases.

South Carolina--General jurisdiction court--Data reported Include crim
Cour, both of which are courts of limited Jurisdiction.

South Dakota-—General jurisdiction court--Some

n the Second District (Washoe County). Approximately twenty~five
rk do not include non-iraffic summons case. In

Data for the Municipal Court were

filed before 1974.

inal cases handled by the South Carcllna County Court and the Civil and Criminal

affic cases moy be Included in the criminal cases disposed figure reported on this table.

i
1
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TABLE 31:
State and court:

Composition of criminal case filings in general jurisdiction courts, 1978.
riminal case categories

e

Criminal cases flled

e
’ T g 1
[N lS > g 5 5
] 1+ i ® S & 9 —_ 5
[=3 € [ 2 £ > ® r
£ 38 ¥ 8% - % gx B3 - E2 2
g ? % =5 % 3 px £ 8 = > D - & —
: 8 3¢ £E §3 B EY  Fe FE £%  §%
State and court title ® Py SE £ 55 g = $ 3 50 K
NH 23,326
Alabama-—~Circult Court . . X NH N: l5)‘( - ‘,'190
Alaska=~Superior Court . . 778 96 NH N e |
et . . 10,390 569 NH NH 2,290 624 )
Arlzona--Superior Court ) o 0 e
Arkansas=-Clrcult Court «.. 8,997 . 5,287 NH Mo w o
Catifornla=~Superlor Court . %";}6?7&‘ NH NH NH )
Colorado--District Court, Denver
Superlor Court, Denver Juvenlle . 4022 15,025
Court, and Denver Probste Court.. 10,604) ) NH 3:2 NH , 31911
Connectlcut=-Superior Court ssscecens 3,811 ’ 2 " o
Dolaware—-Superior Court sevisssansee 3,024 _r:u s 2’;2 o 1,694‘ >332
*D)strict of Colun:blr-Supquor Court. 3,415 13,395 6