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Introduction 
Background of guide 

The goals of the Court Statistics and 
Information Management Project (for
merly the National Court Statistics 
Project), of the National Center for State 
Courts are to collect, compile, analyze, 
and disseminate comparable state court 
caseload statistics. These data are 
reported in the State Court Caseload 
Statistics: A nnual Report series. The 
information gathered by this Guide is 
being incorporated into the 1984 edition 
of the annual report series. 

During the past several years, it 
became clear to Project staff that 
ambiguities existed among appellate court 
data elements in the national database. 
The most significant questions stemmed 
from an inability to distinguish between a 
court's mandatory and discretionary 
jurisdiction. Other problems that needed 
attention included: descriptions of the 
type of output included in a court's 
OpInlOn count; identification of the 
various roles law clerks play in working on 
a court's caseload; illustrations of some 
procedures used to expedite caseflow; 
outlining of the link between adminis
trative agencies and the state appellate 
courts; understanding of the various 
methods used by state appellate courts in 
granting review to discretionary petitions; 
and the need for describing the structure 
of state appellate courts. Project staff 
determined that a concerted effort was 
needed to address these and other 
questions about the jurisdiction and 
operating procedures in state appellate 
courts as part of our effort to develop 
comparable data and statistics for state 
appellate courts. A companion volume 
that addresses a similar set of jurisdic
tional questions for trial courts has 
recently been published (Clifford and 
Roper, 1984 State Trial Court Jurisdiction 
Guide for Statistical Reporting, 
Williamsburg, Va., National Center for 
State Courts~ 1985). 
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Significance for court management and 
statistical reporting 

When studying state court systems, 
unlike studying the Federal system, 
researchers have difficulty acquiring any 
sense of uniformity in jurisdiction and 
procedure--which is a likely explanation 
for the research void in studying state 
appellate courts. This Guide is an impor
tant step in providing an understanding of 
state appellate courts' jurisdiction and 
organization, as well as sensitizing 
readers to the political culture of each 
court. 

The most immediate effect of this 
Guide is that the inform ation it contains 
will be applied to the 1984 national 
database making it the most comparable 
yet available. The Guide enables staff 
to: (1) classify an appellate court's case
load and dispOSition data into standard 
case types; (2) distinguish between an 
t::rrellate court's mandatory and discre
tionary jurisdiction (which will allow 
studies on agenda setting and the impact 
of discretionary jurisdiction on court 
caseload); (3) identify proceedings that 
some appellate cO~·lrts count as cases, but 
do not comport with standard national 
definitions of an appellate court case 
(e.g., motions for time extensions); (4) 
more clearly identify different operating 
structures and procedures among the 
various appellate courts (which will 
facilitate research on the impact of 
different operating procedures on court 
workload, e.g., the use of panel rather 
than en banc decision-making); (5) more 
explicitly describe the link between 
administrative agencies and the appellate 
courts; (6) design the statistical profile 
used for collecting the national database 
into a more parsimonious document; (7) 
improve significantly the understanding of 
missing data in national statistics (e.g., 
was the data excluded because it did not 
have jurisdiction, or it had jurisdiction but 
data were unavailable, or the court had 
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jurisdiction, but the data were collapsed 
with that of another case type?); (8) 
identify the point in the process when 
various appellate courts count cases (e.g., 
at the filing of either the notice of appeal 
or the record); (9) more accurately 
identify the components of the "opinion 
count" (e.g., does it include full majority 
opinions exclusively, or does it also 
include per curiam OpIniOnS and/or 
memoranda?); (10) correct double count
ing problems that resulted from an 
inability to identify whether petitions to 
appeal that were granted retained the 
same docket number or were refiled as 
regular appeals; (11) begin identifying the 
role of oral argument in appellate case 
processing; and (12) outline some of the 
time standards used in state appella,te 
court processing. 

Methodology 

A n initial court profile was designed 
to be the data collection document for 
the information contained in this Guide. 
It was based on the Project's previous 
statistical work in state appellate courts. 
The first draft was pre-tested by using it 
to classify the data for two appellate 
courts, and based on this pre-test was 
revised substantially. The individual 

. court profiles were then completed for all 
appellate courts based upon information 
from the State Court Caseload Statistics: 
Annual Report, 1980, and Comparative 
Outline of Basic Appellate Court Struc
ture and Procedures in the United States, 
1983 (Kramer, National Conference of 
Appellate Court Clerks, 1983). 

The court profiles were distributed to 
each state court administrator and 
appellate court clerk for verification and 
the obtaining of information that was 
unavailable in a published form. In some 
instances, the state court administrator 
took the lead in responding to Project 
staff's questions, while in other juris
dictions the appellate court clerk re
sponded directly to staff's inquiries. In 
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still other courts, the state court admin
istrator and the appellate court clerks 
coordinated their efforts. Appendix B 
lists those indi viduals who served as 
contact people on this Guide. 

"Vhen a state profile was returned to 
Pr.oject staff, the information was com
pared to the most recent annual report 
for that state and whatever published 
court rules were available. At that point, 
a phone call was made to the contact 
person to clarify any inconsistencies and 
ambiguities. At least one phone call was 
made to each court. After completing 
the first phone calls, it became clear that 
the form needed further refinement. The 
final data collection form (i.e., state 
profile) is in Appendix A. 

Once the court profiles were 
completed, the data were entered on the 
summary tables. The summary tables 
organize the various data elements for 
each individual court by specific topics: 
(1) court structure, organization, and 
operating procedures; (2) court subject
matter jurisdiction; (3) data availability 
on disposition types; and (4) time 
standards for case processing in state 
appellate courts. Once the data were 
entered on the summary tables, the 
relevant portions of each table were sent 
to the contact person in each state court 
for final verification. A list of those 
courts whose summary table entries were 
verified is in Appendix C. Final adjust
ments to the data were made after re
ceiving the completed verification forms. 

Continuing improvements 

As is the case with any scientific 
endeavor, the acquisition of knowledge is 
incremental and dynamic (i.e., constantly 
changing). This Guide represents the first 
systematic effort to collect jurisdictional 
information for individual state appellate 
courts, and as such, was a learning 
experience for Project staff as well as 
some of the contact people in the state 



courts. The primary task was one of 
translating the different terminology 
employed by the various state courts into 
a set of generic terms. 

Further refinements and additions 
will be needed in the data collection 
instrument (i.e., court profiles) for future 
updates of this Guide. Some types of 
additional information will include: more 
precise inform ation of the type and 
amount of legal work done by the court 
clerk; information concerning the avail
ability of additional data elements (e.g., 
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oral arguments); a more detail~d descrip
tion of rules governing oral argument; 
more specific information on specific 
programs used to expedite cases; and the 
impact of appellate procedure on more 
detailed case types. Some court person
nel have already suggested improvements 
for future editions. Additional comments 
and corrections are a welcome part of the 
revision process, and should be directed to 
the Court Statistics and Information Man
agement Project at the National Center 
for State Courts, 300 Newport A venue, 
Williamsburg, Virginia, 23187-8798. 



Table 1. Law trained staff in state appellate courts, 1984. 

T able I displays the amount of law trained staff in 
state appellate courts. A blank space indicutes that no 
inrormation was available for that data element. All 
codes used in this Table are defined at the end or the 
I able. 

The number of courts refers to the number of 
distinct groups of justices/judges that servo a specific 
geographic jurisdiction. For example, a state divided 
into five geographic appellate districts, where litigants 
must file on appeal with the appellate district within a 
speci fic geographic jurisdiction, would have fi ve courts 
even if they all followed the same rules and procedures 
and had a similar subject-matter jurisdiction. In a 
situation where litigants can file in any appellate 
district, the number of courts is given as one. 

The number of regUlar justices/judges refers to 
positions authorized by either the state constitution or 
statutes. The number of supplemental justices/judges 
represents the "full-time equivalent" (j.e., FTE) of 
retired or transferred justices/judges who do judicial 
work in slaLe appellate courts on a temporary basis. 
For example, two half-time supplemental judges 
represent one FTE. 

Number 
Number of 

of supple-
Number regular mental 

State: Court of justices/ justices 
Court name ~ courts judges (FTE) 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court •...•• COLR 9 0 
Court of Civil 
Appeals ........... lAC 3 0 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC 5 0 

-----
ALASKA: 

Supreme Court .•.•.• COLR 5 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 3 0 

---------
ARIZONA: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR 1 5 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 12/3* 0 

-----
ARKANSAS: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 7 0 
Court of Appeals COLR 6 0 

---------
CALI F ORN IA : 

Supr'erne Court COLR I 7 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 5 74 0 

---------
COLORADO: 

Supreme Court .•...• COLR 7 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 10 0 

----------

5 
Preceding page; blank 

Number 
of 

court 
clerks 

SAME 
SAME 

I 
2 

SANE 
SAME 

1 
5 

SAME 
SAME 

Court clerks are the chief administrators of the 
courts. In most instances, the number of court clerks is 
equal to the number of courts. Occasionally, however, 
one court clerk serves both levels of appellate courts in 
a state. 1 his situation is indicated by the word "SAME" 
in the "number of court clerks" column for each of the 
state appellate courts. 

Although all court clerks perform administrative 
fUnctions, some also spend a portiun of their time 
screening discretionary petitions and briefing cases. A 
"YES" in the column, "Does court clerk do much legal 
work?" indicates that the clerk spends some time doing 
this sort of legal work for the court. 

The columns labelled, "Legal support personnel" 
references the number of law clerks and central staff 
assigned to the various justices/judges. In some 
instances, law clerks (sometimes referred to as "elbow 
clerks") are shared among the justices/judges making it 
difficult to identify a specific number of "elbow clerks" 
per justice/judge. In these situations a total number of 
all "elbow clerks" assigned appears as, "n.ll." Support 
personnel provide a variety of legal assistance for the 
justices/judges and the court, and should be considered 
when developing measures of productivity in the courts. 

Does Law trained sueeort eersonnel 
court Law clerks assigned to: 
clerk Each 

do Each Elich supple- Total 
much chief assc. mental lega 1 
legal justice/ justice/ justice/ Central support 
work? judge judge judge staff eersonnel 

YES 3 2 2 21 

YES 3 6 

NO 2 2 0 10 

NO 2.5 2.5 I 13.5 
NO 2 2 3 9 

(ES 2 2 6 16 
NO 2/1* 2/1* 11/4* 42 

NO 2 2 1 15 
NO 2 2 0 12 

NO 7 I} 11 42 
NO n.151 52 203 

NO 2 2 0 14 
NO \ 1 12 22 

----



Table 1. law trained staff in state appellate courts, "1984. (continued) 

Does Law trained sueeort eersonnel 
Number court law clerks assignea to: 

Number of clerk Each 
of supple- Number do Each Each supple- Total 

NUlliber regular mental of much chief assc. mental legal 
State~ Court of justices/ justices court legal justice/ justice/ justice/ Central support 
Court name ~ courts judges (FTE) clerks work? judge judge judge staff personnel 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR 6* 0 SAME YES 2 2.25 9,25 
Appellate Court ••.•• lAC 5 0 SAME YES 1 2.25 7.25 

-----
DELAWARE: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 5 0 YES 0 5 

----
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 

Court of Appeals ••• COLR 9 1.3 YES 3 2 2 3 25 

-----
FLOR IDA: 

Supreme Court COLR 7 0 NO 3 2 0 15 
District Court of 
Appeals ............ lAC 5 46 0 5 NO 2 2 2* 94 

----
GEORGIA: 

Supreme Court ••..•• COLR 7 0 YES 3 2 2 17 
Court of Appeals lAC 9 0 NO 3 3 1 28 

----- ---
HAWAI I: 

Supreme Court COLR 5 0 SAME NO 3 2 12 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ......... lAC 3 0 SAME NO 2 2 0 6 

----
IDAHO: 

Supreme Court •••.•• COLR 5 0 SAME YES 2 2 .5 10.5 
Court of Appeals lAC 3 0 SAME YES 1 1 .5 3.5 

----
ILLINOIS: 

Supreme Court ••..•• COLR 1 7 0 1 NO 3 3 4 25 
Appellate Court lAC 5 34 8 5 NO 2 2 2 30 114 

----
INDIANA: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR 1 5 0 SAME NO 2 2 1 11 
Court of Appeals lAC 4 12 0 SAME NO 2 2 12 36 

-----
IOWA: 

Supreme Court •.•••• COLR 9 0 SAME NO 3* 12* 
Court of Appeals lAC 6 0 SAME NO 3* 9* 

----
KANSAS: 

Supreme Court •..••• COLR 7 0 SAME NO 0 7 
Court of Appeals lAC 7 1.5 SAr~E NO 8* 8* 15 

----
KENTUCKY: 

Supreme Court ••.•.• COLR 7 0 SAME NO 3 3 12 
Court of Appeals TAC 14 0 SAME YES 1 8 22 

---------
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Table 1. Law trained staff in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Does Law trained sueeort eersonnel 
Number court Caw clerKs asslgnea to: 

Number of clerk Each 
of supp1e- Number do Each Each supp1e- Total 

Number regular mental of much chief assc. mental legal 
State: Court of justices/ justices court 1 ega 1 justice/ justice/ justice/ Central support 
Court name ~ courts judges (FTE) clerks work? judge judge judge staff eersollne1 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court •....• COLR 1 7 0 1 NO 3 3 6 27 
Court of Appeals lAC 5 48 0 5 NO n.95 40 135 

---'-- ---
MAINE: 

Supreme Judi ci a 1 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court ......... COLR 7 0 YES 2 1.5 0 11 

---- ---
MARYLAND: 

Court of Appeals COLR 7 0 NO 2 2 0 14 
Court of Special 
Appeals •••.•.••••• lAC 13 0 NO 2 2 3 29 

----
MASSACHUSETTS: 

Supreme Judicial 
Court .•••••..••.•• COLR 7* 0 NO 2 2 5 19 

Appeals Court lAC 10 2 NO 2 1 8 21 

----
MICHIGAN: 

Supreme Court •.•... COLR 7 0 NO 3 3 14 35 
Court of Appeals lAC 18 0 YES 1 1 43 61 

----
M1NNESOTA: 

Supreme Court •••.•. COLR 9 0 SAME NO 1 4 13 
Court of Appeals fAC 12* 0 SAME NO n.15 5 21 

----
MISSISSIPPI: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 9 0 NO 2 2 0 18 

----
MISSOURI: 

Supreme Court .•.•.. COLR 1 7 0 1 NO 2 2 1 15 
Court of Appeals lAC 3 32 0 3 YES 3* 1 12 50 

---- ----
MONTANA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 7 0 NO 2 2 0 14 

----
NEBRASKA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 7 0 NO 2 2* 0 13* 

-----
NEVADA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 5 0 NO g 14 

----
NEW HAf~PSHlRE: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 5 0 YES 2 2 0 10 

----
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Tabl e 1. Law trained staff in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Does Law trained sueport eersonnel 
Number court Caw clerKs assignea to: 

Number of clerk Each 
of supple- Number do Each Each supple- Total 

Number regular mental of much chief assc. mental legal 
State: Court of justices/ justices court legal justice/ justice/ justice/ Central support 
Court name ~ courts judges (FTE) clerks work? judge judge judge staff eersonnel 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court COLR 7 0 YES 3 2 2 17 
Appellate Division 

of Superior Court lAC 21 2* NO 2 14 44 

---- ---
NEW MEXICO: 

Supreme Court .•••.. COLR 5 0 NO 3 2 0 10 
Court of Appeals lAC 7 0 YES 1 1 7 14 

----
NEW YORK: 

Court of Appeals COLR 7 0 YES 3 2 8 23 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court •• lAC 4 45 0 4 YES 85 130 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court lAC 2 15 0 2 YES 26 41 

----
NORTH CAROLINA: 

Supreme Court ••.••• COLR 7 0 YES 2 0 8 
Court of Appeals JAC 12 0 NO 1 11 23 

----
NORTH DAKOTA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 5 0 NO 4 9 
----

OHIO: 
Supreme Court ••..•• COLR I 7 0 I NO 2 2 6 20 
Court of Appeals lAC 12 53 0 88* NO 1 1 1 54 

----
OKLAHOMA: 

Supreme Court COLR 9 0 SAME YES 4 13 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ••••••.•••• COLR 3 0 SAME YES 2 2 0 6 

Court of Appeals lAC 12 0 SAME YES 2 1 0 13 

----
OREGON: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR 7 0 SAME NO 1 ].5 8.5 
Court of Appeals ... lAC 10 0 SAME NO n.9* 4.5 19.5 

----
PENNSYLVANIA: 

Supreme Court COLR 7 0 NO 6.5 4.5 0 33.5 
Superior Court ••••• lAC 15 7 NO 5 n.63.5 17 85.5 
Common\'lea 1 th Court lAC g 3 YES 3 3 2 3 36 

----
PUERTO RICO: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 7 0 YES 3 2 4 19 

-----
RHODE ISLAND: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 5 0 NO 3 2 5 16 

----

8 
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rab1e 1. Law trained staff in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Number 
of 

Number regular 
State: Court of justices! 

..::C.;:.o::.;ur.....:t;...,:..:n=:an.....:le=--____ ~ courts judges 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court .•••.• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

5 
6 

Number 
of 

supple
mental 

justices 
(FTE) 

o 
o 

---------------------
SOUTH DAKOTA: 

Supreme Court •..•.• COtR 5 o 
---------------------
TENNESSEE: 

Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals... lAC 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ....•.••••. lAC 

5 
12 

9 

o 
o 

o 
------------ ----------
TEXAS: 

Supreme Court 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ••..••••••• 

Court of Appeals 

COLR 

COLR 
lAC 

I 
14 

9 

9 
80 

o 

o 
o 

---------------------
UTAH: 

Supreme Court ••.••• COLR 5 o 
----------- --- --------
VERMONT: 

Supreme Court .•.••. COLR 5 o 
------------ ----------
VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court ••••.. COLR 7 2.5 
------------------ ---
WASHINGTON: 

Supreme Court ••.••. COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

1 
3 

9 
16 

o 
o 

------------------ ---
WEST VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court •••••. COLR 5 o 
------------------ ---
WISCONSIN: 

Supreme Court •.•••• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

I 
4 

7 
12 

o 
o 

--------- -------------
WYONING: 

Supreme Court .•.••• COLR 

-- : Data element is inappliCable. 
r.OLR ~ Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

Footnotes: 

5 o 

Number 
of 

court 
clerks 

SAME 
SAME 

3* 
3* 

3* 

I 
14 

1 
3 

SAME 
SAME 

2 

Does 
court 
clerk 

do 
much 
legal 
work? 

NO 
NO 

NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 
NO 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 
* 

NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 

Law trained support personnel 
Law clerks asslgned to: 

Each 
chief 

justice! 
judge 

2 

2 
1 

2 

1 
2 

2 

2 
I 

Each 
Each 

supple
assc. mental 

justice/ justice! Central 
judge judge staff 

2 

2 
1 

2 

1.5 
2 

2 

o 

14 
5 

2 

4.3 
1.3 

1.3 

7 

5 
57 

3 

o 

9 

6 
o 

8 

3 
10 

2 

Total 
legal 

support 
personnel 

19 
11 

7 

9.3 
13.3 

10.3 

25 

23 
137 

13 

5 

16 

19 
32* 

18 

11 
22 

7 

Arizona--Court of Appeals: There are two courts (i.e., divisions) of the Court of Appeals. Data for the 
number of judges and law trained SUPPOI"t personnel are provided for each of the courts. The number on the 
left side of the slash is for Division 1, and the nUinber on the right side of the slas.h is for Division 2. 
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Table 1. Law trained staff in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Connecticut--Supreme Court: Six judges sit en banc while in conference only; otherWise, five members sit as 
the Court in each case. 

Florida--District Court of Appeals: The First District is the only district with a two-member central staff. 

Iowa: There are six central staff attorneys who are shared among the two appellate courts. Therefore, each 
court was assigned a "3" in central staff as an estimate of full time equivalent help. 

Kansas--Court of Appeals: The eight members of central staff serve both the regular judges and supplemental 
judges. 

Massachusetts--Supreme Judicial Court: Five justices are considered en bane, and four of the five members 
change monthly. 

Minnesota--Court of Appeals: An en bane hearing consists of seven members. 

Missouri--Court of Appeals: There are three chief judges, one for each Court. 

Nebraska: Two associate justices have one clerk each, and share another. 

New Jersey--Appellate Division of Superior Court: The data do not include settlement judges. 

Ohio: Technically, there is a clerk for the Court of Appeals in each county. 

Oregon--Court of Appeals: The Chief Judge has three clerks, and each of the three presiding judges has two 
clerks. 

Tennessee: There are three divisions for all appellate courts. One clerk serves all the appellate courts 
within each division. 

Washington--Court of Appeals: Only one court (i.e., division) has a lawyer-clerk. Total support personnel 
does not include commissioners and their clerks. There are two commissioners in each division, and each 
has a law clerk in Division I and Division II--Division III has three interns. 
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Table 2. Structure of panels in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Table 2 identifies the extent to which state 
appellate courts make decisions en banc, or rely on 
smaller groups (i.e., panels). A "--" indicates that the 
court does not use panels in its decision-making 
process. A blank space indicates that no information 
Was available for that data element. A II other codes 
used in this Table are defined at the end of the Table. 

The "number of panels" indicates the number of 
these panels that operate within the court. The word 
"VARIES" in this column indicates that the number of 
panels is not constant, and varies depending on the 
court's terms (i.e., sessions) and caseload demands. I he 
"size of panels" refers to the number of justices/judges 
who sit on each panel. The number of panels mUltiplied 
by the number of judges sitting on each panel may not 
equal the size of the court, depending on whether the 
chief justice/judge serves on all panels, the extent to 
which membership on the panel rotates, and the 
frequency of the rotation, ii there is any. 

Number Size 
State: Court of of 
Court name ~ eane1 s eane1 s 

ALABAI1A: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR 2 5 
Court of Civil 
Appeal s ........... lAC 

Court of Criminal 
Appeal s ........... " lAC 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court ...•.• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court ..•••• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 4* 3 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR 
Court of Appeals COLR 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC VARIES 3 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court •••... COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 3 3 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Appellate Court ••.. lAC 3 

Permanent 
or 

rotati ng 
membershie 

PERI4. 

ROTATE 

ROTATE 

ROTATE 

ROTATE 

11 

The column entitled, "Permanent or rotating 
membership" identifies whether the membership of a 
panel is permanent (i.e., (;hanges only on vacancy), or 
rotates (e.g., changes by case, day, month, year). If a 
panel rotates, the ltFrequency of rotation" column 
describes how often the membership of panels changes. 

lhe right-hand segment of this l able describes the 
panels' basic workloads. If a court's entire workload is 
managed by panels and the court never sits en banc, 
there is an 'X' in the column labelled "Generally, entire 
workload is managed by panels." If decisions on the 
merits are handled both by panels and by the court en 
ballc, an 'X' appears in the column labelled "Panels 
share cases 'on the merits' wlen banc." Finally, if the 
screening of discretionary cases is done exclusively by 
panels, an IX' is illustrated in the column, "Panels 
screen discretionary cases (none en bane)," and an '0' 
appears in this column if some, or all screening is 
conducted en bane. 

Basic descrietion of eanel workload 
Panels 

Generally, Panels screen 
enti re share discre-

Frequency Vlorkload cases tionary 
of is managed "on merits" cazes (none 

rotation by eanel s w/en banc en banc) 

0 X X 

3X YEAR X 0 X 

DAILY X 0 X 

3X YEAR X* X 

OAILY CASES ONLY 0 0 



Table 2. Structure of panels in state nppe11ate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Basic descri~tion of ~anel workload 
Pane 1 s 

Generally, Pane 1 s screen 
Permanent entire share discre-

Number Size or Frequency \'iork load cases tionary 
State: Court of of rotating of is managed "on merits" cases (none 
Court name ~ ~anels panels membershi~ rotation by ~anels w/en banc en banc) 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court .•••.• COLR 3 ROTATE BY CASE 0 0 X 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals •• , COLR 3 3 ROTATE CONSTANTLY 0 X X 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
District Court of 
Appeals ........... lAC 4 3 ROTATE BIMONTHLY 0 X X 

GEORGIA~ 
Supreme Court •••... COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 3 3 ROTATE YEARLY 0 X X* 

HAWAII : 
Supreme Court COLR 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ........ lAC 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR 
Appellate Court lAC VARIES 3 or 5* ROTATE BY CASE X 0 X 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 4 3 PERr·l. X 0 X 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court •••..• COLR 2 3* or 5 ROTATE MONTHLY 0 X-5* X-3* 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 3 ROTATE MONTHLY 0 X 0 

-----
KANSAS: 

Supreme Court ..•••• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 or 3* 3 ROTATE 3 DAYS 0 X 0 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court .•.••• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 4 3 ROTATE MONTHLY X* 0 X 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court ..•.•• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC VARIES 3 or 5* ROTATE MONTHLY X X 
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Tab 1 e 2. structure of panels in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Basic descrietion of eanel workload 
Panels 

Generally, Panels screen 
Permanent entire share discre-

Number Size or Frequency workload cases tionary 
State: Court of of rotating of is managed "on merits" cases (none 
Court name ~ panels panels membership rotation by panels w/en banc en bane) 

~lA INE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court .' _ ...... COLR VARIES 2* or 3* X X* 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COLR 
Court of Special 
Appeals ..••....... lAC VARIES 3 ROTATE DAILY 0 X X 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court .•........... COLR 1 3 PERr~. 0 0 X 

Appeals Court lAC 4 3 ROTATE DAILY X 0 X 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 6 3 ROTATE MONTHLY X X 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court .....• COLR VAHIES 3 ROTATE MONTHLY 0 X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 4 3 ROTATE MONTHLY X X 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR 3 3 ROTATE MONTHLY 0 X 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court ....•. COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 4 3 ROTATE 4X YEAR X 0 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR 2* 5* ROTATE BY CASE 0 X 0 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR 2 5 ROTATE DAILY 0 X 0 

--.--
NEVADA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court ....•. CDLR 

NEl~ JERSEY: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court lAC 7 2 or 3 ROTATE YEARLY X 0 X 
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Table 2. Structure of panels in state appellate courts. 1984. (continued) 

Basic descrietion of eanel workload 
Panels 

Generally. Panels screen 
Permanent entire share discre-

Number Size or Frequency workload cases tionary 
State: Court of of rotating of is managed "on merits" cases (none 
Court name ~ eanels panels membershie rotation by eanels w/en banc en banc) ----
NEW MEXICO: 

Supreme Court •.•.•• COLR VARlES 3 ROTATE MONTHLY a x a 
Court of Appeals lAC VARIES 3 ROTATE HONTHLY X 0 X 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court .. lAC VARIES 4 ROTATE O/\ILY a x X 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court lAC 3 ROTATE NONTHLY X 0 X 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 4 3 ROTATE EVERY 3RD X 0 X 

SESSION 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court •..... COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC VARIES 3 ROTATE BY CASE X 0 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Criminal 

Appeal s •••..••.••. COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 4 3 PERM. X 0 

----
OREGON: 

Supreme Court •.••.• COLR 
Court of Appeals ... lAC 3 3 PERM. a X 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Superior Court .•••. lAC VARIES 3 ROTATE 7X YEAR a x 0 
Commonwealth Court lAC VARIES 3 ROTATE lOX YEAR a X 0 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR 3 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court •.•.•. COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 ROTATE 4X YEAR 0 X 
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----------

Table 2. Structure of panels in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

State: Court 
-"'C"'-ou""r....;t:.....;..;.n.;;;..am:.;.:e:..-____ ~ 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court •.• , •. COlR 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COlR 
Court of Appeals... lAC 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •••••••••.• lAC 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court COlR 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals .•••••••••• COlR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court •••.•• COlR 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court •••••• COlR 

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court .••.•• COlR 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court 
Court of Appeals 

WEST VIRGINIA: 

COlR 
lAC 

Supreme Court COlR 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court 
Court of Appeals 

WYOMING: 

COlR 
fAC 

Supreme Court ••••.• COLR 

Number 
of 

pane Is 

4 

3 

--* 
VARIES 

3 

2 
VARIES 

4 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COlR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

Footnotes: 

Size 
of 

panels 

3 or 6* 

3 

3 

3 

5 
3 

3 

Permanent 
or 

rotating 
membership 

ROTATE 

ROTATE 

VARIES 

PERM. 

ROTATE 
ROTATE 

PERM. 

Frequency 
of 

rotation 

VARIES 

2 YEARS 
AS NEEDED 

Basic description of panel workload 
Pane Is 

Generally, 
entire 

workload 
is managed 

by panels 

o 
o 

x 

o 

o 
X 

x 

Pane 1 s 
share 
cases 

"on merits" 
wlen banc 

X 

X 

o 

x 

o 
o 

o 

screen 
discre
tionary 

cases (none 
en banc) 

x 
X 

o 

X 

X 
SINGLE 

X 

Arizona--Court of Appeals: Only Division I has panels. Division II has three judges only and is not 
represented in Table 2. A fifth panel (i.e., Dept. E) consists of one judge and two attorneys, and hears 
certain civil cases. 

Colorado--Court of Appeals: The Court sits en banc to decide whether or not to publish an opinion. 
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Table 2. Structure of panels in state appellate courts, 1904. (continued) 

Georgia--Court of Appeals: Requests to appeal from interlocutory orders are granted/denied by a majority in 
the panel to which the matter is assigned. Requests to appeal from discretionary issues may be decided by 
the Court en bane if there is a dissenting vote in the panel. 

Illinois--Appellate Court: The Industrial Commission Division sits as a panel of five judges. 

[owa--Supreme Court: The three-justice panel is a screening panel. [n addition to the panel work, any two 
justices may request a decision en bane. 

Kansas--Court of Appeals: [n some instances supplemental judges enable the formation of three panels. 

Kentucky--Court of Appeals: The Court generally sits en bane in a rule-making capacity only. 

Louisiana--Court of Appeals: If a three-member panel is not unanimous, a five member panel is formed to make 
another decision. 

Maine--Panels do not decide plenary appeals. The two-member panel reviews discretionary petitions and makes 
recommendations to the entire Court. The three-member panel reviews sentences of one year or more. 

Montana--ln 1985, all cases will be heard en bane. 

Tennessee--Court if Appeals: Generally, twelve judges sit in panels of three, and in sume instances two 
panels sit together. 

Texas--Court of Criminal Appeals: Prior to the Court of Appeals having jurisdiction over criminal cases the 
Court of Criminal Appeals sat in three panels of three justices each. Although the Court can still sit in 
panels, the Court now sits en bane. 
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Table 3. Oral argument in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Table 3 depicts one dimension of the role oral 
argument plays in proceedings before state appellate 
courts--does the presumption favor' oral argument, i.e., 
it Is required and must be waived by any single party or 
by stipulation of both parties; or does the presumption 
lie against oral argument, i.e., the granting of oral 
argument is discretionary with the court and must be 
requested by either or both of the parties. A blank 
space indicates that no information was available for 
that data element. All codes used in this Table are 
defined at the end of this 1 able. 

I f oral argument is required, tl'len in answer to the 
question, "Is oral argument required?" a "YES" appears 
in the columns indicating whether it may be waived by 
a single party (with the opposing party still making an 
oral presentation), or whether it must be weived by 
both parties. A "1'>10" in both columns Which fall 

under the question "Is oral argument required" Indicates 
that the decision to award oral argument rests with the 
court. 

The exercise of discretion to grant oral argument 
could come sua sponte (i.e., at the court's initiative), at 
the request of either party, or by stipulation of both 
parties. These situations will be indicated by a "YES" 
appearing in the appropriate columns under the column 
heading, "Is the granting of oral argument discretionary 
with the court?" A "YES" could appear in the last 
column and either of the other two columns in response 
to this question. QUalifications by case type are 
indicated when necessary. Occasionally, oral argument 
must be requested, but is automatically granted. This 
situation is represented by the term "AUTOMATIC" in 
the appropriate column. 

Is the granting of oral argument 
Is oral argument reqUired: di scret i onary with the c;.:.o.::.;ur:...;t;,.;.:...,.--.--_ 

- Court 
State: Court 
Court name ~ 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Civil 
Appeals ••••••••••• lAC 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals ..... , ...... lAC 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court .•.•.• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR 
Court of Appeals J.l\C 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR 
Court of Appeals COLR 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Appellate Court ••••• lAC 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court COLR 

unless waived unless waived 
by a partY1- by both parties? 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

YES, IN DEATH CASES ONLY 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
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NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

YES 
YES 

NO 
NO 

YES 
YES 

NO 

if requested if requested decides 
by a party? by both parties? sua sponte 

YES 

YES 

YES 

AUTOMATlC 
AUTOMATIC 

------
AUTOMATIC (M) 

YES (D) 
CRIM.-YES 

AUTOMATIC 
AUTOMATIC 

NO 
NO 

YES 
NQ 

---
riQ 
.:-}u 

YES 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
CIVIL-YES 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 

YES 

YES 

NO 

YES 
YES 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

YES 
YES 

NO 
NO 

YES 



TablE' 3. Oral arqument in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Is the granting of oral argument 
Is oral argument required: discretionar~ with the court: 

Court 
State: Court unless waived unless waived if requested if requested decides 
Court name ~ by a party? by both parties? by a party? by both parties? sua sponte 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

FLORIDA; 
Supreme Court COLR YES, IN DEATH CASES ONLY NO NO YES 
District Court of 
Appeals .. , ........ lAC NO NO NO NO YES 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES, IN DEATH CASES ONLY NO NO YES 
Court of Appeals tAC NO NO AUTONATIC NO YES 

HAWAII: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO YES 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ........ lAC YES NO NO NO YES 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO NO NO YES 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 
Appellate Court lAC NO NO YES NO YES 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO YES NO YES 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO YES NO YES 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO AUTO-SUMMARY NO NO 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO AUTO-SUMI1ARY NO NO 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 
Court of Appeals TAC NO NO YES NO YES 

" LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO NO 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO YES NO NO 

MAINE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court •.•••..•• COLR WAIVER MUST BE APPROVED BY COURT. NO NO 
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Table 3. Oral argument in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Is the granting of oral argument 
Is oral argument required: discretionar~ with the court: 

Court 
state: Court unless waived unless waived if requested if requested decides 
Court name ~ by a party? by both parties? by a party? by both parties? sua sponte 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COLR YES NO NO NO NO 
Court of Special 
Appeals ..........• lAC NO NO YES NO YES 

MASSACHUSETTS: EXCEPT FIRST 
Supreme Judicial MURDER MANDATORY 
Court .•...•..•••.• COLR YES NO NO NO NO 

Appeals Court lAC NO NO YES NO YES 

MICHIGAN: 
SUpreme Court COLR NO NO AUTOr~ATlC NO NO 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO NO NO POSSIBLE 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO YES NO YES 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO NO 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO NO NO NO 

MONTANA: 
SUpreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES NO NO NO 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

NEW HM1PSHIRE: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO NO 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court lAC NO NO I\UTOMATIC NO YES 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO YES NO YES 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR NO NO YES NO YES 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court •. lAC NO NO YES NO NO 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court .•..• lAC NO YES NO NO NO 
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Table 3. Oral argumetlt in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

[s the granting of oral argument 
Is oral argument required: discretionarl with the court: 

Court 
state: Court unless waived unless waived if requested if requested decides 
Court name ~ bl a party? bl both parties? bl a partl? by both parties? sua sponte 

NORTH CAROl! NA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO NO NO YES 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
SUpreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO NO 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO YES NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO YES NO NO 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ..........• COLR YES, [N DEATH CASES ONLY YES NO 

Court of Appeals [AC NO NO YES NO YES 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO NO 
Court of Appeals [AC YES NO NO NO YES 

PENNSYLVANIA.: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES NO NO YES 
Superior Court ..•.. [AC NO NO YES NO YES 
Corl1lnom~ealth Court lAC NO NO NO NO YES 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

SOUTH CAROL! NA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES NO NO NO 
Court of Appeals [AC NO YES ,10 NO NO 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO NO NO YES 
Court of Appeals ... lAC NO NO NO NO YES 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC NO NO NO NO YES 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO NO 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ..••...••.. COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

Court of Appeals •.. TAC YES-CV NO NO NO YES-CR 
NO-CR NO NO NO NO-CV 
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Table 3. Oral argument in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Is the granting of oral argument 
Is oral argument required: discretionar~ with the court: 

Court 
State: Court un 1 ess \~a i ved unless waived if requested if requested decides 
Court name ~ by a party? by both parties? by a party? by both parties? sua sponte 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO YES 

VER~10NT: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO NO 

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES . NO NO NO NO 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO NO NO YES 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO YES NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO YES NO YES 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO NO NO NO 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 
(D) = Discretionary jurisdiction. 
(M) = Mandatory jurisdiction. 
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Table 4. Use of expediting procedures in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Many state appellate courts have adopted a series 
of procedures that can be used in certain cases to 
bypass the normal appellate process. These expediting 
procedures can get quite technical in nature. Table 4 
broadly classifies the major areas where such 
expediting procedures are used, and the case types to 
which they are applicable. A blank space indicates that 
no information was available for that data element. All 
codes used in this Table are defined at the end of this 
Table. 

Six basic procedures are outlined in this Tnble. An 
"X" appears in the appropriate columns for states 
employing some basic procedure. "These six procedures 
are: l) the adVancing of a case in queue by the court 
clerk, chief justice or entire court, i.e., reprioritized; 

State: Court Case Advanced 
Court name ~ type(s) in queue 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court ..•••. COLR EL/EM X 
Court of Civil 
Appeals ........... lAC 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC DP/SA X 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court •..... COLR CUST X 
Court of Appeals lAC MD/SR X 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court .•.•.. COLR EL 0 
Court of Appeals lAC CV X 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court ...•.• COLR CR X 
Court of Appeals COLR 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC CV 0 

COLORADO: PUC/JV/ 
Supreme Court ••.... COLR WATER X 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC CR/WC X 

JV 

CONNECTICUT: ALL 0 
Supreme Court COLR CV 0 
Appellate Court •••• lAC ALL 0 

CV 0 

DELAl~ARE : 
Supreme Court ...... COLR ALL 0 

Use of 
pre-

2) the use 0 f prehearing/argument settlement con
ferences to circumvent the full appellate process; 3) 
tile use of an expedited briefing process, for example, 
shortening time standards fl)r completing briefs; 4) any 
process used to advance the completion of the trial 
court record by creating less stringent time standards 
or by allowing some abbreviated record to be entered in 
the appellate court; 5) the Use of various processes to 
accelerate or waive the oral argument component of a 
full review; and 6) any set of rules used to encourage a 
more expeditious decision from the court once the case 
has been submitted and argued. In some situations, the 
court tailors the expediting procedure to the case. 
These special procedures will be noted in the "other" 
column. 

Expedi-
ted Expedi- Expedited Expedi-

argument brief- ted com- oral ted de-
settlement ing pro- pletion argument cision 
conference cedures of record procedures dates Other 

0 X X X 0 2 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 X 0 X 0 0 
0 X 0 X 0 0 

0 X 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 X 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

x* X* 0 x* 0 0 

0 0 0 X 0 5 
X 0 X 0 0 5 

0 0 0 0 0 2 
X 0 0 0 0 0 
a 0 a 0 0 2 
X 0 0 0 0 a 

0 0 a 0 0 2 
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Tab 1 e 4. Use of expediting procedures in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Use of Expedi-
pre- ted Expedi- Expedited Expedi-

argument brief- ted com- oral ted de-
State: Court Case Advanced settlement ing pro- pletion argument cision 
Court name ~ type(s) in gueue conference cedures of record procedures dates Other 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals COLR CV/ALL 0 X 0 0 X 0 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court COLR DP /BO/ 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
District Court of FD 
Appeals ........... lAC EW/I* 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,3 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL X 0 X 0 X X 0 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC RARELY 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

HAHAII : ED/CUST/ 
Supreme Court COLR DC/EW X X X X 0 X 0 
Intermediate Court ED/CUST 
of Appeals ........ lAC DC/Hi X X X X 0 X 0 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL X 0 0 0 0 0 0 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL X 0 X X X X 1,2 
Appellate Court lAC ALL X X X X X X 1,2 

INDIANA: PUC/ 
Supreme Court COLR CR/EW X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC CR/EW X CV 0 0 0 0 0 

PUC 

IOWA: CUST/ 
Supreme Court COLR CR/DC X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC CUST/ X 0 0 0 X 0 0 

CR 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals ••. lAC SUMMARY X 0 0 0 0 0 

CALENDAR 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL 0 X 0 0 0 0 

LOUISIANA: EM/PUC/ 
Supreme Court COLR EL/DP X 0 X 0 X 0 1,4 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL X 0 X 0 X X 1,2 

MAINE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court .••.••••• COLR ALL 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

----
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Tab le 4. Use of expediting procedures in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Use of Expedi-
pre- ted Expedi- Expedited Expedi-

argument brief- ted com- oral ted de-
State: Court Case Advanced settlement ing pro- pletion argument cision 
Court name ~ type(s) in gueue conference cedures of record procedures dates Other 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COLR ALL 0 0 0 0 X 0 0 
Court of Special 
Appeals ..••.•.•..• lAC ALL 0 0 X 0 X X 0 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court .•.••....•••• COLR ALL 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Appeals Court lAC ALL 0 0 0 0 0 0 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court COLR CUST X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals .. , lAC CUST/ X 0 X X X 0 0 

CR/IL 

MINNESOTA: CUST/ 
Supreme Court COLR JV/CM X 0 0 0 a a 0 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC CV/JV/ X 0 X X X X 2 

CUST ICRI 
CV COMM./ 

UNEMPL. 
COMPo 

MISSISSIPPI: HC/EL 
Supreme Court COLR PUB X 0 0 0 0 0 0 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL 0 X a 0 0 0 0 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court COLR 

---
NEBRASKA: CR/FD 

Supreme Court COLR CUST/UN X X 0 0 0 0 0 

NEVADA: JV/DP 
Supreme Court COLR CUST/IJ 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

NEW HAt~P SH IRE: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL 0 0 0 0 a 0 2 

----
NEW JERSEY: 

Supreme Court COLR DP 0 0 0 X 0 0 5 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court • lAC EL/CV/ 0 X-CV X 0 0 0 1,3,5 

CUST/SR 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC CR/JV/ X 0 X X 0 0 0 

WC/OR 
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Tabl e 4. Use of expediting procedures in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Use of Expedi~ 
pre~ ted Expedi~ Expedited Expedi~ 

argument brief~ ted com~ oral ted de-
state: Court Case Advanced settlement ing pro- pletion argument cision 
Court name ~ type(s) in queue conference cedures of record procedures dates Other 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR ALL 0 0 X X X X 0 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court •• lAC EM/EL 0 X X X X X 0 

Appellate Term of 
CV/CR Supreme Court lAC X 0 0 0 0 0 2 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
SUpreme Court COLR 
Gourt of Appeals lAC CV/CR 0 CV 0 0 0 0 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR El 0 0 X X X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC CR X 0 X X X 0 0 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR WC/JV 0 0 X X 0 0 0 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ...••••.••• COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC WC/JV 0 X 0 0 0 0 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL X* 0 X* 0 x* 0 0 
SUperior Court .•••• lAC CUST X X X X X X 0 
Commonwealth Court lAC EL X 0 0 0 0 0 0 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court COLR CV/CR 0 0 X X 0 X 0 

RHOOE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court COLR CV/CR 0 X X 0 X 0 0 

JV X 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL X 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR EM X 0 X X X X 0 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •••..•.•••• lAC 
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Table 4. Use of expediting procedures in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Use of Expedi-
pre- ted Expedi- Expedited Expedi-

argument brief- ted com- oral ted de~ 
State: Court Case Advanced settlement ing pro- pletion argument ci s i on 
Court name ~ type(s) in queue conference cedures of record procedures dates Other 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court COLR OP 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals .••....••.• COLR DP 0 0 0 0 X 0 6 

Court of Appeals ••• lAC OP 0 0 X X 0 0 0 
I/HC X 0 X X 0 X-I 0 

CV 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 

UTP.H: 
Supreme Court COLR CR/UN X 0 0 0 X X 0 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court COLR 

VIRGiNIA: 
Supreme Court COLR CR/WC X 0 0 0 0 0 0 

---
WASHINGTON: 

Supreme Court COLR EL/EM 0 0 X 0 X X 2 
Court of Appeals lAC JV/SR 0 0 X 0 X X 0 

~JEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR El 0 0 0 0 0 0 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR CR 0 0 0 0 X 0 0 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC CV/,JV X 0 0 0 0 0 0 

OJ 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court COLR DP/WC 0 0 X X 0 0 0 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

CODES USED TO DESCRIBE OTHER EXPEDITING PROCEDURES: 

1 = Summary decisions. 
2 = Procedure is tailored to the situation. 
3 = Special expediting panel. 
4 = No continuances. 
5 = Special case tracking. 
6 = lAC is bypassed. 
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Table 4. Use of expediting procedures in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

CASE TYPE CODES: 

BD = Bond validation 
CERT = Discretionary case 
CM = Commitment 
CR = Criminal 
CUST = Child custody 
CV = Civil 
DC = Disciplinary 
DJ = Double jeopardy 
DP = Death penalty 
DR = Domestic relations 
ED = Eminent domain 
EL = Elections 
EM = Emergency 
FD Federal court asking for certified state 

question 
HC = Extraordi nary writs 
IJ = Injunctions 
[ = Interlocutory appeals 
JV = Juven 11 e 
MAND = Appeals as of right 
MD = Misdemeanor 
PUB General public interest 
PUC = Public Utility Commission 
SA = State appeals 
SR = Sentence review 
UN = Unemployment 
WC = Workers' compensation 

Footnotes: 

California--Expediting procedures are experimental, and are not used in most locations. 

Florida--Court of Appeals: The First District's expediting procedures are by motion, and the Second 
District's are for interlocutory appeals and writs assigned to merit panels. 

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court: Parties must petition for expediting procedures. 
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---- --- ------------

Table 5. Method of counting cases in state appellate courts, 1984. 

Caseload data ore not comparable in state 
appellate courts unless cases are counted in the same 
way among the courts. The method of counting cases 
must be employed as one tool in organizing appellate 
courts so that their case loads are comparaule. Table 5 
illustrates some of the more important components of 
the various methods Used in counting cases in st<!te 
appellate courts. A blank space indicates that no 
information was available for that data element. All 
codes used in this T able are de fined at the end of the 
Table. 

The first component in understanding how 
appellate cases are counted is the point in the appellate 
process where the court counts a case as part of its 
case load. Courts that begin counting cases earlier in 
the process (e.g., at notice of "intent to appeal"), rather 
than at a later point (e.g., completion or filing of the 
record), are likely to have a larger caseload because 
they are counting as cases litigation that is 
dismissed/withdrawn/settled before completion of the 
record. Tile column entitled, "Case counted at:" 
indicates the starting point for counting each case in 
state appellate courts. In some states, all appeals are 
filed with the court of last resort, which then assigns, 
(i.e., transfers) cases to the Intermediate appellate 
court. This situation is indicated by the word 

"transfer." The column labelled, "Case filed with:" 
indicates the court with which the "intent to appeal ll 

document is filed. 

Ttle last component of counting cases involves an 
identification of whether a reinstated/reopened case is 
either counted as a new filing, or retains the same 
docket number. Although the practice of counting 
reopened/reinstated cases is not as widespread as it is 
in the trial courts, and is less of a problem in courts of 
last resort than in intermediate appellate courts, the 
occuracy in count is still noteworthy. T his information 
is provided in the columns entitled, "Does the court 
count reinstated/reopened cases in its count of new 
filings?" A 'NO" indicates the case retains the some 
docket number. "RARELY" means that in a few 
situations, cases are treated as new filings (e.g., a case 
remanded, that resulted in a new trial and a new appeal 
based on a different point of law). "YES OR 
FREQUE~HL Y" indicates that the court routinely 
counts reopened and reinstated cases as new filings. 
Occasionally, special situations are indicated in these 
columns. Courts, for example, that issue new docket 
numbers to such cases, but segregate these cases from 
other new filings for statistical purposes, are indicated 
by the words "IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY." 

Does the court count 
reinstated/reopened 

cases in its count of 
Case counted at: Case filed with: new fil i ngs? 

Notice Fil i ng 
State: Court of of the Tri al Appell ate Yes, or 
court name ~ ~ record Other Qoi nt court court No Rarely freguentl.l 

ALABAI4A: 
Supreme Court •..... COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Court of Ci vil 
Appeal s ........... lAC X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

Court of Crimi nal YES, FROM CIRCUIT COURT; 
Appeal s ............. lAC X 0 0 X 0 NO, ON REt.JAND 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR X 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

ARIZONA: CIV FILING: YES, AFTER CLOSED 
Supreme Court •••... COLR X-CRHl 0 FEE PAID X X BY ORDER OR MANDATE 
Court of Appeals ... lAC X-CRm 0 CIV FILING: X 0 YES, FOR REOPENED; 

FEE PAID 110, FOR REINSTATED 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court ••.•.• COLR 0 X 0 0 X X 0 D 
Court of Appeals COLR 0 X 0 0 X X 0 0 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 X 0 0 X X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 X 0 0 X X 0 0 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court .•...• COLR X 0 0 0 X IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
Court of Appeals ... rpr X 0 0 0 X 0 0 X 
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Table 5: Method of counting cases in state appellate courts, 1984. (Continued) 

Does the court count 
reinstated/reopened 

cases in its count of 
Case counted at: Case filed with: new filings? 

Notice Fillng 
State: Court of of the Trial Appe 11 ate Yes, or 
court name ~ ~ record Other point court court No Rarely frequently 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 FEE PAID X 0 X 0 0 
Appe 11 a te Court lAC X 0 FEE PAID X 0 X 0 0 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 0 0 X 0 0 

DISTRICT OF COLUf~BIA: 
Court of Appeals COLR X 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X lAC X 0 0 
District Court of 
Appeals ........... lAC X 0 0 CV/CR ADM.AGY. X 0 0 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 X 0 0 X X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 

HAI~AII : 
Supreme Court COlR 0 X 0 0 X X 0 0 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ......... lAC 0 X 0 0 X X 0 0 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 TRANSFER 0 X X 0 0 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court COlR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Appe 11 ate Court lAC X 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court COlR 0 0 BRIEF X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 BRIEF X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 TRANSFER 0 X X 0 0 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 DOCKETlNG* X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 DOCKETING* X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC X 0 0 t.. 0 X 0 0 
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Tab 1 e 5: Method of counting cases in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Does the court count 
reinstated/reopened 

cases in its count of 
Case counted at: Case filed with: new filings? 

Notice Filing 
state: Court of of the Trial Appellate Yes, or 
court name ~ ~ record Other point court court No Rarely frequently 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court COlR 0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 X 0 0 X 0 X 0 

MAINE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
law Court ......... COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COlR 0 0 PETITION 0 X 0 X 0 
Court of Special 
Appeals •••.••..••• lAC 0 X 0 X 0 X 0 0 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court .••••.•.••••. COlR 0 X 0 X 0 0 X 0 

Appeals Court lAC 0 X 0 X 0 X 0 0 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court COlR 0 0 BRIEF 0 X 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 0 0 X 0 X 0 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 X 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X 0 0 X 0 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 X 0 X 0 X 0 0 

----
NEW HAr~PSHIRE: 

Supreme Court COlR X 0 a 0 x X 0 a 
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Table 5: Method of counting cases in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Does the court count 
reinstated/reopened 

cases in its count of 
Case counted at: Case filed with: new filings? 

Notice Fi 11ng 
State: Court of of the Tri al Appellate Yes, or 
court name ~ ~ record other point court court No Rarely frequently 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X X-DP 0 X 0 
Appellate Division 

of Superior Court lAC X 0 0 0 X IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 TRANSCRIPT 0 X X 0 0 
Court of Appeals TAC 0 0 TRANSCRIPT 0 X X 0 0 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court .. lAC 0 X 0 X 0 X 0 0 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court lAC 0 X 0 X-CV X-CR 0 0 X 

NORTH CAROL! NA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 X 0 X 0 0 X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 X 0 X 0 0 X 0 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X 0 0 X 0 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 0 X* x* 0 0 X 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR X* 0 0 0 X X* 0 X* 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ....••.•... COLR X* 0 0 0 X X* 0 X* 

Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 TRANSFER X* 0 X* 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 0 0 X 0 0 X 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X-M* X-D* X 0 0 
Superior Court •...• lAC X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
COmmOnl1ea 1 th Court lAC X 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X-CR X-CV IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 X 0 0 X X 0 0 
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T abl e 5: Method of counting cases in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Does the court count 
reinstated/reopened 

cases in its count of 
Case counted at: Case filed with: new filings? 

Notice F i1 i ng 
State: Court of of the Trial Appellate Yes, or 
court name ~ ~ record Other point court court No Rarely frequently 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 TRANSCRIPT 0 X X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 G TRANSFER X 0 0 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals .,. lAC X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals .... "' ...... lAC X 0 0 0 X X 0 0 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ....•..•... COLR 0 0 FIRST X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

CORRESPON. 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 0 X 0 IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X X-AG X 0 0 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 0 X 0 0 X 

----
VIRGINIA: PETITION FOR 

Supreme Court COLR 0 0 APPEAL 0 X IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 0 X 0 X 0 0 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLP. X 0 0 X D X 0 0 

WISCONSIN: ACCEPTS 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 JURISDIC. 0 X X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 0 0 X IDENTIFIED SEPARATELY 

WYOMING: 
Supreme COllrt COLR 0 X 0 0 X 0 0 X - NOT 

MANY OF 
SUCH 
CASES 
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Table 5: Method of counting cases in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

= Data element is inapplicable. 
ADM. AGY. = Administrative agency cases only. 

CR = Criminal cases only. 
CV = Civil cases only. 
DP = Death penalty cases only. 

COLR = Court of last resort. 
lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

Footnotes: 

Kansas: ['Qcketing occurs 21 days after a notice of appeal is filed in the trial court. Some cases are never 
docketed in the appellate court. 

Ohio--Court of Appeals: The clerk of the trial court is also the clerk of the Court of Appeals. 

Oklahoma--The courts do not count reinstated cases as new filings, but do count any subsequent appeal of an 
earlier decided case as a new filing. The notice of appeal refers to the petition in error. 

Pennsylvania--Supreme Court: Mandatory cases are filed with the trial court, and discretionary cases are 
filed with the appellate court. 
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Table 6. Mandatory and discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction 
in state appellate courts, 1984. 

One of the major tasks or this research effort is to 
identify the extent to which an appellate court has the 
authority to set its own agenda, in terms of both its 
subject malter and case load size. Table 6 begins to 
satisfy this research void. Thf3re are two facing pages 
to this table. A blank space indicates that no 
information was available for that data element. All 
codes used in this Table are defined at the end of this 
Table. 

The facing pages facilitate the comparison of a 
court's discretionary and mandatory jurisdiction, as 
well as the extent to which the vatious appellate courts 
witllin a state share these jurisdictional charac
teristics. The left page (i.e., PAI'n 1) delineates the 
mandatory jUrisdiction of each state appellate court by 
case type. Mandatory jurisdiction is defined as those 
cases For which a court must reach a decision on the 
merits--these cases afe often referred to as appeals of 
right. The right-hand page (i.e., Part II) specifies the 
discretionary SUbject-matter jurisdiction of state 
appellate courts. Discretionary jurisdiction is defined 
as those cases to which a court can decline review on 
the merits. In discretionary cases, the courts first 
decide whether to grant review using some summary 
procedure. Discretionary cases that are granted review 
usually Follow the sarne appellate procedures as do 
mandatory cases. 

The specific case types are listed across the top of 
each page. Civil, death penalty, other criminal, 
administrative agency and juvenile appeals refer to 
cases involving appeals from final judgments. 
Disciplinary cases involve either appeals of Gases in 
which either a final judgment or recommendation Was 
made by some judicial disciplinary commission, or 
original disciplinary proceedings in the appellate 
courts. There is also a column indicating whether the 
courts provide advisory opinions to state legislatures 
and governors. An "X-LEG" or "X-EXEC" indicates 
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that an oppellate court can issue advisory opJllJOns to 
only the state legislature (j.e., LEG), or the state 
executive (i.e., EXEC) respectively. In most states 
these opinions are provided by the attorney general. 
Additionally, there is a growing interest in whether 
state appellate courts ore addressing certified questions 
on state law From federal courts. The column entitled, 
"certify ques. from Federal courts" describes the 
current status of this question in the state appellote 
courts. The last colUmn, lobelled "original proceedings" 
includes original jurisdiction proceedings not described 
elsewhere, extraordinary writs and interlocutory 
appeals. 

An "X" indicates the court has SUbject-matter 
jurisdiction over some portion or all of that broad case 
type description. The "X" Inay be qualified with other 
terms, like X-LIFE, which indicates tile criminal 
jurisdiction is limited to cases in which the defendant 
was sentenced to life in prison. An "I" under original 
proceedings indicates whether the column includes 
interlocutory aPReals alone, or along with the other 
original proceedings. 

To avoid confusion, it should be pointed out that 
situations con develop \vhere a court has both 
mandatory and discretionary jurisdiction over the same 
case type. One explanation for this situation rests with 
the Fact that some courts hear appeals from a variety 
of courts which can all hear similar cases. Appeals 
from some lower courts are mandatory and appeals 
from others are discretionary even wlten they both 
handle the same case type. 1 his is especially salient 
for courts of last resort which can hear cases from 
intermediate appellate courts and trial courts. A 
second explanation for this phenomenon is the use of 
broad case types in Table 6. The category criminal, for 
example, inclUdes felonies and miSdemeanors. The 
appellate court moy have to review Felonies, but may 
have discretion to hear misdemeanors. 



Table 6. Mandatory and discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction in state 
appellate courts, 1984. 

PART I : Mandatory subject-matter jurisdiction. 

r~andatorl: juri sdi cti on 
Advi sory 
opinion Certify 

A~~eals from final judgments from ques. 
Adminis- state from Original 

state: Court Death Other trative Di sci El i nar,>:: (exec.! federal proceed-
Court name ~ Civil penalty criminal agency Juvenil e Lawyer Judge legis. ) courts ings 

ALABAr~A: 
Supreme Court .....• COLR X X 0 X 0 X X 0 0 X 
Court of Civil 
Appeals .•.••.•.... lAC X 0 0 X X 0 0 0 0 X 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals ... , ......... lAC 0 X X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
ALASKA: 

Supreme Court ••.... COLR X 0 X X X X 0 X X 
Court of Appeals .,. lAC 0 X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
ARIZONA: 

Supreme Court ...•.. COLR X X X-LIFE 0 0 X X 0 X X 
Court of Appeals ... lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X+l 

---- ----
ARKANSAS: 

Supreme Court ..•... COLR X X X X 0 X 0 0 X X+I 
Court of Appeals ••. COLR X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 I 

---- ----
CALIFORNIA: 

Supreme Court ..•..• COLR 0 X X* 0 0 X X 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals ..• lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 0 

---- ----
CoLORADO: 

Supreme Court ..•.•. COLR X X X X X X X X X X+I 
Court of Appeals ... lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 0 

---- ----
CONNECTICUT: X-CLASS 

Supreme Court ...... COLR X X A FELONY X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Appellate Court .... lAC X 0 X X X X 0 0 0 X 

---- ----
DELAWARE: 

Supreme Court •..... COLR X X X X X 0 X 0 X 
---- ----

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals .•. COLR X X X X X 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
FLORIDA: 

Supreme Court •.•... COLR X X X X X X X 0 0 0 
District Court of 
Appeals ........... lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

----- ----
GEORGIA: 

Supreme Court •..... COLR X X X X X X X 0 X X 
Court of Appeals .•. lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
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Table 6 .. Mandatory and discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction in state 
appellate courts, 1984. 

PART II Discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction. 

Discretionarx jurisdiction 
Advi sory 
opinion Certify 

A~~eals from final judgments from ques. 
Mnlnis- state from 

State: Court trative Oi sci El i narl: (exec./ federal Ori gi nal 
Court name ~ Civil Criminal agency Juvenil e Lawyer Judge legis. ) courts ~roceedings 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court •••.•• COLR X X X X 0 0 X X X+I 
Court of Ci vi 1 
Appeals .••.•••.••• lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Court of Criminal 
Appeal s ........... lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
ALASKA: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR 0 X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X+I 
Court of Appeals .• , lAC 0 X-MISIJ 0 X 0 0 0 0 I 

----
ARIZONA: 

Supreme Court •••.•. COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
ARKANSAS: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals ••• COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
CALIFORNIA: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 X+I 

----
COLORADO: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X X 0 0 X X X 
Court of Appeals '" lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
CONNECTICUT: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X 0 0 X 0 0 0 
Appellate Court •••• lAC 0 0 X-ZONING 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
DELAWARE: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X 0 0 0 0 X I 

----
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 

Court of Appeals : •• COLR X X 0 0 0 0 0 0 X+I 
----

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR X X X X 0 0 X-GOY X X+I 
District Court of 
Appeals ........... lAC X X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
GEORGIA: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals '" lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

----
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Table 6. Mandatory and discretionary sUbject-matter jUrisdiction in state appellate courts, 1984. 
PART I. Mandatory subj ect-matter juri sdi ct i on. (cant i nued) 

Mandatory jUrisdiction 
Advisory 
opinion Certify 

Aepeals from final judgments from ques. 
Adminis- state from Original 

state: Court Death Other trative Disciplinary (exec.! federal proceed-
Court name ~ Civil eenalty criminal agency Juven i1 e L a\~yer Judge legis. ) courts ings 

HAWAI I: 
Supreme Court COLR X X X X X X 0 X X 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ........ lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
IDAHO: 

Supreme Court ••..•• COLR X X X X X X X 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X 

---- ----
ILLINOIS: 

Supreme Court •••.•• COLR X X X X X X 0 0 0 X+I 
Appe 11 ate Court lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
INDIANA: 

Supreme Court ..•••• COLR X X X-LIFE 0 0 X X 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
IOWA: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X X X X 0 X X 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 0 

---- ----
KANSAS: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X 0 X X 0 X X 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

------- ----
KENTUCKY: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR 0 X 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X 

---- ----
LOUISIANA: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X X 0 X X 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X 

---- ----
NAINE: 

Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court ......... COLR X X X X X X X X X+I 

---- ----
MARYLAND: 

Court of Appeals COLR X X X X X X 0 0 X X+I 
Court of Special 
Appeals ••••••••••• lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 

---- ----
MASSACHUSETTS: 

Supreme Judicial X-1ST-DEG. 
Court ••••••••..••• COLR X MURDER X 0 0 X X X X 

Appeals Court lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 0 

---- ------
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Table 6. Mandatory and discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction in state appellate courts, 1984. 
PART II. Discretionary sUbject-matter jurisdiction. (continued) 

Oiscretionar~ jurisdiction 
Advisory 
opinion CertifY 

Aeeeals from final judgments from ques. 
Adminis- state from 

State: Court trative Discielinarl (exec./ federal Original 
Court name ~ Civil Criminal agency Juvenile Lawyer Judge legis.) courts proceedings ---
HAI~AI I: 

Supreme Court •••.•. COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals .. " ...... lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
IDAHO: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X X 0 0 0 X X+I 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
ILLINOIS: 

Supreme Court ...•.• COLR X X X X 0 0 0 X X+I 
Appe 11 ate Court lAC X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 

----
INDIANA: 

Supreme Court ...•.• COLR X X X X 0 0 0 X X 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 J 

----
IOWA: 

Supreme Court •..... COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+J 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
KANSAS: 

Supreme Court .••..• COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 

----
KENTUCKY: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X X '0 0 0 X X+I 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 X 

----
LOUISIANA: 

Supreme Court .•••.. COLR X X X X 0 0 X X I 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 

----
MAINE: 

Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court f·· ...... COLR 0 X X 0 0 0 0 0 X 

----
MARYLAND: 

Court of Appeals COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 
Court of Special 
Appeals .....•.•... lAC X X 0 0 a a a 0 X 

----
MASSACHUSETTS: 

Supreme Judicial 
Court ••...•...•... COlR X X X X 0 D 0 0 

Appea I s Court lAC a 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 

----
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Tabl e 6. Mandatory and discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction in state appellate courts, 1984. 
PART I. Mandatory sUbject-matter jurisdiction. (continued) 

Mandator~ jurisdiction 
Advi sory 
opinion Certify 

A~~eals from final judgments from ques. 
Adminis- state from Original 

State: Court Death Other trati ve Disci~l inar~ (exec./ federal proceed-
Court name ~ Civil ~enalty criminal agency Juvenile Lawyer Judge legis.) courts ings 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court ....•. COLR 0 0 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 0 

---- ------
MINNESOTA: X-1ST-DEG. 

Supreme Court •..•.. COLR 0 MURDER X 0 X X 0 X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 0 

---- ------
MISSISSIPPI: 

Supreme Court •••.•. COLR X X X X X X X 0 0 X+I 

---- ------
MISSOURI: 

Supreme Court ..•... COLR X X X X X 0 0 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
MONTANA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR X X X 0 X X X 0 0 0 

---- ------
NEBRASKA: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X X X X X 0 0 X 

---- -----
NEVADA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR X X X X X X 0 0 0 X 

---- ----
NEW HAf4PSHIRE: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
NEW JERSEY: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X X X X X 0 0 X 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 0 

---- ------
NEW MEXICO: 

Supreme Court •..... COLR X X X X 0 X X 0 0 X+l 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 0 

---- ------
NEW YORK: 

Court of Appeals COLR X X X X X 0 0 0 0 X 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court .. lAC X 0 X X X X 0 0 0 X-f:l 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court lAC X 0 X 0 X 0 0 0 0 I-CV 

---- ------
NORTH CAROLINA: 

Supreme Court •••••. COLR X X X X X 0 X 0 0 1 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X X 0 0 0 X 

---- ------
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Table 6. Mandatory and discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction in state appellate courts, 1984. 
PART II. Discretionary sUbject-matter jUrisdicticn. (continued) 

Discretionary jurisdiction 
Advisory 
opinion Certify 

AEEeals from final judgments from ques. 
Adminis- state from 

State: Court trative Disciplinar,l (exec./ federal Original 
Court name ~Civil Criminal agency Juven 11 e Lawyer Judge legis.) courts proceedings 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR X X X X X 0 X X X+I 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 X'H 

----
MINNESOTA: 

Supreme Court ••.•.• COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 X 

----
MISSISSIPPI: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 0 

----
MI SSOIJR I: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X X X X 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
MONTANA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 X X+I 

----
NEBRASKA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X X+l 

---- ----
NEVADA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 0 '0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
NEW HAr~PSHIRE: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR X X X X X X X 0 X+I 

----
NEW JERSEY: 

Suprerntl Court COLR X X X X X X 0 X 
Appellnte Division 
of Superior Court lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
NEW MEXICO: 

Supreme Court •••.•• COLR X X X X 0 0 0 X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 

----
NEW YORK: 

Court of Appeals COLR X X X X 0 X 0 0 X 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court •. lAC X X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court lAC 0 X 0 X 0 0 0 0 l-CR 

----
NORTH CAROli NA: 

Supreme Court .•.••• COLR X X X X 0 0 X 0 X+I 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

----
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Table 6. Mandatory and discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction in state appellate courts, 1984. 
PART I. Mandatory sUbject-matter jurisdiction. (continued) 

Mandatory jUrisdiction 
Advisory 
opinion Certify 

AEEeals from final jud~ments from ques. 
Adminls- state from Original 

state: Court Death Other trative DisciElinar~ (exec.1 federal proceed-
Court name ~ Civi 1 penalty criminal agency Juven i1 e [ awyer Judge legis.) courts ings 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court .••••• COLR X X X X X X 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
OHIO: 

Supreme Court .••••• COLR X X X X X X X a a X 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X X a 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ~--

OKLAHO~lA: 
Supreme Court COLR X X X X 0 0 X X+I 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... COLR X X X 0 0 X 

Court of Appeals lAC X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

-------- ----
OREGON: 

Supreme Court ••..•. COLR 0 X 0 X-TAX 0 X X 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
PENNSYLVANIA: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X X X X X 0 0 X+I 
SUperior Court •••.• lAC X 0 X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X+J 
Commonwealth Court. lAC X 0 X X 0 0 0 0 0 X+/ 

---- ----
PUERTO RICO: 

Supreme Court .••••• COLR X X 0 X 0 0 0 0 a 
---- ----

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court •••••. COLR X X 0 X X X X X X 

---- ----
SOUTH CAROLINA: 

Supreme Court ..•••• COLR X X X 0 X X X 0 X X+I 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X 

---- ------
SOUTH DAKOTA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR X X X X X X X 0 0 X* 

-------- ----
TENNESSEE: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X 0 0 X 0 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC X X X 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ...... " ..... lAC X X X 

---- ----
TEXAS: 

Supreme Court COLR X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •.•••...••. COLR X X X 

Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 

---- ----
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Table 6. Mandatory and discretionary sllbject-matter jUrisdiction in state appellate courts, 1984. 
PART II. Discretionary sUbject-matter jurisdiction. (continued) 

Discretionary jurisdiction 
Advisory 
opinion Certify 

Aegeals from final jUdgments from ques. 
Adminis~ state from 

State: Court trative Discielinar~ (exec.1 federal Original 
Court name ~ Civil Cr~minal agency Juvenile Lawyer Judge legis.) courts proceedings ----

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 

----
OHIO: 

Supreme CoUt't •••••• COLR X X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X+I 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
OKLAHOMA: 

Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X 0 0 0 0 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 

Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
OREGON: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR X X X X X X 0 X X 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
PENNSYLVANIA: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+I 
Superior Court ••••• lAC X X 0 X 0 0 0 0 X+I 
Commonwealth Court lAC X 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 I 

----
PUERTO RICO: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR X X X X X X X X X+I 

----
RHODE ISLAND: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 X+I 

----
SOUTH CAROLINA: 

Supreme Court .••••. COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X+J 
Court of Appeals ... lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
SOUTH DAKOTA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 X-EXEC X X+J 
----

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR X X X-WC X 0 0 0 0 X+I 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals .. , ........ lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
TEXAS: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X 0 0 0 X X 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •••.••..••• COLR X X 

Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
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Table 6. Mandatory and discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction in state appellate courts, 1984. 
PART I. Mandato~y subject-matter jurisdiction. (continued) 

Mandatory jurisdiction 

Appeals from final judgments 
Adminis-

State: Court Death Other trative Disciplinary 
.::C~ou::.!r...::t~n:.:!a~m~e _____ ~ Civil penalty criminal agency Juvenile Lawyer Judge 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR X X X X X X a 

---- ------
VERMONT: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X X X X X 
---- ------

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR a X a X a X a 

---- ----
WASHINGTON: 

Supreme Court .••••• COLR X X X X X a a 
Court of Appeals ... lAC X a X X X a a 

---- ------
WEST VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court COLR a a a a a a 
-------- ------

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR X X a a X X 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X a a 

---- ----
WYOMING: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR X X X X X X a 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

CASE TYPE CODES: 

CR = Criminal cases. 
WC = Workers' compensation cases. 

Footnotes: 

Advi sory 
opinion Certify 

from ques. 
state from 

(exec./ federal 
1 egi s. ) courts 

a a 

a a 

a a 

a X 
a a 

a a 

a X 
a a 

a X 

Original 
proceed

ings 

X 

X+I 

a 

a 
X 

a 

X 
X 

X 

Cal iforni a--Supreme Court: Other crimi nal appeal sin mandatory juri sdi cti on refers to executi ve cl emency 
applications only. 

South Dakota--Original proceedings include habeas corpus cases only. 
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Table 6. Mandatory and discretionary subject-matter jurisdiction in state appellate courts, 1984. 
PART I I. Discretionary subject-matter jUrisdiction. (continued) 

Oiscretionar~ jurisdiction 
Advisory 
opinion Certify 

Aeeeals from final judgments from ques. 
Admlnis- state from 

State: Court trative Discielinar~ (exec./ federal Original 
Court name ~Civil Criminal agency Juvenile Lawyer Judge .~ courts eroceedings 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
VERr~ONT: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

----
VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court ...... CdLR X X X X 0 X 0 0 X+I 

----
WASHINGTON: 

Supreme Court •••••. COLR X X X X X X 0 0 X+I 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 I 

----
WEST VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR X X X X X X 0 X X+I 

----
WISCONSIN: 

Supreme Court •••.•• COLR X X X X 0 0 0 0 X 
Court of Appeals .. , lAC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 

----
WYOMING: 

Supreme Court ...... COLR 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 a 
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Table 7. Some procedures for granting/denying discretionary review in 
state appellate courts, 1984. 

The "Rule of rour" is the well documented 
operating procedure in the United States Supreme 
Court which governs the granting of discretionary 
review. The Rule has attracted attention because it is 
a minority rule, i.e., only four out of the nine justices 
can grant a petition for review. Table 7 describes the 
extent to which this situation also exists in state 
appellate courts. A blank space indicates that no 
information was available for that data element. All 
codes used in this Table are defined at the end of this 
Table. 

The column labelled "En banc, panel, or single 
justice decision" delineates who makes the decision 
regarding discretionary review. The second column 
indicates the vote necessary to grant review, oivided by 
the size of the court when it sits en banc or in a panel. 
For example, "3/5" indicates that three of the five 

En bane, 
panel, or 
single 

State: Court justi ce 
Court name ~ decision 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court •..... COLR PANEL 
Court of Civil 
Appeals ........... lAC 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR EN BANC 
Court of Appeals lAC EN BANC 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court ••.••. COLR EN BANC 
Court of Appeals lAC PANEL 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court ••.•.. COLR EN BANC 
Court of Appeals COLR 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court GOLR EN BANG 
Court of Appeals lAC PANEL 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court ••.••• CDLR EN BANG 
Court of Appeals lAC 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BANC 
Appellate Court ..•• lAC EN BANG 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR PANEL 

Preceding page ~\an~ 47 

justices must vote to accept review of a discretionary 
petition before it can be decided on its merits. 

Some states have a number of prOVisions that 
restrict the discretionary jurisdiction of their appellate 
courts. The last column addresses one of those 
restrictions by answering the question, "Does a 
dissenting vote in the intermediate appellate court 
guarantee review in the court of last resort?" There 
are other important considerations that remain 
regarding restrictions of discretionary review. For 
example, does a reversal in the intermediate appellate 
court guarantee review in the court of last resort, and 
does a split vote in a panel reviewing discretionary 
cases mandate a screening decision by the court sitting 
en banc? These will be addressed in subsequent 
editions. 

Number 
necessary Does a dissenting 
to grant vote in the lAC 

r,"view guarantee review by the COLR? 

5/5 NO 

3/5 NO 
2/3 

3/5 NO 
2/3 

NO 

4/7 NO 
2/3 

3-4/7* NO 

2/6 
2/5 

3/3 



Table 7. Some procedures for granting/denying discretionary review in state appe11ate courts, 19B4. 
(Continued) 

En bane, 
panel. or Number 
single necessary Does a dissenting 

state: Court j usti ce to grant vote in the lAC 
Court name ~ decision review guarantee review by the COLR? 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals COLR PANEL 1/3 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court COLR PANEL 4/5 NO 
District Court of 
Appeals ........... lAC PAI~EL 2/3 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court eOLR EN BANe 4/7 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC PANEL 3/3 

HAWAI I: 
Supreme Court •.•••. COLR EN BANC 3/5 NO 
Intennediate Court 
of Appeals ......... lAC 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court •...•• COLR EN BANC 3/5 
Court of Appeals lAC 

I LLINOlS: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BANC 4/7 NO 
Appell ate Court lAC PANEL 2/3 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COlR EN BANC 3/5 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC PANEL 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court ..•... COLR PANEL 2/3 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court ...••• COLR EN BANC 3/7 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC EN BANC 4/7 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court ••..•. COLR EN BANC 4/7 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC PANEL 2/3 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court COlR EN BANe 4/7 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC PANEL 2/3 

MAINE: 
Supreme JUdicial 
Court Sitting as 
law Court ••••••••• COlR EN BANe 
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Table 7. Some procedures for granting/denying discretionary review in state appellate courts, 1984. 
(Continued) 

En banc, 
panel, or Numher 
si ngl e necessary Does a dissenting 

State: Court jUstice to grant vote in the lAC 
Court name ~ decision review gUarantee revi e\~ by the COLR? 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COLR EN BANC 3/7 NO 
Court of Special 
Appeals ....•.•...• lAC PANEL 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme JUdicial PANEL 3/3* 
Court •....•...•••. COLR EN BANC 4/7* NO 

Appeals Court ..•.•. lAC PANEL 1/3 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BANC 4/7 NO 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC PANEL 2/3 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BANC 3/9 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC PANEL 2/3 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court .••••. COLR 

MISSOURI: YES, IF DISSENTING JUDGE 
Supreme Court .••.•. COLR EN BAIIC 4/7 CERTIFIES CASE TO CDLR. 
Court of Appeals lAC 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court .•.••. COLR EN BANC 4/7 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BANC 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court •.•••. COLR 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court ••••.• CDLR EN BANC 1/5 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court •••... COLR EN BANC 3/7 YES 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court. lAC PANEL 2/2 or 3/3 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR EN BANC 2/5 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC PANEL 2/2 or 2/3 

NEW YORK: CV~EN BANC 2/7 YES 
Court of Appeals CDLR CR~SINGLE 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court •• lAC PANEL 3/4 

Appellate Term of 
Suprellle Court ••••• lAC PANEL 1/3 
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Tabl e 7. Some procedures for granting/denying discretionary review in state appellate courts, 
(Continued) 

1984. 

En bane, 
panel, or Number 
single necessary Does a dissenting 

State: Court justi ce to grant vote in the lAC 
Court name ~ deci si on review guarantee review by the COLR? 

NORTH CAROL! NA: 
Supreme Court ••...• COLR EN BANC 4/7 YES 
Court of Appeals lAC PANEL 2/3 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court ..•••• COLR 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BANC 4/7 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BANC 5/9 NO 
Court of Criminal 
Appeal s .•••.•...•. COLR EN BANC 2/3 

Court of Appeals lAC 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court ••.•.• COLR EN BANC 3/7 
Court of Appeals lAC 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court .•.••. COLR EN BANC 2/7 NO 
Superior Court ..••• lAC EN BANC 11/22* 
Commom~ealth Court. lAC EN BANC 5/9 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLf.! EN BANC* 4/7 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BAUC l/5 

--.-
SOUTH CAROLINA: 

Supreme Court COLR EN BANG 2/5 NO 
Court of Appeals lAC 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BANC 3/5 or 1/5* 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR EN BANC 3/5 NO 
Court of Appeals •.• lAC PANEL 2/3 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC PANEL 2/3 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR EN BANC 3/9 NO 
Court of Criminal 
Appeal s ••••••••••• COLR EN BANC 4/9 NO 

Court of Appeals •• , lAC 
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Table 7. Some procedures for granting/denying discretionary review in state appellate courts, 1984. 
(Continued) 

State: COUrt 
Court name ~ 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court COLR 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court COLR 

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COlR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court COLR 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 
COMM = Commissioner. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

Footnotes: 

En bane, 
panel, or 
single 
just; ce 

decision 

EN BANC 

SINGLE 

PANEL 

C0I4M-I 
PANEL 

Cot4M 

EN BANC 

EN BANC 
PANEL 

t~umber 
necessary 
to grant 
review 

3/5 

1/5 

1/3 

1/1 

1/1 

3/5 

3-4/7* 
2/3 

Does a dissenting 
vote in the lAC 

guarantee review by the COLR? 

NO 

Colorado--Supreme Court: Three of seven justices are needed to grant a petition in certiorari; and four out 
of seven are needed to grant review in original proceedings and certification petitions. 

Massachusetts--Supreme Judicial Court: A three justice panel must unanimously agree to review "direct 
reView" cases. A non-unanimous decision, and all other petitions for review must be decided by the full 
Court. 

Puerto Rico--Discretionary review decisions are handled by panels dUI'ing recess. 

Pennsylvania--Superior Court: Eleven of twenty-two necessary to grant discretionary review is for 
interlocutory appeals. 

South Dakota--A single justice can grant review to a miscellaneous filing. 

Wisconsin--Supreme Court: A commissioner makes a recommendation on review. If there is no objection during 
conference, the reco~nendation is accepted. If there is an objection to a petition for review, the Court 
votes and three of the seven members must agree to grant review. If a justice who initially voted to 
grant review, petitions to dismiss as improvidently granted, it is dismissed when at least four members 
agree to do so. Petitions to bypass and certification are granted by a vote of four. 
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-------- ~- ~--- ---

Table 8. Sentence review in non-capital state offense cases, 1984. 

Several states have implemented formal sentence 
review procedures in their trial courts. Such pro
cedures involve special proceedings whose sale function 
is to review the length of the sentence. Table B 
provides some clues to help identify any relationship 
between the existence of formal sentence review 
procedures at the trial court level, and whether 
appellate courts in those states allow an appeal in 
which the only issue is the length of the sentence. For 
purposes of this Table, sentence review does not include 
those cases where the sale issue involves the 
constitutionality of a statute. The two columns, after 
the court type, ask those questions specifically. A 

Is there a 
fonnal sentence 

State: Court review procedure 
Court name ~ at trial court? 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO 
Court of Ci vil 
Appeals ........... lAC 

Court of Crimi nal 
Appeal s ........... lAC NO 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR YES 
Court of Appeal~ lAC YES 

ARIZot~A: 
Supreme Court •••.•. COLR NO 
Court of Appeals lAC NO 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court •••.•• COLR NO 
Court of Appeals COLR NO 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES* 
Court of Appeals lAC YES* 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court ....•• COLR NO 
Court of Appeals lAC NO 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court COLR YES 
Appellate Court •••• lAC YES 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR NO 

DISTRICT OF COLUf1BIA: 
Court of Appeals ••• COLR YES 
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blank space indicates that no information Was available 
for that data element. A II codes used in this T able are 
defined at the end of this Table. 

The final part of this Table identifies some 
restrictions on sentence review in the state appellate 
courts. Although most appellate courts that hear 
non-death penalty sentence review cases have no 
restrictions on such appeals, some courts do limit 
access to the appellate process for those cases. The 
most cornman restriction is that the sentence must 
exceed the statutory maximum length. Additional 
restrictions are noted in the "other" column. 

Is review pos- Restrictions on sentence review: 
sible in appel- Sentence 
late court where must exceed 
sentence length statutory 
is onl.):: 'I ssue? None maximum Other: 

YES X 0 0 

YES X 0 0 

YES X 0 0 
YES X 0 0 

YES X 0 0 
YES X 0 0 

YES 0 X 0 
YES 0 X 0 

YES X 0 0 
YES X 0 0 

YES 0 X 0 
YES 0 X 0 

NO 
NO 

NO 

NO 



Table 8. Sentence review in non-capital state offense cases, 1984. (continued) 

Is review pos- Restrictions on sentence review: 
Is there a sible in appe1- Sentence 

formal sentence late court where must exceed 
State: Court review procedure sentence length statutory 
Court name ~ at trial court? is only issue? None maximum Other: 

FLORIDA: DEVIATES FROM 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES 0 0 GUIDELINES 
District Court of DEVIATES FROM 
Appeals ........... lAC NO YES 0 0 GUIDELINES 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO 

HAWAII: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ........ lAC NO NO 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC YES YES X 0 0 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 
Appellate Court lAC NO YES X 0 0 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES 0 0 LESS THAN 10 YRS 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES X 0 0 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES X 0 0 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES X 0 0 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES 0 0 MUST BE EXCESSIVE 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES 0 0 MUST BE EXCESSIVE 

MAINE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court ......... COLR NO YES 0 0 MORE THAN 1 YR 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COLR YES NO 
Court of Special 
Appeals ••••....••• lAC YES NO 
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Table B. Sentence review in non-capital state offense cases, 1984. (continued) 

Is review pos- Restrictions on sentence review: 
Is there a sible in appel- Sentence 

formal sentence late court where must exceed 
State: Court review procedure sentence length statutory 
Court name ~ at trial court? is only issue? None maximum Other: 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court •••.••••••••• COlR YES NO 

Appeals Court lAC YES YES 0 X 0 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES X 0 0 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES X 0 0 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court COlR NO YES X 0 0 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court COlR YES NO 

NEBRASKA: SUBMITTED 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES 0 0 W/OUT ARGUMENT 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 

Appellate Division DECIDED ON ORAL 
of Superior Court lAC YES YES X 0 ARGUMENT W!OUT BRIEF 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES 0 X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC YES YES X 0 0 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR NO YES X 0 0 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court •• lAC NO YES 0 0 WA I VES ROUTI NE 

Appellate Term of PROCEDURES 
Supreme Court lAC NO YES X 0 0 

NORTH CAROL! NA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES 0 0 G 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC YES YES 0 0 G 
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Table 8. Sentence review in non-capital state offense cases, 1984. (continued) 

Is review pos- Restrictions on sentence review: 
Is there a sible in appel- Sentence 

formal sentence late court where must exceed 
State: Court review procedure sentence length statutory 
Court name ~ at trial court? is only issue? None maximum Other: 

NORTH D,I\KOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO ~ES X 0 0 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES X 0 0 

---,"--
OKLAHOMA: 

Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •••••••• e •• COLR YES vES X 0 0 

Court of Appeals lAC 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES X 0 0 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO 
Superior Court •.••. lAC YES YES X a a 
Con~onwealth Court lAC 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES X a a 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES 0 X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES 0 X 0 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES 0 X 0 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC NO YES 0 X 0 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •.•••.••••. COLR NO NO 

Court of Appeals lAC NO NO 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X 0 0 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO 
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Table 8. Sentence review in non-capital state offense cases, 1984. (continued) 

Is review pos- Restrictions on sentence review: 
Is there a sible in appel- Sentence 

formal sentence late court where must exceed 
State: Court review procedure sentence length statutory 
Court name ~ at trial court? is only issue? None maximum Other: 

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES a x a 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES a x a 
Court of Appeals lAC NO YES 0 X 0 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES a X a 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES X a a 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

Footnotes: 

California--All convicted defendants who are sentenced to prison have a mandatory review for disparity that 
is conducted in an administrative hearing, not in the trial courts. 
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Table 9. Route of appeals of administrative agency cases in state 
appellate courts, 1984. 

An important, but often overlooked component of 
state court systems is the link between "conventional" 
court cases that routinely make up the workloads of 
state courts (e.g., criminal, tort, and juvenile cases), 
and cases involving administrative agencies. Table 9 
demonstrates the link between these two important 
components of the legal system by identifying the route 
of appeals of administrative agency decisions to the 
state appellate courts. A blank space indicates that no 
information was available for that data element. All 
codes used in this Table are defined at the end of this 
Table. 

There are three basic sources of these cases. They 
may come to the appellate court directly from either 
the agency, the trial courts, or the intermediate 
appellate courts. The most frequently cited admin-
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istrative agencies from which appeals are .taken 
directly to the appellate cow,ts are specifically 
identified in this table using the generic terms: "Public 
Service Commission," "Workers' Compensation 
Commission," and "Unemployment Insurance 
Commission." Other agencies are identified when 
appropriate. 

To further enhance an understanding o'f the link 
between administrative law and c1)nventional state 
courts, an "M" and "0" are used in lieu of the "X" 
employed in the previous tables. An "M" indicates a 
mandatory appeal coming from the specified source; a 
"0" means a discretionary 'appeal, and an "M/D" 
represents either a mandatory or discretionar.y appeal, 
depending on the situation" An "0" is used when an 
appeal cannot come directly from the specific source. 



Table 9: Route of appeals of administrative agency cases in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

An appeal of an administrative agency case comes to this court 
directl~ from the: 

Workers Unemploy- Inter-
Pub 1 i c Compen- ment mediate 

State: Court Service sation Insurance Trial appellate 
Court name ~ Comm. Comm. Comm. Other Agenci es: court(s) court 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals COLR M M M ALL (M) 0 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court COLR M 0 0 0 0 MID 
District Court of 
Appeals ............ lAC 0 M M ALL (M) 0 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 MID MID 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 MID 

HAWAI I: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 0 MID 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals .... " ......... lAC M M M ALL (M) 0 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court COLR M M M 0 M 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 0 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 MID MID 
Appellate Court ..•• lAC 0 M 0 LABOR RELATIONS (M); BD. ELEC (M) M 

POLLUTION CONTROL (M) 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC M M M ALL (M) M 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 M D 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 M 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 MID 0 
Court of Appeals lAC M 0 0 TAX BOARD (M) M 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 MID 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 MID N/D 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC M 0 0 CIVIL SERVICE COMM (M); ENVIR. 

PROT. (M); ETHICS COMM. (M) 
11 

MAINE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court ••••••••• COlR M 0 0 0 M 
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Table 9: Route of appeals of administrative agency cases in state appellate courts, 1984. ( conti nued) 

An appeal of an administrative agency case comes to this court 
directly from the: 

Workers Unemploy- lnter-
Publ i c Compen- ment mediate 

State: Court Service sation Insurance Tri al appell ate 
Court name ~ Comm. Comm. Comlll. Other Agencies: court( s) court 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COLR 0 0 0 0 MID 14/0 
Court of Special 
Appeals .•••••••••• lAC 0 0 0 0 M 

.~ --
MASSACHUSETTS: 

Supreme Judicial 
Court •••..•••.•••• COLR 0 0 0 TAX BOARD (M) WO 0 

Appeals Court ••••.• lAC 0 0 0 LABOR RELATIONS(M} M 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC M/O M/D M/O ALL (M/D) D 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 M 0 TAX COURT (M) 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC M 0 M ALL (M) M 

MISSISSIPP I: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR f1 0 0 0 11 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 REVENUE CASES (14) 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 ALL (M) M 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court COlR D 0 0 All (D) D 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court COlR I1/D M/D M/D M/D WO 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 M 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court •.••.• COLR 0 D 0 ALL (D) 0 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 0 M/O 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court. lAC M M M ALL (M) 0 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR M 0 14 ALL (M/D) 14 0 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC 0 0 0 ALL (r~) M 
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Table 9: Route of appeals of administrative agency cases in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

An appeal of an administrative agency case comes to this court 
directly from the: 

Workers Unemploy- lnter-
Public Compen- ment mediate 

State: Court Service sation Insurance Tri al appe 11 ate 
Court name ~ Comm. Comm. Comm. Other Agencies: court(s) ~r:L 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR 0 0 0 0 0 MID 
Appellate Division 

ENVIRONMENTAL BD; (M); M of Supreme Court .• lAC 'M* M M 
Appellate Term of HUMAN RIGHTS APPEAL (14) 

Supreme Court lAC 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR M 0 0 0 0 MID 
Court of Appeals ••. lAC 0 M 0 PROPERTY TAX (M); COMM. 

INSURANCE (M); BD. STATE MID 
CONTRACT APPEALS (M) 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 M 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR M 0 0 BOARD TAX APPEALS (M); ELSE (M) 0 M 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 BOARD TAX APPEALS (M) M 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR D M 0 TAX COURT (M); BANKING BD (D); 0 

TAX COMM (D); BD PROPERTYI 
CASUALTY RATES (D) 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals .••••...••• COLR 

Court of Appeals ••• lAC D M 0 CASES TRANSFERRED FROM 0 
SUPREME COURT 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 TAX COURT APPEALS (14) 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 14 M M ALL (14) 0 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 LEGISLATIVE REAPPOR. COMM (M) M 0 
Superior Court ••••• lAC 
Commonwealth Court lAC MID MID MID ALL (MID) MID 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 M 0 LABOR RELATIONS; COMM. MID 

MUNICIPAL COMPLAINTS; 
MIN. WAGE BD.; SUGAR BD (M) 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court COLR 14 0 0 0 0 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 0 D 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC 0 0 0 CASES TRANSFERRED FROM M 

SUPREME COURT 

60 



Table 9: Route of appeals of administrative agency cases in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

An appea1 of an administrative agency case comes to this court 

Workers Unemploy-
directly from the: 

Inter-
Public Compen- ment mediate 

State: Court Service sation Insurance Trial appellate 
Court name ~ Comm. Comm. Comm. Other Agencies: court(s) court 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 M 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 D 0 0 0 D 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC 0 0 0 0 M 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ~ .......... lAC 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •••••••.••• COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 M 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court COLR M M M ELSE, EXCEPT TAX COMMISSION (M) M 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court COLR M M M (M) M 

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR M D 0 0 D 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 0 MID 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 D 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court ..... " COLR 0 D D 0 D 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 () D 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 0 0 0 M 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 0 0 0 M 

-~ = Data element is inapplicable. 
ALL = All state agency cases. 

COLR = Court of last resort. 
ELSE = All other state agency cases. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

Footnotes: 

New York--Appellate Division of Supreme Court: Public Service Commission cases are applicable to the Third 
Department only. 
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Table 10. Contents of opinion counts in state appellate courts, 1984. 

One of the most misunderstood terms used in 
reporting an appellate court's workload is "opinion." 
Does the data represented by this term equal the 
number of written opinions, or the number of cases 
resolved by opinions? These are two different data 
elements, and Table 10 answers this question for 
statistical reporting instate appellate courts. One can 
asSUme that a "case count" will yield a larger number 
than a "written document count." A blank space 
indicates that no information was available for that 
data element. All codes used in this Table are defined 
at the end of this Table. 

A second component of the opinion counting 
problem lies with identlfylng the various types of 
"opinions" reported in a state's opinion figure. In 
addition to signed majority opinions, does an opinion 
count include per curiam opinions (i.e., unsigned 
opinions), or memoranda/orders? Table 10 attempts to 
address this question. Although several states contend 
that they do not have memorandum decisions per se, 
when presented with an example of a memorandum 
decision, the contact person clearly indicated that 
these types of decisions were Included in their opinion 
count. This was one of the more difficult tables to 
construct using generic terminology. 

Number of opinions 
reeorted eguals: Contents of reeorted oeinion count: 

Number 
of cases Number of Signed Per "Memorandum ll 

State: resolved by written majority curiam or "final 
Court name Court tyee opinion documents oeinion opinion order" 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Court of Civil 
Appeals .•••..••••• lAC X 0 X X X 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC X 0 X X 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X 0 0 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Court of Appeals COLR X 0 X 0 0 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X X 

----
COLORADO: 

Supreme Court •••.•. COLR X 0 X X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X 

--- ----
CONNECTICUT: 

Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Appe 11 ate Court lAC X 0 X X X 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 0 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals ••• COLR X 0 X X 0 
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Table 10. Contents of opinion counts in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) • 

Number of opinions 
re~orted eguals: Contents of reported opinion count: 

Number 
of cases Number of Signed Per "Memordndum" 

State: resolved by written majority curiam or "final 
Court name Court ty~e o~inion documents opinion opinion order" 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court COLR N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
District Court of 
Appeals ........... lAC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 X X X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X 0 0 

HAWAII: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals .. ~ ..... '" .. lAC X 0 X X X 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 X X X X 
Court of Appeals lAC 0 X X X 0 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X 
Appe 11 ate Court lAC X X X X X 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X 0 0 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court COLR X X X X X 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 X* 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X 

MAINE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court •.••••••• COLR 0 X X 0 0 
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Table 10. Contents of opinion counts in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Number of opinions 
reeorted eguals: 

Number 
Contents of reeorted oeinion count: 

of cases Number of Signed Per "Memorandum" 
State: resolved by written majority curiam or "fina1 
Court name Court tyee oeinion documents oeinion oeinion order" 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COLR X 0 X X 
Court of Special 
Appeals •...••...•• lAC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court .•...•...•.•• COLR X X X 0 0 

Appeals Court lAC X X X 0 0 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X 0 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 X 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X X X 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 0 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court COLR X X X X 0 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court COLR X X X X X 

---
NEW JERSEY: 

Supreme Court COLR X X X X 0 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court • lAC X 0 X X X* 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 X 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC X 0 X 0 
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Table 10. Contents of opinion counts in state appellate courts. 1984. (continued) 

Number of opinions 
re~orted eguals: Contents of re~orted o~inion count: 

Number 
of cases Number of Signed Per "Memorandum" 

State: resolved by written majority curiam or ufinal 
Court name Court ty~e o~inion documents opinion o~inion order" 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR 0 X X 0 0 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court .• lAC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court lAC X 0 X 0 0 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COlP. X 0 X X X 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X 0 X 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X 0 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ••••••••.•• COLR X 0 X X 0 

Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court COlR N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC X X X 0 0 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court COLR N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Superior Court ••••• lAC X 0 X X X 
CommonWealth Court lAC 0 X X X X 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court COlR X 0 X 0 0 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court COLR X X X X X 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR X X X X C 
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Table 10. Contents of opinion counts in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Number of opinions 
reeorteo egua1s: ____ Contents of reeorted oeinion count: 

Number 
of cases Number of Signed Per 'IMemorandum" 

State: resolved by written majority curiam or "final 
Court name Court tyee oeinion documents oeinion oeinion order" 

TENNF,SSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC X 0 X X 0 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC X 0 X X 0 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court COLR 0 X X 0 a 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ••••••••••• COLR X 0 X 0 0 

Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X 0 0 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 0 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X 0 0 

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X 0 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X X X 

WEST VlRGrNIA: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X X 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR X 0 X X 0 
Court of Appeals lAC X 0 X 0 0 

WYOMrNG: 
Supreme Court COLR X X X X 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 
N/A = The data are unavailable. 

Footnotes: 

Louisiana--Supreme Court: There are only a few memos on appeals. 

New Jersey--Appellate Division of Superior Court: Data include "Rule Affirmances." 
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Table 11. Data availability on manner of disposition in state appellate 
courts, 1984. 

Table II answers two questions: "Which data are 
available regarding the various manners of disposition 
in state appellate courts; and in what form are these 
data presented?" A blank space indicates that no 
information \,',s available for that data element. All 
codes used in this Table are defined at the end of this 
Table. 

The responses to these questions mayor may not 
be affected by an appellate court having its basic 
caseload and or case processing information in a 
machine readable form (i.e., on a. computer). It might 
be interesting to know whether automated courts report 
more data than non-automated courts. The lack of any 
relationship, however, might be attributed to auto~ 
mated courts not collecting disposition Information, or 
collecting it and simply not reporting the data; or the 
fact that courts with small case loads might be able to 
easily record, compute and report such manner of 
disposition data. 

The second colUmn asks the question, "Are all 
opinions published?" The answer to this question will 

Are 
court 
case-
load 
data Are all 

State: Court auto- opinions 
Court name ~ mated? .E.!!!?lished 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR NO YES 
Court of Civil 

Appeal s •.••••••.•• lAC NO YES 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC NO NO 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO 
Court of ,~ppeal s lAC YES NO 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court .••••• COLR YES YES 
Court of Appeals lAC DIV.l YES 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court .••••• COLR NO NO 
Court of Appeals COLR No NO 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES 
Court of Appeals lAC SOME NO 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC NO NO 

have an impact on the case selection, analysis, and 
extent of generalizations that are possible for those 
researchers who do case work. Researchers who focus 
on the outcomes of decisions must know whether they 
are dealing with the entire universe of cases before 
generalizing about a court's behavior. 

Finally, the various manners of disposition are 
listed in Table II. An "I" indicates the data element is 
presented independently from the other elemenl~s. An 
"0" means that data are unavailable for thF.lt data 
element. The use of other abbreviations illustrates the 
extent to which the other data elements are reported 
under a single term. For example, a "MAJ" under the 
columns for majority opinion and memorandum 
indicates that all three types of opinion are included in 
the data reported for majority opinions (see the 
category codes below). Multiple codes in any column 
Indicate that the data for the element represented by 
that colUmn are dispersed among the various codes in 
the column. 

Which of the following data elements are reported 
independently from the other elements? 

Dissenting 
Per Hemor- or 

Majority curi am andum Tt'ans- concurring 
opinion opi ni on or order ferred opinion Other 

MAJ rMJ MAJ N/A Dl~S 

MAJ HAJ MAJ N/A DWS 

HAJ MAJ N/A N/A 

I I I N/A DWS 
I PC PC N/A DWS 

MAJ r~AJ I/DHS N/A DWS 
MAJ MAJ MAJ/OTH N/A OT~ 

----

MAJ MAJ MAJ Dl~S/OTH 
I 1 DWS 

MAJ MAJ MAJ/OTH N/A OTH 
MAJ MAJ MAJ/OTH N/A OTH 

MAJ MAJ OTH N/A OTH 
MAJ MAJ/OTH N/A OTH 
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Table 11: Data availability on manner of disposition in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Are Which of the following data elements are reported 
court independently from the other elements? 
case-
load Dissenting 
data Are all Per Memor- or 

state: Court auto- opinions Majority curi am andum Trans- concurring 
Court name ~ mated? pub 1 i shed opinion opinion or order ferred opinion Other 

CONNECT! CUT: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES f.lAJ MAJ MAJ/OTH N/A DWS/OTH 
Appellate Court lAC NO YES MAJ MAJ MAJ/OTH N/A DWS/OTH 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court ...•.• COLR IW YES N/A DWS 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals COLR YES YES* MAJ MAJ I/DWS N/A DWS 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR YES YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A. 
District Court of 
Appeals ........... lAC NO YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A IUA 

---
GEORGIA: 

Supreme Court •.•.•• COLR NO YES MAJ MAJ N/A Dl~S 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO MAJ N/A DWS 

HAWAII : 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ MAJ/OTH N/A DWS/OTH 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ........ lAC YES YES MAJ MAJ MAJ N/A DWS/OTH 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court ...••• COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ MAJ I N/A OTH 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO MAJ MAJ N/A N/A N/A N/A 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Appellate Court ••.. lAC YES YES MAJ MAJ MAJ I I DWS/OTH 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES MAJ MAJ I N/A I N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO MAJ MAJ MAJ/ORD I I N/A 

---
IOWA: 

Supreme Court •.•••. COLR NO ND I I DWS 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO I I DWS 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO NAJ MAJ r1AJ/OTH N/A OTH 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO MAJ MAJ MAJ/OTH N/A OTH 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court .•.••• COLR NO NO MAJ MAJ MAJ/ORD N/A ORD 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO MAJ MAJ/ORD N/A ORD 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC SOME MOST MAJ MAJ N/A DWS 
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Table 11: Data availability on manner of disposition in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Are Which of the following data elements are reported 
court independently from the other el ements? 
case-
load Dissenting 
data Are all Per ~lemor- or 

State: Court auto- opinions Majority curiam andum Trans- concurri ng 
Court name ~ mated? published opinion opinion or order ferred opinion Other 

MAINE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court .•.•.•.•• COLR NO YES ORD/OTH N/A OTH 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COLR NO YES N/A I I N/A 
Court of Special 
Appeals ••.•..•.••• lAC Sor~E NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court ..••••••••••• COLR NO YES PC PC 1 N/A DHS 

Appeals Court lAC NO YES I I I N/A DWS 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court •••.•• COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ I N/A DWS 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO MAJ MAJ HAJ/ORD ORD N/A DWS 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court ••••.. COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ N/A DWS 
Court of Appeals lAC YES YES I N/A DWS 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO NAJ MAJ 

---
MISSOURI: 

Supreme Court •••••. COLR NO YES MAJ IMJ MAJ/ORD I N/A DWS/OTH 
Court of Appeals lAC YES YES ~IAJ MAJ MAJ I N/A DWS/OTH 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES OTH OTH N/A OTH 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES MAJ MAJ MAJ N/A N/A 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court •••.•. CQLR NO YES MAJ MAJ DWS N/A DWS/OTH 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court .•.•.• COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ MAJ N/A DWS/OTH 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO MAJ MAJ N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court. lAC YES NO MAJ MAJ MAJ N/A DWS 
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Table 11: Data availability on manner of disposition in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Are Which of the following data elements are reported 
court independentlY from the other e1 ements? 
case-
load Dissenting 
data Are all Per Memor- or 

State: Court auto- opinions Majority curiam andum Trans- concurri ng 
Court name ~ mated? published opi ni on opinion or order ferred opi ni on Other 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO I ORD/DWS I N/A DWS 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR YES YES N/A 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court •. lAC NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court lAC YES NO PC PC/ORD Il/A DWS/OTH 

IIORTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court •••.•• COLR YES YES MAJ PC MAJ/PC N/A OI~S 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO MAJ MAJ N/A DWS 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR NO YES MAJ MAJ ORD N/A MAJ/ORD 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC NO NO MAJ PC/ORD MAJ/PC/ N/A N/A N/A 

ORD 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES NO MAJ MAJ N/A DISSENTS 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ••••••..••• COLR YES NO NAJ MAJ ORD ORD N/A ORD 

Court of Appeals lAC YES NO MAJ MAJ MAJ N/A N/A DWS 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC YES YES I I I DWS N/A DI~S 

---
PENNSYLVANIA: 

Supreme Court •••.•• COLR NO YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Superior Court .•.•• lAC YES NO MAJ MAJ MAJ N/A N/A N/A 
Commonwealth Court lAC NO 110 MAJ IV\J MAJ N/A N/A N/A 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court •.•••• COLR NO YES N/A DWS/OTH 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ MAJ/ORD N/A DWS 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO MAJ/ORD MAJ/ORD MAJ/ORD N/A OIlS 
Court of Appeals ••. lAC NO NO MAJ/ORD MAJ/ORD MAJ/ORD N/A N/A 
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Table 11: Data availability on manner of disposition in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Are Which of the following data elements are reported 
court indeeendentl~ from the other elements? 
case-
load Dissenting 
data Are all Per Memor- or 

State: Court auto- opinions Majority cur!am andum Trans- concurring 
Court name ill.L mated? published opi ni on opinion or order ferred opinion Othel'_ 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court •••.•• COLR NO YES MAJ MAJ N/A DWS/OTH 

----
TENNESSEE: 

Supreme Court COLR NO NO MAJ MAJ MAJ/ORD ORO N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC NO NO MAJ MAJ I I I DWS 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC NO NO MAJ MAJ DWS 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court COLR NO YES N/A 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •••.••..••• COLR S0I4E YES I I I N/A 

Court of Appeals ••• lAC MOST NO I I I I 
COURTS 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court COLR NO NO N/A DWS 

VERMONT: 
S~preme Court •••••• COLR NO NO N/A OWS 

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court ..•••• COLR HO NO HAJ t4AJ N/A N/A 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court ••••.. COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ MAJ N/A ows/om 
Court of Appeals lAC YES NO MAJ MAJ MAJ N/A DWS/OTH 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR YES YES MAJ MAJ MAJ/ORD N/A OWS 

--,-
WISCONSIN: 

Supreme Court COLR NO YES MAJ HAJ ORO ORO N/A ORD/DWS 
Court of Appeals lAC NO NO 1 I I N/A DWS 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR NO YES MAJ MAJ MAJ/OR'D DWS 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 
N/A = The data are unavailable. 
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Table 11: Data availability on manner of disposition in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

OTHER CODES USED IN TABLE 11: 

DWS = The data are reported under 
dismissed/withdrawn/settled 

I = The data are reported independently from 
the other elements. 

MAJ = The data are reported under majority 
opinions. 

ORO = The data are reported under 
memorandum/order. 

OTH = The data are reported under other 
dispositions. 

PC = The data are reported with per curiam 
opinions. 

Footnotes: 

District of Columbia--Al1 opinions are published, except for "memo opinions and judgments." 
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Table 12. Data availability on type of disposition in state appellate courts, 
1984. 

Researchers have begun to study the outcomes of 
appeals in state appellate courts. Table 12 illustrates 
the availability of the type of disposition data elements 
in state appellate courts, and the form in which these 
data are presented. A variety of disposition types Bre 
listed across the top of Table 12. 

An "0" indicates that data are unavailable. An "I" 
indicates that data for that element are reported 

independently from the other elements. Other codes 
indicate the extent to which data for different 
variables are reported under the same term. For 
example, an "R" under both reversed and 
reversed/remanded represents a situation where both 
reversed and reversed/remanded cases are included 
under the term "reversed." A blank space indicates 
that no information was available for that data 
element. All codes used in this Table are defined at the 
end of this Table. 

Are Which of the following data elements are reported in some form 
court inde~endent1~ from the other ele~ents? 
case- Affirm- Rever-
load Affi rm- ed in sed Review Relief 
data ed or part/re- and grant- grant-

State: Court auto- modi- versed Rever- re- Re- Dis- edt edl 
Court name ~mated? fied in part ~ manded manded mi ssed Vacated deni ed deni ed Other 

ALABAl4A: 
Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A G/D N/A N/A 
Court of Civil 
Appeals .•.••••..•• lAC NO R R R N/A N/A G/D N/A 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC NO N/A G/D N/A 

----- ----------- ------
ALASKA: 

Supreme Court COLR YES R R R 1 R D MIA I 
Court of Appeals lAC YES R R R I R N/A N/A 1 

----- ----------- --------
ARIZONA: 

Supreme Court COLR YES N/A N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC DIV.1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- ------------ ------
ARKANSAS: 

Supreme Court COLR MO I MIA MIA G/D 
Court of Appeals COLR NO I MIA D 

----- ----------- ------
CALIFORNIA: 

Supreme Court COLR NO I N/A GID N/A NIA 
Court of Appeals lAC SOME I IVA G/D N/A IVA 

---- ----------- ------
COLORADO: 

Supreme Court COLR MO tVA MIA NIA N/A II/A MIA MIA N/A MIA N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC NO MIA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

---- ----------- ------
CONNECTICUT: 

Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Appellate Court lAC NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

---- ----------- ------
DELAWARE: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR NO NIA I I I N/A 0 

----- ----------- ------
DISTRICT OF COLU~1BIA: 

Court of Appeals ••. COLR YES I I GID N/A N/A 
----- ----------- ---------
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Table 12: Data availability on type of disposition in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Are Which of the following data elements are reported in some form 
court independently from the other elements? 
case- Aff1rm- Rever-
load Affirm- ed in sed Review Relief 
data ed or part/re- and grant- grant-

State: Court auto- modi- versed Rever- re- Re- Ois- edl edl 
Court name ~ mated? fied in part ~ manded manded missed Vacated denied denied Other 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
District Court of 
Appeals .... " ....... lAC NO N/A N/A N/A N/A MIA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- ---------- ------
GEORGIA: 

Supreme Court COLR NO N/A GIO N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC NO I G/D G/D 

----.- -------- ------
HAWAII: 

Supreme Court COLR YES A A R R R N/A N/A N/A 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals .... "\ ....... lAC YES A A R R R N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
IDAHO: 

Supreme Court COLR YES MIA N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appea1s lAC YES N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
ILLINOIS: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR YES N/A N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A G N/A N/A 
Appellate Court lAC YES I I I I I I N/A N/A 0 N/A 

----- -------- ------
INDIANA: 

Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A N/A G/D N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
IOWA: 

Supreme Court COLR NO AIR R R AIR N/A G/D I 
Court of Appeals lAC NO AIR R R AIR N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
KANSAS: 

Supreme Court COLR NO G/D G/D 
Court of Appeals lAC NO 

----- -------- ------
KENTUCKY: 

Supreme Court COLR NO I I I I N/A I I GIO G/D N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
LOUISIANA: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A GIO N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC SOME N/A N/A NIA N/A NIA I N/A G/D GIO N/A 

----- -_._----- ------
MAINE: 

Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
law Court .......... COLR NO R R R R N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
MARYLAND: 

Court of Appeals COLR NO R R G/D N/A N/A 
Court of Special 
Appeals ••••••.••• , lAC HS R R N/A G/D 

----- -------- ------
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Tab1 e 12: Data availability on type of disposition in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Are Which of the following data elements are reported in some form 
court indeeendent1x from the other elements? 
case- Affirrn- Rever-
load Affirm- ed in sed Review Re1 ief 
data ed or part/re- and grant- grant-

state: Court auto- modi- versed Rever- re- Re- Dis- ed/ ed/ 
Court name ~ mated? fied in eart ~ manded manded missed Vacated denied denied Other 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 

N/A Court ....•••••••.• COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A G N/A 
Appeals Court lAC NO I R R R OTH N/A N/A N/A OTH 

----- -------- ------
MICHIGAN: 

Supreme Court COLR YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A G/D N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
MINNESOTA: 

Supreme Court COLR YES N/A N/A N/A N/A I G/D G/D N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- --------------- ------
MISSISSIPPI: 

Supreme Court COLR NO A R R R A N/A N/A 
----- -------- ------

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A G/D N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC YES I R R R R N/A D I 

----- -------- ------
MONTANA: 

Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A G N/A N/A 
---~- -------- ------

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- --------' --
NEVADA: 

Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A G/D 
----- -------- ------

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court COLR YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
NEW JERSEY: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR NO N/A G N/A N/A 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court lAC YES R R N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
NEW MEX1CO: 

Supreme Court COLR YES A/R R-A/R R-A/R I I N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals rAC NO A/R R-A/R R-A/R N/A N/A G/O 

----- -------- -----
NEW YORK: 

Court of Appeals COLR YES A R R A-R N/A G/D N/A 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court .• lAC NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court ..••• lAC YES A R R R A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
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Tab 1 e 12: Data availability on type of disposition in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Are Which of the following data elements are reported in some form 
court inde~endentl~ from the other elements? 
case- Affirm- Rever-
load Affirm- ed in sed Review Relief 
data ed or part/re- and grant- grant-

State: Court auto- modi- versed Rever- re- Re- Dis- ed/ ed/ 
Court name ~ mated? fied in part ~ manded manded missed Vacated denied denied Other 

NORTH CAROLI NA: 
Supreme Court COLR YES R R I I I N/A G/D G/D N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC NO I R R N/A N/A N/A G/D G/D I 

----- -------- ------
NORTH DAKOTA: 

Supreme Court COLR NO N/A G/D 
----- -------- ------

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
OKLAHOMA: 

Supreme Court COLR YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A G/D N/A N/A 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ••.•••••••• COLR YES I R R R I N/A G/D G/D I 

Court of Appeals lAC YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
----- -------- ------

OREGON: 
Supreme Court COLR YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
PENNSYLVANIA: 

Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A G N/A N/A 
Superior Court ••••• lAC YES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Commonwealth Court lAC NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- ---------- ------
PUERTO RICO: 

Supreme Court COLR NO R R R N/A N/A G/D G/D N/A 

----- -------- ------
RHODE ISLAND: 

Supreme Court COLR YES R R R R N/A G/D N/A 
----- -------- ------

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals lAC N0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

----- -------- ------
SOUTH DAKOTA: 

Supreme Court COLR NO R R N/A G/D G/D N/A 
----- -------- ------

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR NO N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Appeals ••. lAC NO I I I I I N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •.••••••••• lAC NO N/A N/A II/A 

----- -------- ------
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Table 12: Data availability on type of disposition in state appellate courts, 1984. (continued) 

Are Which of the following data elements are reported in some form 
court independentlY from the other elements? 
case- Affirm- Rever-
load Affirrn- ed in sed Review Relief 
data ed or part/re- and grant- grant-

State: Court auto- modi - versed Rever- re- Re- Oi s- ed/ ed/ 
Court name ~ mated? fied in part ~ manded manded missed Vacated denied denied ~ 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ••••..••••• 

Court of Appeals ••• 

COLR NO 

COLR SOME 
lAC MOST 

,COURTS 
--------

UTAH: 
Supreme Court COLR NO 

----
VERMONT: 

Supreme Court GOLR NO 

-----
VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court GOLR NO 

-----
WASHINGTON: 

Supreme Court COLR YES 
Court of Appeals lAC YES 

-----
WEST VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court COLR YES 

-----
WISCONSIN: 

Supreme Court COLR NO 
Court of Appeals lAC NO 

---"'--
WYOMING: 

Supreme Court GOLR NO 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 
N/A = The data are unavailable. 

OTHER CODES USED IN TABLE 12: 

N/A 

N/A 
N/A 

N/A 

N/A 
t 

A = The data are reported under affirmed. 

N/A 

I 
N/A 

----------
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

---------------

--------

R R R R 

--------

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

--------

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

--------
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

I I 

--------

AIR = The data are reported under affirmed in part/reversed in part. 
D = Data are reported for denied review or relief only. 
G = Data are reported for granted review or relief only. 

G/D = Data are reported for both denied and granted review or relief. 
I = Data are reported independently from other elements. 

OTH = Data are reported under other dispositions. 
R = The data are reported under reversed. 
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N/A G/D G/D N/A 

I G/D G/D 
N/A N/A 

------

N/A N/A N/A N/A 
------

N/A 

------
N/A G/D . 

-----'.---
N/A D N/A N/A 
N/A D N/A N/A 

------
N/A G/D G/D N/A 

------
N/A G/D N/A 
N/A G/D G/D ! 

------
G 
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Table. 13 Length of time, in .days, within which intent to appeal (e.g., 
notice of appeal) must be filed from trial court judgment, 
1984. 

Table 14. Length of time, in days, within which the trial court record 
must be certified to first lever appellate court. Frequency, 
grantor and length of. extensions, 1984. 

Table 15. Length of time, in days, within which the trial court record must 
be certified to the court of last resort, if the case comes from 
an intermediate appellate court, 1984. 

Table 16. Length of time, in days, within which legal briefs must be filed 
in state appellate courts. Frequency, grantor and length of 
extensions, 1984. 

Table 17. Time periods, in days, within which state appellate justices/ 
judges must write opinions, ~ 984. 

There is a growing belief among some members of 
the courts' community that time sttlndards play an 
important role in controlling delay in the courts. 
Tables 13 through 17 display some of the time standards 
that have already been developed in state appellate 
courts. These tables control for as many of the 
important caveats as possible; however, they do not 
purport to control for every exception to the 
standards. Although future efforts will order such 
exceptions in a systematic way:. these tables are the 
first attempt to provide an outline for such standards in 
state appellate courts. 

Some of the variables that are controlled for' in the 
tables are: the case type; the general starting point of 
any time standard (i.e., the point where the clock starts 
running); a crude measure of the frequency of 
extensions; the source or grantor of the extensions; the 
length of a single extension; and the types of penallies 
that might be available for failure to comply with the 
standards. 

Preceding page blank 79 

Time standards are a relatively new area of study, 
and a Variety of ambiguities need refinement in future 
editions of this volume. For example, the components 
of a trial coUrt record need to be identified more 
explicitly. Does the record include a full transcript, a 
partial transcript relevant to the appeal, or the briefs 
of all parties involved in the appeal? It might be worth 
an effort to specifically identify the grantor of the 
extensions--is it the trial court clerk, the appellate 
court sitting en banc, the appellate court clerk, or a 
single justicelJudge of the court? Some attempt shOUld 
be made to identify automatic extensions, the number 
of extensions possible per case, and a more precise 
measure describing the frequency of requests and 
requests that are granted. 

A blank space indicates that no information was 
available for that data element. AlI codes used in these 
tables are defined at the end of each table. 



Table 13. Length of time, in days, within which intent to appeal (e.g., 
notice of appeal) must be filed from trial court judgment, 1984. 

State: Court state: Court 
Court name ~ Civi 1 Criminal Juveni 1 e .£ourt name ~ Civil Criminal Juveni 1 e 

ALABAMA: IDAHO: 
Supreme Court COLR 42 Supreme Court COLR 42 42 42 
Court of Civil Court of Appeals lAC 
Appeals ..••••••••. lAC 42 14 

Court of Criminal ----
Appeals ........... lAC 42* 14 ILLINOIS: 

---- Supreme Court ••.••• COLR 30 30 30 
Appellate Court lAC 30 30 30 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR 30 ----
Court of Appeals lAC 30* 30* INDIANA: 

---- Supreme Court COLR 30 3D 30 
Court of Appeals lAC 30 30 30 

AR lZONA: 
Supreme Court COLR 30 20 ----
Court of Appeals lAC 30 20 15 IOHA: 

---- Supreme Court •.•.•• COLR 30 60 30 
Court of Appeals lAC 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR 30 30 -----
Court of Appeals COLR 30 30 30 KANSAS: 

---- Supreme Court COLR 30 130 10 
Court of Appeals lAC 30 130 10 

CALI FORN IA: 
Supreme Court COLR ----
Court of Appeals lAC 60 60 60 KENTUCKY: 

-------- Supreme Court ••..•• COLR 30 10 30 
Court of Appeals lAC 30 10 30 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court COLR 45 45 45 ----
Court of Appeals lAC 45 45 45 LOUISIANA: 

---- Supreme Court COLR 30 30 30 
Court of Appeals lAC 30 5 15 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court COLR 20 20 20 ----
Appellate Court ••••• lAC 20 20 20 MAINE: 

---- Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 

DELAWARE: Law Court .- ....... COLR 30 20 20 
Supreme Court COLR 30 30 -------- MARYLAND: 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: Court of Appeals COLR 30 30 30 
Court of Appeals COLR 30 30 30 Court of Special 

---- Appeals ••••••••.•• lAC 30 30 30 

FLORIDA: ----
Supreme Court COLR 30 30 30 MASSACHUSETTS: 
District Court of Supreme Judicial 
Appeals , .......... lAC 30 30 30 Court ••••••••••••• COLR 30 30 30 

---- Appeals Court •.•••• lAC 30 30 30 

GEORGIA: ----
Supreme Court COLR 30 30 30 MICHIGAN: 
Court of Appeals lAC 30 30 30 Supreme Court •••••• COLR 21 21 21 

---- Court of Appeals lAC 20 60 20 

HAWAI I: ----
Supreme Court COLR 30 30 30 MINNESOTA: 
Intermediate Court Supreme Court •••••• COLR 30* 90 
of Appeals ••••••.• lAC 30 30 30 Court of Appeals ••• lAC 90 90 90 

---- ----
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Table 13: Length of time, in days, within which intent to appeal (~., notice of appeal) must be filed from 
trial court judgment, 1984. (continued) 

State: Court State: Court 
Court name ~ Civil Criminal Juvenile Court name ~ Civil Criminal Juvenile 

MISSISSIPPI: OREGON: 
Supreme Court •••.•• COLR 30 10 10 Supreme Court COLR 30 30 30 

---- Court of Appeals lAC 30 30 30 

----MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court ••.••. COLR 10 10 10 PENtISYLVANIA: 
Court of Appeals lAC 10 10 10 Supreme Court .••.•. COLR 30 30 30 

---- Superior Court ••••• lAC 30 30 30 
Commonwealth Court. lAC 30 30 30 

MONTANA: 
SU pre me Cou rt COLR 40 40 40 ----

PUERTO RICO: ----- Supreme Court COLR 30 20 20 
NEBRASKA: 

Supreme Court ...•.• COLR 30 30 30 ----
RHODE ISLAND: ----- Supreme Court •••.•• COLR 20 20 20 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court ...•.• COLR 30 30 30 ----

SOUTH CAROLINA: ----- Supreme Court •••.•• COLR 10 10' 10 
NEW HAMPSHIRE: Court of Appeals lAC 

Supreme Court COLR 30 30 30 ----
----- SOUTH DAKOTA: 

NEW JERSEY: Supreme Court •••••• COLR 60* 30 60* 
Supreme Court COLR DP=45 
Appellate Division ----
of Superior Court lAC 45 45 45 TENNESSEE: 

----- Supreme Court ., •..• COLR 30 30 30 
Court of Appeals ..• lAC 30 30 

NEW MEXICO: 1=10 Court of Criminal 
Supreme Court COLR 30 10 Appeals ........... lAC 30 30 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC 1=10 

30 10 10 ----
TEXAS: ----- supreme Court COLR 30 

NEW YORK: Court of Criminal 
Court of Appeals COLR 60 60 60 Appeal s ........... COLR 15* 
Appellate Division Court of Appeals lAC 30 15* 30 
of Supreme Court .• lAC 30 30 30 

Appellate Term of ----
Supreme Court lAC 30 30 30 UTAH; 

--------- Supreme Court •••••• COLR 30 30 30 

NORTH CAROLINA: ----
Supreme Court •••.•• COLR 10 10 10 VERt40NT: 
Court of Appeals lAC 10 10 10 Supreme Court ••••.. COLR 30 30 30 

----- ----
NORTH DAKOTA: VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court ..•••• COLR 60 10 60 Supreme Court .•••.. COLR 30 30 30 
----- ----

OHIO: WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court •••... COLR 30 30 30 Supreme Court .••••• COLR 30 30 SO 
Court of Appeals lAC 30 30 30 Court of Appeals lAC 30 30 30 

---- ----
OKLAHOMA: WEST VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court •.•.•• COLR NOT REQUIRED Supreme Court .••••• COLR 240 240 240 
Court of Criminal 
Appeal s ........... COLR 10 10 ----

Court of Appeals •.• lAC 

---- ---
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Table 13: Length of time. in days. within which intent to appeal (~ .• notice of appeal) must be filed from 
trial court judgment. 1984. (continued) 

State: Court State: Court 
Court name ~ Civil Criminal Juvenile Court name ~ Ci vi 1 Crimi na 1 Juveni 1 e 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC 45 20 45 

----------
DP = Death penalty 
1 = Interlocutory appeals 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

Footnotes: 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court •..••• COLR 15 

A1abama-~Inter'locutories in the Court of Criminal Appeals must be filed within seven days. 

15 

A1aska--Court of Appeals: Intent to appeal in misdemeanors must be filed within 15 days. 

Minnesota--Supreme Court: The civil time standard is for Worker's Compensation and Tax Court cases only. 

South Dakota--The number of days are from the entry of judgment. 

Texas--Crimina1 time standards start from date of sentencing. 
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Table 14. Length of time, in days, within which the trial court record must 
be certified to first level appellate court. Frequency, grantor 
and length of extensions, 1984. 

Start- Frequency Grantor Length 
State: Court ing Crim- Juv- of exten- of exten- of exten-
Court name ~ ~ Civil .1.!l!L enile sions: sions: sions: Comments: 

ALABAr1A: 
Supreme Court ••••.. COLR A 63* DEPENDS* TL/APP 
Court of Civil 
Appeal s •••••.••.•• lAC A 63* 63* RARE TL/APP 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC D 56 56 FREQ. APP VARIES 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court •.•••• COLR A 40 INFREQ. APP 30 
Court of Appeals lAC A 40 40 INFREQ. APP 30 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court •.•••• COLR A 40 45 FREQ. TL/APP 30 
Court of Appeals , .. lAC A 40 45 25 FREQ. TL/APP 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court •••••. COLR E 210 210 FREQ. TL/APP "90 FR0I4 NOTICE 
Court of Appeals COLR E 210 210 210 FREQ. TL/APP OF APPEAL" 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR E 20 FREQ. APP 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC G 40 30 FREQ. TL/APP 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR A 90 90* 90 FREQ. APP 
Court of Appeals lAC A 90 90 90 FREQ. APP 

---
CONNECTICUT: 

Supreme Court •.•••• COLR F 10 10 10 rWNE 
Appellate Court ••••• lAC F 10 10 10 NONE 

DELAWARE; 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR A 50* 50* FREQ. APP 

DISTRICT OF COLUl4BIA: 
Court of Appeals .•• COLR A 60 60 60 FREQ. APP 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR A 110 50 FREQ. TL/APP VARIES 
Dlstrict Court of 60 IN WORKERS' 
Appeals ••••.•••••. lAC A 110 50 110 FREQ. APP VARIES CONPENSA. CASES 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR A 35* 35* 35* INFREQ. APP 
Court of Appeals lAC A 35* 35* 35* INFREQ. TL 

HAWAII : 
Supreme Court •••••• COLl~ A 40 40 40 FREQ. APP 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals •••••••• lAC A 40 40 40 FREQ. APP 
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Table 14: Length of time, in days, within which the trial court record must be certified to first level 
appellate court. Frequency, grantor and length of extensions, 1984. (continued) 

Start- Frequency Grantor Length 
State: Court ing Crim- Juv- of exten- of exten- of exten-
Court name ~ point Civil inal enile sions: sions: sions: Comments: 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court •••••. COLR A 42 42 42 FREQ. APP VARIES 70 DAYS IF RE-

PORTER'S TRANS-
CRIPT IS 
REQUESTED. 

Court of Appeals lAC 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court COLR A 63 63 63 FREQ. APP VARIES 
Appellate Court •.•. lAC A 63 63 63 FREQ. APP VARIES 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR A 120 120 120 FREQ. 
Court of Appeals lAC C 120 120 120 FREQ. 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court COLR J 7 7 7 FREQ. APP 
Court of Appeals lAC 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court .•.... COLR L 10 10 10 INFREQ. APP VARIES PREPARED WITHIN 
Court of Appeals •. , lAC L 10 10 10 INFREQ. APP VARIES 10 DAYS OF NOTICE 

CASE HAS BEEN 
DOCKETED, AND 

CALLED FOR WHEI~ 
CASE IS SET FOR 

HEARING. 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court •••.•. COLR A 60 60 60 FREQ. APP 60 
Court of Appeals lAC A 60 60 60 FREQ. APP 60 

---
LOUISIANA: 

Supreme Court COLR TIME LIMITS SET INDIVIDUALLY BY TRIAL COURT. 
Court of Appeals ..• lAC H 30/45 60 30/45 FREQ. TL/APP 30 DEPENDS ON 

TRANSCRIPT 
AVAILABILITY • 

-- --- --- --- ---
MA1NE: 

Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court ......... COLR A 21 21 21 INFREQ. APP 

----
MARYLAND: 

Court of Appeals COLR M 60 60 60 INFREQ. APP 60 
Court of Special 
Appeals •....•••••• lAC A 60 60 60 FREQ. APP VARIES 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court •••.••••••••. COLR A 40 40 40 FREQ. APP 14/30 

Appeals Court •..••• lAC A 50 50 50 FREQ. TL/APP VARIES 
---
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Table 14: Length of time, in days, within which the trial court record must be certified to first level 
appell ate court. Frequency, grantor and 1 ength of extensi ons, 1984. (conti nued) 

Start- Frequency Grantor Length 
State: Court ing Crim- Juv- of exten- of exten- of exten-
Court name ~ ~ Ci vil i na1 enile sions: sions: sions: Comments: 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court COLR RECORD AUTOMATICALLY SENT FROM COURT OF APPEALS 
Court of Appeals lAC A 90 90 90 FREQ. APP VARIES TRANSCRIPT FILED 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR J 10* 10* 10* APP 10 
Court of Appeals lAC J 10 10 10 INFREQ. APP 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court COLR A 60 60 60 FREQ. TL 30 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR A 90 90 90 FREQ. APP VARIES 
Court of Appeals lAC A 90 90 90 FREQ. APP 1-90 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court COLR A 40 60 40 FREQ. APP VARIES 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court COLR A 3 to 6 weeks WFREQ. APP 30 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court COLR A 40 40 40 FREQ. TL/APP TL=90 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court COLR N 60 60 60 FREQ. APP 1-15 

---
NEW JERSEY: 

Supreme Court COLR TRIAL COURT RECORD NOT CERTIFIED TO APPELLATE COURTS 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court lAC A 30 30 30 FREQ. APP 30 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court ••...• COLR E 90 90 90 INFREQ. TL/APP VARIES 
Court of Appeals lAC MIXED A-90 L-l0 A-90 INFREQ. TL/APP 30 

---
NEW YORK: 

Court of Appeals COLR M 60 60 60 INFREQ. APP VARIES 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court ., lAC A 30 30 30 FREQ. APP 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court lAC A 30 30 30 FREQ. APP 30 

NORTH C,\ROLINA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR A 150 150 150 FREQ. TL/APP VARIES 
Court of Appeals lAC A 150 150 150 FREQ. TL/APP VARIES 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR A 50 50 50 FREQ. TL 30 
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Table 14: Length of time. in days. withi n whi ch the tri al court record must be certifi ed to fi rst 1 evel 
appellate court. Frequency, grantor and length of extensions, 1984. ( conti nued) 

Start- Frequency Grantor "Length 
State: Court i ng Crim- Juv- of exten- of exten- of exten-
Court name ~ point Civil inal enile sions: sions: sions: Comments: 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC A 40 40 40 FREQ. TL/APP VARIES 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR D 180 180 FREQ. APP 
Court of Criminal 
Appeal s ........... COLR E 180-FEL 180-FEL INFREQ. APP 

120-MD 120-MD 
Court of Appeals lAC 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR A 30 30 30 NONE 
Court of Appeals lAC A 30 30 30 NONE 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court COLR A 40 40 40 INFREQ. 
Superior Court •••.• lAC A 40 40 40 NONE 
Commonwealth Court. lAC A 40 40 40 lNFREQ. 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court ••••.. COLR A 30 30 30 INFREQ. 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR A 30 30 30 FREQ. TL 60 LIMIT OF ONE 

EXTENSION 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court .••••• COLR A 188 188 188 FREQ. APP 30 
Court of Appeals lAC 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR A 105* 105* 105* FREQ. S 15 FOR BRIEFS 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR A 45 45 45 FREQ. APP 60 
Court of Appeals ••• lAC A 45 45 45 FREQ. APP 60 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals ........... lAC A 45 45 45 FREQ. APP 60 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR 
Court of Criminal 
Appeal s ••••••••••• COLR UPON APPROVAL OF TRIAL COURT 

Court of Appeals ••• lAC E 60 60 FREQ. APP VARIES UPON APPROVAL 
D 15 15 FREQ. APP VARIES BY TRIAL COURT 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR A 30 30 30 FREQ. TL 60 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court COLR A 40 40 40 INFREQ. APP 30 
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Table 14: Length of time, in days, within which the trial court record must be certified to first level 
appellate court. Frequency, grantor and length of extensions, 1984. (continued) 

Start-
State: Court ing 
Court name ~ .E£!.!!L 

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR E 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court COLR A 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC A 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR E 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC A 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court COLR A 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

STARTING POINT: 

A = Notice of appeal. 
S = Completion of appellee's (j .. !~ .• , 

respondent's) brief. 

Ci vi 1 

90 

90 
90 

240 

90 

40 

C = Filing/completion of court reporter's 
transcript/record. 

D = Denial of motion for a new trial/or 
sentencing. 

E = Date of judgment. 
G = Payment of reporter's fees. 
H = Payment of all fees. 
J = Filing of respondent's brief. 

Crim-
i nal 

90 

90 
90 

240 

40 

40 

K = Decision of the intennediate appellate court. 
L = Docketing of the case. 
M = Granting of discretionary review. 
N = Scheduling order. 

GRANTOR: 

APP = Appellate Court personnel. 
S = Stipulation of parties. 

TL = Trial Court personnel. 

Footnotes: 

Frequency Grantor Length 
Juv- of exten- of exten- of exten-
enile sions: sions: sions: Comments: 

90 FREQ.-CR TL 30 

---
ADDITIONAL FOR 

90 FREQ. APP 30 GOOD CAUSE ADDIT. 
90 FREQ. APP lST=30 FOR EXTRAOR. 

2ND-15 CIRCUMST. 

----

240 FREQ. TL/APP 120 

90 INFREQ. APP 30 

40 INFREQ. APP VARIES 

A1abama--The Supreme Court and Court of Civil Appeals have a deferred filing system for the record. The 
clerk has 28 days from the notice of appeal, the reporter has 56 days from notice of appeal, then the 
clerk has seven days to bind the portions together and certify completion of record. The record is then 
sent 14 days after appellee's brief is filed. 
Numerous extensions are granted to reporters. Rarely are other extensions requested. 

Delaware--The reporter has 40 days to complete the transcript, and the transcript must be certified to the 
Supreme Court withi n 10 days after the transcri pt is compl eted. The record must be certified to the 
Supreme Court within 20 days from the notice of appeal for cases without transcripts. 
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Table 14: Length of time, in days, within which the trial court record must be certified to first level 
appellate court. Frequency, grar'tor and length of extensions, 1984. (continued) 

Colorado--Supreme Court: Criminal interlocutory appeals are due ten days after the notice of appeal is filed. 

Georgia--Supreme Court: Thirty-five days is for situations where a transcript is required. If a transcript 
is not requi red, the record must be certifi ed wi thi n twenty days from the fi 1 i ng of the noti ce of appeal. 

Minnesota--Supreme Court: These figures are for mandatory jurisdiction cases only. For other cases the 
record is automatically sent from the Court of Appeals. 

South Dakota--The time frame is 150 days if transcript is required. 
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Table 15. Length of Hme, in days; within which the trial court record must 
be certified to the court of last resort, if the case comes from 
an intermediate appellate court, 1984. 

State: Court Starti n9 
Court name ~ point Civil Criminal Juvenile Comments: 

ALABAMA: 
Supreme Court .•••.. COLR C 0 0 0 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COlR B 40 15 15 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court •••... COlR C FORTHWITH 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court ..••.• COlR A 17 17 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court •.••.• COlR A 40 40 40 FORTHWITH 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR B 30 30 30 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court ...••• COLR A 10 10 10 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court ...•.• COLR C 60 60 60 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court ..•.•• COLR B 20* 20* 20* 

HAWAII : 
Supreme Court •••. ,. COLR 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court ...••• COLR 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court ..•••• COLR A or B 35 35 35 STARTING POINT MAY VARY 

DEPENDING ON WHETHER PETITION 
FOR REHEARING IS FILED 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court •.•••• COLR B 30 30 30 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR DEPENDS ON TRANSFER 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court ..•••• CQlR C 20 20 20 NECESSARY TO PERFECT APPEAL 
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Table 15: Length of time, in days, within which the trial court record must be certified to the court of 
last resort, if the case comes from an intermediate appellate court, 1984. (continued) 

State: Court Starting 
Court name ~ point Civil Criminal Juvenil e Comments: 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court COLR C 14 14 14 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals COLR A 15 15 15 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court •••..•••••••• COLR A 20 20 20 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court COLR A 21 21 21 

MINNESOTA: RECORD IS ALREADY CERTIFIED 
Supreme Court COLR C 30 30 30 FROM TRIAL COURT TO IAC--NO 

NEED FOR VERIFICATION. 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR B 15 15 15 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court COLR 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court COLR A 20 20 20 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR C 60 60 60 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR A 15 15 15 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR 30 30 30 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR B 20 20 20 THESE TIMES REFER TO TIME FO~ 
Court of Criminal FILING FOR REVIEW IN COLR. 
Appeals ........... COLR 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court COLR A 35 35 35 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court COLR B 30 30 30 

SOUTH CAROL I N./\: 
Supreme Court COLR B 10 10 10 
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Table 15: Length of time, in days, within which the trial court record must be certified to the court of 
last resort, if the case comes from an intermediate appellate court, 1984. 

State: Court Starti ng 
Court name ~ poi nt 

TENNESSEE: 
Supreme Court COLR A 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court COLR B 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •••.••••••• COLR A 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court COLR B 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR C 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

STARTING POINT: 

A = Delivery of the intermediate appellate 
court opinion/decision. 

B = Denial of reconsideration at the 
intermediate appellate court. 

C = Granting of discretionary review. 

Footnotes: 

Civil Criminal Juvenile 

30 30 30 

30 30 30 

15 

30 30 30 

0 0 0 

(continued) 

Comments: 

Georgia--Notice of appeal is a prereqUisite, and must be filed in the Court of Appeals within ten days of 
the denial of rehearing, with petition for review filed in the Supreme Court within twenty days of the 
denial of a rehearing. 
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Table 16. Length of. time, in days, within which legal briefs must be 
filed in state appellate courts. Frequency, grantor and 
length of extensions, 1984. 

Appel- Appel- Fre- Grant- Length Avail-
Begin- 1 ant's Respon- lant's quency or of of able 

State: Court Case ning opening dent's reply of ex- exten- exten- penal-
Court name ~ ~ event to brief to bri ef to brief tensions sions sions ~ 

ALABAMA: DS/ 
Supreme Court ..•..• COLR ALL C 28 21 14 FREQ. APP 7+ OR/BF 
Court of Ci vi 1 
Appeals ••••.•....• lAC ALL C 28 21 14 FREQ. APP 7 OS 

Court of Criminal 
Appeal s ........... lAC ALL C 28 21 FREQ. APP VARIES OR 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court ...... COLR ALL C 30 30 20 FREQ. APP 30 
Court of Appeals ... lAC MD C 20 20 10 FREQ. APP 30 DS/FN/ 

SR C 15 15 FREQ. APP BF/RD 
FL C 30 30 20 FREQ. APP 

ARIZONA: CV C 30 30 15 RARE APP 30 BF/DS/FN/ 
OR/RD 

Supreme Court .....• COLR CR C 25 20 10 FREQ. APP 30 BF/DS/FN/ 
OR/RD 

Court of Appeals ..• lAC CV C 30 30 15 FREQ. APP BF/DS/FN/ 
OR/RD 

CR C 25 20 10 FREQ. APP BF/DS/FN/ 
OR/RD 

JV A 0 0 0 APP BF/DS/FN/ 
OR/RD 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR CR/CV C 40 30 15 FREQ. APP VARIES DS/BF 
Court of ~ppeals COLR CV/CR C 40 30 15 FREQ. APP VARIES DS/BF 

CALIFORNIA: NEW BRIEFS IN DEATH CASES, 
Supreme Court ....•. COLR ALL C 30 30 30 OTHERWISE SAME BRIEFS AS IN lAC. 
Court of Appeals ... lAC ALL C 30 30 20 FREQ. S CV=60 

APP NO LIMIT DS/BF 

COLORADO: I C 10 10 5 
Supreme Court ....•• COLR ELSE C 40 30 14 lNFREQ. APP DS/OR 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL C 40 30 14 FREQ. APP 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court •...•. COLR ALL A 45 30 20 FREQ. APP NO LIMIT FN 
Appellate Court .•.•• lAC ALL A 45 30 20 FREQ. APP IW LIMIT FN 

------
DELAWARE: 

Supreme Court .••••• COLR ALL C 30* 30* 15* FREQ. APP NO LIMIT FN 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals •.• COLR ALL C 40 30 14 FREQ. APP 30 DS/RD 

---
FLORIDA: DP C 60 45 30 FREQ. APP VARIES 

Supreme Court .•.•.• COLR ELSE A 70 20 20 FREQ. APP VARIES RD 
District Court of 
Appeal s ..•...•••.• lAC CR A 80 20 20 FREQ. APP FN/DS!RD 

ELSE A 70 20 20 FREQ. APP 

--- ----
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Tabl e 16: Length of time, in days, within which legal briefs must be filed in state appellate courts. 
Frequency, grantor and length of extensions, 1984. (continued) 

Appel- Appel- Fre- Grant- length Ava; 1-
Begin- 1 ant's Respon- 1 ant's quency or of of able 

State: Court Case ning opening dent's reply of ex- exten- exten- penal-
Court name ~ ~ event to brief to bri ef to brief- tensions sions sions ~ 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court COlR ALL L 20 20 INFREQ. APP VARIES DS/RD 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL l 20 20 FREQ. APP OS 

HAWAII: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL L 40 40 10 APP OS/BF/FN 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ........ lAC ALL L 40 40 10 APP OS/BF/FN 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 35 28 21 FREQ. APP VARIES OS/OR 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL C 35 28 21 INFREQ. APP VARIES DS/OR 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court COLR JILL C 35 35 14 FREQ. APP VARIES BF/DS 
Appellate Court ..•. lAC JILL C 35 35 14 FREQ. APP VARIES BF/DS 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court •.•..• COLR JILL A 30 30 15 FREQ. APP VARIES OS/OR 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC I C 10 10 5 FREQ. APP VARIES 

ELSE C 30 30 15 FREQ. APP VARIES OS 

IOWA: PR.IORITY L 25 is 7 FREQ. APP 
Supreme Court ...•.. COLR ELSE L 50 30 14 FREQ. APP 
Court of Appeals lAC 

~--

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL A 40 30 20 INFREQ. APP 3D/PER OS 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL A 40 30 20 FREQ. S/APP 3D/PER OS 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court •....• COUI ALL C 30 30 15 FREQ. APP 60~90 FN 
Court of Appeals .. , lAC ALL C 30 30 15 FREQ. APP 30 FN 

UP TO 
LOUISIANA: ORAL 

Supreme Court COLR ALL C 30 60 ARG. INFREQ. APP VARIES OR/RO 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL C 25 45 10 FREQ. APP OS/OR 

MAINE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as CV C 40 30 14 
Law Court .••••...• COLR CR C 30 30 14 FREQ. APP OS/OR 

BF 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeil1 s COLR ALL C 40 30 20 FREQ. S/APP VARIES OS/OR 
Court of Spec'ial 
Appeals •••...••.•• lAC ALL C 40 30 20 FREQ. S/APP VARIES OS/OR 
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Table 16: Length of time, in days, within which legal briefs must be filed in state appellate courts. 
Frequency, grantor and length of extensions, 1984. (conti nued) 

Appel- Appel- Fre- Grant- Length Avail-
Begin- lant's Respon- 1 ant's quency or of of able 

State: Court Case ning openi ng dent's reply of ex- exten- exten- penal-
Court name ~ ~ event to bri ef to brief to bri ef tensions sions sions ties 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 

COLR Court •.•...•..••.. ALL L 40 30 14 FREQ. StAPP 14/30 
Appeals Court ..•••. lAC ALL L 40 30 14 FREQ. APP VARIES OS. 

MICHIGAN: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL M 91 56 NONE INFREQ. APP VARIES OR 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL C 60 45 NONE FREQ. APP VARIES OR/FN 

MHlNESOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL A 30 30 10 INFREQ. APP 10-15 BF /DS/OR 
Court of Appeals •.• lAC CV C 30 30 10 INFREQ. APP DS/BF/ 

FN/OR 
CR C 60 45 15 INFREQ. APP 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court ....•. COLR ALL C 40 20 10 FREQ. APP 15 DS/RV 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 60 30 15 FREQ. APP VARIES OS 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL C 60 30 15 FREQ. APP 1-60 DS/FB 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 30 30 15 FREQ. APP VARIES OR 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court .•...• COLR ALL A 60 30 14 FREQ. APP 60 NONE 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court •.•••. COLR ALL C 40 30 30 FREQ. S 30 DS 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court ••••.• COLR ALL N 30 30 3* FREQ. APP 10 NONE 

NEW JERSEY: MAND C 45 30 10 
Supreme Court .•.•.• COLR CERT C 10 15 10 FREQ. S 30 DS/FN 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court. lAC ALL C 45 30 10 FREQ. stAPP 30 DS/FN 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 30 30 10 INFREQ. APP 7-28 
Court of Appeals •.. lAC CV C 30 30 10 FREQ. 

CR C 20 20 7 FREQ. APP VARIES DS/ 
FN/RD 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR ALL A 60 45 10 FREQ. APP 20 DS/OR 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court .. lAC ALL A 20 30 7 FREQ. APP NONE 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court ..••• lAC ALL 25* 14* 7* FREQ. APP 30 
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Table 16: Length of time, in days, within which legal briefs must be filed in state appellate courts. 
Frequency, grantor and length of extensions, 1984. (continued) 

Appe1- Appel- Fre- Grant- Length Avail-
B~gin- lant's Respon- lant's quency or of of able 

State: Court Case OJ ng opening dent's reply of ex- exten- exten- penal-
Spurt name ~ type event to brief to brief to brief tensions sions sions ties 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 20 20 NONE INFREQ. 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL C 20 20 NONE FREQ. APP 20 OS 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 40 30 14 FREQ. APP 

----
OHIO: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR ALL C 20 20 10 VARIES 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL A 20 20 10 VARIES 

OKLAHOMA: I B 20 10 5 
Supreme Court COLR ELSE B 60 40 20 FREQ. APP 20 OS/OR 
Court of Criminal CR B 60 60 NONE 
Appeals ........... COLR JV B 60 30 NONE FREQ. APP 10 OR 

Court of Appeals •.. lAC I B 20 10 5 
ELSE B 60 40 20 INFREQ. APP 20 

OREGON: 
Supreme Court •••••. COLR ALL C 49 49 21 FREQ. APP 28 OSIOR 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL C 49 49 21 FREQ. APP 28 OS/OR 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 40 30 14 FREQ. OS/OR 
Superior Court •.••• lAC ALL C 40 30 14 FREQ. APP 30 OS/OR 
Commonwealth Court. lAC ALL C 40 30 14 FREQ. APP 30 OS/RO 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 30 30 NOl4E FREQ. APP 20 OS 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court .••••. COLR ALL L 40 20 5 FREQ. APP OS/OR 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court •.•••• COlR ALL C 30 30 10 FREQ. TL 30 
Court of Appeals lAC 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR ALL A/C 45 45 15 FREQ. S/APP VARIES OS/BA 

TENNESSEE: BF/OS/ 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR ALL C 30 30 14 FREQ. APP OR/RO 
Court of Appeals .•• lAC ALL C 30 30 14 FREQ. APP BF/OS/ 

OR/RO 
Court of Criminal BF/OS/ 
Appeal s ••••••..•.. lAC ALL C 30 30 14 FREQ. APP OR/RO 
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Table 16: Length of time, in days, within which legal briefs must be filed in state appellate courts. 
Frequency, grantor and length of extensions, 1984. (conti nued I 

Appel- Appel- Fre- Grant- Length Avail-
Begin- lant's Respon- lant's quency or of of able 

State: Court Case ning opening dent's reply of ex- exten- exten- penal-
Court name ~ ~ event to bri ef to brief to brief tensions sions ~ ties 

TEXAS: CV- BF/ 
Supreme Court ••.... COLR CERT 0 30 15 NONE INFREQ. APP VARIES OR/OS 
Court of Criminal CR-
Appeals •...••..•.. COLR CERT M 30 30 NONE INFREQ. APP VARIES BF/OR 

BF/OR/ 
Court of Appeals ..• lAC CV C 30 25 NONE FREQ. APP VARIES OS 

CR C 30 30 NONE FREQ. APP VARIES BF/OR 

UTAH: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 30 30 30 FREQ. S 30 OS/OR 

VERMONT: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 30 21 10 FREQ. S/APP 30 OS/OR 

VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL M 40 25 14 FREQ. TL VARIES DS/OR 

WASHINGTON: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 45 30 30* FREQ. APP 30 DS/FN 
Court of Appeals .•. lAC ALL C 45 30 30* FREQ. APP lST=30 DS 

2ND=15 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court ...•.. COLR ALL C 30 30 15 FREQ. APP OR 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR ALL C 30 20 10 HIFREQ. APP 10 
Court of Appeals lAC ALL C 40 30 15 INFREQ. APP 15 DS/BF 

Wyor~ING: 
Supreme Court ••.••• COLR ALL L 30 30 10 FREQ. APP 30 OS 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

CASE TYPE CODES: 

BD = Bond validation 
CERT = Discretionary case 

CM = Commitment 
CR = Criminal 

CUST = Child custody 
CV = Ci vil 
DC = Disciplinary 
DJ = Double jeopardy 
DP = Death penalty 
DR = Domestic relations 
ED = Eminent domain 
EL = Elections 
EM = Emergency 
FD = Federal court asking for certified state 

question 
FL = Felony 
HC = Extraordinary writs 
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Table 16: Length of time, in days, within which legal briefs must be filed in state appellate courts. 
Frequency, grantor and length of extensions, 1984. (continued) 

IJ = Injunctions 
I = Interlocutory appeals 

JV = Juvenil e 
MAND = Appeals as of right 

MD = Misdemeanor 
PUC = Public Utility Commission 

SA = State appeals 
SR = Sentence review 
UN = Unemployment 
WC = Workers' compensation 

STARTING POINT: 

A = Notice of appeal. 
B ,. Completion of appellee's (g., 

respondent's) brief. 
C = Filing/completion of court reporter's 

transcri pt/record. 
D = Denial of motion for a new trial/or 

sentencing. 
E = Date of'judgment. 
G = Payment of reporter's fees. 
H = Payment of all fees. 
J = Filing of respondent's brief. 
K = Decision of the intermediate appellate court. 
L ~ Docketing of the case. 
M = Granting of discretionary review. 
N = Scheduling order. 
o ,. Overruling of motion for rehearing in lAC. 

GRANTOR: 

APP ,. Appellate Court personnel. 
S = Stipulation of pal"ties. 

TL = Trial Court personnel. 

AVAILABLE PENALTIES: 

SA = Brief of appellant only. 
BF = Decision without briefs. 
OS = Dismissal of appellant's case. 
FN = Fine 
OR = Decision based without oral argument. 
RD = Reprimand/discipline. 
RV = Reversal on appellant's prima facie case. 

Footnotes: 

Delaware--These time limits are for cases with transcripts only. 

New York--Appellate Terms of the Supreme Court: There is no starting point, but briefs nlust be filed by the 
specified number of days before the first day of the tenn. 
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Table 17. Time periods, in days, within which state appellate 
justices/judges must write opinions, 1984. 

Established by 
state: Court rule, standard Beginning Number Type of penalty available 
Court name 1l:EL or statute event of days for failure to comply 

ALABAMA: TWICE A YEAR JUDGES MUST REPORT ALL 
Supreme Court ...••. COLR CASES UNDER SUBMISSION FOR SIX MONTHS. 
Court of Ci vi 1 
Appeals .•••.•..••• lAC 

Court of Criminal 
Appeal s ........... lAC 

---
ALASKA: 

Supreme Court •••••• COLR STATUTE DRAFT CIRCULATED 6 
MONTHS AFTER ASSIGNED. PAY WITHHELD 

Court of Appeals .•. lAC STATUTE DRAFT CIRCULATED 6 
MONTHS AFTER ASSIGNED. PAY WITHHELD 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court .....• COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court ••..•• COLR 
Court of Appeals COLR 

CALIFORNIA: CONSTITUTION 
Supreme Court .••.•• COLR AND STATUTE SUBM 90 PAY WITHHELD 

CONSTI TUTI ON 
Court of Appeals lAC AND STATUTE SUBf~ 90 PAY WITHHELD 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court ...•.. COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court ...••• COLR 
Appellate Court •.••. lAC 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR 

DISTRICT OF COLUI4BIA: 
Court of Appeals COLR 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court •••••• 
District Court of 

COLR 

Appeal s ................. lAC 

GEORGIA: DISPOSITION MUST OCCUR BY THE END OF 
Supreme Court .••.•• COLR CONSTITUTION D SECOND TERM FROM DDCKETING, 
Court of Appeals lAC CONSTITUTION 0 NO LATER THAN TERM FOLLOWING ORAL ARGUMENT. 

HAWAII : 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR RULE 0 365 NONE 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ••.••••• lAC RULE 0 365 NONE 
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Table 17: Time periods, 
(continued) 

in days. within which state appellate jUstices/judges must write opinions, 1984. 

Established by 
Sta'.;e: Court rule, standard Beginning Number Type of penalty available 
Court name ~ or statute event of days for fai1ure to comply 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court COLR 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court COLR RULE DECISION 120 NONE 

---
NEBRASKA: 

Supreme Court COLR 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court COLR STANDARD SUBM 90 NONE 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
Supreme Court COLR 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court lAC 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC STANDARD SUBM 30 NONE 

NEW YORK: 
Court of Appeals COLR 
Appellate Division 

of Supreme Court •• lAC 
Appellate Term of 

Sup reme Court lAC 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC STANDARD 0 90 NONE 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court COLR 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals •.••••••••• COLR 

Court of Appeals ••• lAC 
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Table 17: Time periods, in days, within which state appellate justices/judges must write opinions, 1984. 
(continued) 

State: Court 
Court name ~ 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court •••••• COLR 

Established by 
rule, standard 

or statute 

-- = Data element is inapplicable. 
COLR = Court of last resort. 

lAC = Intermediate appellate court. 

BEGINNING EVENT: 

D = Docketing. 
o = Oral argument. 

SUBN = At submission. 

Beginning 
event 
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for failure to comply 
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Appellate Court Jurisdiction Guide, 1984 
Date(s) collected/revised: 
Doc. #10580 

1 9 8 4 
STATE; NAME OF COURT 

The Clerk of the Court: 
( ) participates In legal briefing and 

screening 
( ) does no legal work for the Court. 

Number justi ces/judges .......... • 
Number of law trained support personnel: 

1. Chief justice...... ....... • 
2. Associ ate justi ces ( per.) ---. 
J. Central staff ............. ---

Total ...................... :::::::::::::::::::: 

Court of last resort/Intermediate Appellate Court 

Court organization [panels (rotating)/en banco lAC variation (in number and procedures/jurisdiction)]: 

Procedure for granting discretionary review: 

Juri sdi cti on: 

When is an appeal counted as filed (at notice of appeal, completion of record, fi'ling of briefs)? __________ _ 
Is the appeal fil ed in the tri al court or thi s court? ' 
What is the length of time in which an appeal must be'-"'flT'!lr::e-:rd""a:-:lf"'t-::-'er::-:;:t:rh:::-e--'t:-::rTia~l'-::c:::-ou'"r""t:-Tju"'dT:g:=m"'"en""'t""1r---------------

Civil? Criminal? Juvenile? 
Within what period of time must the court record be certified to the appellate court? ------------

Are extensions permitted? 
If the case comes from the lAC, within lihat period of time must the record be certified to the COLR? ___ , -------

Notice of appeal to Appellant's brief days. 
Appellant's brief to Respondent's brie~ days. 
Respondent's brief to Appellant's reply brief days. 
Appellant's reply to respondent's reply days. 
Are extensions permitted? --
Are there any pena lti es fo""r-Cfl"':a""iTI u"'r':"::e'--':"to=:-:c"'o=-m='p jr.'y:-77W1""" t""h'---"'th""'e=-=s""'"e-s""t""a"::"nd"'a:"::r"'d""s 1.------------------------
Within what period of time must the appellate judges Write the opinion? ______ Penalty for non-compJiance7 _____ _ 
What other time limits exist for case events In this court? __________________________ _ 

CAS E LOA 0 I N V E N TOR Y 

P~ease indicate on the following matrix how the case terminology reported by this court corresponds to the CSII~ case 
terminology listed across the top of matrix: 

This court's 
case terminology 

Civil 
appeal 

Criminal 
appeal 

C S I MeA SET E R M I H 0 LOG Y 

Dis c ret ion a r y J uri s d i c t Ion 

Administra
ti ve agency 
appeal 

Juvenil e 
appeal 

Oiscip1 inary 
(l awyer 
and/or judge) 

Advi sory 
opi nion 

Original 
proceedi ngs* 

Are di screti onary cases deci ded by the full court? If not, by \~hom? 
Do e s the n umbe r 0 f dis cre t i 0 na ry pe t it ion s sol ely re pre sen t the de cis ion t-:o-g:-r--a-n7"t ""o'-r--;"de-n-y-re-v'"";i-ew""?'---r-')"-y-e s:--...-r--n":"o -, """i""'"t-m-a'-y'--
include some decisions on the merits. 
Are "requests to appeal" granted refiled ilS appeals, or do they keep same docket number? ______________ _ 

Are granted requests to appeal (discretionary) reported separately from mandatory appeals? ____ If so, what is terminology? 

If the court has discretionary jurisdictlon. but reports only appeals, are requests to appeal denied counted in wltn these 
appeals? 

M a ndatory J uri s d i c t ion 

Death Other Adininistra- Disciplinary 
This court's Civil penalty criminal tive agency Juvenil e (l a\~yer Advi sory Original 
case termi nol 09l ~ appeal apeeal apeea1 appeal and/or judge) opinion proceedings* 

*Origlnal proceedings include original jurisdiction, postconviction remedy, and interlocutory appeals. 
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"ollate Court Jurisdiction Guide, 1984, page 2 
srATE: NAME OF COURT 

Court of last resort/Intermediate appellate court 

Administrative agency appeals come to this court directly from: ()trial court, ( )agency, board, etc., ( )IAC 

Is there a separate sentence review procedure at the trial court level? ___ _ 
Can a defendant appeal the length of the sentence only to this court? ___ _ 
Where are sentence review only cases reported1 ___ _ 

Does this court count reopened/reinstated/rehearing cases as new filings? 
Does this court give review on the merits to all appeals of right? Is-=or::'"aO"jr-:a'::"rq"'u-:":m:-:e-:::nTt-:m'"'a"'n""a"""at""'o"'r""y'-"'inO-=a'"jTj"""c'"'a"'s:-:e-:::s"i------

If no, explain: --
Does this court have a separate case managelnent procedure to ellpedlte certaIn cases? If so, what bnds of cases 

and what procedure? 
What percentage of ca""s-=-e-=-s -:a""r"'e"""'pr"'0'"'c:":e-=-s""se"'a'-"1"::n-"'th""'1'-s""""ma""n:':n:-:e"'r""1------------------------------
Are interlocutory appeals included in this court's appeals filings? In original jurisdiction? Elsewhere? 
What matters other than the above does this court report (e.g., motions, rehearing requests, administrative matters)~1---------Please specify. ___________________________________________________________ __ 

MANNER OF OISPOSIT ON 

CSIM classification 

Opinion (majority) 
Per curiam opinions 
Decision without opinion: 

(Memorandum, or order). 
Dismissed/withdrawn/settled 
Transferred 
Other 

What terminology does this court use 
for these manners of disposition1 Source/collVnents 

What does this court include in the category "opinion": () Signed majority opinion1 ( ) Per curiam opinion? 
( 1 The number of concurrinq or dissenting opinions written1 

Does this court's opinion count include unpublished opinions? __________________________________ _ 
Do the "number of opinions" reported represent: 
( ) the number of cases resolved by opinion (~, 2 consolidated cases resolved by I opln10n, are reported as 2 opinions). 
( ) the number of actual opinions rendered (~, 2 consolidated cases resolved by I opinion, are reported as 1 opinion). 

What terminology does this court report for the following decisions1 
Affirmed 
Modified 
Reversed 
Reversed and remanded 
Remanded 
Dismissed 
Re 1 ief Granted 
Relief Denied 
Discretionary Review Granted 
Discretionary Review Denied 
Other 

If there is an lAC, does the CDLR transfer down a significant proportion of CDLR filings1 _________________ __ 

Make organization chart match up with appellate routes (attach '82 chart). 
Does the information above differ from the jurisdiction in 19831 ________________________________ _ 

Contact person who completed the above: _________________ _ Phone number _____________ _ 

Additional comments: (1) Is the court automated? 
(2) Are there pre-argument settlement conferences? 
(3) Is there a rule requiring review in the COLR when there is a dissenting vote in the lAC? 

COLR = Court of last resort 
lAC = Intermediate appellate court 
N/A = Not applicable 
NO = No data available 
X = Data for CSIM case type is reported Under this court's term listed in the court termi~ology colUmn. 

107 



Appendix 8 
Survey sources 
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Jurisdiction Guide Final Verification List 

The following entries are in alphabetical order, by state. 

Ms. Mollie Jordan 
Clerk, Court of Criminal Appeals 
Box 351 
Montgomery, AL 36101 

Mr. John H. Wilkerson, Clerk 
Court of Civil Appeals 
2600 East South Boulevard 
Montgomery, AL 36116 

Ms. Dorothy Norwood 
Deputy Clerk, Supreme Court 
Judicial Bldg, 445 Dexter Ave. 
Montgomery, AL 36130 

Mr. Bruce McKee, Staff Attorney 
Supl"eme Court 
Judicial Bldg, 445 Dexter Ave. 
Montgomery, AL 36130 

Mr. David A. Lampen 
Clerk of the Appellate Courts 
Supreme Court of Alaska 
303 K Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501-2084 

Mr. Jack Jarrett 
Deputy Executive Secretary 
Arkansas Court of Appeals 

and Supreme Court 
Justice Bldg, West 7th St 
L i ttl e Rock, AR 72201 

Mr. Glen D. Clark, Clerk 
Division 1, Arizona Court of Appeals 
1700 W. Washington 
SW Wing, State Capitol Building 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Mr. S. Alan Cook, Clerk 
Arizona Supreme Court 
201 West Wing, State Cdp. Bldg. 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Ms. Diana K. Bentley, Acting Clerk 
Supreme Court 
201 W. Wing, State Cap. Bldg 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 
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Ms. Kathleen E. Kempley, Senior Deputy 
Supreme Court 
201 W. Wing, State Cap. Bldg 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Mr. David J. Halperin, Attorney 
Administrative Office of the Courts 
State Building, Room 3154 
350 McAllister Street 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Mr. Mac V. Danford, Clerk 
Colorado Supreme Court 
2 East 14th Avenue 
Denver, CO 80203-0000 

t~r. Frances J. Drumm, Jr. 
Chief Clerk, Supreme Court 
231 Capitol Avenue 
Drawer Z, Station A 
Hartford, CT 06106-0000 

Mr. Alan I. Herman 
Clerk, Court of Appeals 
500 Indiana Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20001 

Mr. Stephen D. Taylor 
Court Administrator 
Supreme Court 
P.O. Box 476 
Dover, DE 1 9901 

Mr. Sid J. White, Clerk 
Supreme Court Of Florida 
Supreme Court Building 
Tallahassee, FL 32304 

r~r. Raymond E. Rhodes 
Clerk, 1st District Court 

of Appeal s 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 

Ms. Margaret Edwards 
Administrative Qffice of 

the Courts 
Supreme Court Building 
Tall ahassee, FL 32301 



Ms. Victoria McLaughlin 
Deputy Clerk, Georgia Court 

of Appeals 
433 State Judiciary Bldg. 
Atlanta, GA 30334 

Ms. Joline B. Williams, Clerk 
Supreme Court 
506 Judicial Building 
Atlanta, GA 30334 

Mr. Mitch Yamasaki 
Research Statistician 
Planning and Statistics 
P.O. Box 2560 
Honolulu, HI 96804 

Mr. Frederick C. Lyon, Clerk 
Idaho Supreme Court and 

Court of Appeals 
451 W State St 
Boise, ID 83720 

Mr. Denni s Dohm 
Assistant Director, Administrative 

Office of the Courts 
30 North Michigan Avenue 
Chicago, IL 60602 

Ms. Marjorie H. O'Laughlin 
Clerk, Supreme Court and 

Court of Appeal s 
217 State House 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 

Mr. Karl Mulvaney, Administrator 
Supreme Court of Indiana 
Room 312 Statehouse 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 

Mr. R. Keith Richardson, Clerk 
Supreme Court 
State House 
Des Moines, IA 50319 

Ms. Carol G. Green 
Director of Central Research 
Kansas Supreme Court 
Kansas Judicial Ctr-30l W 10th 
Topeka, KS 66612 

Mr. John C. Scott, Clerk 
Supreme Court/Court Of Appeals 
Bush Bldg, 403 Wapping St 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Mr. Frans J. Labranche Jr., Clerk 
Supreme Court of Louisiana 
301 Loyola Ave 
New Orleans, LA 70112 

Mr. Eugene Murret 
JUdicial Administrator 
Supreme Court of Louisiana 
Supreme Court Building, Room 109 
301 Loyola Avenue 
New Orleans, LA 70112 

Mr. James C. Chute 
Clerk of the Law Court 
Supreme Judicial Court 

sitting as Law Court, Box 368 
Portland, ME 04112 

Mr. Peter Lally 
'Assistant Administrator 
Administrative Office of the Courts 
Courts of Appeal Building 
Annapolis, MD 21401 

111 

Ms. Faye Gaskin, 
Research Analyst 
Administrative Office of the Courts 
Annapolis, MD 21401 

Mr. Robert C. Franke 
Chief Deputy Clerk, Court of 

Appeal s 
Courts of Appeal Building 
Annapolis, MD 21401 

Ms. Jean M. Kennett, Clerk 
Supreme Judicial Court 
Boston, MA 02108 

Mr. Daniel J. Johnedis 
Chief Staff Council, Supreme Court 
New Courthouse 
Boston, MA 02108 



Mr. Alex McNeil 
Administrative Assistant 
Appeals Court 
New Courthouse 
Boston, MA 02108 

Ms. Jacqueline MacKinnon 
Deputy Clerk, Supreme Court of Michigan 
Law Building 
Post Office Box 30052 
Lansing, MI 48909 

Mr. Ronald Dzierbicki, Chief Clerk 
Court of Appeals 
600 Washington Square Bldg. 
P.O. Box 30022 
Lansing, MI 48909 

Mr. Dale Good 
Supreme Court of Minnesota 
230 State Capitol 
St. Paul, MN 55155 

Cynthia M. Johnson 
Commissioner Supreme Court 

of Minnesota 
230 State Capitol 
St. Paul, MN 55155 

Chief Judge Popovich 
Court of Appeals 
1300 Amhurst Tower 
St. Paul, MN 55102 

Debra Dailey (Court of Appeals) 
Director of Statistical Analysis 
40 N. Milton, Suite 201 
St. Paul, MN 55104 

Mr. Martin R. McLendon 
Executive Assistant 
Supreme Court of Mississippi 
Post Office Box 117 
Jackson, MS 39205 

Mr. Bill L. Thompson, Staff Counsel 
Supreme Court 
1105 R. Southwest Boulevard 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 
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Ms. Peggy Stevens 
Clerk of Court of Appeals 
Western District 1300 Oak Street 
Kansas City, MO 64106-2970 

Mr. Michael Abley 
State Court Administrator 
Supreme Court of Montana 
Justice Building, Room 314 
215 North Sanders 
Helena, MT 59620 

Ms. Ethel M. Harrison 
Clerk of Supreme Court 
215 North Sanders Just. Bldg. 
Helena, MT 59620 

Ms. Ruth Ann Popp 
Secretary to Chief Justice 
Supreme Court 
215 North Sanders Just. Bldg. 
Helena, MT 59620 

Mr. Kenneth A. Wade 
Acting Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Supreme Court Of Nebraska 
2413 State Capitol Bldg 
Lincoln, NE 68509 

Ms. Sharon Grumberg 
Supervising Staff Attorney 
Supreme Court 
Supreme Court Building 
Carson City, NV 89710 

Ms. Judith Fountain, Clerk 
Supreme Court 
Supreme Court Bldg 
Carson City, NV 89710 

Ms. Carol A. Belmain 
Deputy Clerk, Supreme Court 
Supreme Court Bldg. 
Concord, NH 03301 

Mr. Wesley LaBar, Deputy Clerk 
Appellate Division of Superior Court 
RJH Just. Complex CN-006 5th Fl. 
Trenton, NJ 08625 



Mr. Stephen Townsend, Clerk 
Supreme Court P.O. Box 1480 
432 State House Annex 
Trenton, NJ 08625 

Ms. Rose Marie Alderete, Clerk 
Supreme Court 
P.O. Box 848 
Santa Fe, NM 87501 

Mr. Anthony Marquez 
Administrative Assistant 

to the Chief Justice 
Post Office Box 838 
Santa Fe, NM 87503 

Mr. Mike Condon, Clerk 
Court of Appeal s 
P.O. Box 2008 
Sante Fe, NM 87501 

Mr. John F. Werner, Chief Clerk 
Appellate Term Supreme Court 
First Judicial Department 
60 Centre Street 
Room 401 
New York, NY 10007 

Mr. Irving Selkin, Executive Officer 
and Cl erk 

Appellate Division of Supreme 
Court (2nd) 

45 Monroe Place 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 

Mrs. Laurene Tacy, Assistant 
Deputy Clerk of Court of Appeals 

Office of Court Administration 
80 Centre Street 
New York, NY 10013 

Mr. Frank E. Dail 
Clerk, Court of Appeals 
P.O. Box 2779 
Raleigh, NC 27602 

Mr. J. Gregory Wallace 
Clerk Of The Supreme Court 
2 E. Morgan St., P.O. Box 2170 
Raleigh, NC 27602 
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Ms. Luella Dunn 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
State Capitol 
Bismarck, ND 58501 

Ms. Susan Mako, Assistant Director 
Supreme Court of Ohio 
30 E. Broad Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Mr. Tom Rottinghaus, Administrator 
First Appellate District Court 
Room 300, Hamilton County 
Cincinnati,OH 45202 

Mr. James W. Patterson, Clerk 
Supreme Court and Ct. of Criminal App 
State Capitol Bldg. 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105 

Mr. Doug Bray, Admin. Analyst 
Supreme Court of Oregon 
Supreme Court Buidling 
Salem, OR 97310 

Ms. Carol Justice 
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Supreme Court of Ol"egon 
Supreme Court Buidling 
Salem, OR 97310 

Mr. John Kennedy, Statistician 
Administrative Office of the Courts 
1414 Three Penn Center Plaza 
Philadelphia, PA 19102 

Mr. Chip Hostutler, Commonwealth Court 
Deputy Prothonotary-Chief Clerk 
South Office Building, 6th Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Ms. Marlene Lachman, Prothonotary 
Supreme Court 
Room 468 City Hall 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 

Mr. Joe Henry, Prothonotary 
Superior Court 
2044 Old Federal Courthouse 
9th and Market 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 



Ms. Lady A1fonso-de-Cumpiano, 
Chief Clerk 
Office of Court Administration 
Vela Street Stop 35 1/2 
Call Box 22A 
Hato Rey, PR 00919 

Mr. Brian Burns, Chief Deputy Clerk 
Supreme Court of Rhode Island 
250 Benefit Street 
Providence, RI 02903 

Mr. Jeff Boyd 
Staff Attorney 
.supreme Court 
P.O. Box 50447 
Columbia, SC 29250 

Mr. Clyde M. Davis, Jr., Clerk 
Supreme Court of S.C. 
P.O. Box 11330 
Columbia, SC 29211 

Reba D. Mims, Clerk 
South Carolina Court of Appeals 
P.O. Box 11 629 
Columbia, SC 29211 

Ms. Gloria J. Engel, Clerk 
South Dakota Supreme Court 
Capitol Building 
Pi erre, SD 57501 

Ms. Suzanne Keith 
Staff Attorney and Educational 

Planner 
Supreem Court of Tennessee 
Nashville, TN 37219 

Mr. Richard Finegan, Attorney 
Office of Court Administration 
P.O. Box 12248 
Austin, TX 78711 

Mr. Geoffrey J. Butler 
Clerk, Supreme Court 
332 State Capitol Building 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114 

Mr. Larry Abbott 
Deputy Clerk, Supreme Court 

of Vermont 
111 State Street 
Montpelier, VT 05602 

Mr. David Beach, Clerk 
Supreme Court Bldg-4th Floor 
100 North 9th Street 
Richmond, VA 23219 

Mr. Reginald N. Shriver, Clerk 
Supreme Court 
Temple of Justice 
Olympia, WA 98504-0511 

Mr. Frank V. Slak, Jr. 
Court Commissioner 
Court of Appeals 
Spokane, WA 99210 

Ms. Marilyn Graves, Clerk 
Supreme Court and Court Of Appeals 
State Capitol 
Madison, WI 53702 

Mr. George W. Singleton, Clerk 
Supreme Court Of Appeals 
Charleston, WV 25305 

Ms. Eve Paulson, Court Statistician 
Wyoming Supreme Court 
Supreme Court Bldg 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
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Final verification was received for these courts by publication date. 
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State/court 

ALABAMA: 

Verification 
received 

Supreme Court ....•......•. X 
Court of Ci vi 1 
Appeals •••••••.••..•••. ". X 

Court of Criminal 
Appeals ••••••••••......•. X 

ALASKA: 
Supreme Court ..•••.....••. X 
Court of Appeals ....••.••. X 

ARIZONA: 
Supreme Court .•..•......•. X 
Court of Appeals .......••. X 

ARKANSAS: 
Supreme Court .••.......••. X 
Court of Appeals ....•••.•. X 

CALIFORNIA: 
Supreme Court .•.•.••..•••. X 
Court of Appeals •••••••••• X 

COLORADO: 
Supreme Court ..•.......•.• X 
Court of Appeals .•......•. X 

CONNECTICUT: 
Supreme Court ••••••••••••• X 
Appellate Court .....•....• X 

DELAWARE: 
Supreme Court .•..•...••..• X 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: 
Court of Appeals ••. (phone) X 

FLORIDA: 
Supreme Court .•........... X 
District Court of 
Appeals •..•.......•••.•.. X 

GEORGIA: 
Supreme Court ..•.•..•••... X 
Court of Appeals •..•••.... X 

HAWAI I: 
Supreme Court .•........•.. X 
Intermediate Court 
of Appeals ...••••...•..•• X 

IDAHO: 
Supreme Court •...••.•••.•• X 
Court of Appeals •....•.•.. X 

ILLINOIS: 
Supreme Court •.•.•..•..•.• X 
Appellate Court .• " ...•..•• X 

INDIANA: 
Supreme Court ••..........• X 
Court of Appeals ..... n.~ •• X 

IOWA: 
Supreme Court ••••••••••••• X 
Court of Appeals •.•••.•.•. X 

State/court 
Verification 

received 

KANSAS: 
Supreme Court ...•..•.•.... X 
Court of Appeals .•.•.•••.. X 

KENTUCKY: 
Supreme Court •••.•.•...•.. X 
Court af Appeals ...••.•.•. X 

LOUISIANA: 
Supreme Court ••••••••••••• X 
Court of Appeals .•••..•.•. X 

MAINE: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court Sitting as 
Law Court .........•...... X 

MARYLAND: 
Court of Appeals ..••..•... X 
Court of Special 
Appeals ..••..•.••••.•••.. X 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
Supreme Judicial 
Court ..•.•.•...•.•....•.• X 

Appeal s Court ..••..••.•.•• X 
MICHIGAN: 

Supreme Court .•••...•..... X 
Court of Appeals ..• {phone) X 

MINNESOTA: 
Supreme Court ....•.•....•. X 
Court of Appeals •.• (phone) X 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Supreme Court .•..•. (phone) X 

MISSOURI: 
Supreme Court .•••..•••.•.. X 
Court of Appeal s •..•.••••• X 

MONTANA: 
Supreme Court ..••...•..•.• X 

NEBRASKA: 
Supreme Court ••.•.••.••..• X 

NEVADA: 
Supreme Court .•.•..•.••.•• X 

NEW HAf4PSHIRE: 
Supreme Court ••••••••••••• X 

NEW JERSEY: 
Supreme Court ..•••.••..••• X 
Appellate Division 
of Superior Court ....•••• X 

NEW MEXICO: 
Supreme Court •..•••.••.•.• X 
Court of Appeals •..••..•.• X 

NEW YORK: 
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Court of Appeals •.• (phone) X 
Appellate Division 
of Supreme Court .••••.••. X 

Appellate Term of 
Supreme Court .•.•••.••••• X 
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Sta te / cou rt 

NORTH CAROLINA: 

Veri fi cati on 
received 

Supreme Court ....•• (phone) X 
Court of Appeals .•.•.••... X 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court .•.•.• {phone) X 

OHIO: 
Supreme Court .•..••..••••• X 
Court of Appeals •••••••••• X 

OKLAHOMA: 
Supreme Court ...••.....•.. X 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals .•.•......•••..... X 

Court of Appeals •••••••••• X 
OREGON: 

Supreme Court .....•.•..... X 
Court of Appeals .•.•...... X 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Supreme Court •.••.• (phone) X 
Superior Court ...••...••.• X 
Commonwealth Court .•..•..• X 

PUERTO RICO: 
Supreme Court •.•...••.•... X 

RHODE ISLAND: 
Supreme Court •.••..•.....• X 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
Su preme Cou rt ...•.•...••.. X 
Court of Appeals •••....... X 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
Supreme Court •.•.•.•.••••• X 

State/court 

TENNESSEE: 

Verification 
received 

Supreme Court .•.•.•......• X 
Court of Appeals •.••.••.•. X 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals .•••..••.•••..•.•• X 

TEXAS: 
Supreme Court ...•..•••.•.• X 
Court of Criminal 
Appeals .•.•.•....•.••.•.• X 

Court of Appeals ....•.••.. X 
UTAH: 

Supreme Court •..••.•.•...• X 
VERMONT: 

Supreme Court ..•.•......•. X 
VIRGINIA: 

Supreme Court ..•.•...•••.. X 
WASHINGTON: 

Supreme Court •••••• , •••••• X 
Court of Appeals ....••.... X 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
Supreme Court ...•••.••.... X 

WISCONSIN: 
Supreme Court ••••••••••••• X 
Court of Appeals ••..•.••.. X 

WYOMING: 
Supreme Court •.•••....•... X 

X = Final verification was received by October 10, 1985. 
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