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Purpose, Format, and Method of Compilation 

What is the purpose of the volumc?? 
This voluma, the third edition in a series, 

describes the highly diverse world of the state courts, 
while also providing some corresponding information 
on the federal courts. Information distributed across 
47 tables details the main features of how courts 
opetate, ranging from the names of the various courts 
established in each state to whether jury verdicts 
must be unanimous to convict in criminal cases or to 
decide on liability in civil matters. Such fundamental 
matters vary from state to state, and between the 
state courts and the federal system--there is no 
single, uniform court system in the United States. 

One reason then for compiling the State Court 
Organization series (pr!';)vious editions refer to court 
organization in 1980 and 1987) is to provide answers 
in a single volume to fundamental questions about 
what a state's court system looks like: How many 
appellate and trial courts have been established? 
What specific categories of cases does each court have 
the jurisdiction to decide? Most states have two 
appellate courts and at least two trial courts, but 
differ in such basics as where jurisdiction over 
juvenile cases is to be found and whether civil 
appeals are heard as a matter of right or at the 
discretion of the reviewing appellate court. The 
essential point is that these matters are nat 
standardized across the United States. The federal 
system and individual states have evolved knocking 
against one another from time to time in ways that 
lead to some shared tendencies, but the glory of 
America's courts is their diversity. It is also the bane 
of anyone who wishes to generalize. There are trends 
and tendencies, but no uniformity. 

A second purpose for compiling State Court 
Organization is to help identify the patterns in how 
courts are organized. State courts have changed and 
continue to change in response to problems and 
concerns that are often national. Information on how 
aspects of court administration and procedure are 
organized assists states in effecting change by 
identifying options and examples. 

To a limited extent, the federal court system offers 
a form of organization that states can follow. The 
~ncorporation of aspects of state court organization 
can equally be found in the federal courts, however, 
and in many arenas, such as judicial discipline or the 
openness of the courtroom to television cameras, 
there is a divide between federal and state practice. 
This edition of State Court Organization encourages 
and facilitates examination of federal and state 
approaches to court administration, procedures, and 
rules. 

Some of the fundamental aspects of court 
organization covered on a state by state basis and 
also for the federal courts include the appellate and 
trial court benches. The current edition of State 
Court Organization repeats the coverage of 
infonnation on judicial selection and discipline, but 
offers more expanshTe coverage of provisions for 
judicial education and judicial performance 
evaluation. For example, whether judges are 
required to be ulaw trained" is stated and the number 
of law trained judges specified where relevant. The 
trend in recent decades has been toward 
professionalization of courts. But that trend meets 
with the current of another stream of dispute 
processing tha'li seeks simplicity, speed, and low cost, 
and generally to make proceedings accessible to the 
lay person. 

There is still much about state courts that 
continues to be rooted in geographical areas within 
states, defined by counties, townships, cities, or other 
forms of local government. The more important 
puints of variations within states are noted, such as 
methods for judicial selection, sometimes in the table 
propel' but more often thl'ough the use of footnotes in 
the tables. 

A third purpose for this volume is to address some 
specific features of'statutes and policy that affect how 
the courts function. In this edition, emphasis .is being 
placed upon the sentencing context: the provisions of 
state constitutions, statutes, and court rules that 
govern how sentences are imposed and reviewed on 
appeal. This encompasses options provided for 
sentencing, including: What is the most serious 
penalty other than the death penalty? What specific 
sentencing provisions exist for "habitual offenders"? 
What is the array of intermediate sanctions that 
judgos (and in some states, julies) cnn impose? Other 
features of the sentencing process considered include 
the presence of sentencing guidelines, the jurisdiction 
of each trial court to sentence felons, and the manner 
in which sentences, once imposed, can be reviewed. 
Parole or "good time" provisions that affect sentence 
length are also outlined. 

Another topic given emphasis is how the judicial 
branch is governed. Who is the head of the judicial 
branch? What official or institution formulates and 
submits the budget for operating the courts? What 
items of trial court expenditure are funded by the 
state and which are financed either by local 
government or from court fees? What is the rule
making authority of state courts of last resort? What 
use is made of judicial councils and conferences in 
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setting policy for the courts? At the level or 
individual trial courts, is the clerk of court an 
independently elected official or an appointee of the 
court (essentially of the bench)? What is the formal 
relationship between the clerk of court and thf) trial 
court administrator? The advent of professional trial 
court managers--administrators, clerks, and judges 
who view much of their role as managerial--is one of 
the more significant waves of change that buffeted 
the nation's courts in recent decades. It is far from a 
tidal wave, but the governance of the judicial branch 
is becoming a more substantial undertaking that 
merits close description. 

Yet another emphasis is on the jury. The role of 
the grand jury has generally diminished in the 
initiation of felony court cases, but the institution 
retains considerable significance in some states. 
Trial court juries retain their importance in both civil 
and criminal matters, but juries have changed in how 
they are selected and in their size and verdict rules. 
Does a jury need to unanimous, or can a verdict be 
returned by a majority of the jurors? A 12-person 
jury required to reach a unanimous verdict is no 
longer typical. The U.S. Supreme Court in a series of 
opinions during the 1960s relaxed requirements that 
verdicts be unanimous and rendered by 12-person 
juries. Today, there is marked variation among 
states and also, within many states by the type of 
case (felony verSUS misdemeanor, for example). The 
main dynamic today is in efforts to enhance the 
representativeness of jury pools and ease the burdens 
associated with jury service. This is reflected in 
changes to the source lists from which the jury pool is 
drawn, the elimination of occupational exemptions, 
and improved levels of jUl'or fees. Which states have 
eliminated occupational exemptions from jury 
service? What obligations do employers have to pay 
the regular salaries of employees who serve onjuries? 

Information on all of the above topics is available 
in the curront edition. What is left out to be filled by 
future editions? In looking ahead, changes afoot in 
the court world suggest some important gaps. 
Certainly future editions will need to cover 
alternative dispute resolution, drug courts, the 
parameters that frame civil litigation in the states 
and in the federal system (caps on punitive damage 
awards, no-fault versus fault-based compensation), 
and procedures established to assist litigants who 
wish to appear in court pro se, that is, to represent 
themselves. 

How should the volu.me be used? 
Tables are divided into seven parts according to 

broad topical areas: 
CD Courts and Judges (Tables 1·3) 
@ ,Judicial Selection and 'rerms ('rabies 4·12) 
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@ The Judicial Branch: Governance, Funding, and 
Administration (Tables 13·20) 

@ Appellate Courts: Jurisdiction, Statrlllg, and Procedures 
(Tables 21·28) 

® 'l'rial Court Administration and Procedures ('rabies 29.33) 
® The Jury (Tables 34·38) 
® The Sentencing Context (Tables 39·47) 

An eighth part contains a one page court structure 
chart for each state, Puerto Rico, and the District of 
Columbia. Each part begins with a brief explanatory 
note. A bibliography is also offered of sources used in 
the data collection or that cover subject matter 
particularly relevant to the topic under consideration. 
One objective of the introductions is to indicate the 
rationale for why the information provided is 
important to understanding the nation's courts and 
how that information relates to the contents of other 
parts. Another objective is to highlight some of the 
factors that affect comparability across states, and 
between the state and federal systems, for the speCIfic 
subject area being considered. A general cautionary 
statement is offered here. This volume covers an 
unusually diverse set of topics. There is no single 
state authority that maintains current and complete 
information on each topic. Therefore several sources 
were contacted in each state and extensive searches 
were undertaken of court rules and state statutes. 
'1'he next section of this introductory essay describes 
the process by which information was obtained and 
verified. 

Two kinds of tables are presented. One kind of 
table is formatted to describe what is found at the 
state level as in the juror source list, the definition of 
a felony offense, the functions of the administrative 
office of the courts, and other aspects of court 
organization that apply to all COU1·ts in a state. 

The second kind of table reports on features that 
differ from cour to court within a state, such as the 
number of judges, or procedures for selecting a 
presiding judge. The "court" in trial court generally 
applies to a statewide court system •• for example, the 
Circuit Court of Virginia is divided into 31 circuits 
each serving a specific geographical area. Some trial 
courts, though, include an entire state within their 
geographic jurisdiction, as in the 'fax Court of New 
Jersey. Appellate courts are more typically statewide 
in their jurisdiction, but intermedinte appellate 
courts are established on a regional basis in Arizona 
California, Florida, Illinois, Indiana Louisiana' 
Mi . N " SSOUrI, ew York, Ohio, Oklahoma, Tennessee 
Texas, Washington, and Wisconsin. In those states' 
intermediate appellnte courts mny establish rules and 
procedures that vary between regions (usually called 
~ distrlc~ or division), A few states have multiple 
mtermedlUte appellate courts (Alabama, New York 
Pennsylvania, and Tennessee) nnd two states.: 



Oklahoma and Texas--have two courts of last resort. 
(See Table 1). 

Some tables contain extensive footnotes. 
Footnotes tend to appear in tables that cover topics 
for which a simple answer was deemed unhelpful, 
and consideration of the footnote's content is 
necessary to make comparisons across states or to 
grasp fully the nature of the arrangements that 
pertain in individual states. 

Charts portraying court structure cOlnplement 
the information in the tables. The charts depict for 
each state the essential structure of the court system 
in terms of 

structure of their appellate courts, as shown in 
Figure 1. 

As recently as 1957, only 13 states had 
permanent intermediate appellate courts. Now, all 
but 12 states have such a court, and one (North 
Dakota) is operating one on a temporary basis to 
assist in handling the rising appellate caseload. 

A second basis for categorizing court systems is 
according to the degree of trial court consolidation. 
Several indices are available. One based on 
consolidation of structure and jurisdictional 
simplicity rates each state on a scale in which four is 

the most 
subject matte!' Fi 0 I I St bAn t C IJfUre 1: rjftln z nR' ates lY ~ppe a e our tl'Uc ure t s consolidated 
jurisdiction 
and routes of 
appellate 
review. 

This edition 
was prepared 
during a period 
of change in 
the state and 
federal courts. 
Deliberations 
by Futures 
Commissions 
and Task 
Forces on 
Racial and 
Ethnic Bias 

Court of Last 
Resort Only 

Delaware 
Maine 
Mississippi 
Montana 
New Hampshire 
Nevaela 
Rhode Islaml 
South Dakota 
Vermont 
West Virginia 
Wyoming 

Court of Last 
Re!iort and One 
Intermediate 

Appellate Court 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Florida 
Georgia 
Hawaii'" 
Idaho'" 
Illinois 
Inclianu 
Iowa* 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 
North Carolina 
North Dakota'" 
Ohio 
Oregon 
South Carolinn* 
Utah 
Virginia 
Washington 
Wisconsin 

One Court 'Of Last 
Resort and Two 

Intermediate 
AIDJellnte Courts 
Alabama 
New York 
Pennsylvania 
Tennessee 

Two Courts of Last 
Resort and One 
Intermediate 

Appellate Court 
Oklahoma'" 
Texas 

and 15 is the 
least 
consolidated, as 
shown in Figure 
2/' 

A third basis 
of classification 
is the extent of 
state funding, 
with a score of 
one indicating 
state funding 
for all court 
functions and 
five for a court 
system that is 
essentially 
funded by local 
government 
units (counties 
or 

and on Gender 
Bias were 
underway in 
many states. 
Substantial 
restructuring 
of sentencing 
laws was also 
occurring, 
There was also 
a resurgence of 
interest, last 
felt powerfully 
in the 1970s, in 
the 

+Court of Last Resort assigns cases to Illtel'lllediate appellate court 

municipalities 
for the most 
purt).U1 Such a 
classification is 
shown in Figure 
3. Tracing the 
flow of state 
funding and the 
levels of 
staffing, overall 
and by function 

consolidation ot' trial cou.rts to achieve more effective 
and efficient court operations. It was further a period 
of sparse state budgets, a spur in many states to 
ingenuity in coping with rising case volumes with 
diminishing resources.' 

Faced with this diversity in organizational 
features, is thete no alternative to a state by state 
examination? It is possible to suggest some ways of 
categorizing states. One is in terms of the basic 

for trial courts, is one basis for characterizing a court 
system's essential organization. 

ElI:pectations that consolidation, centralization of 
administration, and state funding for trial courts 
would proceed in tandem have not been met. 
Consequently, a consolidated court system is Hot 
necessarily u state-funded system with significant 
centralized authority over the judicial branch. 
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Figure 2: Categorizing States by Degree of Trinl Court Consolidation 
Idaho 4 Florida 7 Nebraska 9 Louisiana 11 MontlUla 13 

··:mJp'Qt~· .. 4,...... . .. N:~)\~~ ••... • .... ·.~i . .N~w ~!it~~.Y·· ......••...••••..• ~ .. ··•·.•· ••. ·.,N~wa!i,mp.~h\~ ... ~~···...Oh1.Q l$ 
Iowa 4 Hawaii 
M/,t.~~chtm!;l~t$. . .. . .. O}... .Vh,gl..oull<····· 

.8 •..• 'Yas~.gt.otJ,.... . 9 .... New. MexIco . 
Jf .. ·l;rQl:thnall:Qt~. . •.. to. . :nMd~ .M(fu~ .•••.• 

12 Oregon 13 
. ... ·1:t. ·lJ'~l{illI.l~.> 

Minnesota i Califorda 
~(iM~.:o.~.Qt~:.·.··.· .•••. ~ ..........• :M.~~ . 

8 Oklahoma 10 Colorado 12 Wyoming 18 
. >$ .Th~li:!:\t .jl) ··~,rim· t.~.< ,MkiID.$~~l'" 

KlUlsas 6 Vermont 
MlI!\\I\~f . ·lr:t{\l.1ltli~ . 

Alabama 11. Penl1sylvlUlia 
.. . Mij)J,\a.. . ... U.< . Utah .. .. . ...... ~.~.................... 1{fssiss.ippi.. 14 

+.\.1 ·'.tf)ilillAA!i!~~> .•.... ·:L~f .... 
Wisconsin 6 North Caroline! 

·t(ltlh~ilhl~\lt> .. 7· . M'i!tiiaiid ... 
9 Nevada 11 Wes~ yir6'inia 

.. 9s61lI.hd~i'i;llti(i .. 11. Miclil@h • .....•.. 
18 Delaware 15 
i!fNe.wYilrk . > i5 

Region is yet a fourth basis for classifying court 
systems. Circumstances and the spread of 
innovations have often been regional to a significant. 
but never complete degree. 

'1'he initial step in the data collection was a staff 
review of the contents of the previous editions. This 
was undertaken hL consultation with the Federal 
Judicial Center, staff of the NCSC Information 
Service, contacts with the Utilization of Criminal 

Figure s: Categorizing State~ by Extent of State Funding 
·Al~kii ........... -............ C"·· GQt~i~M ....... · .... ·_·~·....KM~~J1>. .... .... ~. ··.···~~..<~~:mM@j> .... """ij 

. u~W.~t.tIF~t i .~:ware. . ~~!bf~~4 .... ~. . ··~~1t~.;j~r ....•...... ·.···~< .. ~~:~~i> : .. 
~~~cky 1. ~:i~~:iQq .... ~....~M.~~~~tn ..~/.I;~~v~a <>·~<.~;i:wt .t. 
Massachusetts ... 1 New York .<.. _2 Vlr~ln ..... 8 ArklUlsas ..... 5. South Carolina 5 
N~wH~mPl!hltQ 1 . N(lI'~b;OM~UM ... fa·· WQflfVirmii* •... <·f)"Olllltlltuia ·XJr·'j,\iM¢!il$¢Q: . ~ • 

.. Rhoc\t3 Island 1 Ol'~gon .. 2 Wyoming 8 Florida 5'l'exas. . 5. 
V~rmqnt ~.$.Ql:lthP~nt!);~. . .mmtlW ... ...• •....... .1··. • ........ ~~gj;~. ...• . >~Wl\@4JgtQ~ij 
Alabama 2 Utah 2 LoulsilUla 4 Idaho 5 Wisconsin 5 

How was the volume compiled'! 
Perspective: In mapping out the contents of what 

is the third volume in a series, consideration was 
given both to the virtues of continuity in the 
information that is included and to recognition that 
change in the shape and interests of the court 
community call for new data, whih~ also diminishing 
the salience of some items of infonnation. The 
underlying perspective, therefore, is that a core set of 
topics about courts exists for which comparative 
infonnation is in demand. The likely information 
needs of managl:\rs and administrators within the 
judicial branch and of researchers were, also 
considered. 

One m~or change that follows from such a 
perspective is the decision to include, where 
appropriate, infonnation concerning the federal 
courts. A more general recognition of other court 
systems is made concrete in Table 33, which gives 
some rudimentary infonnation on Native American 
tribal courts, both appellate and tl'ial. The courts of 
Puerto Rico also reappear in this volume, having 
been included in the first, but not the second edition 

Process: The basic strategy was to be consistent in 
collecting infonnation and to use the administrative 
offices of the courts and appellate court clerks as 
either the primary source for infonnation or for its 
verification. 
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Justice Statistics Project at the Hindelang Criminal 
Justice Research Center (SUNY at Albany), which is 
responsible for the annual Sourcebook of Oriminal 
Justice Statistics; and staff from the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics. The ultimate review of the 
proposed contents was done by a specially established 
subcommittee of the Conference of State Court 
Administrator1s Court Statistics Committee and BJS 
staff. The four members of the subcommittee are 
Robert Doss (Georgia), Aaron Ment (Connecticut), J. 
Denis Moran (Wisconsin), and Robert Barnoski 
(Washington). 

This resulted in a lengthy wish list of variables, 
some 500 in all, that was winnowed gradually to fit 
with what could be realistically obtained from 
respondents and existing source material, and also 
with what experience suggested was reliably reported 
from the states and other units. The 1993 edition 
contains 344 items of infonnation spread across 47 
tables. 

Specific items of infonnation were divided among 
four methods of data collection based on the most 
reliable and cost effective source. Those methods are: 

• A mail survey designed to collect information 
on aspects of court crganization that are primarily 
administrative in nature. John Goerdt of the NCSC 
Research Division took primary re\:1ponsibility for 
compiling the survey form. 



• A second survey form was developed for 
information that was being retained from the 
previous edition and was deemed unlikely to have 
changed significantly over the short term. 
Respondents were presented with the question at 
issue, the response from the 1987 edition, and asked 
to update the information if necessary. 
• A separate survey was sent to the clerks of 
each appellate court inquiring about subject matter 
jurisdiction, expedited and special procedures in use, 
requirements for preparation and publication of a full 
opinion for an appeal, and the number of support 
staff. In some states, the surveys were completed by 
the administrative office of the courts. Steve 
Hairston helped to collate responses and organize 
them in a consistent mann~r. 
• Protocols were developed for use in searches 
of state and federal statutes and court rules in order 
to ~omplete tables describing such matters as jury 
size and verdict rules, the availability of various 
forms of intermediate sanctions, "RICO" 
(Racketeering Influenced a."1d Corrupt Organization) 
laws, and the collateral consequences of a felony 
conviction" Existing compilations of information on 
these topics in law review articles and other 
publications were generally used as the starting point 
for the data collection and are cited in "select" 
bibliographies associated with the various parts. 
Statute and rule searches were conducted by third 
year students in the Marshall-Wythe Law School, 
College of' William and Mary: Nick Murphy, Lisa 
Nicholson, primarily, along with Joan Kane and Amy 
Clarke. 

The design and wording of the three survey 
instruments were crafted at a meeting of the 
Conference of State Court Administrator (CaSCA) 
subcommittee in January 1993. The surveys, as 
modified, were mailed to respondents in March 1993 
with a cover letter from J. Denis Moran, the Chair of 
the CaSCA Court Statistics Committee, requesting 
cooperation. 

Surveys were reviewed for completeness on return 
and the responses were keyed into EXCEL 
spreadsheets as a database. Tables that were 
compiled originally through searches of existing 
material were also examined for consistency and 
completeness. Project staff undertook a substantial 
amount of editing to make responses consistent and 
also to fit a common fOlmat. All tables were then 
translated into "Word for Windows" documents for 
ease in generating camera ready copy. 

The main verification effort was undertaken by 
mailing all completed tables of information to state 
administrative offices of the court. Two parcels were 
assembled and mailed separately. The first and 
largest was mailed in December 1993 find the second 

in February 1994. The smaller parcel contained 
tables that appeared to be based on survey questions 
that were ambiguous 01' in which the responses 
revealed facets that made the information collected 
not fully consistent across states. Some tables were 
simplified by project staff prior to the request for 
verification. Figul'e 4 on page 6 associates each of the 
47 tables with the primary method of data collection 
used for its compilation. Room for ambiguity remains 
even after several iterations of verification. This is 
inevitable in any best faith effort to collect 
comparable infOlmation on multiple topics for which 
no individual 01' office can claim to be a definitive 
authority. Some leading authorities on specific topics 
were consulted, notably Tom Munsterman on juries 
and Roger Hanson and Teb Marvel on appellate 
courts, as an additional check on the accuracy and 
comparability of information. 

The result is a reference source that ranges widely 
through the world of trial and appellate courts and of 
COUl't administration. There are some u-hvious 
limitations. Provisions and procedures that relate to 
criminal cases receive more attention that those 
concerning civil dockets. The focus, moreover, is on 
statewide (or national for the federal courts) court 
organization. Within states and within the federal 
court system there is significant variation by locality 
that is beyond the scope of this volume to descIibe. 

FinaHy, State Court Organization is a companion 
series to the series of annual State Court Caseload 
Statistics reports, prepared by the Court Statistics 
Project of the National Center for State Courts. 
Please bring suggestions for infolmation that should 
be included in future editions to the attention of the 
Director of the Court St.atistics Project, National 
Center for State Courts, 300 Newpol't Avenue, 
Williamsburg, Virginia 23187-8798. 

I Robert W. Tobin and Kennclll G. Pankey, Managing Budget 
Cutbacks, Williamsburg, VA: National Center for SUlte 
Courts, 1994. 
it Victor E. Flango and David B. Rottman, "Measuring Trial 
Court Consolidation", Jllstice System Journal Vol. 16, No. I, 
1992. 
III Robel't W. Tobin, Status of State Financing of Courts·-
1988. Willimnsburg, VA: National Ccntcr for State Courts. 

State COllrt Orgartization 1993 7 

_________________________ J 



of Data Collection 

*AOC=Administrative Office of the Courts 
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Courts and Judges 

Coming to grips with the number and variety of 
courts is a logical starting point for anyone interested 
in court organization. The fundamental distinction is 
between trial courts, which are courts of first 
instance that decide a dispute by examining the facts, 
and appellate courts, which review the trial court's 
application of law to those facts. 

How many appellate courts have been established 
in the United States? Table 1 provides the answer. 
There are two basic kinds of appellate courts. C'lurts 
of last resort (COLR) have final jurisdiction over 
appeals. Each state has a COLR. Oklahoma and 
Texas split final appellate review between separate 
civil and criminal COLRs. Intermediate appellate 
courts (lAC) hear initial appeals, the outcome of 
which is usually subject to further review by the 
state's COLR. Courts of last resort typically were 
established in the state's constitution and sit in one 
location, the state capital. Intermediate appellate 
courts, a more contemporary institution, have 
multiple locations in 11 states. Each location serves a 
region within the state, usually with its own chief 
judge and permanently assigned complement of 
judges. (Table 1) How many judges are authorized to 
serve and were actually serving, as of January 1, 
1993, on each court? The number of appellate 
judgeships, authorized and serving, for the state and 
federal courts is shown in Table 2. The combined 
full-time federal and state appellate bench has 1,325 
members. Most appellate judges serve on 
intermediate appellate courts (975). 

The allocation of judgeships to appellate courts 
illustrates the divergence between the federal and 
state courts, as well as state court diversity. All 
COLRs are established with a odd number of justices, 
in contrast to the structure of the jury as a decision
making institution, which usually entails an even 
number of jurors. The most common arrangement is 
a seven judge COLR, found in 26 states. Five justices 
serve on COLRs in 18 states, while six states follow 
the federal nine-justice model (as does the District of 
Columbia). Both Texas COLRs have nine justices. 
Oklahoma has a nine-member Supreme Court and a 
five member Court of Criminal Appeals. 

Intermediate appellate courts often undertake 
review through panels of three or more judges rather 
than by the full court sitting "en banc" (see Table 25). 
California has the largest state lAC, with 88 
authorized judgeships. This court is divided into nine 
divisions. (Table 1) There are 179 authorized 
judgeships for the 13 circuits of the U.S. Circuit 

Courts of Appeal. Three judge lACs are found in 
Alabama (Court of Civil Appeals), Alaska, Hawaii, 
and Idaho. 

Trial courts are listed state by state in Table 3, 
distinguishing between courts of general jurisdiction 
(GJ) and courts of limited (or special) jurisdiction 
(LJ). General jurisdiction trial courts are always the 
highest trial court in a state where felony criminal 
cases and high stakes civil suits are adjudicated. 
They often exercise some form of appellate review 
over outcomes in limited jurisdiction courts or 
decisions by administrative agencies, exercising what 
is termed incidental appellate jurisdiction (Table 24). 

A limited jurisdiction trial court, one or more of 
which is to be found in all but six states, typically 
holds preliminary hearings in felony cases and 
typically has jurisdiction over misdemeanor and 
ordinance violation cases (Table 40 details the 
jurisdiction over felony cases by courts of limited 
jurisdiction). Civil jurisdiction is restricted to a fixed 
maximum amount, and typically includes a separate 
category of small claims cases for which simplified 
procedures are established. Juvenile and domestic 
relations cases are typically heard in a court of 
general 5urisdiction, but not invariably; in some 
states, a special court may exist for such Ilfamily law" 
cases. 

Table 3 also indicates the number of judges 
authorized for and serving on each trial court 
statewide. Some courts use part-time or senior 
judges to help with case loads, the resulting judicial 
power is therefore expressed as full-time equivalent 
positions. Courts may also make use of quasi-judicial 
staff to hear cases as referees, commissioners, or 
hearing officers. General jurisdiction trial courts are 
usually divided into circuits or districts. In some 
SLates (e.g., California) the county serves as the 
judicial district. Most states, however, construct 
judicial districts that embrace a number of counties. 
Limited jurisdiction trial courts Val'y in whether they 
possess jurisdiction across a county or serve a specific 
local government unit, such as a city or village. 
Jurisdiction beyond a specific county is rare, except 
for those courts with special jUlisdiction that applies 
statewide (water courts and workers' compensation 
courts are eXalnples). 

The information contained in this section is basic 
because there is no generic court system in the 
United States. Even the rtomenclature varies. 
Supreme Courts are usually courts of last resort, but 
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in New York the designation "supreme" is assigned to 
the main trial court, while The Court of Appeals is 
the state's court of last resort. Justices and a Chief 
Justice usually serve on courts of last resort, but a 
number of COLRs have judges and a chief judge. 
Judge is the standard title for those serving on 
intermediate appellate courts. 

The closest to a generic form of court structure in 
the United States is a court system with two 
appellate courts, one a court of last resort and one an 
intermediate appellate court, and two or more trial 
courts. But many states, and the federal courts, do 
not neatly fit that pattern, and even those states that 
do add diversity when the allocation of subject matter 
jurisdiction to courts is made and when appellate 
review is designated as being on a mandatory (appeal 
of right) or discretionary (through a petition) basis. 

Select Bibliography: 

General: 
Carl Baar, One Trial Court: Possibilities and 
Limitations, Ottawa: Canadian Judicial Council, 
1991. 
Howard Ball, "The Federal Court System," 
Encyclopedia of the American Judicial System, Vol. 
II, R. Janosik (Ed.). New York: Charles Scribner's, 
1987. 
Marie T. Finn (Ed.) The American Bench: Judges of 
the Nation, Seventh Edition 1993/94, Sacramento: 
Forster-Long, 1993 [includes maps of federal and 
state judicial boundaries]. 
Henry Glick, "State Court Systems," Encyclopedia of 
the American Judicial System, Vol. II, R. Janosik 
(Ed.). New York: Charles Scribner's, 1987. 
Erik B. Low, "Accessing the Judicial System: The 
State's Response," The Book of the States, 1994·95 
Edition, Vol. 30. Lexington, KY: The Council of 
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Table 1 .. Appellate Courts in the United States 

Does the court sit in cities other 
than the state capital? Number of court locations that have: 

Justices/Judges 
Yes, Yes, at Separate Permanently 

Court Required Court's Administrative Chief Assigned to that 
States/Courts: type No byLaW Discretion Rules Justice/Judge Location 
Alabama 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Criminal lAC X 1 1 1 
Appeals 

Court of Civil Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

Alaska 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 2 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

Arizona 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 2 

Court of Appeals lAC X(a) 2 2 2 

Arkansas 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 0 1 1 

California 

Supreme Court COLR X H 1 1 

Courts of Appeal lAC X .., 9(n) 9(b) 

Colorado 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

Connecticut 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Appellate Court lAC X 1 1 1 

Delnware 

Supreme Court COLR X 0 1 0 

District of Columbia 

Court of Appeals COLR H H H 1 1 1 

Florida 

Supremo Court COLR X 1 1 7(a) 

District Courts of lAC X 0 5(b) 5(b) 
Appelll 

Georgia 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

Hawaii 

Supreme Court COLH X 1 1 1 

Intermediate Court of lAC X 1 1 1 
Appeals 

Idaho 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

Legend: COLH=Court ofLaat Resort; IAC:::Intermediato Appellate Court; H=Not applicable Slate Court Organization 199.'1 13 



I. 

Table 1 .. Appellate Courts in the United States 

Does the court sit in cities other 
than the state capital? Number of court locations that have: - Justices/Judges 

Yes, Yes, at Separate Permanently 
Court Required Court1s Administrative Chief Assigned to that 

Sta tes/Courts: h'Pe No byLaw Discretion Rules Justice/.Judl!e Location 
Illinois 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Appellate Court lAC X 5 5 5 

Indiana 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 t 1 

Tax Court lAC X (a) (a) (a) 

Iowa 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

Kansas 

Supreme Court COLR X l(a) 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X l(a) 1 1 

Kentuoky 

Supreme Court COLR X X (rare) 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X X 1 1 1 

Louisiana 

Supreme Courts COLR X 1 1 1 

Courts of Appeal lAC X 5 5 5 

Maine 

Supreme Judicial Court COLR X 1 1 (a) 

Maryland 

Court of Appeals COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Special Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 
--1-

Massachusetts 

Supreme Judicial Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Appeals Court lAC X 1 1 1 

Millhigan 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 
Court of Appeals lAC X 1 l(a) (b) 

Minnesota 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 
Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 
Mississippi 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 
Missouri 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 
Court of Appenls lAC X X 3 3 a 
Montana 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

14 State Court Organizatlo" 1998 Legend: COLR=Court ofLnst Resort; IAC=Intermediate Appellllto COllrt; N:::Not npplicnblo 



Table 1 w. Appellate Courts in the United States 

Does the court sit in cities other 
thun the stute cupitul? Number of court locutions thut huve: 

Justlces/.Judgos 
Yes, Yes, ut Sepurnte Permunently 

Court R('quired Court1s Administrative Chief Assigned to thut 
Stutes/Courts: type No byLuw Discretion Rules Justlce/Judae Locution 
Nebraska 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

Nevadu 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

New Hampshire 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

New Jersey 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Appellate Division of lAC X 1 1 l(a) 
Superior Court 

New Mexico 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 \ 

New York 

Court of Appeals COLR X 1 1 1 

Appellate Divisions of lAC X 4 4 4 
Supreme Court 

Appellate 'rerms of lAC X 8 8 8 
Supreme Court 

North Carolina 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

North Daltota 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 --Ohio 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 12 12 12 

Olduhoma 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Criminal COLR X 1 1 1 
Appeals 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 2(a) 

Ol'egon 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

Pennsylvania 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Superior Court lAC X 1 1 1 

Commonwealth Court lAC X 1 1 1 

Rhode Island 

Supreme Court com X 1 1 1 
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Table 1 .. Appellate Courts in the United States 

Does the court sit in cities other 
than the state capital? Number of court locations that have: 

Justices/Judges 
Yes, Yes, at Separate Permanently 

Court Required Court's Administrative Chief Assigned to that 
States/Courts: type No byLaw Discretion Rules Justice/JudR'e Location 
South Carolina 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 1 1 1 

South Dakota 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Tennessee 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1(a) 

Court of Appeals JAC X 1 1 4(a) 

Court of Criminal lAC X 1 1 3(a) 
Appeals 

Texas 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Criminal COLR X 1 1 1 
Appeals 

Courts of Appeals lAC X 14 14 14 

Utah 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals JAC X 1 1 1 

Vermont 

Supreme Court COLR (a) 1 1 1 

Virginia 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals JAC X 1 1 4 

Washington 

Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals lAC X 3(a) 3(a) 3 

West Virginia 

Supreme Court of com (a) 1 1 1 
Appeals 

Wisconsin 

Supreme Court COLR X (a) 1 1 1 

Court of Appeals JAC X 1 1 1 

Wyoming 

Supremo Court com X 1 1 1 

Puerto Rico 
Supreme Court com X 1 1 1 

16 Slate Oourt Organization 1993 Legend: COLR=Court of Last Resortj JAC=lt~termediate Appellate Court; .. ",Not applicable 
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Table 1 .. Appellate Courts in the United States 

FOOTNOTES: 

Arizona: 
(a)Division I sits in Phoenix; Division IT sits in Tucson. 

California: 
(a)'There is an administrative presiding judge in each of the three 
multi-division districts, and the presiding judges serve this function 
in the other three districts. 
(b)There are 88 authorized judgeships. Currently 78 are filled. 

Florida: 
(a)'The Supreme Court facility for all Seven justices is located in the 
state capital. 
(b)There are five district courts of appeal that are located in five 
different judicial districts throughout the state. The First District 
has flfteen judges. The Second has fourteen, the Third District has 
eleven, the Fourth has twelve, and the Fifth District has nine 
judges. The chief judge for each DCA is chosen by a ml\lority of the 
court and, lfthere is no ml\lority, by the chief justice. 

Indiana: 
(a)Tax court does not have a chlefjudgej it has separate 
administrative rules and one judge permanently assigned. 

Kansas; 
(a)Both the COLR and lAC operate under the same administrative 
rules. 

Maine: 
(a)'l'hejustices have permanent chambers in the superior 
courthouse near their residence. There is no actual Supreme 
Judicial Court facility. 

Michigan; 
(a)There is one chief judge elected by the entire lAC and four 
presiding judges, rotating on a monthly basis. 
(b)AIl lAC judges rotate throughout numerous court locations in the 
state, although there are four designat(Jd districts (1st, 2nd, 3rd, and 
4th). 

New Jel'sey: 
(a)Judges are not assigned permanently to any particular location. 

OWahoma: 
(a)Sixjudges sit In Tulsa and six sit in Oklahoma City. 

Tennessee: 
(a)This court may at its discretion, sit in other than the three 
rt'quired locations, 

Vermont: 
(a)AIso sits in north and south parts of the state, each year. 

Washington: 
(a)There is one presiding judge over all divisions, as well as a chief 
judge in each of the three divisions. All have local administrative 
rules in addition to general administrative rules. 

West Virginia: 
(a)Sits Ollce annually at a law sci1ool. 

Wisconsin: 
(a)AIthough it is not customary, in October of 1993 the Court sat in 
Green Bay as part ofa more general public information/education 
program. It is expected that the Court will continue this practice, 
periodici!lly traveling to selected sites in Wisconsin in coming years. 

State Court Organization 1993 17 



Table 2 .. Appellate Court Judges' 

Number of COUl't of Number of judges in Number of Number of judges in 
Last Resort judges stntes with two COLRs Intermediate Appellate states with two lACs 

(COLR) Court judges (lAC) 
States: Authorized Serving Authorized Serving Authorized Serving Authorized Serving 

Alabama 9 9 ~ ~ 3 3 6(a) 6(a) 
Alaska 6 6 ~ ..• 3 S ~ .. 
Al.'izona 6 6 .. ~ 21 21 .. .. 
Arltansas 7 7 ... .. 6 6 .. ... 
Callfol'llia 7 7 .. ~ 88 78 .. ... 
Colorado 7 7 .. .. 16 16 .. ... 
Conneotiout 7 7 .. .. 9 9 .. .. 
Delaware 6 6 ... .. .. ... .. ... 
Dlstriot of Cohunbia 9 9 .. ... .. .. .. ... 
Florida 7 7 ... .. 67 66 .. ... 
Georgia 7 7 ... ... 9 9 ... .. 
Hawaii 6 4 ... ... 3 S .. .. 
Idaho 5 5 ... ... 3 S .. .. 
Illinois 7 7 ... .. 42 42 .. N 

Indiana 6 6 .. ... 6 6 1 1 

Iown 9 9 ... ... 6 6 .. ... 
I{ansas 7 7 ... ... 10 10 .. ... 
Kentuoky 7 7 .. ... 14 14 .. ... 
Louisiana 7 8(a) ... .. 65 54(a) .. ... 
Maine 7 7 .. .. .. ... .. ... 
Maryland '7 7 .. .. 13 13 .. ... 
Massaohusetts 7 7 ... ... 14 14 .. ... 
Miohigan 7 7 ... .. 24 24 ... .. 
Minnesota 7 7 ... ... 16 16 .. ... 
Mississippi 9 9 ... ... ... ... ... ... 
Missouri 7 7 .. ... 32 32 ... ... 
Montana 7 7 ... .. ... ... .. .. 
Nebraska 7 7 .. ... 6 6 .. .. 
Nevadn 5(a) 6 ... .. ... .. ... .. 
New Hampshire 6 5 .. ... .. ... ... .. 
New Jersey 7 7 ... ... 28 28 .. ... 
New Mexico 5 5 ... .. 10 10 .. .. 
New York 7 6 .. .. 48 48 15(8) 15(a) 
North Carolina 7 7 .. .. 12 12 .. .. 
North Dakota 5 5 ... ... S 3 .. ... 
Ohio 7 7 ... ... 65 65 ... ... 
Oklahomn 9 9 5 5 12 12 .. .. 
Oregon 7 7 .. .. 10 10 .. ... 
Pennsylvania 7 7 .. .. 16 14 9(a) 9(n) 
Rhode Island 6 5 .. .. ... .. ... .. 
South Caroltna 5 5 .. .. 6 6 .. .. 
South Dakota 5 5 ... ... .. .. ... .. 
Tennessee 5 5 ... .. 12 12 9(a) 9(n) 
Texas 9 9 9 9 80 80 .. ... 
Utah 5 5 ... ... 7 7 ... ... 
Vermont 5 6 .. ... .. ... .. .. 
Virginia 7 7 ... .. 10 ... ... ... 
Wnshington 9 9 ... .. 23 17 .. .. 
West Virginia 6 5 .. .. ... ... .. .. 
Wisilonsln 7 7 ... ... 15 15 .. ... 
Wyoming 5 5 .. .. .. .. .. .. 
Puerto Rioo 7 7 .. .. (n) (n) .. ~ 

Federal: 
US Supreme Court 9 9 .. .. .. .. .. .. 
US Courts of Anneals .. .. .. .. 179 160(a) .. .. 
18 State Court Organization 1998 
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FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a)F'ive judges on CQurt of Criminal Appeals; 3 judges on Court of 
Civil Appeals. 

Louisiana: 
(a)One judge elected to a temporary judgeship on the courts of 
appeal was assigned, effective 1/1/93 to sit on tho supreme court. 

New JerseYI 
(a)Forty.eight justices on Appellate Divisions of Supreme Court and 
15 lin Appellate Terms of Supreme Court. 

Nevada: 
(a)Seven authotized by constitution; 6 authorized by statute. 

Table 2·· Appellate Court Judges 

Pennsylvania: 
(a)Fifteen authorized judges on Superior Court and 9 on 
commonwealth court. 

Tennessee: 
(a)Ninejudges on the Court of Appeals; 12Judges on the Court of 
Criminal Appeals. 

Puerto Rico: 
(a)The Puerto Rican Court of Appeals waS in function throllgh 
November 1992 to August 1993 when it was abolished by law. The 
16 appeUatejudges wlll continue working on other jUdicial matters 
until the termination orthelr tenure (16 years). 

Fedoral: 
(a)Includes the Court of Appeals for tho Federal CIrcuit. 
Information Is Cl.lrrent as of ;rune I, 1993, 

SUlte (,'tJllrt Organization 1993 19 



Table 3 -- Trial Courts and Trial Court Judges of the United States 

Court 
States/Courts: type 

Alabama 
Circuit Court G 
District Court L 
Muni~lpal Court L 
Alaska 
Superior Court G 
District Court L 

Magistrates H 

Arizona 
Superior Court G 
.Justice of the Pence Court L 

..M.\!Dlcipal Court L 
Arkansas 
Circuit Court G 
Chancery and Probate Courts G 
CircuiUChnncery Courts(a) G 
Municipal Court L 
City Court L 
Police Court L 
Court of Common Pleas L 
California 
Superior Court G 
Municipal Court L 
.Iustlco Court L 
Colorado 
District Court G 
Denver Probate Court G 
Denver Juvenile Court G 
Water Court G 
County Court L 
Mtmicipal Court L 
Conneotiout 
Superior Court G 
Probat(l Court L 
Delaware 
Court of Chancery G 
Superior Court G 
Justice of the Peace Court L 
Fnmlly Court L 
Court of Common Plens L 
Alderman's Court L 
Munlcinal Court ofWllmlnlrton L 
Dlstrlot of Colwnbin 
Superior Court G 
Flor lda (a) 
Circuit Court G 
County Court L 
Georgia 
Superior Court G 
Juvenile Court L 
Civil Court L 
State Court II 
Probate COllrt L 
Magistrate Court L 
Municipal Court of Columbus L 
County Recorder's Court L 
Munlcinal!Clty Courts of Atlanta 11 
Hawaii 
Circuit Court & Family Court G 
Dl~trtct Court L 
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Full·time Judges 

FTE from Those Who 
Are Judges 

(part. time or S~ntol') Quasl·Judioial Staff 

Authorized Sel'vinll' Law Trained Authorized ServinI!' Authorized Serving 

127 
98 
222 

S1 
17 
59 

126 
8S 
77 

54 
SS 
sa 
125 
91 
5 
4 

789 
619 .. 
115 
(a) 
(b) 
(c) 
9S 

.. 250 

150 
ISS 

5 
17 
54 
18 
5 

11 
a 

59 

421 
241 

159 
38 
2 

44 
159 
197 
1 
8 
5 

39 
22 

127 125 H ~ 2 2 
98 96 H H 22 22 
222 222 H H .. H 

S1 Sl 8 0 12 11 
17 17 .. H .. .. 
42 UNK H .. H ." 

125 125 0 0 55 55 
SS UNK 0 0 68 68 
77 UNK 8.S 8.S 71 71 

54 54 0 0 0 0 
S3 SS 0 0 0 0 
ss ss 0 0 0 0 
112 112 0 0 0 0 
67 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 
4 0 0 0 0 0 

776 776 ... .. H 181 
574 574 ... H .. 156 .. H 51(11) 51(a) H H 

115 115 .. .. 0 0 
(a) (a) - - ... ... 
(b) (ll) .. - ... -
(0) (c) .. ... H ... 
9S 91 53 53 0 0 

-250 H .. H H .. 
145 145 58(8) 28.6 783(b) 788 
188 H ... .. ... -
5 5 (} 0 1 1 

17 17 0 () 6 6 
51 6 0 0 0 0 
18 la 0 0 12 12 
5 5 0 0 0 0 

11 1 3 8 .. .. 
3 3 0 0 5 5 

58 rlB 14 9 16 16 

419 419 Varies Varies H .. 
2S7 229 .. H .. .. 
145 145 .. .. .. .. 

88(8) 88(8) 26(b) 26 .. .. 
2 2 0,5(b) 0,5 ... .. 
43 43 28(b) 29 ... .. 
159 14 .. .. .. -
197 15 44(b) 113 ... .. 
1 1 .. .. ... .. 
8 8 ... .. .. -Ii 5 173(b) 17:1 N -
35 35 8 8 - .. 
20 20 7 7 ... ... 

Legend: G:lOeneral Jurisdiction; L=l.lmited Jurisdiction; UNK:lUnknown; .. ",Not applh .. ;:,blo 
1"TE=Full·tlme Equivalent 



Table 3 .. Trial Courts and Trial Court Judges of the United States 

FTE from Those Who 
Are Judges 

Full·time Judges (Part. time or Senior) QUllsi·Judioial Staff 
Court 

States/Courts: type Authorized Servinl! Law Trained Authorized ServinI!' Authorized ServiL'l1); 
Idaho 
District Court G 34 34 ~ ~ ... ~ ~ 

Magistrate Division H 78 78 ... ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Illinois 
Circuit Court G 829 826 ~ ~ ~ ... ~ 

Indiana 
Superior Court G 188 188 ~ 1 1 ~ 61 
Circuit Court G 95 95 ... 2 2 ... 28 
Probate Court G 1 1 ... 0 0 ~ 1 
County Court L 31 31 ~ 1 1 ... 1 
City Court 1. 48 48 ~ ~ ~ ... 7 
'rown Court L 25 25 ... ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Municipal Court orMarion L 16 16 ~ 0 0 ~ 7 
Smaller Clnlms orMarion L 8 8 ~ ~ ~ 0 0 
Iowa 
District Court G 171 171 1 181 181 100 100 
Kansas 
District Court G 218 218 160 0 0 0 0 
MunicIpal Court 1. 223 223 188 0 0 0 0 
Kentuoky 
Circuit Court G 93 93 93 ~ ... ... ... 
District Court L 125 125 125 ~ ~ 69 69 
Louisiana 
District Court G 193 193 193 0 0 7 7 
Justice ofthe Peace Court 1. 334 UNK UNl{ 0 0 0 0 
Mayor's Court L 250 UNl{ UNK 0 0 0 0 
City and Parish Courts L 73 73 73 UN!{ UNK 0 0 
.Tuvenile & Fnmily Courts G 16 16 16 0 0 0 0 
Maine 
Superior Court G 16 .16 16 (n) (n) 0 0 
District Court 1. 25 25 25 (b) (b) 0 0 
Probate Court L ... ... ... 16(c) 16(c) ~ ... 
Admlnistrntive Court 1. 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 .. 
Maryland 
Circuit Court G 123 119 119 ... ... 31.7 31.7 
District Court L 97 93 93 N ... 150.6 26 
Orphnn's Court II 66 66 ... ... ~ ~ ... 
Massaohusetts 
Suporior Court Dept. G 76 76 76 0 0 ... -
District Court Dept. L 168 158 158 0 0 ... ... 
ProbatolFnmily Court Dept. 1. 43 41 41 0 0 ... ~ 

.Tuvenlle Court Dept. L 12(a) 12 12 0 0 ... ... 
Housing Court Dept. L 6 6 6 0 0 ~ ... 
Doston MunicipCll Court Dept. L 11 11 11 0 0 ... ... 
Land Court Dept. L ... 4 4 4 0 0 ... ... 
Miohigan 
Circuit Court G 179 179 179 ... ... ~ ... 
Hl'corder's Court of Detroit G 29 28 28 .. ~ ~ .. 
Court ofClnlms G (a) ... ... ~ ... ... ... 
District Court L 259 255 255 ... .. ... ~ 

Prolmte Court L 93 93 93 7 7 ... ... 
_Munlclonl Court L 6 6 6 ... ~ ... .. 
Minnesota 
District Court G 242 242 242 ... ... 25 25 
Mississippi 
Circuit Court G 40 40 40 0 0 1 1 
Chancery Court G 39 39 39 0 0 ... ... 
County Court IJ 23 23 23 0 0 0 0 
Fnmlly Court 1. 1 1 1 0 0 ... ... 

'i Municipal Court 1. ... N ... - .. - .. 
• Julltlco Court L 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Table 3 .. Trial Courts and Trial Court Judges of the United States 

Court 
States/Courts: type 

Missouri 
Circuit Court G 
Municipal Court L 
Montana 
District Court G 
Workers' Compensation Court G 
Water Court G 
Justice of the Peace Court L 
Municipal Court L 
City Court L 
Nebraska 
District Court G 
Separate Juwnile Court S 
County Court L 
Workers' Compensation Court S 
Nevada 
District :":uurt G 
Justice Court L 
MuniciEal Court L 
New Hampshire 
Superior Court G 
District Court L 
Municipal Court L 
Probate Court L 
New Jersey 
Superior Court G 
'l'ax Court L 
Mlmicipal Court L 
New Mexico 
District Court G 
Magistrate Court L 
Metropolitan Court L 
Municipal Court L 
Probate Court L 
New York 
Supreme Court G 
Count:,. C"~lrt G 
Court of Claims L 
Surrogates' Court L 
Family Court (outside NYC) L 
Family Court (NYC) L 
District Court L 
City Court L 
NYC Civil Court L 
NYC Criminal Court L 
'rown and VlUa~e Justice Court IJ 
North Carolina 
Superior Court G 
District Court L 

'jlorth Dakotn 
01atriot Court G 
County Court L 
Mlmlc\[lal Court 

~ 
L . 

Ohio 
Court of Common Pleas G 
Municipal Court L 
County Court L 
Court of Claims L 
Mayors Court L 
Olclahoma 
District Court G 
_Mu~iclpal Court Not of He cord L 
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Full-time Judges 

FTE from Those Who 
Are Judges 

(Part-time or A~'nior) Quasi-Judicial Stoff 

Authorized Serving_ Law Trnilled Authorized Servin~ Authorized SernnR' 

309 
439(b) 

37 
1 

l(a) 
Varies 
Varies 
Varies 

50 
5 

57 
7 

46 
65 
18 

29 
15 
0 
1 

404 
10 
(11) 

61 
59 
15 
81 
33 

287 
124 

64(d) 
31 
76 
47 
50 
51 
120 
107 

2242 

83 
179 

25 
26 
0 

362 
179 
0 
~ .. 

211(a) 
350 

309 ~ (n) ~ 12 12 
305(c) 203(c) ~ ~ ~ ~ 

37 37 37 37 ~ ~ 

1 ~ 1 1 ~ .. 
J.\a) l(a) 1 1 (a) ~ 

78 Varies(b) Varies 78 ~ ~ 

1 (b) Varies 1 ~ ~ 

46 (b) Varies 46 ~ ~ 

50 50 ~ ~ 5 5 
5 5 ~ ~ 0 0 

57 57 ~ .. 0 0 
7 7 .. .. ~ ~ . 

46 46 0 0 0 0 
65 UNK 0 0 0 0 
18 UNK 0 0 0 0 

29 29 0 0 11 11 
15 15 19.4 19.4 0 0 
0 0 0.3 0.3 0 0 
1 1 3.6 3.6 0 0 

365(11) 365 12.1 12.1 2 2 
10 10 .. ~ ~ .. 

355(b) 355(b) ~ .. .. ~ 

61 61 ~ ~ UNI{ UNK 
58 2 .. ~ ~ ~ 

15 15 .. ~ ~ .. 
81 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

33 .. .. .. ~ -. ..- -
280(a) 287 61(b) ~ 12 12 
118(11) 124 .. ~ ~ ~ 

56 64 .. ~ ~ .. 
30(11) 31 ~ .. 18 18 
70(11) 76 ~ .. 60 60 
46(a) 47 .. .. 21 21 
47(a) 50 0 0 .. .. 
50(11) 51 107 101(c) ~ .. 
117(a) 120 ~ ... .. ~ 

106(a) 107 ~ ... .. .. .. ~ ~ .. ~ .. 
83 83 (a) ~ ~ ~ 

179 179 (a) .. .. .. 
24 24 6 0.20 10 10 
26 26 0 0 2(a) l(a) 
0 0 85 .. 0 0 

.. ~ 0 (0) UNK .. .. ~ 11PT ~ UNK .. .. .. .i5 p'r .. UNK .. 
(a) .. .. ~ .. .. 
(b) .. .. .. .. ~ 

211(a) 211 16 16 0 0 
350 .. .. .. .. .. 

Legend: G=General Jurisdiction; L-=tlmited Jurisdiction; UNK=Unknown; .. =Not appUcable 
FTE:::I~I·tlme Equivalent 

, 
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Table 3 .. Trial Courts and Trial Court Judges of the United States 

FulI·time Judges . Court 
States/Courts: type Authorized Serving_ Law Trained 

Oklahoma (con't) 
Municipal Criminal Court of Record L 23 23 ~ 

Worker's Compensation Court L 9 9 9 
Court ofTa" Review I. 26 26(b) ~ -. 
Oregon 
Circuit Court G 92 91 91 
Tax Court G 1 1 1 
County Court L 6 6 6 
Justice Court L 25 25 7 
District Court L 62 62 62 
Municipal Court L 2 2 2 
Pennsylvnnia 
Court of Common Pleas G 366 356 356 
Philadelphia Municipal Court L 22 21 21 
District Justice Court L 539 523 66 
Philadelphia Traffic Cow't I, 6 6 0 
Pittsburgh City_ Mggistrates L 6 6 0 
Rhode Island 
Superior Court G 22 22 22 
Workers' Compansation Court G 10 9 9 
District Court L 13 12 12 
Family Court L 11 10 10 
Probate Court L UNI{ 39 39 

_MuniciQal Court L UNK 17 17 
South Carolina 
Circuit Court G 40 40 40 
Family Court L 46 46 46 
Magistrate Court L ~ 278 21 
Probate Court L 46 46 10 
Municipal Court L ... 315 81 
Administrative Adjudication Court L UNK 7 7 
South Dakota 
Circuit Court G 36 86 7 
Tennessee 
Circuit Court G 76 76 76 
Chancery Court G 38 88 88 
Criminal Court G 29 29 29 
Probate Court G 3 3 3 
Juvenile Court L 104 104 104 
Municipal Court L 170 170 170 
General Sessions Court L 184 13<1 184 
Texas 
District Courts G 386 885 385 
Constitutional County Court L 254 254 37 
County Courts e,t Law L 162 162 l.62 
Justice of the Peace Court L 884 880 60 
Municipal Court L 1,214 1,208 377 
Stntutor~ Probate L 18 18 18 
Utah 
District Court G 88 38 38 
Circuit Court L 22 22 22 

I Justice Court L 12 12 12 
. Juvenile Court L 14 14 14 

Vermont 
Superior Court G 12 11 11 
District Court G 18 17 17 
Family Court G ... (n) ... 5(b) 
Probate Court L ~ .. ~ 

gnvironmental Court L 1 1 .... 
Virginia 
Circult Court G 135 135 135 
District Court Ii 194 193 193 

FTE from Those Who 
Are Judges 

(Part·time or Senior) 

Authorized Servin!! 

~ ~ 

0 0 
~ ~ 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
10 10 
0 0 

115 110 

56 35 
4 4 
73 5(a) 
1 1 
~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

... ~ 

... 4 
0 0 

- ~ 

0 0 
~ ... 
... ~ 

8 ... 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

74(a) 74 
... ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ... 

15 15 
22 22 

126 126 
14 14 

1 ... 
1 ... .. .. 

19 19(.) 
1 1 

... ... 

... .. 

Quasi·Judicial Staff 

Authorized Serving 

~ ~ 

0 0 
~ ~ 

12 12 
0 0 
6 6 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

~ -- -- ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

2 2 
0 0 
1 1 
2 2 
~ ~ 

2 2 

~ 19 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
... ... 

~ ~ 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

48(b) 48 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

12 12 
~ ... 
~ ~ 

~ ... 

~ ~ 

... ~ 

6(b) 5(b) 
... .. .. ... 

~ ~ 

... ... 
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Table 3 .. Trial Courts and Trial Court Judges of the United States 

FTE from Those Who 
Are Judges 

Full-time Judges (Part-time or Senior) Quusi-Jutlicial Staff 
Court 

States/Courts: t e Authorized_ Servin 
Washington 
Superior Court G 169 
District Court L 82 
Munici al Court L 14 
West Virginia 
Circuit Court G 62 
Magistrate Court L 154 
Munici al Court L 
Wisconsin 
Circuit Court G 223 
Munici al Court L 4 
Wyoming 
District Court G 17 
Justice of the Peace Court L 14 
Municipal Court L 2 
Count Court L 18 
Puel'to Rico 
Superior Court G 111 
District Court I" 96 
Municl al Court L 60 
Federal(a) 
U.S. District. Court G 649 
U.S. Magistrate G 381 
U.S. Bankru tc G 326 

FOOTNOTES: 

Arknnsas: 
(a)Thllse 33 judges serve both circuit and chancery courts; 20 of 
them are primarily responsible for the juvenile division of chlll1cery 
court. 

California: 
(a)Fifty.one are part tlmejudges. (FTE not available.) All 61 are 
law trained. 

Colorado: 
(a)Denver Probate Court has 1 district court judge serving and 1 
referee. 
(b)Donvor Juvenilo Court has 3 district court judges serving lll1el 2 
commissioners. 
(c)'l'ho water court Is served by 7 judges from the district court. 

Connectiout: 
(a)lncludes 42 state trial referees and 11 superior court senior 
judges. 
(b)There are 9 full·time family support magistrates, who are salaried 
employees. 724 are all adjuncts, consisting of 47 motor vehicle 
magistrates, 366 attornllY trial referees, 238 fact fmderslarbitrators 
nnd 73 small claims commissioners. Adjuncts may work as little as 
0110 day a year or as much as several days per week. 

Florida: 
(a)'l'he court system uses approximately 50 retired judges on a part. 
time basis. COlmty judges are assigned to serve on the circuit 
bench. 

157 
82 
14 

62 
154 

223 
4 

17 
14 
2 
18 

110 
95 
59 

577 
363 
288 

Law Trained Authorized Servin Authorized Servin 

157 37.4 (a) 
82 14 (a) 14.2 (a) 14.2 (a) 
14 82 82 b 8 

62 3 22 22 
1 0 0 0 0 

122 122 

223 12.3(a) (b) 
4 

17 0 0 23 23 
8 0 0 0 0 
2 67 67 0 0 
18 0 0 36 36 

110 10 10 
95 
59 

91(b) 
102 110(c) 

Georgia: 
(a)Associate judges were formerly referees. There are 1f of these in 
juvenile court serving as full· time judges, and 18 who are part. time 
staff. 
(b)All part-time judges are assumed to be half·time. 

Maine: 
(a)Senior judges in active retired status served 452 days on supreme 
court. 
(b)Senior judges in active retired status served 485 days in district 
court. 
(c)All are part-time judges. 

Massaohusetts: 
(a)Juvenile court has expanded its number of judges by 21, phased 
in over a 3 year period, to n totEl1 of 33 by 1995. 

Miohigan: 
(a)Circuit court judges s~rve. 

Missouri: 
(a)All retired judges, not involvetlin the practice oflnw, may serve 
as sonior judges. 
(b)Thls number represents the established municipal courts. 
(c)lncludes full rmd part-time judges. 'l'here Is no information 
available to determine whether a ,judge is full 01' part.time, 

Montana: 
(a)Also has 6 masters in water court. All 6 of these are law trained. 
(b)The 9 law trained judges are in 'the limited jurisdicthm courts and 
cannot be sepnrated. 
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Table 3 .. Trial Oourts and Trial Court Judges of the United States 

New Jersey: 
(a)Excludes appellate divIsion judges. 
(b)Each municipality has authority to appoint ajudge; some choose 
not to, or aJudge can serve more than one court. All must be law 
trained. All part.time, except those in Jersey City (7) and Newark 
(7). 

New York: 
(a)Numbers include current vacancies. 
(b)'!'hese are full·time certificated retired justices of supreme court. 
{c)The chief clerks in New York City serve dual roles as 
administrators and chief operational officers. 
(d)Forty·six court of claims judges also sit on the supreme court. 

North Carolina: 
(a)There is statutory authority for use of emergency and retired 
judges. This authority is used regularly, as justified by need, 
although unable to translate for any typical year how many "FTE" 
positions such use incurs. 

North Dakota: 
(a)11I the district court 2 of the quasi.judicial staff are part.time; 1 is 
full·timo. 

Ohio: 
(a)In court of claims 2 judges sit on temporary assignment. 
(b)The mayors court has approximately 500 mayors. 
(c)Chief justice has authority to assign retired judges to active duty 
in trial and appellate courts. 

Oklahoma: 
(a)The district court has 71 district judges, 77 associate district 
judges, and 63 spel:ial judges. 
(b)Twenty.six district judges serve the tax review court. 

Pennsylvania: 
(a)The number of serving senior district justices is based on a 
computation adding the paid hours of these senior disb-ictjustices 
and dividing by the regular hours of a full time judge; thus, this 
figure does not suggest 5 senior district justices who were serving 
during this particular pay period. 

Texas: 
(a)Texas does not maintain statistics which show the type of trial 
court to which a senior judge is assigned. Also, this number is the 
FTE number of assignments made in FY 1992. 
(b)Also has 34 (both authorized and serving) Title Iv·n masters, who 
solely handle Title N·n child support enforcement cases. 

Vermont; 
(a)District and superior court judges are assigned to preside in 
family court. 
(h)Magistrates 
(c)Nineteen part.timejudges of which 11 are law·trained. 

Washington: 
(a)FTE=full time equivalent. 
(b)'fhe number of judicial officers. 'The hours per month range from 
1 to 120. Many judicial officers serve in multiple lUlmicipal courts. 

Wisconsin: 
(a)Reservejudges are retired judges who serve as needed and when 
available. FTE reserve judge service estimate includes case.specific 
assignments (calculated at an average of2.5 days per assignment) 
and general assignments. 
(b)Chiefjudges and circl<itjudges control authorization, so AOe has 
no knowledge of total authorization. 
(c)Municipal courts are local option, and locally funded and 
adminIstered. In the event ofa mlmlcipaljudicial vacancy, for 
whatever reason, the chief judge of the district must either assign 
another municipal judge or transfer pending municipal casos to 
circuit court. (SCR·70.24) 

Federal: 
(a)As of June 1, 1993. 
(b)The senior judge equivalents are an estimate, based on workload, 
of the number of district judges that would be needed If there were 
no senior judges. 
(c)These figures represent the actual number of part-time 
magistrate judges. 
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Judicial Selection and Service 

How judges are selected and their tenns of service 
on the bench differ sharply between the federal and 
state courts, and the differences among states are 
often nearly as significant. All federal judges are 
nominated by the President and serve uduring good 
behavior" once confinued by the U.S. Senate unless 
they resign 01' are impeached and convicted by the 
U.S. Congress. State court judges are likely to face 
an election as a part of their selection process and to 
serve fixed terms, which for COLR justices range 
between six and 14 years (15 years in the District of 
Columbia). Only Massachusetts and Rhode Island 
offer appellate judges lifetime appointments, while 
the judges of New Hampshire's Supreme Court serve 
until age 70. 

Judicial selection occurs for three purposes in the 
state courts: to fill an unexpired term upon the 
retirement, l'esignation, or death of an incumbent 
judgei to select for a full term (often referred to as the 
initial selection)i and at the end of a term. Table 4 
describes the various ways in which appellate justices 
and judges are selected, while Table 6 describes 
procedures for selecting trial court judges. 

One marker for examining the diverse selection 
methods adopted by the states is the "Missouri Plan." 
In 1940 the State of Missouri amended its 
constitution to establish a statewide nominating 
committee for appellate judgeships and circuit-level 
commissions for general jurisdiction trial court 
judgeships. A judge, representatives of the state bar 
association, and nonlawyers appointed by the 
governor make up the commissions. The governor 
must appoint one of a commission's three nominees to 
fill a vacancy. The new appointee then faces a 
retention election in one year's time, running against 
their own record, and then further retention elections 
at 12 year intervals. Thirty-four states use some 
form of judicial nominating commission in judicial 
selection, which became popular in the 1970s (Table 
8), although only 14 combine such a commission with 
retention elections on the Missouri model. 

All appellate courts and most trial courts have a 
chief judge. Table 4 explains how chief justices and 
chief judges of COLRs and lACs are selected in each 
state. '1'he length of their term in office and whether 
they can succeed themselves can also be found in the 
table. How trial court chief judges (sometimes styled 
presiding judges) are selected is detailed in Table 6. 
The judges in a district or circuit typically select one 
of their peers to serve as the chief judge for a fixed 
number of years, but the appointment may be made 
at the state level by the governor, Chief Justice of the 

COLR, or the COLR collectively, In some instances a 
specific individual is elected or appointed as the chief 
judge and holds that title throughout their tenure. In 
other trial courts, seniority establishes who is the 
chief judge. 

Qualifications for service as a judge are stated in 
the constitutions and statutes of the various states. 
Tables 5 and 7 indicate the qualifications in tenus of 
residency, age, and legal credentials that are 
mandated for, respectively, appellate and trial court 
judgeships. In addition to specifying the legal 
credentials, if any, necessary to qualifY for judicial 
selection, many states require judges to participate in 
some form of legal education beyond the Continuing 
Legal Education expected of all members of the state 
bal'. Mandatory judicial education is accomplished 
through a wide range of judicial branch and private 
entities (Table 9) and is paid for by a variety of 
funding sources (Table 10). 

Twenty-one states, the District of Columbia, and 
the Navajo Nation make formal provision for an 
ongoing evaluation of judicial performance. States 
with retention elections for judges are the most likely 
to evaluate performance, but some with nonpartisan 
elections do so as well (Minnesota, North Dakota, and 
Ohio, and Washington), as do many with a system of 
judicial appointments (Connecticut, Delawm'e, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, and Vermont). Table 11 indicates for these 
and other states with performance evaluation 
structures the implementing authority, the body 
responsible for operating the program, the 
evaluation's goals, the scope of judicial offices 
affected, and how the evaluation is lmdertaken. 

Formal judicial discipline is accomplished through 
regional judicial councils in the federal system (under 
The Judicial Councils Reform and Judicial Conduct 
and Disability Act of 1980). The Councils bvestigate 
complaints of any "conduct prejudicial to the effective 
and expeditious administration of the business of the 
courts." However, the Councils' disciplinary powers 
stop short of removal from office. Removal is the sole 
prerogative of the U.S. Congress. A Council can 
certifY a finding that impeachment is warranted to 
the U.S. House of Representatives. 

Judicial conduct organizations are the main 
arbiters of what constitutes judicial misconduct and 
disability in the states. Conduct organizations 
investigate complaints against members of the 
judiciary, and typically include a mix of judges, 
lawyers, and ordinary citizens. The adjudicatory 
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function is usually exercised by the COLR, although 
sometimes the original conduct organization both 
investigates and adjudicates complaints. In such 
instances there is a right of appeal to the state's 
COLR. The name and composition of the state 
conduct organizations are shown in Table 12. The 
table also indicates which court or other entity 
adjudicates complaints, hears appeals, has final 
disciplinary authority, and at what point reprimands 
are made public. 

Select Bibliography: 

Philip J. Dubois, From Ballot to Bench: Judicial 
Elections and the Quest for Accountability. Austin, 
TX; University of Texas Press. 
Doris Marie Provine, Judging Credentials: 
Nonlawyer Judges and the Politics of 
Professionalism, Chicago; University of Chicago 
Press, 1986. 
Judith Rosenbaum, Practices and Procedures of State 
Judicial Conduct Organizations, Chicago: American 
Judicature Society, 1990. 
Lyle Warrick, Judicial Selection in the United States: 
A Compendium of Provisions, Second Edition, 
Chicago: American Judicature Society, 1993. 
Mary Volcal1sek, Judicial Impeachment: None 
Called for Justice, Urbana: University of Illinois 
Press, 1993 [offers a general historical account, but 
focuses on federal impeachment proceedings during 
the 1980s and its relationship to judicial discipline in 
the federal court system]. 
Table 11: Susan Keilitz and Judith White McBride, 
"Revised Chart for 'Judicial Performance Evaluation 
Comes of Age/ " State Court Journal Vol. 16, No.3, 
Summer, 1992. [Supporting text can be found in the 
State Court Journal, Vol. 16, No.1, Winter, 1992.] 
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Table 4 .. Selection and l'erms of Appellate Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection Method of Selection 
States/Courts: type for Unexpired Term for Full Term Method of Retention 

Alabama 
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Court of Criminal Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisall election 

Court of Civil Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment Part is all election Partisan election 

Alaska 

Supreme Court COLR Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission(a) 

Court of Appeals IAC Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

Arizona 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nomitlating commission 

Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Arkansas 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

CaliKornia 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Unopposed retention election Unopposed retention election 

Courts of Appeal IAC Gubernatorial appointment Unopposed retention election Retention election 

Colorado 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominnting commission 

Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Connecticut 

Sllpreme Court COLR Legislative appointment(a) Legislative appointment(a) Legislative reappolntment(a) 

Appellate Court lAC Legislative appointment(a) Legislative appointment(a) Ll·gislative reappointment(a) 

Delaware 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment 
judicial nominating commission with judicial nominating commission with from judicial nominating 
consent of senate consent of senate commission with consent of 

senate 

District of Columbia 

Court of Appeals COLR Presidential appointment from Presidential appointment from Judlcial nominnting 
judicial nominating commission with judicial nominating commission with commission or Presidential 
senate confirmation senate confirmation appointment with senate 

confumatlon 

Florida 

Supreme Court com Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retentlon election 
judicial nominnting commission judicial nominating commission 
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Table 4 .. Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

How Is the Chief Term of Office for Can Chiet;' Judges 
Geographic Basi~ .Length of 'ferm Justice/Presiding Judge the Chief Justice/ Succeed 

for Selection (yrs) Selected? Presiding Judg-e? Themselves? States/Courts: 
Alabama 

Stalewide 6yrs Popular election 6yrs Yes Supreme Court 

Statewide 6yrs Court selection Indefmite Yes Court of Criminal Appeals 

Statewide 6yrs Seniority Indefmite Yes Court of Civil Appeals 

Alaslen 

Statewide 10yrs Court selection 3yrs No Supreme Court 

Statewide 8yrs Supreme court, Chief 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals 
Justice appointment 

Arizona 

Statewide 6yrs Court selection 5yrs Yes Supreme Court 

County/region 6yrs Court selection 1 to 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals 
within division 

Arkansas 

Statewide 8yrs Popular election 8yrs Yes Supreme Court 

District 8yrs Supreme court, Chief 4 yrs Yes Court of Appeals 
Justice appoints 

California 
Statewide 12yrs Gubernatorial appointment 12 yrs Yes Supreme Court 

District I2yrs Gubernatorial appointment 12yrs When reconfirmed Courts of Appeal 

Colorado 

Statewide 10yrs Court selection Indefmite ~ Supremo Court 

Statewide 8yrs Supreme court, Chief At pleasure ~ Court of Appeals 
Justice appoints 

Connecticut 
Statewide 8yrs Legislative appointment 8yrs Yes Supreme Court 

Statewide 8yrs Supreme court, Chief Indefmite H Appellate Court 
.Just.ice appoints 

Dclawaro 
Statewide I2yrs Gubernatorial appointment I2yrs Yes Supreme Court 

District of Columblll 
District of Columbia 15yrs .Judicial nominating 4yrs Yes Court of Appeals 

commission appointment 

Florida 
Statewide 6yrs Court selection 2yrs ~ Supreme Court 

State Court Organization 1993 8,/ 



------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Table 4 .. Selection and Tel~S of Appellate Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection Method of Selection 
States/Courts: type for UnEcrPired Term for Full Term Method of Retention 

Florida (con't) 
District Courts of Appeal IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 

judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Georgia 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Hawaii 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernat.orial appointment from Judicial nomination 
judicial nominating commission with judicial n?mmating commission with commission reappoints 
consent of senate consent of senate 

Intermediate Court of IAC Gubernato\'ial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Judicial nomination 
Appeals judicial nominating commission with judicial nominating commission with commission reappoints 

consent of senate consent of senate 

Idaho 
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

judicial nominating commission 

Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Illinois 

Supreme Court COLR Court selection Partisan election Retention election 

Appellate Court IAC COLR selection Partisan election Retention election 

Indiana 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorialllppointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission jUdicial nominating commission 

Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Tax Court IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Iowa 

Supreme Court COLR Oubernatorlal appointment from Gubernll.wl'ial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Kansas 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judlclnl nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Kentuoky 

Supreme Court COLR Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Court of Appnals lAC Nonpartisan election Ncmpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
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Table 4 .. Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

How Is the Chief Term of Office for Can Chief .Judges 
Geographio Basis Length of Term Justice/Presiding Judge the Chief Justice! Succeed 

for Seleotion (yrs) Selected" Presidinlr JudJl'e? Themselves? States/Courts: 
Florida (con't) 

District 6yrs Court selection 2yrs N District Courts of ApIJenls 

GeOlogia 

Statewide 6yrs Court selection 4yrs ... Supreme Court 

Statewide 6yrs Rotate by seniority 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals 

Hawaii 

Statewide lOyrs Judicial Selection IOyrs Yes Supreme Court 
Commission nominates, 
governor appoints with 
consent of senate 

Statewide lOyrs Judicial Selection lOyrs Yes Intermediate Court of 
Commission nominates, Appeals 
governor appoints with 
consent of senate 

IdRho 

Statewide 6yrs Court selection 4yrs ... Suprome Court 

Statewide 6yrs Supreme court, Chief 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals 
Justice appointment 

Illinois 

District lOyrs Court selection 3yl's .. Supreme Court 

District lOyrs Court selection lyr .. Appellate Court 

Indlnna 

Statewide Initial=2j Judicial nominat.lng 5yrs ... Suprllme Court 
Retentlon=IO commission appointment 

District Inltial=2j Chief judge by full court 5yrs .. Oourt of Appeals 
Retention=lO 8010ction 

Statewide Initlal=2i Chief judge by full court 5yrs ... 'l'ax: Court 
Retention=lO selection 

Iowa 
Statewide 8yre Court selection B yrs or duration of ... Supreme Court 

term 

Statewide 6yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals 

ICansas 
Statewide 6yrs Rotation by seniority Indefmite .. Supreme Court 

Statewide 4yrs Supreme court Indefm\te Yes Court of Appeals 
appointment . 

ICcntuclcy 
District 8yts Court selection 4yr8 Yes Supromo Ceurt 

District 8yrs Court selection 4 yrs Yes Court of Apponis 
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Table 4 .. Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

Court Method of Seleotion Method of Seleetion 
States/Courts: type for UnexPired Term for Full 'rerm Method of Retention 

Louisiana 
Supreme Courts COLR Supreme Court selection(a) Ncnpar..isml election Nonpartisan election 

Courts of Appeal lAC Supreme Court selection(a) Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

-Maine 
Supremo Judicial Court. COLR Gubernntorlnl appointmont Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial reappointment 

Maryland 
Court of Appeals COLH Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Hetention election 

judicial nominating commission with judicial nominating commission with 
consent of sonate consent of senate 

Court of Special Appeals lAC Gubernatorial. appointment from Gubernatorial. appointment from Retention eloction 
jUdicial nominating commission with judicial nominating commission with 
consent of senate consont of senate 

Massaohusetts 
Supreme Judicial Court COLH Slime liS full torm Gubernatorial appointment from Same as full term 

judicial nominating commission with 
uPTlrovul by Governor's council(a) 

AppC!als Court lAC Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Same as full torm 
judicial nominating commission with 
approval by Governor's council(a) 

Michigan 
Supremo Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisml election Nonpnrtisan election 

Court of A}lpeals lAC Gubernatorlo.l nppointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Minnesota 
Suprome Court COLH Gubernntorial appointment Nonpnrtisan election Nonpnrtisltn election 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial nppolntment Nonpnrtisan election Nonpartisan olection 

Mississippi 
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointml'!tlt from Pnrtisnn election Pnrtisnn election 

judicial nominnting commission 

Missouri 
Supreme Court com Gubernlltorial nppointment from Gubornlltorinl nppointment from Retention election 

judicial nominating commission judicial nominllting commission 
Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial nppointment from Gubernatorial nppolntment ftom Hetention election 

judicinl nominating r:ommlssloll judicial nominating commission -Montana 
Supreme Court COl,H GuberllUtorilll nppointml1tlt from Nonpnrtisan electlOll Nonpartisan election (If 

jUdiclnl nominating commission unopposed, retention election) 
Nebrnslca 
Supreme Court COLR Quhllrnntorlal appointment from Gubernntorlo.l appointment from HellJlltion election 

Judlclnl nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

Court of Appeals fAC (Jubernntorlal tlppolntmont from Gullernaturlnl tlllPolntmont from Rl1telltion l1111ctlon 
judiclnl nominating commission jmlicininomlnatlng commission 

-
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Table 4 u SeleGtion and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

How Is the Chief Term of Office for Can Chief Judges 
Geographic Basis Length of Tarm Justi(le/Presidlng Judge the Chief Justicel Succeed 

for Selection (yrs) Sele(lted? Presiding> Judg>e? Themselves? Stntes/Courts: 
Louisiann 

District 10yrs Seniority Duration of servico ~ Supreme Courti'! 

District 10 yrs Seniority Du"ation ofsefvice H Courts of Appeal 

Maine 
Statewid(l 7 yrs Gubt'rnatorial appointment 7 yrs Yes Supreme Jurlicial Court 

Maryland 

Circuit lOyrs Gubernatorial appointnwnt Indefinite N Court of ApJll·als 

Circuit 10 yrs Gubernutorinl uppointment Indermite N Court of Special Appeals 

Massachusetts 

Statewide Age 70 Samll as full term Age 70 N Supremo JUdldat Court 

Stat(lwid(l Agl~ 70 SutnO as full tNm Age 70 N Appeals Court 

--~ Michigan 
Statowido 8yrs Court sehlctlon 2yrs N Suproml1 Court 

District 6yrs Court sl111'ction 2yrs Yes Court (If APPNtls 

Minnesota 
Stnlewldn 6yrs PUllUlur ('h'ction 6yrs Yos BUlln.tnO Court 

Stnt(lwido 6yrs Oubt'rnntorial u[l{lointml'llt ayrs Yes Court of Apjll'als 

. - Mississippi 
Distdct 8yrs Sl'niority Duration of sorvico ... Suprome Court 

Mlssoud 
Stalowide 12yrs Court S(»(>CtiOll 2yrs Yos(a) Supr(>me Court 

District 12yrs nourt fll'll'ction 2 yrs (b) Yos Court of AplJNlls 

- Htat<\wiu(> Montnnn 
Myra POJlulrtr t'h'ctlon 8yrs N Supremo CourL 

Nobraslcn 
Stntewide: chillf Mort' than a yrs filr Guhl1rnatorinlaPl)()inttn11l1t nuratioll of sorvict) ..,. ~luprt'tntl Court 
JustiClJSj District: first ell1(;tioll, \WN'y frotnJudicirti nominating 
Associate Justices 6 yrs thl'r(>an(lt cummissioll 

All by District Mort' thtln :l yrs lilt Gubl'rnul.orirtlallPointtnNlt 1 y('ar as llresidlng Yes Court Ill' APlIl'uls 
firllt l'ltlction, IWf'ry ffomjutiicial nomintlting 

6 yrs thmmlWr commission -
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Table 4 .• Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection Method of Selection 
States/Courts: type for Unexpired Term for Full Term Method of Retention 

Nevada 
Suprome Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

judicial nominating commission 

New Hampshire 
Supreme Court COLR Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment with .. 

approval of elected ey.ecutive council 

New\lersey 
Supreme Court COLR .. Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial appointment 

consent of senate with consent of senate 

Appellate Division of lAC .. Chief Justice Jlppointment of Gubernatorial appointment 
Superior Court Superior court judge with consent of senate 

New Mexico 
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment(a) Partisan election Nonpartisan retention election 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial appolntment(a) Partisan electio\,! Nonpartisan retention election 

New York 
Court of Appeals COLR Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorialappointm~nt Gubernatorial reappointment 

Appellate Divisions of lAC Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial reappointment 
Supremo Court 

Appellate Terms of IAC SCA appointment from lists of SCA appointment from Hilts of SCA reappointment 
Supreme Court Supreme court justices Supreme court justices 

North Carolina 
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Court of Appeals lAC GUb .. rnatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

North Dakota 
Supremo Oourt COLR Gubernatorial appointment [rom Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

judicial nominating commission or 
electlons(a) 

Ohio 
Supreme Oourt COLR Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial nppolntment Nonpartisan election Nonpartlsall election 

OWnhoma 
Supreme Court OOLR Gubernntorlal appointment from Retention election See full term 

judicial nominating r.ommisslOll 

Court of Orimlnal Appeals COLR Gubernatorlul appointment from Retentloll election See full term 
judicial nominating commission 

Court of Aplleals lAC Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election See full term 
judlclalllOmlnating commission 

Oregon 
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
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Table 4 •• Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

How Is the Chief Term of Office for Call Chief Judges 
Geogl.'Bphic Basis Length of Term JusticeJPresiding Judge the Chief Justicel Succeed 

for Selection (yrs) Selected? Presiding Judge? Themselves? States/Courts: 
Nevada 

Statewide 6yrs Rotation 1.2yrs (a) Supreme Court 

New Hampshire 

Statewide Age 70 Gubernatorial appointment Age 70 - Supreme Court 
with npprr"val of elected 
executive council - New.Tersey 

Statewide 7, followed by tenure Gubernatorial appointment Duration of service - Supreme Court 
with r.:onsent. of senate 

Statewide 7, followed by tenure Supreme court, Chief At pleasure - Appellate Divi.sion of 
,Justice appointment Superior Court 

New Mexico 

Stat"lwlde 8yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Supreme Court 

Statewide 8yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals 

New York 

Statewide 14 yrs Gubem,atorial appointment 14yrs - Court of Appeals 
from ;udicial nominating 
commission 

Statewide 5 or duration Gubernatorial appointment Duration of service Yes Appellate Divisions of 
from judicial screening Supreme Court 
commission 

Stat wide 5 or duration Gubernatorial appointment Duration of service Yes Appellate Terms of Supreme 
from judIcial screening Court 
commission - --North Carolina 

Statewide 8yrs Popular election 8yrs - Supreme Court 

Statewide 8yrs Supreme court, chief At pleasure • - Court ol'Aplleals 
justice appointment 

North Dakota 

Statewide 10yrs Selection by th9judges of 5 yrs or until term Yes Supreme Court 
the Supreme and District expires, whichever 
Courts occurs first 

Ohio 

Statewide 6yrs Popular election 6yrs Yes Supreme Court 

District 6yrs Varies Varies VariflS Court of Appeals 

~. 

OldahoDla 
Di&trict 6yrs Court selection 2yrs - Supreme Court 

District 6yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Criminal Appeals 

District 6yrs Court selection lyr Yes Court of Appeals 

Oregon 
St.ltewide 6yrs Court selection 6yrs Yes Supreme Court 
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Table 4 •• Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection Method of Selection 
States/Courts: type for UnexPired Term for Full Term Method of Retention 

Oregon (con't) 
Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Pennsylvania 
Supr(lme Court COLR Gubernatorialllppointment from Partisan election Retention election 

judicial nominating commission with 
consent of senate 

Superior Court lAC Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Retention election 
judicial nominating commission with 
consent of senate 

Commonwealth Court lAC Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Rp.tention election 
judicial nominating commission with 
consent of senate 

Rhode Island 
Supreme Court COLH Legislative election Legislative election Legislative election 

South Carolina 
Supreme Court COLH Legislative election Legisilltive election Legislative election 

Court of Appeals lAC Legislative election Legislative election Legislativ/il re-election 

South Dakota 
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election Retention election 

judicial nominating commission 

-Tennessee 
Supreme Court OOLR Gubernlltorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election Nonpartisan election 
jUdicial nominating commission 

Court of Criminal Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Retent,ion election Nonpartisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Texas 
Supreme Court COLH Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Court of Criminal Appeals COLH Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Courts of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Utah 
Supreme Court COLR GUbernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 

judicial naminating commission with judiciall10minating commission with 
consent of senate consent of senate 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention olection 
judicial nominating commission with judicial nominating commission with 
consent of sonate consent of senate -VC1'IUOnt 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Legislative olectlon 
judicial nominating commission with judicial nominating commission with 
consent of senate consent of senate 
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Table 4 •• Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

How Is the Chief Term of Office for Can Chief Judges 
Geographic Basis Length of Term Justice/Presiding Judge the Chief Justice! Succeed 

for Selection (yrs) Selected? Presiding Judge? Th6mselves? States/Courts: 
Oregon (con't) 

Statewide 6yrs Supreme court, Chief 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals 
Justice appointment 

Pennsylvania 

Statewide lOyrs Rotation by seniority Duration of term - Supreme Court 

Statewide lOyrs Court selection 5yrs No Superior Court 

Statewide lOyrs Court selection 5yrs No Commonwealth Court 

Rhode Island 

Statewide Life Legislative election LIfe - Supreme Court 

South Carolina 

Statewide lOyrs Legislative election lOyrs - Supreme Court 

Statewide 6yrs Legislative election 6yrs Yes (lourt of Appeals 

. 
South Daltota 

Initial District Byrs Court selection 4yrs - Sup rome Court 
Retention·Statewide 

Tennessee 

Statewide Byrs Court selection Full term - Supreme Court 

Statewide Byrs Court selection lyr Yes Courts of Appeal 

Statewide Byrs Court selection lyr Yes Court of Criminal Appeals 

Texas 

Statewide 6yrs Partisan election 6yrs Yes Supremo Court 

Statewide 6yrs Partisan election Byrs Yes Court of Criminal Appeals 

District 6yrs Partisan election 6 yrs Yes Court of Appeals 

Utah 
Statewide lnitial=3 yrsj Court selection 4yrs Yes Supreme Court 

Retention=lO yrs, 

Statewide InitiaI=3 yrsj Court selection 
Retentlon=lO yrs 

2yrs Yes Court of Appeals 

Vermont 
Statewide 6yrs Gubernatorial appointment 6y-rs ~ Supreme Court 

from judicial nominating 
commission with consent of 
~""nfA 
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Table 4 .. Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection 
States/Courts: type for UnexPired Term 

Virginia 
Supreme Court COLR Legislative appointment 

Court of Appeals lAC Legislative appointment 

Washington 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial appointment 

West Virginia 

Supreme Court of Appeals COLR Gubernatorial appointment 

Wisconsin 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from 
judicial nominating commission 

Court of Appeals lAC Gubernatorial appointment from 
j"dicial nominating commission 

Wyoming 

Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment from 
judicial nominating commission 

Puerto Rico 

Supreme Court COLR No term 

Court of Appeals lAC NoteI'm 

Feeleral 
US Supreme Court COLR Same as full term 

US Courts of Appeals lAC Same as full term 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alaska: 
(a) Judge must nm for retention election at the next general 
election, immediately following the third year from the time of 
initial appointment. 

Connecticut: 
(a) Governor recommends from judicial nominating commission. 

Louisialla: 
(a) Porson selectod by tho supn1me court is prohibited for running 
for that judgeship; election held within 1 year to serve remainder of 
term. 

Massaohusetts: 
(a) 'rhe Governor's Council is made up ofnine people elected by 
geographical area and proslded over by the Lieutenant Governor. 

Method of Selection 
for Full Term Method of Retention 

Legislative appointment Legislative appointment 

Legislative appointment Legislative appointment 

Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Partisan election Partisan election 

Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

Gubernatt.lrial appointment with -
senate confIrmation 

Gubernatorial appointment with -
senate confll'mation 

Nominated and appointed by the -
President with the advice and 
consent of the Senate 

Presidential appointment subject to -
senate confirmation 

Missouri: 
(a)Selectiol1 is typically rotated among the judges. 
(b) Western and Southern Districts are 2 years; 1 year itl Eastern 
District. 

Nevada: 
(a) Not immediately, later, as part of rotation. 

New Mexico: 
(n) The Governor shall select a candidate from a list submitted by 
tho appollate judges' nominating commission created by the 
constitution. 

North Daltota: 
(a) 'rho Goverl1or may appoint from a list ofnnmes or clllla special 
election at his discretion. 
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T~ble 4 .• Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges 

How Is the Chief 
Geographic Basis Length of Term JusticeJPresiding Judge 

for Selection (yrs) Selected? 

Statewide 12yrs Seniority 

Statewide 8yrs Court selection 

Statewide 6yrs Justice with shortest torm 
to serve 

District 6yrs Court selection, however, 
position rotates among the 
8 divisior)", 

District 12 years Rotation by seniority 

Statewide 10yrs Seniority 

District 6yrs Supreme court 
appointment 

Statewide 8yrs Court selection 

Statewide Age 70 Gubernatorial appointment 
with senate confIrmation 

Statewide 16yrs Chief Justice appointment 

United States Life Seniority 

Circuit Life Seniority(a) 

Federal: 
(a)The chief judge is the active circuit judge who is senior ~fthose 
judges who: (1) are 64 years or under, (2) have served for one or 
more years as a circuit judge, and (8) have not served previously as 
chief judge. 

Term of Office for Can Chief Judges 
the Chief Justice! Succeed 
Presidin~ Jud2'e? Themselves? States/Courts: 

Virginia 
IndefInite - Supreme Court 

4yrs Yes Court of Appeals 

Washington 

2yrs - Supreme Court 

lyr - Court of Appeals 

West Virginia 

1yr - Supreme Court 

Wisconsin 

Until declined - Supreme Court 

8yrs Yes Court of Appeals 

Wyoming 

2yrs - Supreme Court 

Puerto Rico 

Age 70 - Supreme Court 

Indefmite - Court of Appeals 

Federal 

Life - US Supreme Court 

7 yrs or until age 70 No US Courts of Appeals 
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Table 5 .• Qualifications to Serve as an Appellate Court Judge 

Court Local State Minimum Maximum 
States/Courts; type Residency Residency Age Age Legal Credentials 

Alabama 

Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S N/S 70 Licensed Attorney 

Court of Criminal Appeals lAC N/S N/S N/S 70 Licensed Attorney 

Court of Civil Appeals lAC N/S N/S N/S 70 Licensed Attorney 
-~-

Alaska 

Supreme Court COLR NIS 5yrs N/S 70 8 yrs practice 

Court of Appeals lAC N/S 5yrs N/S 70 8 yrs practice 

Arizona 

Supreme Court COLR N/S IOyrs 30 70 10 yrs state bar 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes 5yrs 30 70 5 yrs state bar 

Arkansas 

Supreme Court COLR N/S 2yrs 30 N/S 8 yrs practice 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes 2yrs 30 N/S 8 yrs practice 

California 

Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S N/S N/S 10 yrs state bar 

Courts of Appeal lAC N/S N/S N/S N/S 10 yrs state bar 

Colorado 

Supreme Court COLR N/S Yes N/S N/S 5 yrs state bar 

Court of Appeals lAC N/S Yes N/S N/S 5 yrs state bar 

Connecticut 

S\lprOme Court COLR No Yes 18 70 10 yrs state bar 

Apllellate Court lAC No Yes 18 70 10 yrs state bar 

Debware 

Supreme Court COLR No Yes N/S N/S "Learned in the Law" 

District of Columbia 

Court of Appeals COLR 90 days District NIB 74 5 yrs state bar 

Florida 

Supreme Court COLR (a) Yas N/S 70 10 yrs statl~ bar 

District Courts of Appeal lAC (b) Yes (c) N/S 70 10 yrs stutu bar 

Georgia 

Supreme Court COLR N/S Yes N/S N/S(a) 7 yrs state bar 

Court of Appeals lAC N/S Yes N/S N/Sea) 7 yrs slate bar 

Hawaii 

Supnlme Court COLR N/S Yes N/S 70 10 yrs state bar 

Intermediate Court of Appeals lAC N/S Yes N/S 70 10 yrs state hal' 

Idaho 

Supreme Court COLR N/S 2yrs 30 N/S 10 yrs state bar 

Court of Appeals lAC N/S 2yrs 30 N/S 10 yrs state bar 

Illinois 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes N/S 75 Licensed Attorney 

Appellate Court lAC YIlS Yes N/S 75 Licensed Attorney 

Indirma 

Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S N/S 75 10 yrs stnLe Imr (n) 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes N/S N/S 75 10 yrs stale bar (a) 

'rax Court lAC N/S N/S N/S N/S Ii yra stutu bur 

Iowa 

Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S N/S 72 Statn bur mombor 

Court of Appeals lAC N/S N/S N/S 72 Statu bllr mllmb('I' 
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Table 5 •. Qualifications to Serve as an Appellate Court Judge 

Court Looal Stat.~ Minimum Maximum 
States/Courts: type Reaidc'loy Residenoy Age Age Legal Credentials 

Kansas 
Supremo Court COLR N/S N/S 30 70(a) 10 yrs state barCb) 

Court of Appeals lAC N/S N/S 30 70(a) 10 yrs state bar(b) 

Kentuolty 
Supreme Court COIJR 2yrs 2yrs N/S N/S 8 yrs state barllicensed attorney 

Court of Appeals LAC 2yrs 2yrs N/S N/S 8 yrs state bar/licensed attorney 

Louisiana 
Supreme Courts COLR 2yrs 2yrs NIS 70 5 yrs state bar 

Courts of Appeal LAC 2yrs 2yrs N/S 70 5 yrs state bar 

Maine 
Supreme Judicial Court COLR N/S N/S N/S N/S "Learned in Law" 

Maryland 
Court of Appeals COLR 6 months 5yrs 30 70 State bar member 

Court of Special Appeals LAC 6 months 5yrs 30 70 State bar member 

Massachusetts 
Supreme .Judlclal Court COLR N/S N/S N/S 70 N/S 
Appeals Court LAC NIS N/S N/S 70 N/S 

Michigan 
Supreme Court COLR NIS N/S N/S 70 State bar member 

Court of Appeals LAC N/S N/S N/S 70 State bar member 

Minnesota 
Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S NIS 70 State bar member 

Court of Appeals LAC Varies N/S N/S 70 State hnr member 

Mississippi 

Supremo Court COLR NIS 5yrs 30 N/S 5 yrs stnte bar 

Missouri 
Supremo Court COLR N/S State voter 30 70 State bar member 

for 9 yrs 

Court of ApIR~a1s LAC Yes State voter 30 70 State bar m(1mbor 
for 9 yrs 

Montana 
Supremo Court COLR N/S 2yrs N/S N/S 5 yrs state bar 
Nebraslta 
Supreme Coltrt COLR Yes N/S 30 N/S 5 yrs practice 
Court of Appeals LAC YeS N/S 30 N/S 5 yrs practice 
Nevada 
Supremo Court COLR NIS 2yrs 25 NIS State bar member 
New Hampshire . 
Supreme Cottrt COLR NIS NIS NIS 70 NIS 
New Jersey 
Supreme Gourt COLR N/S NIS N/S 70 10 yrs state bar 
Appellate Division of Superior LAC N/S NIS NIS 70 10 yrs stnto bar 

Court 

New Mcxico 
SUprtlme Court COLR NIS 3yrs 35 NIS 1.0 years active Ilractlce an(Vor 

judgeship In any court of the stnte 

Court of Appeals LAC N/S 3yrs 35 NIS 10 yoars nctive prnctice aneVor 

! 

judgeship In any court orthe stute 
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Table 5 .... Qualifications to Serve as an Appellate Court Judge 

Court LOIJal State Minimum Maximum 
StateD/Courts: type Residenoy Residency Age Age Legal Credentials 

New York 

Court of Appeals COLR NIS Yes 18 70 (a) 10 yrs state bar 

Appellate Divisions of Supreme lAC Yes, for Yes 18 70 (a) 10 yrs state bar 
Court presiding 

judge 

Appellate 'rerms of Supreme lAC NIS Yes 18 I 70 (a) 10 yrs state bar 
Court 

North Carolina 

Supreme Court COLR N/S NIS N/S 72 State bar member 

Court of Appeals lAC NIS NIS NIS 72 State bar member 

North Dakota 

Supreme Court COLR N/S Yes N/S N/S State bar member 

Court of Appeals lAC N/S N/S N/S NIS N/S 

Ohio 

Supreme Court COLR No Yes N/S 70 6 yrs practice 

Court of Appeals lAC District NIS N/S 70 6 yrs practice 

Oklahoma 

Supreme Court COLR 1 yr N/S 30 N/S 5 yrs state bar 

Court of Criminal Appeals COLR 1 yr NIS 30 NIS 5 yrs state bar 

Court of Appeals lAC (a) N/S N/S N/S (b) 

Oregon 

Supreme Court COLR NIS 3yrs NIS 75 State bar member 

Court of Appeals lAC NIS 3yrs N/S 75 State bar member 

Pennsylvania 

Supreme Court COLR No 1yr N/S 70 State bar member 

Superior Court lAC No lyr N/S 70 State bar member 

Commonwealth Court lAC No 1yr N/S 70 State bar membel" 

Rhode Island 

Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S 21 N/S N/S 

South Carolina 

Supreme Court COLR N/S 5yrs 26 72 5 yrs state bar 

Court of Appeals lAC NIS 5yrs 26 72 5 yrs state bar 

South Dakota 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes N/S 70 State bar member 

Tennessee 

Supreme Court COLR (a) 5yrs 35 N/S Qualified to practice law 

Court of Appeals lAC (b) 5yrs 30 N/S QUlllified to practice law 

Court of Criminal Appeals lAC (b) 5ym 30 N/S Qualified to practice law 

Texas 

Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S 35 75 (a) 

Court of Criminal Appeals COLR N/S N/S 35 76 (a) 

Courts of Appeals lAC N/S N/S 35 75 (a) 

Utah 

Supreme Court COLR N/S 5yrs 30 N/S State bar member 

Court of Appeals lAC N/S 3yrs 25 N/S St.ate bar member 

Vermont 

Supreme Court COLR N/S 5yre N/S 70 5 yrs state bar 
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Table 5 •. Qualifications to Serve as an Appellate Court Judge 

Court Local State 
Stat9s/Courts: type Residency Residenoy 

Virginia 

Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S 

Court of Appeals lAC N/S N/S 

Washington 

Supreme Court COLR lyr lyr 

Court of Appeals lAC lyr lyr 

West Virginia 

Supreme Court COLR N/S 5yrs 

Wisconsin 

Supreme Court COLR 10 days 10 days 

Court of Appeals lAC 10 days 10 days 

Wyoming 

Supreme Court COLR N/S 3yrs 

PuertoRioo 

Supreme Court COLR N/S 5yrs 

Pederal 

US Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S 

US Courts of Appeals IAC (a) N/S 

FOOTNOTES: 

Florida: 
(a)With the possibility of 2 or 3 year extensions. 
(b)lnitlal appointment: must be resident of district at the time of 
original appointment. 
(c)Must reside within the territorial jurisdiction of the court. 

Georgia: 
(a)There is a maximum retirement age in order to be eligible for 
certain benefits. 

Indiana: 
(a)1n the supreme court and court of appeals, 5 years service as a 
general jurisdiction judge may be SUbstituted. 

Kansas: 
(a)Muy complete term In which age 70 Is attained. 
(b)Relevant legal experienco, such as being of member ofa law 
faculty, may substitute for state bar requirements. 

New York: 
(a)1n appellate courts, the maximum nge mny be extended by up to 2 
extensIons of3 years each. 

Minimum Maximum 
Age Age Legal Credentials 

N/S N/S 5 yr8 state bar 

NIS NIS 5 yrs state bar 

N/S 75 5 yrs state bar 

N/S 75 5 yrs state bar 

30 N/S 10 yrs state bar 

N/S N/S 5 yrs state bar 

N/S N/S 5 yrs state bar 

80 70 9 yrs state bar 

N/S 70 10 yrs state bar 

N/S N/S N/S 

N/S N/S N/S 

Oltlahomn: 
(a)Must be a qualified elector in district. 
(b)Court of Appeals: appellate judges must be member of the state 
bar and have at least 4 years experience as n practicing attorney or 
as judge ofa court of record. 

Tennessee: 
(n) Not more than 2 from a single grand division. 
(b) Must reside In the grand division servod. 

Texas: 
(a)Ton years as a lawyer or judge of a court of record may SUbstitute 
for practice. 

Federah 
(a)Clrcuit residency is required, except in DC. Tho Federal Judicial 
Circuit judges must reside within 50 miles orDC. 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection to Fill Method of Selection 
States/Courtsl type Unexpired Term fol' Full Term Method of Retention 

Alabama 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appolntment(a) Partisan election Partisan election 

District Court L Gubernatorial appolntment(b) Partisan election Partisan election 

Mlmlcipal Court L Governing mlmiclpal body Governing municipal body Reappointment 
appointment appointment 

Probate Court L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Alaska 

Superior Court G Same as full term Gubernatorial Appointment from Retention election 
jUdicial nominating commission(a) 

District Court L Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission(b) 

Magistrates Same as full term Presidlngjudge appoints In each Same as full term 
judicial district 

Arizona 

Superior Court G Same as fult term Gubernatorial appolntment(a) (b) 

Justice of the Peuce L County board appointment Partisan election Partisan Illection 

Municipal Court L Varies Varies Varies 

Arkansas 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appointment(a) Partisan election Partisan election 

Chancery/Probate Court G Gubernatorial appointment(a) Partisan election Partisan election 

Mlmicipal COUl't L Gubernutorluluppointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan 

County Court L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Police Court L CitycolmcU Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan 

Court of Common Pleas L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

City Court L Locally determined Locally determined Locally determined 

California 

Superior Court G Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election(a) Nonpartisan election(b) 

Municipal Court L Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election(b) 

Justice Court L County board of supervisors County bourd or special election Nonpartisan election 
appointment 

Colorado 

District Court G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

Denver Probate Court G Same us full term Gubernatoi.'lal appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

Denver' Juvenile Court G Saroe as full term Gubernatorial nppolntment froro Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

Water Court, G Same as full terro Same as full term Same at! full term 

County Court L Same as full terro Gubernntorlal appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commisslon(n) 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Coun Judges 

Term of Office Can Presiding 
Geographic Basis Length of Method of Selection for for Presiding Judges Succeed 

for Selection Tel'Dl Presiding Judge Judge Themselves? States/CoUl'tS: 

Alabama 

Circuit 6yrs Court selection(b) 3yrs Yes Circuit Court 

County 6yrs Presiding circuit judge 1yr Yes District Court 

Municipality 4 yrs(c) Mayor At pleasure Yes Municipal Court 

County 6yrs .. .. Yes Pl'obllte Court 

Alaslm 

District(c) 6yrs Chief Justice appointment 1yr Yes Suporior Court 

Distrlct(d) 4yrs No pl'esidingjudge .. .. District Court 

District At pleasure No presidingjudge .. .. Magistrates 

Arizona 

County 4yrs Supreme court appointment 5yrs Yes Superior Court 

Precinct 4 yrs Court selection with advice and 2yrs Yes Justice ortho Peace 
consent of county presiding 

judge 

Municipality Varies Court selection Locally Locally dotermined Mtmicipal Court 
determined(c) 

Arltansas 

District 4yrs No prosidingjudge .. .. Circuit Court 

District 6yrs No presiding judge .. .. Chancery/Probate Court 

County 4yrs No presidingjudge .. .. Municipal Court 

County 2yrs No presiding judge .. .. County Court 

City 4yrs No presiding judge .. .. Police Court 

County 2yrs No prosldingjudge .. .. Court of Common Plens 

City 2yrs No presiding judge .. .. City Court 

California 

County 6yrs Court selection 1·2 yrs Yes Supel'lor Oourt 

District 6yrs Court selection Generally 1·2 yrs Yes MunicIpal 

District 6yrs Court selection .. .. Justice Court 

. 
Colorado 

County 6yrs Court seloetion Generally 1 yr Varies DIstrict Court 

District 6yrs Supremo court, Chief Justice Atpleasuro Yt!S Denver Probate Court 
nppolntment 

Distriot 6yrs SUpreme court, ChlefJustioe At plensure Yes Denvor Juvenile Court 
nppolntmt!nt 

District 6yrs Supremo court, Chief Justice Atploasurl' Yes Wnter Court 
appointment 

County 4yrs District court judges At plensUl'e Yes County Oourt 
appointment 
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Table 6 ... Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Court :Method of Selection to Fill Method Qf Selection for Full I 
Stntes/Courts: type Unexpired Term Term Method of Retention 

Colorndo (con't) 

Municipnl Court L Same ns full term Governing municipal body Renppointment 
appointment 

Connecticut 

Superior Court G Leglslntive appointment(a) Legislative appointment(a) Legislntlve appointment(a) 

Probate Court L Partisan election Partisan election Partisan election 

Delnwnre 

Court of Chancery G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial reappointment 
judicial nominating commission from judicial nominating 

with consent of senate commission with consent of 
senate 

Superior Court G Same as court of chancery Same as court of chancery Same as court of chancery 

Juatlce of the Peace Court L Same as fnII torm Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial reappointment 
Magistrate Screening Commission 

with consent ofsennte 

Family Court L Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Same as superior court 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

with consent of senate with consent or senate 

Ceurt of Common Pleas L Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Same as superior court 
judicial nominating commlsalon judicial nominating commission 

with consent ofsennte with consent of senate 

Aldermnn's Court L Varies Town council selection Varies 

Municipal Court of L Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Same as superior court 
WUmh·gton judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission 

with consent of senate with consent of sennte 

District of Columbia 

Sup~rior Court G Snme 11S fun ~rm Prosldential appointment from (a) 
judicial nominating commission 

with c"nsent or senate 

F,loridn 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpnrtisll11 election NonpntthllID olection 
Judicial nominating commission 

County Court L Gubornatorlalappointment from Nonpnrt\snn election Nonpattlsnn election 
jucllclal nominating commiSsion 

Georgia 

Superior Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpattlsnn elecUoll Nonpartisnn election 
judicial nominating commission 

Juvonilo Court L Superior court judge Suporiol' court judge Superior courtjulige 
appointment(n) nppointment(a) appointment(a) 

Civil Court L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partlsun election 

State Court L GUbernatorial appointment NOllpartlsnn election N onpurtlsll1l election 

Probate Court L Gubernntorlnlllppointmen~ Partisan election Pnrtlsnn election 

Magistrate Court L Varies Varies Varies 

Municipal Court of Columbus L Unknown Elocted Elected 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Term of Offtce Can Pl'esidtng 
Geographic Basis Length of Method of Selection for for Pl'eslding Judges Succeed 

for Selection Term Pl'esiding Judge Judge Themselves? States/Coul'tsl 

Colorado (con't) 

Municipality Varies No presiding judge H ... Municipal Court 

Conneotiout 

State Byrs Chief court administrative Atpleas\lrQ Yes Superior Court 
appointment 

District 4yrs No presiding judge ... ... Probate Court 

Delaware 

State 12yrs Gubernatorial appointment 12Yrs Yes Court of Chancery 

Resident: County; 12yrs Gubernatorial appointment 12yrs Yes Superior Court 
Other: State 

County 4yrs Gubernatorial appointment 4yrs Yes Justice of the Peace Court 

County (ChlefJuclge 12yrs Gubernatorial appointment 12yrs Yes Family Court 
statewide) 

Ceunty 12yrs Seniority 12yrs Yes Court of Common Pleas 

Town Varies .. ... ... Ahlermnn's Court 

City 12yrs Gubernatorial appointment 12yrs Yes Municipal Court of 
Wilmington 

Distrlot of Columbia 

District of Columbia 15yrs Chlefjudg'o appointment 4y:s Yes Superior Court 

Florida 

Circuit 6yrs Circuit and county court 2yrs Yes Circuit Court 
selection 

County 4yr8 No presldlngjudge ... ... County Court 

Georgia 

Circuit 4yrs Court selection Varies Varies SUperior Court 

County/circuit 4yr8 Varies Varies Varies Juvenile Court 

County 4yr8 Seniority Varies Varies Civil Court 

County 4yrs Seniority Varies Yes State Court 

County 4yrs No presiding judge ... .. Probate Court 

County 4yrs Most nre elected 4yrs Yes Mnglsttatll Court 

Munlcipnllty 4yrs No prolddlngJudge .. .. Municipal Court of Columbus 
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Table 6 ". Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

I 

Court Method of Seleotlon to Flll Method of Seleotlon for Full 
States/Courts: type Unexpired Term Term Method of Reten tion 

Georgia (oon't) 

County Hecorthw's Court L Vnrles Varies Varies 

Municipal Courts und City L Appointed by municipal authority AI1}lOintlHI by municipal authority Appointed by municipal 
Court of Atlanta authority 

~ 

Hawaii 

Circuit Court and Family G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from .Iudicial nominating 
Court judicial nominating commission commission reappointment 

with consent of senate 

District Court L Same as full term Appointment by chief justice from Judicinl nominating 
judicinl nominating commission commission reappointment 

Idaho 

District Court G Gubernatorial appointment fI'llm Nonpartisltn election Nonpnrtisan election 
jutlicial nominating commission 

Magistrate Division Magistrate Commission Maglstrnte Commission Hatenti A ~ election 
nppointmont(b) npllointment(b) 

Illinois 

Circuit Court G Court selection Partisan c\('ction Hetention election 

Indiana 

Superior Gourt G Supreme court appointment(n) Partisltn l'lection(b) Retention electloll 

Circuit Court t] Supreme court nppointment(n) Partisan election(b) Partisan eloction 

Probate Court G Supreme court allPointment(lI) Partisan (lll'ction Partisan olectiol1 

County Court L SUprome court appointment(a) Partisanl'lection Partisan election 

City Court L Supreme court appointment(a) Partisan election Partisan election 

'rown Gourt L Supreme court nppointmenl(n) Partisan election Partisan election 

Municipal Court of Marion L Supreme court appointment(a) City commission ap(lointment City commission appointment 
County 

Small!'f Claims Court of L Suprame court appointml'flt(a) Partistmell'ction Partisan election 
Marion County 

Iowa 

District Court a Sarno as full tHrm Gubernatorial nppointml'nt from IMention election 
jUlliciol nllmiMting commission 

District Associate r. Same as full term District judg(l appolntm!'ut(b) IMention (llection 

Magistrates L Snme us full term County judicial magistrate U(lappolntl'll by county 
appolntm!'nt commission 

appointment(b) 

Kamias 

District Court Ct Gubornatorial appointment from GuiJ!'rnatorial appoinlmlmt from Uetentloll election in 17 
jUdicial nominating commission in jlltiiciull1omlMtil1g commission in districts: partisan election In 

17 districts; Gubernatorial 17 districtsj partisrtn e It'ction in 1.t 14 districts 
appointment in 14 tlistricts districts 

Munlcipul CourL L Locnl gOVerning botly toeal g(lv(~rning botly Local goverlling body 
UIlPointment(a) np{loiutmtll\t(n) reoPllointment(n) 
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Table 6 .• Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judg'es 

Term of Office Can Presiding 
Geographio Basis Length of Method of Selection for for Presiding Judges Succeed 

for Selection 1:'erm Presiding Judge Judge Themselves? States/Courts:: 

Georgia (con't) 

County Varies Seniority Seniority Yes County Recorder's Court 

Municipality At pleasure Generally no presiding judge ~ ~ Municipal Courts and City 
Court of Atlanta 

Hawaii 

Circuit lOyrs Chief Justice appointment At pleasure Yes Circuit Court and Family 
Court 

Circuit Gyrs Chief Justice appointment Ai. pleasure Yes District Court 

Idaho 

District 4yrs Ml\iority of other district jUdges Varies (a) Yes District Court 
within the district judges or 
ml\iority of supreme court 

justices 

District 4yrs No presiding judge ~ ~ Magistrate Division 

Illinois 

Circuit/County (a) 6 years Court selection Varies Yes Circuit Court 
(associate 

judges 4 yrs) 

Indiana 

County 6yrs Varies Varies Varies Superior fJourt 

County 6yrs Varies Varies Varies Circuit Court 

County 6yrs N ~ .. Probate Court 

County 6yrs Varies Varies Varies County Court 

Municipality 4 yrs Varies Varies Varies City Court 

Municipality Varies .. ~ ~ 'I'own Court 

Municipality 4 Years Varies Varies Varies Municipal Court of 
Marion County 

'I'ownshlp 4 Years Varies Varies Varies Smaller Claims Court of 
Marion COlmty 

Iowa 

District 6yrs Chief Justice appointment with 2yrs Yes District Court 
supreme court approvn!(a) 

District 4yrs .. .. .. District Associate 

County 2yrs ~ .. .. Magistrates 

..\>~. 

Kansas 

DistrIct 4yrs Supreme court appointment 2yrs Yes DlstricL Court 

0ity Varies Local governing body Atpleasuro Yes Municipal Court 
appointment 
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Table 6 •. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection to Fill Method of Selection for Full 
States/Courts: type Unexpired Term Term Method of Retention 

Kentucky 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan blection 
judicial nominating commission 

District Court L Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Louisiana 

District Court G Supreme court selection(a) Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Justice of the Peace L Supreme CC\ll"t selectlon(a) Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Mayor's Court L (Mayor or mayor pro temp) Nonpartisan election (Mayor serves as judge) 

City and Parish Courts L Supreme court selectlon(a) Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Maine 

Superior Court G Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial reappointment 
consent of senate consent of senate with consent of senate 

District Court L Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial reappointment 

Probate Court 
, 

L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Pa.rtisan election 

Administrative Court L Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial appointment GUbernatorial reappointment 

Maryland 

Circuit Court G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial reappointment 
judicial nominating commission with consent of senate 

with consent of senate 

District Court L Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial reapI:ointment 
judicial nominating commission with consent of senate 

with consent of senate 

Orphan's Court L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Massachusetts 

Trial Court of the G Same as full term Guberllatorial appointment from Same as full term 
Commonwealth judicial nominating commission 

approved by Governol"s Council 

-Michigan 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appointment Nonptutisan election Nonpartisan election 
(includes Court of Ciaims) 

Recorder's Court of Detroit G Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

District Court L GUbernatorlalllppointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Probate Court L Gubornatorial appointment Nonpartisnn election Nonpartisnn e(~ctlon 

Municipal Court L GUbernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan. election 

Minnesota 

District Court G Gubernawrial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
jUdicial nominating commission 

Mississippi 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Partisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Chnncery Court G Gubernatorialllppointment from Partisan election Partisan election 
judicial nominating commission 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Term of Office Can Presiding 
Geographic Basis Length of Method of Selection fol' fol' Presiding Judges Succeed 

for Selection Term Presiding Judge Judge Themselves? States/Collrts; 

Kentucky 

Circuit 8yrs Circuit Court selection(a) Generally 2 yrs Yes Circuit Court 

District 4 yrs Dist.rlct Court selection(a) Generally 2 yrs Yes Kentuclty (con't) 
District Court 

Louisiana 

District 6yrs Varies Varies Varies District Court 

Wards 6yrs No presiding judge - - Justice of the Peace 

City 4yrs No presidlngjudge - - Mayor's rourt 

City or parish 6yrs Varies Varies Varies City and Parish Courts 

Maine 

Statewide 7yrs Supreme Court, Chief Justice At pleasure of Yes Superior Court 
appointment Chief Justice 

State & District(a) 7yrs Supreme Court, Chief Just.ico At pleasure of Yes District Court 
appointment Chief Justice 

County 7 yrs .. - - Probate Court 

State 7yrs Gubernatorial appointment with 7yrs .. Administrative Court 
consent of senate 

MAryland 

District 15yrs Chief Judge appointment by At pleasure - Circuit Court 
supreme court judge 

District lOyrs Chief Judge appointment by Remainder of .. District Court 
supreme court ChiefJustice(a) term 

County 4yrs Unknown Unknown Unknown Orphan's Court 
--. 

MAssAchusetts 

State Age 70 Appointed by Supreme Judicial 5yr8 Yes Trial Court of the 
Court(c) Commonwealth 

- Michignn 

District 6yrs Court s€Jler.tion 2yrs Yes Circuit Court 
(includes Court ofClnims) 

City 6yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Recorder's Court ofDotroit 

District 6yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes District Court 

District 6yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Probate Court 

District 4yrs Court solection 2yrs Yes Municipal Court 

Minnesota 

District 6yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes District Court 

Mississippi 

District 4yrs Seniority Duration of .. Circuit Court 
service 

District 4yrs Seniority Duration of .. Chancery Court 
service 

~ 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection to Fill Method of Selection for Full 
States/Courts: type Unexpired Term Term Method of Retention 

Mississippi (con't) 

County Court L Gubernatorial appointment from Part.isan election Partisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Family Court L Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Partisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Municipal Court L Locally determined Locally determined Locally determined 

Justice Court L Locally determined Partisan election Partisan election 

Mayor's Court L Locally determined Partisan election Partisan election 

Missouri 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorin\ appointment in Gubernntorinl appointment from Retention election for 5 
partisan circuits (40) judicial nominating commission in metropolitan circuits, partisan 

Gubernatorial appointment from counties with nonpartisan election Glection in 40 circuits 
judicial nominating commission in (5 metropolitan circuits) 

nonpartisan circuits (5) Partisan election in 40 circuits 

Associate Circuit Court Gubernatorial appointment in Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election for 5 
partisan circuits (40) judicial nominating commission in metropolitan circuits, partisan 

Gubernatorial appointment from counties with nonpartisan election election in 40 circuits 
judicial nominating commission in (5 metropolitan circuits) 

nonpartisan circuits (5) Partisan election in 40 circuits 

Municipal Court L Locally determined Locally determined Locally determined 

Montana 

District Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Workers' Compo Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission from judicial nominating 

commission 

Water Court G Chief Justice appointment from Chief Justice appointment from Chief Justice reappointment 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission from judicial nominating 

commission 

Justico of the Peace Court L County commission appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Municipal Court L Local governing body appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

City Court L City commission appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Nebraska 

District Court G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

Separate Juvenile Court L Same flS full term Gubernatorial !lJlPointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

Worker's Compensation L Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Hetentlon election 
judicial nominating commission 

County Court L Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicinlnominating commission 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

I Term of Office Can Presiding 
Geographic Basis Length of Met!:od of Selection for for Presiding Judges Succeed 

for Selection Term Presiding Judge Judge Themselves? States/Courts: 

Mississippi (con't) 

County 4yrs No presiding judge N ~ County COllrt 

County 4yrs No presiding judge ~ ~ Family Court 

Municipality Locally No presiding judge ~ ~ Municipal Court 
determined 

District in county 4yrs No presiding judge ~ ~ Justice Court 

City 4yrs No presiding judge ~ N Mayor's Court 

Missouri 

Circuit 6yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Circuit Court 

County 4yrs No presiding judge ~ ~ Associate Circuit Court 

City Varies No presiding judge N ~ Municipal Court 

Montana 

Distri\!t 6yrs Varies Varies Varies District Court 

state 6yrs No pfdsiding judge ~ N Workers' Camp. Court 

State 4yrs Chief Justice appointment from 4yrs Yes Water Court 
judicial nominathlg commission 

County 4yrs No presiding judge N N Justice of the Peace Court 

City 4yrs No presiding judge N N Municipal Court 

City 4yrs No presiding judge N H City Court 

Nebraska 

District 6yrs (n) Court selection lyt Yes District Court 

District 6yrs (a) Court selection lyr Yes Separate .Juvenile Court. 

District 6yrs (a) Court selection lyr Yes Worker's Compensation 

District 6 yrs (n) Court selection lyr Yes County Court 
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Table 6 •. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection to Fill Method of Selection for Full 
States/Courts: type Unexpired Term Term Method of Retention 

Nevada 

District Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Justice Court L County commission appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Municipal Court L City council appointment Nonpartisan election or Nonpartisan election 
appointment 

New Hampshire 

Superior Court G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment subject H 

to approval by executive cotmcn 

District Court L Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment subject ~ 

to approval by executive council 

Municipal Court L Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment subject ~ 

to approval by executive cmmcil 

Probate Court L Same a~ full term Gubetnatorial appointment subject N 

to approval by executive cotmcll 

New Jersey 

SUperior Court G Samo as full term Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial appointment 
consent of senate with consent of senate 

Tax Court L Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment with GUbernatorial reappointment 
consent of senate with consent of senate 

Municipal Court L Same nil full term Appointment by mayor or Heappointment by mayor or 
governing body of municipality (a) governing body of 

municipality(b) 

New Mexico 

District Court G Gubernatorial appointment(a) Pnr~lsan election Nonpartisan retention election 

Magistrate Court L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Bernalillo County L Gubernatorial appointment(a) Partisan election Nonpart.isan retention election 

Municipal Court L Appointment by governing body Partisan election Partisan election 

Probate Court L County commission appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

New York 

Supreme Court G GUbernatorial appointment with Partisan election Partisan election 
consent of senate 

County Court G Gubernatorial appointment with Partisan election Partisan election 
consent of senate 

District Court L Gubernatorial appointment(a) Partisan election Pllrtisan election 

City Court L Varles··most elected Vnrles··most elected Locally determined 

Criminal Court of NYC L Mayoral appolntmont Mayoral appointment Mayoral appointment 

Civil Court of NYC L Mayoral appointment Mayoral appointment 

Town and Village L Mayoral appointment Pllrtisan election Partisan election 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Term of Office Can Presiding 
Geographic Basis Length of Method of Selection for for Presiding Judges Succeed 

for Selection Term Presiding Judge Judge Themselves? States/Courts: 

Nevada 

District 6yrs Varies Varies Varies District Court 

Township 6yrs Varies Varies Yes Justice Court 

City Varies Varies Varies Yes Municipal Court 

New Hampshire 

State Until age 70 Gubernatorial appointment Age 70 ~ Superior Court 
subject to approval by executive 

council 

District Until age 70 GUbernatorial appointment Age 70 - District Court 
subject to approval by executive 

council 

District/Municipality Until age 70 - Age 70 - Municipal Court 

County Until age 70 ~ Age 70 - Probate Court 

New Jersey 

MunicipalitylMulti. 7(c) Governing body (b) 3yrs Yes Superior Court 
municipality 

state 7(c) Chief Justice appointment At pleasure - 'l'ax Court. 

State 7(c) No presiding judge ~ ~ Municipal Court 

New Mexico 

District 6yrs Election by district judges 3yrs Yes District Court 

County 4yrs Director of AOC appointment Varies Yes Magistrate Court 

County 4yrs Election by metropolitanjudges 3yrs Yes Bernalillo Cotmty 

City 4 yrs No presldingjudge - ... MUlliclpal Court 

County 4 yrs No presiding judge ... - Probate Court _. 
NewYorlt 

District l4yrs No presiding judge - - Supreme Court 

County lOyrs No presiding judge - - County Court 

District 6yrs Partisan election 6yrs Yes District Court 

City(with some lOyrs No presiding judge ... ... City Court 
exceptions) 

City lOyrs No presiding judge .. - Criminal Court of NYC 

City 10 yrs(b) No presiding judge ~ ... Civil Court of NYC 

City 4yrs ... ... ... Town and Vlllago 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

COUl't Method of Selection to Fill Method of Selection for Full 
States/Courts: type Unexpired Term Term Method of Reten ~ion 

New York (con't) 

Court of Claims L Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial reappointment 
consen t of senate jl1dicialnominating commission 

I 
with consent of senate 

Surrogates' Court L Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Partisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

with consent of senate 

Family Court L Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election and appointment Partisan election and 
judicial nominating commission by mayor reappointment by mayor 

with consent of senate(b) 

North Carolina 

Superior Court G Gubernatorial appointment (a) Partisan election 

District Court L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

North Dakota 

District Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

County Court L COllllty commission appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Mllllicipnl Court: L Mnyorul appointment Nonpartislm election Nonpartisan election 

Ohio 

Court of Common Pleas G Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan. election Nonpartisan election 

Mllllicipal Court L Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

County Court L Gubernatorir.l appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Court of Claims L Ohief Justice assignment Nonpartisan election Chief Justice appointment 

Mayors Court L Varies; ustmlly elected Partisan election Partisan election 

Oltlahoma 

District Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
jUdicial nominating commission 

Associate Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpnrtisan election 
jUdicial nominating commission 

Spechll Selection by district court judge in Samo as unexpired term Same as llllexpired term 
each judicial nominating 

commission 

Mlmicipal Court Not of L City governing body appointment City govl'rning body appointment City governing body 
Record appointment 

MlUlicipnl Criminnl Court of L City governing body appointment City governing body appointment City governing body 
Record appointment 

Workers' Compensation L Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernntorial appointment from Gubornatorlal reappointment 
Court judicial nominating commissIon juclicia\nominating commission from jUdicial nominnting 

commission 

- , 
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Table 6 -- Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Term of Office Can Presiding 
Geographic Basis Length of Method of Selection for for Presiding Judges Succeed 

for Selection Term Presiding Judge Judge Themselves? States/Ceurts: 

New York(con't) 

state 9yrs Gubernatorial appointment Balance of term Yes Court of Claims 

County 10yrs No presiding judge ~ ~ Surrogates' Court 
(except NYC 

is 14) 

District (County 10 yrs No presiding judge - - l~amily Court 
outside NYC) 

North Carolina 

State 8 (resident), Seniority of service within 8yrs Yes Superior Court 
4 (special) district 

District 4yrs Chief Justice appointment Atp\easure - District Court 

North Dakota 

District 6yrs Elected by district and county 3yrs Yes District Coo.rt 
judges 

County/multi-county 4 yrs No presiding judge - - County Court 

City 4yrs No presiding judge - - Mlmicipal Court: 

Ohio 

County 6yrs Varies Varies Varies Court ofComtnon Plens 

County/city/partisan 6yrs - - - Municipul Court 
of county 

County/partisan of 6yrs - - - County Court 
county 

- (a) - - - Court ofGlaltns 

OityNlIlage 4yrs - - - Mayors Court 

I Oklahoma 

District 4 yrs Selected by district and Varltls Yes District Court 
associate district judges within 

each judicial adtninlstratlve 
district 

District 4yrs No presiding judge - - Associate 

DistrIct At pleasure No presldingjudge - - Special 

Municipality 2yrs No presiding judge MUlllcipal Court Not of 
Record 

Municipality 2yrs City governing body Varies Unknown Municipal Criminal Court of 
appointment Hecord 

Stnte 6yrs Gubernatorial nppolntment 2yrs YtlS Workl1rs' CotnIlf.'tlsution 
Court 

State Court Organization 1993 111 



Table 6 .• Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Court Method of Seleotion to Fill Method of Seleotion for Full 
States/Courts: type Unexpired Term Term Method of Retention 

OWahoma (oon't) 

Court of'l'ax Review L Supreme Court appointment St1,llreme Court appointment Supreme Court appointment 

Oregon 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan ell1ction Nonpartisan election 

Tax Court S Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

County Cow,t L County commission appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

District Court L Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Justice Court L Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Municipal Court L City council appointment City council appointment City cOlIDcil reappointment 

Pennsylvania 

Court of Common Pleas G Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

with consent of senate 

Philadelphia Municipal I, Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

with consent of senate 

District Justice Court L Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Partisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

with consent of senate 

Philadelphia'rramc L Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Partisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

with consent of senate 

Pittsburgh City Magistrates L Mayoral appointment with city Maynral appointment Mayoral appointment 
council's consent 

-, 
Rhode Island 

Superior Court G Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial appointment with ... 
consent of senate consent of senate 

District Court L Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial appointment with H 

consent of senate consent of senate 

Family Court L Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial appointment with .. 
consent of senate consent of senate 

Probate Court L Town Council Appointed Town council reappointed Town Council 
Reappointed 

Municlpnl Court L City cotmcil appointed Locally determined Locally determined 

Administrative Adjudication L Gubernatorial appointment with Gupernatoriul nppolntment with .. 
Court consent of senate consent of senate 

South COl'olina 

Circuit Court G Legislative election Legislative election Legislative election 

Family Court L Gubernatorial appointment with Legislative election Legislative election 
advice of Chlef Justice 

Magistrate Court L Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial appointment with Gubornatorlal appointment 
consont of senate consent of senate with consent of senate 
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Table 6 •• Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

TermofOfflce Can Presiding 
Geographic Basis Length of Method of Selection for for Presiding Judges Succeed 

for Selection Term Presiding Judge Judg~ Themselves? States/Courts: 

Oltlahoma (con't) 

Judicial District Term is for No presiding judge ~ N Court of Tax Review 
remainder of 

service as 
district ceurt 

judge 

Oregon 

Circuit 6yrs Chief Justice appointment 2yrs Yes Circuit Court 

State 6yrs No presiding judge ~ '" Tax Court 

County 4yra No presldingjudge .. .. County Court 

County 6yrs (same as Circuit) 2yrs Yes District Court 

County 6yrs No presiding judge .. .. Justice Court 

Municipality Varies No presiding judge .. .. Municipal Court 

Pennsylvania 

County 10 yoars Seniority (if a or more judges, 5yrs No Court of Common Ploas 
court selection) 

County 10 years Seniority (if 8 or more judges, 5yrs No Philadelphia Municipal 
court selection) 

Magisterial District 6yrs No presiding judge No presiding ~ District Justice Court 
judge 

County 6yrs Gubernatorial appointment 5yrs Yes Philadelphia'l'rnffic 

City ofPlttsbltrgh 4yrs Mayoral appointment 1yr Yes Pittsburgh City Magistrates 

Rhode Island 

SLate Life Gubernatorial appointment Life .. SUl)erior Court 

State Life Gubernatorial appointment Life .. District Comt 

State Life Gubernatorial appointment Life .. Family Court 

Town Varies No prosidingjudge .. ~ Probate Court 

Town 2yrs No pl'esldingjudge ... N Municipal Court 

State Varies No prosidingjudge N .. Administrative Adjudication 
Court 

South Carolinn 

Circuit 6yrs Chief Justice appointment 6 months Yos Circuit Court 

Circuit 6yrs ~hlef Justice appolntmont 6 months Yes Family Court 

County 4 yrs Chief .Justice appointment 6 months Yos Mnglstrato Court 

., 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection to Flll Method of Selection for Full 
States/Courts: type Unexpired Term Term Method of Retention 

South Carolina (con't) 

Probate Court L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Municipal Court L Council appointment Council appointment Council appointment 

South Dakota 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 
judicial nominating commission 

Law Magistrates Same as full term Appointment by Circuit Court Reappointment by Circuit 
presiding jtldge with approval of Court presiding judge with 

Supreme court approval of Supreme Court 

Lay Magistrates Division of Circuit H H 

Cier~agistrates Division of Circuit ,. H 

Tennessee 

Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Chancery Court G Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Par~lsan election 

Criminal Court G Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election 

Probate Court G Established by special legislative Partisan election Partisan election 
act 

Juvenile Court L Established by special legislative Partisan election Partisan election 
act 

Municipal Court L Locally determined Established by ordinance Established by ordinance 

General Sessions Court L Local legislative body appointment Partisan electloll Partisan election 

Texas 

District Courts G Gubernatorial appointment with Partisan election Partisan election 
consent of senate 

Constitutional County Court L Appointment by county Partisan dectlon Partisan election 
lind County Courts at Law commissioners 

Justlco of the Peace Court L Appointment by county Partisan election Partlsnn election 
commissioners 

Municipal Court L Appointment by city council Varies Varies 

Utah 

District Court G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

with consent ofsennte 

Circuit Court L Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

with consent of senate(a) 

Justice Court L County: Nonpnrtlsan election County: Pnrtisa.n election Cotmty: Nonpartisan electloll 
Municipal: City Commissioner Municipal: City Commissioner Municipal: City Commissioner 

appointment nppointmont appointment 

,Juvoni1e Court L Same as full term Gubernatorlnl appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission 

with consent of senate(n) 

Vermont 

Superior COllrt G Same as full term GubernntorialllPPointment from Legislative election 
judiclnl nominating commission 

with consent of senute 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Term of Office Can Pl'esiding 
Geog1.'\iphio Basis Length of Method of Selection for for Presiding Judges Succeed 

for Selectilm Term Presiding Judge Judge Themselves? States/Courts: 

South Cnl'olinn (can't) 

County 4yrs No presiding judge ... ... Probate Court 

District 2·4 yrs No presldingjudge ... ... Municipal Court 

South Dakota 

Circuit 8yrs Chief Justico appointment(a) At pleasure - Circuit Court 

Circuit 4yrs ... ... ... Law Magistrates 

Circuit .. ... ... ... Lay Magistrates 

Circuit ... ... ... ... ClerklMagistrates 

Tennessee 

District 8yrs Court selection 1 yr Yes Circuit Court 

District 8yrs Court selection lyr Yes Chancery Court 

District 8yrs Court selecUon lyr Yes Criminal Court 

Varies Locally No presiding judge ... ... Probate Court 
determined 

County 8yrs No presidingjudge ... ... Juvenile Court 

Municipality 8yrs No presiclingjudge ... ... Municipal Court 

County 8yrs Varies Varies Varies General Sessions Court 

Texas 

District 4yl's Varies 2yrs Yes District Courts 

District 4 yrs Varies 2yrs Ves Constitutional County Court 
and County Courts at Law 

Precinct 4yrs No presiding judge ... .. Justice of the Peaco Court 

None Varlos Varies Varies Ves Municipai Court 

Utah 

District 6yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes District Court 

District Gyrs Court selection 2yrs Ves Circuit Court 

District! Municipality At pleasure .. .. ... .Iustlce Court 

District Gyrs Court selection 2yrs Yes JuvenIle Court 

Vermont 

Stahl Gyre Supreme court appointment(a) At pleasure .. Superior Court 
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Table 6 .• Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Court Method of Selection to Fill Method of Selection for Full 
States/Courts: type Unelqlired Term Term Method of Retention 

Vermont (con't) 

District Court G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Legislative election 
judi<::ial nominating commission 

with consent of senate 

Family Court G Superior/district judges Serve as family court judges ~ 

Probate CO\U't L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election. 
Virginia 
Circuit Court G Legislative appointment Legislative appointment Legislative appointment 

District Court L Legislative appointment Legislative appointment Legislative appointment 

Washington 
Superior Court G Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

District Court L County appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

MWlicipal Court L City appointment MayoraVcity council appointed MayoraVcity council appointed 

West Virginia 
Circuit. Court G Gubernatorial appointment Partisan Election H 

Magistrate Court L Supervising judge appointment Partisan election ~ 

Municipal Court IJ Locally determined Locally determined Locally determined 

Wisconsin 
Circuit Court G Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election 

Municipal Court ~ Nonpartisan election Nonpartisl/.l'\ election Nonpartisan election u 

. 
Wyoming 
District Court G Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial appointment from Hetention election 

judicial nominating commission 

Justice of the Peace Court L Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election NonpartIsan election 

Municipal Court L Mayorlll appointment MayoralllPpointment Locally determined 

County Court L Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election 
judicial nominating commission judicial nominnting commission 

Puerto Rico 
Superior Court G Gubernatorial appointment Gubernlltorlal appointment GUbernatorlnl reappointment 

w/senate confirmation w/sennte confirmation w/senllte confirmation 

District Court L Gubernatorlnlllppointment Gubernatorllli ttppointment Gubernatorial reappolntmont 
w/l:1onate confirmation w/senate confirmlltlon w/sl1nute confirmation 

Munlcipnl Court L Gubornutorlul appointment Gubomatorialappointment Gubemlltorlull'oppolntment 
w/senate L'Onfirmution w/senate conflrmution w/senate confirmation 

-Fedcrrd 
US District Court Same tlS 1\111 term Presidential arJpointment subject to -

Senute confirmation 

US Maglstrnte Samo us full term Appointed by US District Court Circuit Judlclnl Council 
Panels rooall([I) 

US Bnnkruptcy Sallie US full term Appointed by US Appollato Court Ad hoc l'ecall(b) 
Panels 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

Term of Office Can Presiding 
Geogl'aphic Basis Length of Method of Selection for for Presiding Judges Succeed 

for Selection Term Presiding Judge Judge Themselves? States/Courts: 
~ 

Vermont (con't) 
State 6yrs Supreme court appointment(a) At pleasure ~ District Court 

~ H H - - li'amily Court 

District 4yrs No presiding judge - - Probate Court 
Virginia 

Circuit Byrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Circuit Court 

District nyrs Court selection 2yrs Yes District CQurt 

Washington 
District 4yrs Varies Varies Varies Superior ('lImt 

Distdct 4yrs Court selection Maximumlyr Yes District Court 

Municipality 4, unless Court selection MaximumlYl Yes Municipal Court 
mayor 

changes 
, -' West Virginia 

District 8yrs Court selection At pleasure Yes Circuit Court 

County 4yrs Supervising judge appointment At pleasure Yes Magistrate Court 

MuniCIpality Locally No presiding judge H - Municipal Court 
dbtermined 

Wisconsin 
County 6yrs COLR ap\-l0intment(l1) 2yrs Yes(b) Circuit Court 

Municipality Varies but Locally determined (c) Locally Locally determined Municipal Court 
not less than determined 

2 or more 
than 4 years 

~ 

Wyoming 
District 6yrs No presiding judge .. - District Court 

County 4yrs No presiding judge - .. Justice of the Peace Court 

Municipality Varies No presidingjudge - - Municipal Court 

County 4yrs No presiding judge .. .. County Court 

Puerto Rico 
Statewide 12yrs No presidingjudge Age 70 - Superior Court 

Statewide 8yrs No presiding judge Age 70 - District Court 

Statewide 5yrs No presiding judge Age 70 .. Municipal Court 

Federal 
District Life Seniority(c) 7yrs No US District Court 

Dist.rict 8 yrs full· (d) 
time,4yrs 

.. .. US Magistrate 

part·time 
14yrs Designated by a ml\lority of the N/S N/S US Bnnkruptcy 

district judges of tho courts 
, .. 
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Table 6 .. Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a) 'rhe counties of Jefferson, Madison, Mobile and Tuscaloosa 
Circuit Court use gubernatorial appointment from the.iudicial 
nominating commission. 
(b) If court cannot agree, Supreme Court decides. 
(c) Length of term is 2 years, if position is part.time. 

Alaska~ 

(a) Judge ,nust run for retention at next general election 
immediately following the third year from time of initial 
appointment. 
(b)Judges must run for retention at flrst general election held more 
than ono year after appointment. 
(c)Judges selected 011 a statewide basis but run for retention on a 
district·wide basis. 
(d)Gubernatorial appointment from judicial nominating commission. 
The judge must run for retention at flrst general election held more 
than one year after appointment. 

Arizona: 
(a)Frou'ljudicial nominating commission nominations in 2 counties; 
partisan election in others. 
(b)Pima and Maricopa have retention elections, partisan election in 
others. 
(c)Municipal Court has a minimum term of 2 years. 

Al'ltnnsas: 
(a)1n circuit and chancery courts the office can be held till December 
31 following the next general election, and then partisan election to 
fill remrtinder of term. 

California: 
(a)Unless cotmty electors opt for commission appointment. 
(b)lfunopposed for reelection, Incumbents' names rio not appear on 
ballot. 

Colorado: 
(a)The mayor appoints Denver county judges. 

Connecticut: 
(a)Governor recommends from judicial nominating commission. 

DistriQt of Columbia: 
(a)Judicial hOminating commission nominee for presidential 
appointment. If the commission evaluates a sitting judge as "well 
qUlllifled" the judge is automatically reappointed for II new term of 
15 years. If the commission evaluates the judge as "qualifled" the 
President may renominate hlmlher subject to Senate conflrmatlon; If 
the commission evaluates the judge unqualifled the judge is 
ineligible for reappointment. 

Georgia: 
(n) In one county election associate judges (formerly referees) must 
be a member of the state bar or a law school graduate. They serve 
at the pleasure of the judgc(s). 

Idaho: 
(a) 'rho Supremo Court appoints the administrative judge for up to 
two YMfS if district cnurt judges unable to elect. 
(b) 'l'he Magistratu Commission consists oUhe administrative judge, 
3 mayors and ~ electors appointed by the Governor; and 2 attorneys, 
nominnted by the District Bur and appointed by the State Bar. 
There is one commission in each district. 
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Illinois: 
(a) Unit less than county in Cook County. 

Indiana: 
(a) Until b'1.lbernatorial appointment or next general election. 
(b) Nominating commissions are used in superior courts in Allen and 
St. Joseph counties. 

Iowa: 
(a)'l'he district court chief judge serves the entire court, including 
the district associate judges and the judicial magistrates. 
(b) The county judicial magistrate appointing commitlsion consists of 
3 members appointed by county board and 2 elected by cotmty bar, 
presided over by a district court-judge. 

Kansas: 
(a)ln two counties the municipal Cottrtjudges are selected and 
appointed by the district court judges. 

Kentuoky: 
(a)ln addition, there are 16 chief regional judges (8 circuit, 8 
district), selected by the chief justice of the supreme court for 
regional administration ofcaser. 

Louisiana: 
(a)Depending upon the amount of time remaining, selection may be 
by nonpartisan election following supreme court appointment. 

Maine: 
(a) Of the 25 district court judges, 16 are selected by district; the 
remaining 9 are selected on a statewide basis. 

Maryland: 
(a) Administrative judges are appointed by the chief judge of clistrict 
court with the approval of the chief judge of court of appeals. 

Massaohttsetts: 
(a)'l'he administrative head of the trial court is called the "Chief 
Justice for Administration and Management.n Each departmt:'nt has 
a chief justice appointed by the "CJAMn to a 5 year term. 

Nebraska: 
(a) The initial term is for at least 3 but not more than 5 years. 

New Jersey: 
(n) In multi municipality selection is by governor with senate's 
consent. 
(b) In municlpllt:\ies with more than 1 judge, the governing body 
may appoint a Itchier' judge. Regional presiding judges are selected 
by the Chief Justice to nssiRt in the ndministrntivu operations of the 
IDlmicipal court. 
(c) On reappointment till age 70. 

New Mexioo: 
(a)'l'he Governor must select a candidate from a list SUbmitted by 
the di~trict or metropolitan judges committee created by the 
constitution. 

NewYol'k: 
(n) Appointment by chief executive officer of county with 
confirmation by board of supervisol'S of district. 
(b) Housing part judges are aPPOinted for five year terms by the 
administrative judge of the civil court. 



Table 6 ... Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges 

North Carolina: 
(a) Partisan election (resident judges), gubernatorial appointment 
(special judges). 

Ohio: 
(a)Temporury assignment by chief justice of supreme court. 

South Dakota: 
(a)'rhe circuit court presiding judge serves the entire court, 
including the law magistrates division. 

Utah: 
(a) Initial term of appointment is until the next general election, 
immediately following tho third year from the time of initial 
appointment. 

Vermont: 
(a) Administrative judge for trial courts. 

Wisconsin: 
(a)The chief judge of a district can appoint a presiding judge in each 
multi-judge circuit. 
(b)Restricted to three successive terms. 
(c)There is only 1 multi-judge mtmicipal court. 

}<'edel'al: 
(a)May be recalled by the Circuit JUdicial Council with consent of 
the chief justice for a maximum of up to one year. 
(b)Ad hoc recall may be for a fIXed (renewable) period of three years. 
(c)The office is ftlled by the judge in regular active service who, at 
the time of vacancy: (1) is senior in commission, (2) is under the age 
ofG5, (3) has served at least one year as a district judge, and (4) who 
has not previously served as chief judge. 
(d)A "chief' or "administrative" magistrate judge position has not 
been formally established by statute or regulation. 
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Table 7·· Qualifications to Serve as a Trial Court Judge 

Court Local State 
States/Courts: type ResidenClY Residency 

Alabama 

Circuit Court G lyr 5yrs 

District Court L 1 yr 5yrs 

Municipal Court L Yes N/S 

Probate Court L 1yr N/S 

Alaska 

Superior Court G N/S 5yrs 

District Court L N/S 5yrs 

Magistrates(b) N/S 6mos 

Arizona 

Superior Court G lyr 5yrs 

Tax Court G 1yr 5yrs 

.Justice of the Peace Court L Yes Yes 

Municipal Court L Varies Varies 

Arltllnsas 

Circuit Court G N/S 2yrs 

Chancery/Probate Court G N/S 2yrs 

Municipal Court L Yes 2yrs 

County Court L Yes N/S 

P(1\ice Court L N/S N/S 

Court of Common Pleas L Yes N/S 

City Court L N/S N/S 

Justice of the Peace Court L N/S N/S 

California 

Superior Court G N/S N/S 

Municipal L 54 days Yes 

Colorado 

District Court G Yes Yes 

Denver Probate Court G Yes N/S 

Denver Juvenile Court G Yes N/S 

Water Court G Yes N/S 

County Court L Yes N/S 

Municipal Court L N/S N/S 

Connecticut 

Superior Court G No Yes 

Probate Court L Yes(a) Yes 

Delaware 

Court of Chancery G No Yes 

Superior Court G Yes Yes 

Justice of the Peace Court L Yes Yes 

Family Court L Yes(a) 5yrs 

Court of Common Pleas L Yes Yes 

Alderman's Court L NIS N/S 
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Mlnl~um Maximum Law Other Legal 
.Age ke Degree Qualifications 

25 70 Yes N/S 

25 70 Yes N/S 

18 70 Yes Licensed attorney 

N/S 70 No(a) N/S 

N/S 70 Yes 5 yrs practice 

21 70 Yes (a) 

21 N/S No N/S 

80 -;ro Yes 5 yrs practice 

80 70 Yes N/S 

18 70 No N/S 

Varies Varies Varies Varies 

28 N/S Yes 6 yrs practice/bench 

2S N/S Yes 6 yrs practicelbench 

25 N/S Yes 8 yrs practicelbench 

25 N/S No N/S 

N/S N/S Yes N/S 

25 N/S No N/S 

N/S N/S No N/S 

N/S N/S No N/S 

N/S NlS Yes 10 yrs state bar 

N/S N/S Yes 5 yrs state bar 

N/S 72 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

N/S 72 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

N/S 72 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

N/S N/S N/S N/S 

N/S 72 No(a) N/S 

N/S 72 No N/S 

18 70 Yes 10 yrs state bar 

18 70 No No 

N/S N/S No "Learned in Law" 

N/S N/S No "Learned in Law" 

N/S N/S No N/S 

N/S N/S No 5 yrs state bar 

N/S N/S Yes 5 yrs state bar 

N/S N/S No(b) No 

Legend: N/S=Not stated, UNK=Unknown, .... :Not applicable 
G=Genernl Jurisdiction, L=Limited Jurisdiction 
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Table 7 .. Qualifications to Serve as a Trial Court Judge 

Court Looal State Minimum Maximum Law Othertegal 
States/Courts: trne Residency Resideuoy ~e _.Age Degree _Qualifioations 

Delaware (con't) 

Municipal Court of Wilmington L N/S N/S N/S N/S Yes 5 yrs state bar 

District of Columbia 

Superior Court G 90 days District N/S 74 Yes 5 yrs state bar(a) 
residency 

Florida 

Circuit Court G Yes(a) Yes N/S 70 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

County Court L Yes(b) Yes N/S 70 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

Georgia 

Superior Court G N/S 3yr 30 N/S(a) Yes 7 yrs state bar 

Juvenile Court L N/S , 3yr 30 N/S Yes 5 yr8 state bar 

Civil Court !. Varies Varies 25 N/S Yes Varies 

Stato Court L Yes 3yr 25 N/S(b) Yes 5 yrs state bar 

Probate Court L 2yrs N/S 25(c) N/S Varies Not required ofall(d) 

Magistrate Court L lyr N/S 25 N/S No N/S(e) 

Municipal Court L Yes N/S 25 N/S Yes 5 yrs state bar 

County Recorder's Court L Varies Varies Varies N/S YElI'{l, iI, 3 of' Varies 
4 ('I1urts 

Municipal/City Courts of Atlanta L Varies N/S Varies Varies Varies Varies 

Hawaii 

Circuit Court G N/S Yes N/S 70 Yes 10 yr8 state bar 

District Court L N/S Yes N/S 70 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

Idaho 

District Court G N/S lyr N/S N/S Yes 10 yrs state bar 

Magistrates Division N/S lyr 80 70 Yes 5 yr8 state bar . 
Illinois 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes N/S 75 Yes N/S 

Indiana 

Superior Court G N/S lyr N/S N/S Yes N/S 

Circuit Court G N/S lyr N/S N/S Yes N/S 

Probate Court G N/S lyr N/S N/S Yes N/S 

County Court L N/S lyr N/S N/S Yes N/S 

City Court L N/S N/S N/S N/S No N/S 

'l'own Court L N/S N/S N/S N/S No N/S 

Municipal Court or Marion County L N/S N/S N/S N/S Yes N/S 

Small Clalms Court or Marion L N/S N/S N/S N/S Yes (a) N/S 
County 

Iowa 

District Court G Yes N/S N/S 72 Yes N/S 

Magistrates Yes N/S 18 72 No N/S 

Kansas 

District Court G Yes N/S N/S 70(a) Yes(b) 5 yrs state bar 

Municipal Court L N/S N/S 18 N/S Varles(c) N/S 
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Table 7·a Qualifications to Serve as a Trial Court Judge 

Court Local 
States/Courts: type Residency 

Kentuclty 

Circuit Court G 2yrs 

District Court L 2yrs 

Louisiana 

Dlstrid Court G 2yrs 

Family and Juvenile Court G 2yrs 

Justice of the Peace Court L 2yrs 

Mayor's Court L UNK 

City and Parish Courts L 2yrs 

Maine 

Superior Court G N/S 

District Court L N/S 

Probate Court L N/S 

Administrative Court L N/S 

Maryland 

Circuit Court G Gmos 

District Court L Gmos 

Orphan's Court L 1 yr 

Massachusetts 

Trial Court of the Commonwealth G N/S 

Michigan 

Circuit Court G N/S 

Recorder's Court of Detroit G NIS 

Court of Claims G N/S 

District Court L N/S 

Probate CoUrt L N/S 

Municipal Court L N/S 

Minnesota 

District Court G N/S 

Mississippi 

Circuit Court G N/S 

Chancery Court G N/S 

County Court L Yes 

Family Court L N/S 

Municipal Court L N/S 

Justice Court L N/S 

Missouri 

Circuit Court G CIr"l.lit 

Associates County 

MunlclplIl Court L Determined 
by 

municipality 
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State 
Residency 

2yrs 

2yrs 

2yrs 

2yrs 

2yrs 

UNK 

2yrs 

N/S 

Yes (a) 

Yes 

Yes 

5yrs 

5yrs 

N/S 

NIS 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

NIS 

N/S 

N/S 

5yrs 

5yrs 

Yes 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

State votes 
for 8 yrs 

Yes 

Yes 

Minimum Maximum Law Other Legal 
AJre 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

30 

30 

NIS 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

26 

26 

26 

N/S 

N/S 

N/S 

80 

25 

21 

AJre Deln'ee Qualifications 

N/S Yes 8 yrs state bar 

N/S Yes 2 yrs state bar 

70 Yes 5 yrs state bBl' 

70 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

70 No None 

N/S No N/S 

70 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

N/S No "Leamed in the Law" 

N/S Yes State bar member 

N/S Yes State bar member 

N/S Yes State bar member 

70 Yes State bar member 

70 Yes State bar member 

N/S No State bar member 

70 No N/S 

70 Yes State bar member 

70 Yes state bar member 

70 Yell State bar member 

70 Yes State bar member 

70 Yes State bar member 

70 N/S N/S 

70 Yes State bar member 

N/S Yes 5 yrs practice 

N/S Yes 5 yrs practice 

N/S Yes 5 yrs practice 

N/S Yes N/S 

N/S No N/S 

N/S No N/S -
70 Yes State bar member 

70 Yes State bar member 

75(11) Varies Stllte bllr l"embor if 
population 7,500 or more(b) 

Legend: N/S:::Not stated, UNK=UnkhOwn, .. =Not applicable 
G=General Jurisdiction, L=Llmlted Jurisdiction 



Table 7·· Qualifications to Serve as a Trial Court Judge 

Court Local State Minimum Maximum Law Other Legal 
States/Courts: type Residency Residenoy Age ~e Degree ~unlifioations 

Montana 

District Court G N/S 2yrs N/S N/S Yes 5 yrs state bar 

Workers' Compensation Court G N/S N/S N/S N/S Yes N/S 

Water Court G N/S 2yrs N/S N/S Yes 5 yrs state bar 

Justice of the Peace Court L lyr N/S N/S N/S No(a) N/S 

Municipal Court L Yes N/S N/S N/S Yes 2 yrs state bar 

City Court L County N/S N/S N/S No N/S 

Nebraska 

District Court G Yes N/S 30 N/S Yes 5 yrs practice. 

Separate Juvenile Court L Yes N/S 30 N/S Yes 5 yrs practice 

Worker's Compensation Court L Yes N/S no NIS Yes 5 yrs practice 

County Court L Yes NIS 30 N/S Yes 5 yrs practice 

Nevada 

District Court G N/S 2yrs 25 N/S Yos N/S 

Justice Court L 30 days 30 days N/S N/S Varies Varies 

Municipal Court L 30 days 30 days N/S N/S Varies Varies 

New Hampshire 

Superior Court G N/S N/S N/S 70 N/S N/S 

District Court L N/S N/S N/S 70 Yes State bar member 

Municipal Court L N/S N/S N/S 70 Yes State bar member 

Probate Court L N/S N/S N/S 70 N/S N/S 

New Jersey 

Superior Court G (a) (a) N/S 70 Yes 10 yrs state bar 

Tax Court L N/S N/S N/S 70 Yes 10 yrs state bar 

Municipal Court L N/S N/S N/S N/S Yes N/S(b) 

New Moxico 

District Court G Yes 3yrs 35 N/S Yes 6 yrs artlve practice 

Magistrate Court L Yes Yes 18 N/S No None required 

Bernalillo County Metropolitan L Yes 3yrs N/S N/S Yes 3 yrs active practice and 
state bar member 

Municipal Court L Yes Yes 18 N/S No N/S 

Probate Court L Yes Yes 18 N/S No N/S 

New York 

Supreme Court G N/S Yes 10 70(a) Yes 10 yrs state bar 

County Court G County Yes 18 70 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

District Court L Yes Yes 18 70 No 5 yrs state bar 

City Court L Yes Yes 18 70 Yes 5 yrs stato bar 

Criminal Court of NYC L Yes Yes 18 70 Yes 10 yrs state bar 

Town and Village L Yes Yes 18 N/S No N/S 

Court of Olalms L N/S Yes 18 70 Yes 10 yrs state hal' 

Surrogates' Court L City Yes 18 70 Yes 10 yrs stnte bar 

Family Court L Yes Yes 18 70 Yes 10 yrs state bar 
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Table 7 u Qualifications to Serve as a Trial Court Judge 

Court Looal State 
States/Courts: type Residenoy Residenoy 

North Carolina 

Superior Court G YesINo(a) N/S 

District Court L Yes N/S 

North Dakota 

District Court G Yes N/S 

County Court L Yes N/S 

Municipal Court L Yes N/S 

Ohio 
Court of Common Pleas G County Yes 

Mtmicipal Court L Territorial Yes 

Cotmty Cuurt L Territorial Yes 

Court of Claims L N/S Yes 

Mayors Court L N/S Yes 

Oldahoma 

District Court G District 6 mos if 
elected 

Associate County 6 mos if 
elected 

Special N/S Yes 

Municipal Criminal Court L N/S Yes 

Municipal Court Not of Record L N/S Yes 

Workers' Compensatior. Court L N/S N/S 

Court of'I'ax Review I. NIS N/S 

Oregon 

Circuit Court G lyr 3yrs 

Tnx Court G N/S 3yrs 

County Court L Unknown Unknown 

District Court L lyr 3 yrs 

Justice Cuurt L lyr 3yrs 

Mtmiclpal Comt L Unknown Unknown 

Pennsylvania 

Court of Common Pleas G Yes lyr 

Philadelphia Mtmicipal Court L Yes lyr 

District Justice Court L Yes lyr 

Philadelphia Traffic Court L Yes lyr 

Pittsburgh City Magistrates L Yes Yes 

Rhode Island 

Superior Court G N/S NIS 

District Court L N/S N/S 

Family Court L N/S NlS 

Probate Court L N/S N/S 

Mtmicipal Court L N/S N/S 

Workers' Compensation Court L N/S N/S 

Administrative Adjudication Court L N/S NIS 
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Minimum Maximum Law Other Legal 
At:re At:re Degree Qualifioations 

N/S 72 (b) State bar member 

N/S 72 (b) State ba~' member 

N/S N/S Yes State bar member 

N/S N/S Yes Stato bar member 

N/S N/S N/S(a) N/S(a) 

N/S 70 Yes 6 Y1'8 practice 

N/S 70 Yes 6 yrs practice 

N/S 70 Yes 2 yrs practice 

N/S No Yes (a) 

N/S No No N/S 

N/S N/S Yes (a) 

N/S N/S Yes (b) 

N/S N/S No N/S 

N/S N/S No (b) 

N/S N/S Yes N/S 

N/S N/S Yes NIS 

N/S N/S Yes N/S 

N/S 75 Yes State bar member 

N/S 75 Yes 3 yrs state bar 

Unknown 75 No N/S 

lByrs 75 Yes State bar membet' 

Unknown 75 No N/S 

Unknown 75 No N/S 

N/S 70 Yes State bar member 

N/S 70 Yes State bllr member 

NIS 70 No Not required 

NIS 70 No Not required 

N/S 70 No No 

NIS N/S Yes state bar member 

N/S N/S Yes Stnt.e bilr member 

N/S N/S Yes State bar member 

N/S N/S Yes State btlr member 

N/S N/S Varies State bar member 

N/S N/S NIS Statl) bar member 

N/S N/S N/S State bar member 

Legend: N/S=Not stated, UNK=Unknown, .. ",Not applicable 
G=General Jurisdiction, L=Limltcd Jurisdiction 



Table 7·· Qualifications to Serve as a 'inal Court Judge 

Court Looal State Minimum Maximum Law Other Legal 
States/Courts: type Residenoy Residenoy Age Age Degree Qualifioations 

South Carolina 

Circuit Court G N/S 5yrs 26 72 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

Family Court L N/S 5yrs 26 72 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

Magistrate Court L N/S 5YI'S 21 72 No No 

Probate Court L County Citb.!en 21 N/S No No 
eloctor 

Municipal Court L N/S N/S N/S N/S No No 

South Dnkilta 

Circuit Court G Yes N/S N/S 70 Yes State bar member 

Law Magistrates Yes N/S N/S N/S Yes State bar member 

Lay Magistrates Yes N/S N/S N/S No H,S. graduate or GED 

Cler~agistrates Yes N/S N/S N/S No H.S, graduate or GED 

Tennessee 

Circuit Court G lyr 5yrs 30 N/S Yes Qualified to practice law 

Chancery Court G lyr 5yrs 80 N/S Yes Qualified to practice law 

Criminal Court G 1yr 5yrs 80 N/S Yes Qualified to practice law 

Probate Court G 1yr 5yrs 80 N/S Yes Qualified to practice law 

Juvenile Court L 1yr 5yrs 80 N/S Yes Qualified to practice law 

Municipal Court L 1yr 5yrs 80 N/S Yes N/S 

General Sessions Court L 1yr 5yrs 80 N/S Yes N/S 

Texas 

District Courts G 2yrs N/S N/S 75 Yes Yes (a) 
; 

Constitutional County Court L N/S N/S N/S N/S No No 

County Courts at Law L 2yrs N/S 25 N/S Yes Yes (b) 

Justice of the Pellce Court L N/S N/S N/S N/S No No 

Municipal Court L Varies N/S Varies Varies Varies Varies 

Utah 

District Court G Yes 3yrs 25 N/S Yes State bar momber 

Circuit Court L Yes 3yrs 25 N/S Ves State bar member 

Justice Court L 6mos 3yrs 25 70 No N/S 

Juvenile Court L Ves 3yrs 25 N/S Yes State bar member 

Vermont 

Superior Court G N/S 5yra N/S 70 Yes(a) 5 yrs state bar 

District Court G (b) 5 yrs N/S 70 Yes 5 yrs staie bar 

Family Court G (c) - - - - -
Probate Court L N/S lyr N/S 70 No N/S 

Environmental Court L NIS 5yrs N/S 70 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

Virginin 

Circuit Court G Yes Y.IS N/S NIS Yes(a) 5 yrs state bar 

District Court L Ves Yes N/S N/S Vas(a) 5 yrs state bar . 
Washington 

Superior Court G 1yr lyr N/S '15 Yes State bar member 

District Court JJ 1yr 1yr N/S 75 No NIS 
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Table 7 .• Qualifications to Serve as a Trial Court Judge 

Court Local State 
States/Courts: type Residency Residency 

Washington (con't) 

Municipal Court L N/S N/S 

West Virginia 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes 

Magistrate Court L Yes Yes 

Municipal Court L No Yes 

Wisconsin 

Circuit Court G 10 days 10 days 

Municipal Court L 10 days 10 days 

Wyoming 

District Court G N/S 2yrs 

Justice of the Peace Court L N/S Yes 

Municipal Court L N/S N/S 

County Court L N/S N/S 

Puerto Rico 

Superior Court G N/S N/S 

District Court L N/S N/S 

Municipal Court L N/S N/S 

Federal 

US District Court Judges G Yes(c) ~ 

US Magistrate Judges G .. ~ 

US Bankruptcy Judges G Yes(c) H 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alabllma: 
(a)Probate Court: a law degree Is required in Jefferson County. 

Alaska: 
(a)District Court: trial judge must have threo years practice or havo 
served as a magistrate for seven years. 
(b)Magistrates serve in district court. 

Colorado: 
(a)County Court: a law degree Is required in metropolitan areas. 

Connecticut: 
(a)Probate Court: must be nn elector ora town within the district. 

Delaware: 
(a)Thore are local residency requirements for the Chief Judge of 
tamlly court. 
(b)Aldermnn's Court: in the city of Newark, a law degree Is 
required. 

District of Columbia: 
(a)Superior Court: judges must also have 5 years oflegal 
government practice or service as law school faculty. 
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Minimum Maximum Law Other Legal 
Age ke D~ee Jtual1fications 

N/S NlS No N/S 

80 N/S Yes 5 yrs state bar 

21 N/S (a) N/S 

N/S N/S No N/S 

N/S N/S NS 5 yrs state bar 

N/S N/S No 

28 70 Yes N/S 

N/S N/S No N/S 

N/S N/S No N/S 

N/S N/S Yes N/S 

25 70 Yes 5 yrs state bar 

21 'TO Yes 3 yrs state bar 

21 70 Yes Stato bar member 

N/S N/S N/S N/S 

N/S 70(a) N/S 5 yrs stato bar(b) nnd 5 yrs 
practice 

N/S N/S N/S N/S 

Florida: 
(a)Circuit Court: must roslde withIn the territorial jurisdiction of 
tho court. 
(b) County Court: judges must resido within the territorIal 
jurisdiction of the court. 

Georgia: 
(a)Superior Court: there is no maximum nge stnted; however, 
judges who are memb~rs of the 1976 retirement plnn nnd serve 
beyond age 75 may not be eligible for retirement bone fits. 
(b)Stnte Court: no maximum nge stated: however,lfa lnember of the 
Trial Judges Retirement Plan after 111180 nnd serves beyond uge 70, 
!;onefits are forfeited. 
\\J)The minimum age requirement for probatojudges is 25. Ifalow 
practice Is req\tlred, the mhtimum ago is 30. 
(d)Where tho popUlation exceeds 100,000, the probnh\judgo must 
have practiced law for three years or served fiVe years as a clerk. If 
the popUlation exceeds 150,000, soven yoars of law practice is 
required. 
(e)Mngistrate Court: tho laws ortocal applicntlon may provide for 
addltlol1Rllegal qualificatlolls. 

Legend: N/S=Not stated, UNK=Unknown, ~=Not applicable 
G=Gonernl Jurisdiction, l,eLimitcd ,JttrlsdlcL!on 
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Table 7 .. Qualifications to Serve as a Trial Court Judge 

Indiana: 
(a)Small Claims Court of Marion County: a law degreo is re'luired 
unless a non-attorney judge has been grandfathered in. 

Kansas; 
(a)Judge may complete term itt which helshe attains age 70. 
(b)District Court: a law degree is required for 149 of 218 judgeships. 
The remaining 69 judgeships lire district magistrate judges, not 
required to have a law degree, but must be certified by the supreme 
court ifnot an attorney. 
(c)Municipal courts require admission to practice law in Kansas in 
first class cities (24); other municipal judges and district magistrate 
judges are required t.o be certified as qualified to serve by the 
supreme court, ifnot admitted to practice law in Kansas. 

Maine: 
(a)Ofthe 25 district court judges, 16 must be residents of the 
diRtrlcts to which they are appointed. The remaining sit as judges
at-large throughout the state. 

Missou\'h 
(a)Maximum age reduced to 70 effective 8/28/93. 
(b)Ifnot an attorney, must complete course prescribed by supreme 
court. 

Montana: 
(a)Justlce of tho Peace Court: although a law degree Is not required, 
the judges may be attorneys, must have served in judicial capacity 
for at least 5 years; and passed the certification exam (the 
requirement of passing the certification exam may be waived by the 
supreme court). 

New Jersey: 
(a)Superior Court: there are 260 restricted superior court 
judgeships that require residence within the county at time of 
appointment and reappointment; there are 144 unrestricted 
judgeships for which assignment of county Is made by the Chief 
Justice. 
(b)MtUlicipal Court: legislation Is pending that will establish a 
requirement of5 years oflegal practice. 

NewYorlc: 
(a)Supreme Court: the mn.'l:imum age of70 may be extended up to 3 
intervals of 2 years each. 

North Carolinll: 
(a)Yes, rosldentjudges. No, specialjudgos. 
(b)Law degree not requlrod if elected prior to January I, 1981. 

North Dakota: 
(a)Municipal Court: Il law degree and state bar membership is 
required in cities with over 3,000 population. 

Ohio; 
(a)Must be incumbent or retired judges, justices of supreme court; 
court ofappealsj or court of common pleas. 

Oklllhomll; 

-

(a)District Court: judges must be a state bar member for 4 years or 
a judge of court of record. 
(b)Associate Judges and Municipal Court c.fRecords: judges must 
be a state bar member for 2 years or ajudge of court record. 

Texlls: 
(a)District Court: judges must have been a practicing lawyer or a 
judge ofa court in this state, or both combined, for four years. 
(b)County Court at Law: judges must be a licensed attorney in this 
state who has pthcticed law or served as ajudge at a court in this 
state, or both combined, for at least four years, unless otherwise 
provided for by law. 

Vel'lUont: 
(a)Required only for superior court judges; not for assistant judges. 
(b)Must reside in geographic unit. 
(c)Superlor or district court judges are assigned to serve as family 
court judges; qualifications are the same. 

Virginia: 
(a)CircultIDistrict Courts. judges must have a law degree or have 
completed an allproved 8-year course of study under the supervision 
of a practicing attorney. 

West Vh'ginia: 
(a)Magistrate Court: all magistrates must take a course In 
rudimentary principles oflaw before assumlny duties. 

Federal: 
(a)For initial appointment, must not be 70 years or older. However, 
a magistrate judge may continue to serve and be reappointed after 
age 70 upon a mlljority vote of the active district judges of the court, 
which is taken when the judge roachos age 70 and upon each 
anniversary thereafter. 
(b)The bar requirement may be waived for a part-time magistrate 
judge if the appointing court and the Judicial Conference of the US 
determine that no qualified individual who is a member of the bar is 
availablo to serve at a specific location. 
(c)Distrlct l'osidency l,d required, except in the District of Columbia. 
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Table 8 .. Judicial Nominating Commissions 

Nam~ of Judicial Nominating 
States: Commission Judicial Offices Encom~asS9&l, Authorization for Commission 

Alabama Judicial Commission Jefferson County Circuit Court, Jefferson County Authorization: 
Madison County Circuit and District Constitutional: Madison County 
Court, Tuscaloosa County Circuit Authorization: Constitutional and 
and District Court, Mobile County Local; Mobile County Authorization: 
Circuit and District Court Constitutional; Tuscaloosa County 

Authorization: Local Act 

Alaska Judicial Council Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Constitutional and Stfltutory 
Superior Court, and District Court 

Arizona Appellate Court Nominating Appellate: Supreme Court and Court ConstitutioUllI 
Committeej Pima County of Appealsj Pima County: Superior 
Nominating Committeej Maricopa Court: Maricopa County: Superior 
County Nominating Committee Court 

Arkansas None ~ ~ 

California None - -
Colorado Appellate ConTt Nominating Appellate Court Nominating Constitutional 

Commission, Judicial Distriot Committee: Supreme Court and 
Nominating Commission Court of Appeals; Judloial Distriot 

Nominating Committee: District and 
County CotlTts (except Denver 
County Court) 

Connecticut Judicial Selection Commission Supreme, Appellate, and Superior Constitutional 
Courts 

Delaware Judicial Nominating Committee Judicial Nominating Committee: All, Executive order 
Magistrates Screening Committee including Chief Magistrate (not JOP); 

Magistrate Screening Committee: 
Justices of the Peace (except Chief 
Magistrate) 

District of Columbia Judioial Nominating Committee Court of Appeals and Superior Court Statutory 

Florida Supreme Court Nominating Appellate Court Nominating Appellnte: Constitutional; Circuit 
Committee; Distrlot Courts of Appeal Committee, Supreme Court and Constitutional 
Nominating Committee; Circuit Distrlot Court of Appeal Clroult, 
Judicial Nominating Committee County Court Nominating 

Committee Clrouit Judicial 

- . 
Georgia Judicial Nominating Commission Supreme Conrt, Court of Appeals, Executive Order 

Superior, State Court: All where 
Governor appoints or fills vacancies 

lIawaH .ludlclal Selection Commission Supreme Court, Intermediate Court Constitutional 
of Appeals, Circuit Court, Family 
Court, Distrlot Court 

Idaho Judicial Council SUpreme Court, Court of ApIJellls, Statutory 
and District COUrt 

Illlnois None N N 

Indiana Appellate Court Nominating Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Constitutional 
Committee and 'rax Court 

Iowa Judicial Nominating Commission and .INC: Supreme Court and Court of JNC: Constltuthmal, DJNd: 
District JUdicial Nominating Apponls D.INC: District Court Constitutional and statutory 
Commission 
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Table 8 .. Judicial Nominating Commissions 

Year Commission Establlshed Interim Full Retention States: 
Jefferson County, 1950; Madison Yes No No Alabama 
County, 1973; Mobile County, 1982; 
Tuscaloosa County, 1990 

1959 ~ Yes No Alaska 

1974 Yes Yes No Arizonll 

~ ~ .. .. Arkansas 

.. .. .. .. Callfornla 

1966 ~ Yes No Colorado 

1986 Yes Yes Yes Connecticut 

, 
1979 Yes Yes Yea Delaware 

1973 .. Yes Yes District of Columbia 

Appellnte: 1973; Circuit: 1973 Appellate: Yes; Appellate: Yes; Appellnte: No; Florida 
Circuit: Yes Circuit: No Circuit: No 

1973 Yes No(n) No Georgia 

1978 .. Yes Yes HawaH 

1967 Yes No(n) No Idaho 

.. .. ... .. Illinois 

1970 .. Yes No Indiana 

1962 Yes Yes No Iown 

L<!gend: Ht:Not npplicnble State COllrt Org(11IizatiM 109.'1 79 
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Table 8 ... Judicial Nominating Commissions 

Name of Judicial NOluinating 
States: Commission Judicial Offices Encompassed Authol'ization for Commission --' I{ansas Appnllate: Supreme Court and Court Appellate: Supreme Court and Court Both: Constitutional and Statutory, 

of Appeals Nominating Commissions; of Appeals; nJNc: District Court Statutory (lAC) and Trial Courts 
Trial Court: District Judicial 
Nominating Commission 

Kentucky Judicial Nominatlrlg Commission Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Constitutional 
Circuit Court, and Distrir.t Court 

Louisiana None ~ H 

---Maine None H H 

Maryland Appellate Judicial Nominating Appellate Court Nominating Executive order 
Commission and Trial Courts Commissi~\n: Judges of the C(lurt of 
Judicial Nominating Commission Appeals and Court of Special 

Appeals; TrIal Courts Judicial 
Nominating Commission: Judges of 
the Circuit Courts and the District 
Court 

Massaohusetts Judicial Nominating Council Sl1preme JUdicial Court, Appeals Executive or/\er 
Court, and Trial Court of the 
Commonwealth 

Michigan None H H 

Minnesota JUdiciol Nominating C0111mittee District Court Statutory 

Mississippi Judicial Nominnting Committee Supreme, Circuit, Chancery, County, Executive order 
and Family Courts(a) 

MlssoUl'i Appellate JUdiciol Commission: and Appellate: Supreme Court and Court Constitutional 
Circuit JUdiclol Commi3sion of Appeals; Circuit: Circuit Court 

Montana Judicial Nominating Committee Supreme Court, District Court, Constitutional 
Workers' Compensation Court, and 
Water Court 

Nebrasltll .Iudicial Nominating Commission All Nebraska courts Constitutional 

Novadn Commission on Judlclnl Selection Supreme Court and District Court Constitutional 

New Hampshire None N H 

NcwJersoy None ... N 

New Mcxioo Appellate .JUdgell Nominating Supremo Court, Court of Appeals, Cor stltutlonal 
Commission; District Judges District Courts, and Metropolitan 
Nominating Committee; Court 
Metropolitan CO\lrt .Judges 
Nominating Committee 

NowYorlt Court of Appeals Nominating Court of Appeals Ct1nsUtutlonll1 and Statutory 
Commission 

Stnt(l .Iudlclal Screening Committee Court of Claims Executive Order 

Departmental Judicial Screening Appellate Divilliol's of Supremo Flxecutive Order 
Committee Court and Supreme Court --
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Table 8 .. Judicial Nominating Commissions 

Year Commission Established Intel'im F'Ull Retention States: 
Appellate: 1959 (Supreme Ct), 1976 Appellate: Yes: Appellate: Yes: Both: No Kansas 
(Court of Appeals) ; Trial Court: Trial Court- Yes Trial Court: Yes 
1975 

Ratified: Nov. 1975 Yes No No Kentucky 
Effective: Jan. 1976 

H H '" ... Louisiana 

H '" H H Maine 

1C:'')(a) Yes Appellate: Yes; Appellate: No; Maryland 
Trial: Yes 'frial:No 

H ... Yes H Massachusetts 

. 
H H H H Michigan 

H Yes No(a) No Minnesota 

1980 Yes No No Mississippi 

Appellate: 1940; Circuit: varies '. Yes No Missouri 

J!173 Yea Yes, Workers' Yes, Workers' Montana 
Compensation Compensation 

Court and Water Court and Water 
Court only Court only 

1962 - Yes No Nebraska 

1976 Yes No No Nevada 

H '" H H New HBnlpshlre 

H ... '" -t- - New Jersey 

1988 Yes Yes N!' New Mexico 

1978 No Yes NJ New¥ork 

1983 H ... Yes 

l 1983 Supreme Court Appellate Yes 
only Division only 

I 
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Table 8 •• Judicial Nominating Commissions 

Name of Judicial Nominating 
States: Commission Judicial Offices Encompassed Authorization. for Commission 

New Yorlc (con't) County Judicial Screening C01mty, Surrogates', and Family Executive Order 
Committee (outside NYC) Courts 

Mayor's Committee on the JUdiciary Criminal, Civil, and Family Courts Executive Order (mayor) 

North Carolina None ~ ~ 

North Dakota .Judicial Nominating Committee Supreme, District, and County Constitutional: Supreme Court and 
Courts District Courts; Statutory: County 

Courts 

Ohio None ... ~ 

Oklahoma Judicial Nominating Committee Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Constitutional: Supreme Court, and 
Court of Criminal Appeals, Dil!trlct Court of Criminal Appeals; 
Court, and Workers' Compensation Statutory: Cotut of Appeals, District 
Court Court, and Workers' Compensation 

Court 

Oregon None ... ~ 

Pennsylvania Appellate Court Nominating Appellate: Supreme, Commonwealth Executive Order 
Committee, Superior, 1'rial Court and Superior. Courts; Trial: Courts of 
Nominating Committee Common Pleas 

Rhode Island None ~ ~ 

South Carolina None ~ ~ 

South Dakota Judicial Qualifications Committee Supreme and Circuit Courts Constitutional 

Tennessee Appellate Court Nominating Court of Appeals, Court of Criminal Statutory 
Commission Appeals 

Texas None ~ ~ 

Utah A;:pellate Court Nominating Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Constitutional (statutory for 
Committee, Trial Court Nominating District Court, Circuit Court, and composition) 
Committee Juvenile Court 

Vermont Judicial Nominating Commission Supreme, Superior, District, and Constitutional 
Environmental Courts 

Virginia None ... ... 

Washington None ... ... 

West Virginia None ~ ~ 

Wisconsin Governor's Advisory Committee on Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Executive Order 
JUdicial Selection and Circuit Court 

Wyoming Judicial Nominating Com1l1ittee Supreme, District, and County Court Constitutional 

Puerto Rico None ... ... 

Federal None ... ... 
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Table 8 .n Judicial Nominating Commissions 

Year Commission Established Interim Full Retention States: 
1983 COWlty, No Yes New York (con't) 

Surrogates', 
Family (outside 

NYC) 

~ Yes Yes (Criminal, No 
Family only) 

~ - - - North Carolina 

1981, 1983 for County courts Yes No No NOl'th Dakota 

~ - - - Ohio 

1967 Yes No No Oklahoma 

~ - - - Oregon 

When need arises Yes No No Pennsylvania 

- - ~ - Rhode Island 

- - ~ - South Carolina 

1980 Yes No No South Dakota 

1971 Yes No No Tennessee 

- - - - Texas 

1984 Yes Yes No Utah 

1967 Yes Yes No Vermont 

- - - - Virginia 

- - - - Washington 

- - - - West Virginia 

- Yes No No Wisconsin 

1972 Yes Yes No Wyominq 

.. - - - Puerto Rico 

- - - - Federal 

-

Legend: ~=Not applicable State Court Organization 1993 83 
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Table 13 .. Judicial Nominating Commissions 

FOOTNOTES: 

Georgia: 
(a)Frequently the governor makes an initial appointment for a new 
judgeship, dependent upon the legislation. 

Idaho: 
If a new position is created, applicants are screened by the judicial 
council. 

Maryland: 
(a)Tbe lirst nominating commissions were established in 1970; 
however, additional commissions have been instituted since that 
time and the commissions restructured. 
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Minnesota: 
(a)Jf a new position is created, applicants are screened by the 
judicial council. 

Mississippi: 
(a)For vacancies, a subcommittee representing that particular 
Supreme Court district is used. 
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Table 9 .. Provisions for Mandatory Judicial Education 

InitillllPre-Benoh Eduoation for Continued Eduoation for Genel'al InitiallPre·Benoh Eduoation for 
States: General Jurisdiotion Judges Jurisdiction JudR'es Limi ted Jurisdiotion JudR'es 

Alabama None None None 

Alaska None AOC(a) AOC (b) 

Arizona Judicial College of Arizona (JCA); JCA and ESD(b) JCA and ESD(b) 
AOC's Education Services Division 

(ESD) (a) 

Arkansas AOC AOC AOC 

Califonila None California Center for Judicial None 
Education & Research (CJER)(a) 

Colorado SCA(a) SCA(b) SCA(a) 

Connecticut Office of Continuing Education OCE(a) None(b) 
(OCE) within the Office of the Chief 

Court Administrator(a) 

Del aware (a) None Delaware JUdicial Education None 
Committee 

Delaware Judicial Conference 

District of Columbia Judicial Training Judicial Training None 
Committee Commiti.ee 

Florida Florida Judicial College I<'lorida Conference of Circuit Judges Florida Judicial College 
Florida College of Advanced Judicial 

Studies 

Georgia Council of Superior Court Judges(a) (b) Council of State Cottrt Judges with 
ICJE(c) 

Hawaii Judicial Training Judicial Training JUdicial Training 
Committee (a) Committee (a) Committee (a) 

Idaho AOC AOC AOC 

Illinois None AOC None 

Indiana Indiana JUdicial Conference Indiana JUdicial Conference Indiana Judicial Conference 

Iowa State JUdicial Educator State Judicial Educator State Judicial Educator 

Kansas AOC AOC A0C 

KentucltY AOe AOC AOC 

Louisiana None (a) None None (a) 

Maine Superior Court Chief Justice Judicial Education eo.mmlttee District Court Chief Judge 

Maryland None(a) None(a) None(a) 

Massachusetts Judicial Institute(a) Judicial Institute .Judlcial Institute(a) 

Michigan Michigan Judicial Institute None Michigan Judicial Institute 

Minnesota AOC and local courts AOC None 

Mississippi Milislssippi Judicial College Mississippi JUdicial College (a) Supreme Cnurt 

Missouri AOC with Supreme Court Judicial AOe with the Supreme Court Non·lawyer municipal judges must 
EdUcation Committee (a) Judicial EdUcation Committee, Out. complete certification courses within 

of· state programs and the Missouri 6 months after selection. 
Bar (a) 

Montana AOC AOe AOe 
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Table 9 .. Provisions for Mandatory Judicial Education 

Continued Educliltion for Limited InitiallPro-Bench Education for Continued Education for 
Jurlsdictilln Judges Appellate Jurisdiction JudJ;!es Appellate ,Jurisdiction JudJ;!es States: 

None None None Alabama 

AOC (0) None AOC(a) Alaska 

JCA and 11SD(b) Individual courts(c) JCA and ESD(d) Arizona 

AOC None AOC Arkansas 

None None None California 

SCA(b) None SCA(b) Colorado 

SCA(c) Supreme Court and Interm(" .Uate Supreme Court and Intermediate Connecticut 
Probate Court Admin1strator Appellate Court JUdiciary and Staff Appellate Court JUdiciary and staff 

Delaware Judicial Edt\cation None Delaware JUdicial Education Delaware 
Committee Committee 

Delaware Judicial Confl3rence Delaware .Tutlicial Confert'nce 

None None None District ot Columbia 

Florida Conference of Circuit Judges: Florida College of Advanced Judicial Florida College of Advanced Judicial Florida 
Florida College of Advanced Judicial Studies Studies 

Studies Florida Appellate Judges Conference 

MCLE, ICJE or national programs(d) None (b) Georgia 

Judicial Training Judicial Training Judicial'l'ralnlng Hawaii 
Committee (a) Committee (a) Committee (a) 

AOC AOC AOC Idaho 

None None AOC Illinois 

Indiana JUdicial Conference Indiana Judicial Conference Indiana JUdicial Conference Indiana 

State Judicial Educator None (a) Iowa 

AOC AOC AOC Kansas 

AOC AOC AOC Kentucky 

None None (a) None Louisiana 

JUdicial EdUcation Committee Chief Justice of Supreme Judicial JUdicial Education Committee Maine 
Court 

None(a) None(a) None(a) Maryland 

JUdicial Institute None 
, 

Judicial Institute (a) Massachusetts 

None None None Michigan 

None AOC AOC Minnesota 

Mississippi Judicial College (a) Supreme Court Mississippi Judicial College (a) Mississippi 

Non.lawyor munioipaljudges must None AOC with Supreme Court Judicial Missouri 
cemplete 15 hours of continuing Education Committee, out-of·state 

jUdicial education each year. Lawyer programs and the Missouri Bar (a) 
municlpaljudges must complete 15 

hours of judicial education each year. 

AOe AOC AOC Montana 

Legend: AOC=Adminlstrative Office of Court, SCA=State Court Adminlstratcr's Office State Court Organization 1998 87 
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Table 9 .. Provisions for Mandatory Judicial Education 

InitiallPre-Bench Education for Continued Education for General InitiallPre-Bench Education for 
States: General Jurisdiction Judltes Jurisdiction Juc:!ges Limited Jurisdiction Judges 

Nebraska None None None 

Nevada N aUonal J·.tdlcial College AOC National Judicial College 

New Hampshire National Judicial College NH Judicial Branch(a) National Judicial College(b) 

New Jersey AOC(a) AOC.·Judicial College out·of·state AOC(a) 
programs(a) 

New Mexico None .Tudicial Education Center None 
at UNM Law School(a) 

New York None None Town and Village Courts 
Office of Court Administration 

North Carolina AOC AOC AOC/Instltute of Government 

North Dakota None(a) None(a) None(a) 

Ohio Supreme Court Supreme Court Supreme Court 
Judicial College JUdicial College Judicial College 

Oklahoma None(a) None(a) None(n) 

Oregon None(a) None(a) None(a) 

Pennsylvania Pennsylvania Conference of State None Minor .Judiciary Education 
Trial Judges Education Committee; BoarcVAOC 

ADC's Education Department 

Rhode Island Supreme Court Supreme Court Supreme Court 

South Carolina AOC AOC/South Carolina Bar AOC 

South Daltota SCA SCA SCA 

Tennessee AOC w/Judicial Conference AOC(a) AOC(b) 

Texas Texas Center for the Judiciary Texas Center for the Judiciary Texas Municipal Courts Training 
Center(n) 

Utah Court Administrator Court Administrator Court Administrator 

Vermont Administrative Judge Administrative Judge Administrative Judge 
for Trial courts for Trial courts for Trial courts 

Virginia AOC AOC AOC 

Washington OAC, Board for 'l'rial Court Same(a) OAC, BTCE, and District and 
Education (BTCE), and Superior Municipal Court Judges AssociatiOll 

Court .Tudges' Association's (DMCJA) Education Committee 
Education Committee(SCJA) 

West Virginia AOC with JUdicial Association AOC with Judicial Association AOC 
Education Committee Education Committee 

Wisconsin Office of Judicial Education Office of .Judiclal Education Office of Judicial Education 

Wyoming National JUdicial College Wyoming Judicial Council None 

Puerto RiC)o AOe AOC AOC 

Federal None None None 
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Table 9 .. Provisions for Mandatory Judicial Education 

Continued Eduoation for Limited hlitiallPre-Benoh Eduoation for Continued Eduoo.Uon for 
Jurisdiotion Judges Appellate Jurisdiotion Judges Appellate Jurisdiotion Judges States: 

None None None Nebraska 

AOC None None Nevada 

NH Judicial Branch(a) None Outside provider programs New Hampshire 

AOC··Annual conference(a) None Judicial College out-of..state New Jersey 
programs 

JUdicial Education Center None Judicial Education Center New Mexioo 
at UNM Law School(b) at UNM Law School(b) 

None None None New York 

AOClInstitute of Government None AOClInstltute of Government NOl'th Carolina 

None(a) None(a) None(a) North Dakota 

Supreme Court Supreme Court Supreme Court Ohio 
JUdicial College Judicial College .Judicial College 

None(a) None(a) None(a) Oklahoma 

None(a) None(a) None(a) Oregon 

Minor Judiciary Education None None Pennsylvania 
Board/AOC 

Supreme Court Supreme Court Supreme Court Rhode Island 

AOC/SC Criminal Justice Academy None AOC/South Carolina Bar South Caroltna 

SCA SCA SCA South Dakota 

AOC AOC AOC Tennessee 

Texas Municipal Courts Training Texas Center for the JUdiciary Texas Center for the JUdiciary Texas 
Center(a) 

Court Administrator Court Administrator Court AdminIstrator Utah -AdminIstrative Judge for Trial courts Chief Justice Chief Justice Vermont 

AOC None None Virginia 

None None None Washington 

AOC None None West Virginia 

Office of Judicial Education Office of Judicial EdUcation Office of Judicial Education Wisconsin 

Wyoming Judicial Councll None Wyoming Judicial Council Wyoming 
---'" AOC AOC AOC Puerto Rico 

None None None Federal 

Legend: AOC=Administratlve Office of Court, SCA=State Court Administrator's Office State Court Organization 1998 89 
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Table 9 .. Provisions for Mandatory Judicial Education 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alaska: 
(a)Mandatory S·day annual conference. 
(b)New magistrate program. 
(c)One statewide and regional conference every other year. 

Arizona: 
(a)Orientation for new generaljurisdictionjudgeB. 
(b)Annualjudicial conference. 
(c) Orientation to the Appellate Court or to the Supreme Court. 
(d)Annual judicial conference. 

California: 
(a)CaUfornia Rules of Court 1200 tor judges newly assigned to family 
law. 

Colol'ado: 
(a)GenerallLimited Jurisdiction··2 to S day program. 
(b)GenerallLimited Jurisdiction··Annual Judicial Conference. 

Connecticut: 
(a)Attendance at judicial education programs Is not dircctly 
mandated by statute or f\l!e; however, tradition and practice is that 
all judges for whom the program is conducted are expected to, 
attend, unless otherwise excused. 
(b)For new probate court judges elected on or after October 1,1993, 
there is a mandatorv pre· bench education program. 
(c)There is a requirement of attendance at a minimum number of 
educational hours or programs, however, no specific program must 
be attended. 

Delaware: 
(a~All judicial education flmds are administered by the Supreme 
Court through the Delaware Judicial Education Committee. 

Georgia: 
(a)Court Rule •• Judges attend the .Institute of Continuing Judicial 
Bducatlon (ICJE) of Georgia. New judges have erientatlon or local 
program. 
(b)Court Rule-12·hour judicial continuing education annually, 
including 2 hours on judicial ethics. May attend G<lorgia ICJE or 
MCLE or nationally based continuing judicial education courses, law 
school programs, etc. 
(c)State Court··ICJE new judges' course or local program by court 
rule. Magistrate Court: 40 hour certification course by statute. 
Probate Court: 20 hour certification course by statute. 
(d)State Court Rule: 24 hours every 2 years with 2 hours on ethics. 
Probate CO\l. ~ Statute: re·certification coUrse 12 hours annually. 
Magistrate Court Statute: recertification course 20 hours annually. 

Hawaii: 
(a)Out-servlce training/in. staff training. 

Iowa: 
(a)Appellatejudges attend in.statejudges conferences and ABA 
appellate seminars. 

Louisiana: 
(a)Stronglyencouraged, but not mandatory. 

Maryland: 
(a)Judiclal education courseS bre not mandatory, however, New 
Trial Judicial Orientation and continuing judicial education are 
required by Administrative Order by Chief Judge Robert C. Murphy. 
Courses are flIDded by the state appropriations and external sources 
for specific specialty programs. 
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Massachusetts: 
(a)Trial court and appellate judges also receive training and attend 
workshops provided by the Flaschner Institute, a private, non-profit 
agency. 

Mississippi: 
(a)The Supreme Court has established the criteria for these 
programs; and the Mississippi Judicial College furnishes routine 
annual instructions afterwards. 

Missouri: 
(a)While attendance at the biennial judicial colleges is not 
mandatory, the courses qualifY for Continuing Legal Education 
credit and therefore, can be used to satisfY the 15 hour mandatory 
Continuing Legal Education reql1irement per year. 

New Hampshh'e: 
(a)Also selected outside provider programs. 
(b)Ftill·time limited jurisdiction judges only. 

New Jersey: 
(a)Programs are mandated by Supreme Court policy, not statute or 
court rule. There is no system of credits. 

New Mexico; 
(a)15 hours mandatory. 
(b)15 hours CLE mandatory. 

N ~rth Dakota: 
(a)No mandatory training for judges. Nevertheless, the AOC offers 

~ucation courses for judges at an annual judicial institute and 
;'- twice a year at judicial conferences. Both are well attended by 

appollate, general and llmitedjurisdictlonjudges (90% or better at 
the judicial conforences and 
about 60% at the institute.) 

Oklahoma: 
(a)A part from Continuing Legal Education. 

Oregon: 
(a)There are no mandatory education programs for judges. State 
judge~ must be members of the Oregon State Bar. Maintenance of 
this membership requires 45 hours of continuing legal education 
(CLE) every three years. 

Tennessee: 
(a)One annual seminar. 
(b)Orientatlon program every other year. 

Texas: 
(a)Just!ces of the Peace: Texas Justice Court 'rralning Center. 
MlIDic\pal Court Judges: Texas MWllcipal Courts 'I'ralning Center. 

Washington: 
(a)45 hours 3ler S years by recently enacted SCJA by law. No 
sanctions for non.compllance. 
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Table 10 .. Funding Sources for Mandatory Judicial Education 

InitiallPre-Bench Education (or Continued Education for General InitiallPre-Bench Education for 
States: General Jurisdiction Judges Jurisdiction Judges Limited JUt'isdictio'a'l Judges 

Alabama N N N 

Alaska .. S S 
Arizona 8 8 8 
Arltansas S S 8 
Callfomia .. StL N 

Colorado S 8 8 
Connectitlut 8 8 8(0.) 
Delaware .. SI'I'(a) .. 
District of Columbia 8 8 .. 
Florida F F F 
Georgia S 8 U8 
Hawaii S 8 S 
Idaho 8 8 8 
Illinois .. S .. 
Indiana 8 8 8 
Iowa S (a) 8 (a) 8 (a) 
Kansas UP LJF LJF 
I~entucky 8 8 S 
Louisiana (a) .. (a) 
Muine 8 8(0.) 8 
Maryland N N .. 
Massachusetts 8 8 8 
Michigan .. .. S 
Minnesota S 8 N 

Mississippi 8 8 8 , 
Missouri US(a) U8/I'(a) US 
Montana 8 8 '1' 
Nebraslm .. .. .. 
Nevada 8 8 8 
New Hampshire 8(0.) 8(0.) 8(0,) 

" New Jersey 8 8 8 
New Mexico .. 8 8 
New York N N N 

North CaroUna .. 8 8 
North Dakota .. .. N 

Ohio ur 1./1' ur 
Old ahoma .. .. .. 
Oregon .. .. .. 
Pennsylvania 8 8 8 
Rhode Island 8 8 8 
South Carolina 8 8rr 8 
South Dakota 8 8 8 
Tennessee 8 8 F 
Texas S 8 8 
Utnh 8 8 8 
Vermont 8 8 8 
Virginin .. .. .. 
Wnshington F F F 
West Virginia S S 8 
Wisconsin 8 S L 
Wyoming 8 S .. 
PuertoRlco S S 8 
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Table 10 .. Funding Sources for Mandatory Judicial Education 

Continued Education for Limited InitiaVPre-Bench Education for Continued Education for 
Jurisdiction Judges Appellate Jurisdiction Judges Appellate Jurisdiction Judges States: 

H N H Alabama 
S H S Alaska 
S S S Arizona 
S H S Arkansas 
H N H r Allfornia - S S H Colorado 

S(b) S S Connecticut 
Str(a) .. SIT(a) Delaware .. H .. District of Columbia 
FIL F F Florida 

US .. S Georgia 
S S S Hawaii 
S S S Idaho 

Illinois 
S S S Indiana 

S (a) H S (a) Iowa 
UF H F Kansas 
S S S Kentuolty .. (a) H Louisiana 

Sea) s Sea) Maine 
H .. .. Maryland 
S S S Massachusetts 
.. S .. Michigan .. S S Minneso~a 

S S S Mississippi 

US .. Str(a) MissoUl'i 
'I' S S Montana 
H .. .. Nebrasltn 
S .. H Nevada 

S(a) .. Sea) New Hampshir~ 
S N S New Jersey 
S .. S New Mexioo 
H .. H NewYorlt 
S .. S North Carolina 
H H .. North Daltota 

LI1' usrr usrr Ohio 
N .. .. Oldaboma .. .. .. Oregon 
S H H Pennsylvania 
S S S Rhode Island 

sIr H sIr South Carolina 
S S S South Dakota 
F S S Tennessee 
S S S Texas 
S S S Utah 
S S S Vermont .. .. H Virginia .. H H Washington 
S H .. West Virginia 
L S S Wisconsin 
L '" .. Wyoming 
S S S Puerto Rioo .. 

Legend: L:::Locnl, S:::Stnte, F:::Lltigant fees, T='I\dtion, ",,,,Not npp/.cable State Court Organization .l993 9:1 
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Table 10 .. FundiIlg Sources for Mandatory Judicial Education 

FOOTNOTES: 
~~~~~-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Conneoticut: 
(a)Effective for new judges elected on or after october 1, 1998, 
funding will be from the Probate Court Administrator's fund, which 
is based on a tax on fees paid to the probate I!ourts. 
(b) Courses are offered free ofcha,rge, but the judge has the option to 
attend alternative courses at the judge's expense. The "free 
courses" are paid for from the Probate Court Administrator's flmd, 
which consists ora tax on fees paid to individual probate oourts. 

Delaware: 
(a)Alljudicinl education funds are administered by the Supreme 
Court through the Judicial Education Committee. 

Iowa: 
(a)Also funded by grants. 
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Louisiana: 
(a)Judiclal education is strongly encouraged, but not mal'lrlatory. 

Maine: 
(a)Use of grants whenever possible. 

Missouri: 
(a)Judges who attend the AOC judicial colleges provide 
approximately 50% of their own expenses. 

New Hampshire: 
(a)Scholarships and grants are used when applicable. 

I 
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Table 11 •• Judicial Performance Evaluation 

States: Status of Judicial Retention Authorization Governing EntityJProgram Operation 

Alabama N None established N 

Alaslta Retention election Alaska statute Alaska Judicial Council 
§15.5B.020(2),15.5B.050, 
15.5B.060(c), 22.05.100, 
22.07.060,22.10.150, and 
22.15.195. 

Arizona Retention election for appellate court Arizona constitution Article Supreme Court Commiesion on Performance 
justices and superior court judges In 6, Section 42; Supreme Court Review sets statewide pollcy; 2 County 
Maricopa and Pima counties; partisan Rule No. R-92·0031. Committees on Judicial Performance Review 
election in other counties and at other conduct evaluations of trial judges at the 
court levels. county level; administrative office ofth" courts 

staff administer the program. 

Arltansas N None established H 

California Retention election for appellate judges Const. Art. VI, Section 16. No opposing candidate allowed and no official 
only. evaluation. 

Colorado Retention election Section 13.5.5-101 et seq., State Commission on Judicial Performance 
ORB GA (19BB). Evaluation sets statewide policies and 

procedureo and evaluate appeUattl judges; 22 
district commissions conduct evaluation of trial 
judges; Colorado Judicial Department provides 
staff assistance. 

Connecticut Reappointment by the full legislature Supreme Court (1984). Judicial Advisory Panel oversees program 
after a review by a legislative joint operation and development; judicial evaluation 
standing committee on thejudicinry. administrator oversees day to day operations. 

Delaware Gubernatorial reappointment from Supreme court rule or Supreme Court Special Committee on the 
judicial nominating cemmission with administrative directive Evaluation ofDelaWllre Family Court judges; 
consent of Senate. recommended to authorize administrative office of the courts conducts the 

program. program at the recommendation of the 
Committee. 

""iiWri'ct of Columbia Judicial Nomination Commission, D.C, Code Title IV C Section .Judicial Nomlnatioll Commission 
reappointment. 434 

Florida N None established N 

Georgia .. None established .. 
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Table 11 .. Judicial Performance Evaluation 

Goals Partioipating Judges Evaluation Methods Status States: 

- .. .. .. Alabama 

'ro provide the pllblic with All justices and judges Questionnaires ( given to Established Alaska 
useful Information about the standing for retention attorneys, jurors, peace officers, 
performance of individual election: a few judges pro and probation officers): self-
judges standing far retention tempore. assessment; courtroom 
election; to provide feed tack observation: background 
for improving judicial skills investigation; public hearings; 
and performance. interviews withjudiciaJ councll 

(optional): review of case 
management data. 

To improve judicial skills: to All just.ices and judges Trial judges: questionnaires (given Established Arizona 
provida the public with standing foi' retention to attorneys,litigants, court staff, 
information about judges: election. jurors, colleagues, appellate judges 
performance, which can be who have reviewed the judge's 
used in retention elections; to cases on appeal): self-assessment. 
promote efficient assignment Appellate judges: questionnaires 
of judges: to improvejudiciaJ gi ven to attorneys, liti~'ants staff, 
education programs. trial judges. 

.. .. .. .. Arkansas 

.. Supreme Court and .. Established California 
Courts of i\ppeal. 

To provide voters with fair All trial court judges, Questionnaires (given to Established Colorado 
and comprehensive court of appeals judges, attorneys), jurors, litigants, 
information on judges supreme court justices witnesses, probation officers, social 
standing for retention standing for retention service case workers): interviews 
election: to provide feedback elect.ion. by local district commissions; 
to judges to improve their assessment of sentencing practices; 
professional skills. caseload management analysis. 

To improve judicial skills, to All trial and appellate Questionnaires (given to attorneys Established Connecticut 
help the direct;or of court judges, except and jurors. Interviews with the 
continuing education develop supreme court justices. evaluated judges conducted by the 
educational programs; to Deputy ChlefCourt 
help the court adminlstratoi: Administrator/Chair of the 
assign judges; to improve Advisory Panel. 
public confidence in the 
judiciary. 

'J~o improve performance of All family court judges, Questionnaires/evaluation forms Under Delaware 
indMdualjudges and the approximately one-third (given to attorneys, litigants, consideration 
effectiveness of the family each year. appellate judges)j self.assessment. 
courtj to provide information 
for use in Case assignmentsj 
judicial education planning; 
and other administrative 
decisions. 

- - - - District of Columbia 

- - .. - FlorIda 
.. - - .. Georgia 

Legend: .. =Not applicable State Court Organization 1998 97 



Table 11·· Judicial Performance Evaluation 

States: Status of Judicial Retention Authorization Governing Entity/Program Operation 

Hawaii Judicial nominating cOJll1"..tission, Supreme Court Rule 19 Supreme Court Special Committee on Judicial 
reappointment. (1991), pilot program. Performance; administrative director of the 

judiciary provides staff support. 
*Permanent status as of 
September 1993. 

Idaho ~ None established ~ 

Illinois Retention election every 10 yrs for Supreme Court Rule 58 I Supreme Court Committee on Judicial 
appellate court judges and every 6 yrs for (1989). Performance has oversight; Loyola University 
circuit court judges. Judges must obtain a is under contract to conduct the program. 
minimum of 60% approval to retain seat. 
Associate judges of circuit court 
reappointed every 4 yrs. by circuit judges 
within the circuit in which the associate 
judge serves. 

Indiana ~ None established ~ 

Iowa ~ None established ~ 

Kansas ~ None established ~ 

Kentuclty ~ None established ~ 

Louisiana ~ None est.ablished ~ 

Maine ~ None established ~ 

Maryland Retention election for appellate court Project of state bar State bar association judicial administration 
judges; partisan contested election for association judicial section's committee on judicial evaluation has 
circuit court judges following initial administration section, oversight; staff assistance provided by bar 
appointment; reappointment after ten· subcommittee on judicial association. 
year term for district court judges. evaluation (pilot, 1989). 

Massachusetts Gubernatorial appointment from judicial G.L.C.211, S. 26 Supreme Judicial Court and Chief Justice ""r 
nomin.',ting commission, approved by Administration and Management. 
Governor's Council. 

Michigan N None established ~ 

Minnesota Nonpartisan election Supreme Court Rule C3-90· Supreme Court Evaluation Committee for the 
2360 (1990), pilot program. pilot program on jUdicial evaluation. 

Mississippi ~ None established ~ 

Missouri Retention election for appellate court Supreme Court Order Supreme Court Committee appointed to study 
judges, retention election for circuit and performance evaluation and other matters 
associate circuit judges in 5 judicial relating to judicial development. 
circuits; partisan contested election for 
circuit and associate circuit judges in 40 
judicial circuits. 

Montana ~ None established .. 
Nebraska(a) .. None established .. 
Nevada ~ None established N 
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Table 11 .w Judicial Performance Evaluation 

Goals Participating Judges I Evaluntion Methods Status States: 

To improve individual judges' All full-time, part-time, ! Attorney questionnaires Established Hawaii 
pel'ibrmance; to provide a and specially appointed (proposed). 
potential source for retention judges. 
decisions; to facilitate the 
effective assignment of 
judges; to improve judicial 
education programs; to help 
the chief justice with 
administrative 
responsibilities. 

~ ~ ~ ~ Idaho 

To improve judicial skills and Judges up for retention Questionnaires (given to Established Illinois 
performance. election. Approximately attorneys); self-assessment; juror 

42 circuit court judges questionnaires will be used when 
from 4 jurisdictions in needed. Results are presented to 
Cook County since 1988; judges through interviews with 
goal is to continue trained jurors acting as 
evaluation in Cook County facilitators. 
and to expand program to 
other circuit courts. 

- ~ ~ ~ Indiana 
~ ~ .... ~ Iowa 
.. N ~ ~ U:ansas 
~ .. .. ~ Kentucky 

~ ~ N .. Louisiana 
~ - - - Maine 

To improve judicial skills and All courts of appeals and Attorney questionnaires. Established Maryland 
performance, to improve courts of special appeals 
bench-bar communications. judges, plus circuit court 

judges in 3 counties 
(volunteers). 

To improve performance of All trlaljudges with at Attorney, party and juror Under Massachusetts 
indiviclualjudges in the least 2 yrs experience. questionnaires; video tape records, development 
judiciary as a whole. court records 

.. .. - ~ Michigan 

To improve individual Randomly selectod judges, Questionnaires (given to attorneys, Under Minnesota 
judicial performance. 12 from the district court, jurors); self-assessment; courtroom development 

2 from the appellate observation by another judge and 
courts. an evaluator of communication 

skills (experimental); summary 
conference. 

- .. .. .. Mississippi 

Self-improvement of the All supreme court, court of Under development Under Missouri 
judges. appeals, and trial court development 

judges. 

... .. .. ~ MonttlUa 

- - - N Nebraska 
~ ~ .. ... Nevada 

Legend: ~=Not applicable State Court Organization 199.9 99 
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Table 11· .. Judicial Performance Evaluation 

States; Status 01' Judioial Retention Aut1llorizatl,on Goveming Entlty/Program Operation -New Hampshil'e Gubernatorial appointment, subject to Supreme C;;urt informal Administrative justice of the probate courts; 
approval of elected executive council. request chief justice of the superior court; 

administrative justice of the district courts 

New Jersey Gubernatorial reappointment and senate Supreme Court Rule 1:35A Supreme Court Committee on Judicial 
confU'mation. (1988), pilot program (1982), Performance: administrative office of the 

permanent program (1986). courts staff conduct the program. 

New Mexico One partisan election after appointment, Supreme Court (pilot, 1990) Supreme Court Subcommittee on Judicial 
thereafter retention election. Evaluation; administrative office of the courts 

provides staff support. 

New York .. .. ... 

North Cnl'olina .. None established .. 
N01·th Dakota Nonpartisan election. North Dakota Judicial Performance Evaluation Commissionj 

Administrative Rule 82 (8) University of North Dakota Law School 
(1990), pilot program. provides staff support. 

Ohio Nonpartisan election. Statute Statellocal bar associations issue 
recommendations based on interviews and 
preference polls. 

OWnhomn .. None established .. 
Oregon .. None established .. 

None established .. 
Rhode Islnnd Legislative election Supreme Court Rule 4 Judicial Performance Evaluation Committee 

(8/8198) 
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l'able 11-· Judicial Performance Evaluation 

Goals Participating Judges Evaluation Methods Status States: 

Self· improvement of the Probate court judges; Probate judges: attorney and self· Established New Hampshire 
judges; to give staff and superiQr court trial judges; assessment questionnaires; 
attorneys opportunity to district court judges. interviews with the administrative 
comment on th~judge's justice of the probate court. 

performance. District court: Superior court judges: attorney, 
to identitY strengths and staff and self·assessment 
weaknesses in individual questionnaires; interviews with 

courts; to pian judicial chief justice. 
education programs. District court judges: attorney, 

litigant and s!'lf·assessment 
questionnaires. 

To improve judicial skills and All trialjudges in Questionnaires (given to attorneys Established New Jersey 
performance to enrich successive and [high·volume and complex 
judicial education programs; overlapping stages based proceedings], appellate judges); 
to provide efficient on length of service. videotaped review of court 
assignment and use of judges proceedings. 
within the judiciary; and to 
enhance the reappointment 
process. 

To improve judicial skills and Supreme court justices, Trial judges: questionnaires (given Under New Mexico 
performance: to provide judges ot'the court of to attorneys, jurors, and civil and development 
Information to voters in appeals, district and domestic relations litigants, court 
retention elections. metropolitan courts are staff, law enforcement officers, 

evaluated for self· probation officers, social service 
improvement and case workers, CASA volunteers, 
retention; judges of the and other who provide information 
magistrate courts are to court). Appellate judges: 
evaluated for self· questionnaires (given to attorneys, 
improvement only, trial judges who cases have been 

on appeal, and law school faculty). 
(Proposed) 

~ Appellate judges: H - New York 
questionnairos (given to 
attorneys, trial judges 
whose cases have been on 
appeal, law school 
faculty). (Proposed). 

- - ~ H North Carolina 

To improve performance of Supreme courtjusticos, Attorney questionnaires (proposed Under North Dakota 
individual judges and the district court, and county by the study committees that development 
judiciary; to improve the court judges (any judge recommended the adoption of a 
design and contol:lt of the may chose not to pilot program). 
continuing legal education participate in program). 
program, 

- - - - Ohio 

H - H H Oklahoma 

- H - - Oregon 
H - - H Pennsylvania 

Judicial self.improvement: Alljuciges. Attorney questionnaires, juror Under Rhode Island 
improvement ofcll1sign and questionnaires (Superior Court), development 
content. litiganUwltness questionnaires 

(District Court), panel review. 

Legend: ~=Not applicable State Goltrt Organization 1998 101 
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Table ll-a Judicial Performance Evaluation 

States: Status of Judicial Retention Authorization 

South Carolina Legislative election South Carolina Bar 
Association 

South Dakota - None established 

Tennessee ... None est&blished 

Texlls ... None established 

Utah Retention election. Title 78, Chapter 8, 
s21(4)(a,b)(1986):Code of 
Judicial Administration Rule 

Vermont Gubernatorial appointment from judicial 
nominating commission with consent of 
senate. 

Virginia ... 
Washington Nonpartisan election for all judges except 

municipal court judges, who are 
reappointed by the mayor and the city 
council. 

West Virginia ... 
Wisconsin ... 
Wyoming .. 
Puerto Rico Gubernatorial reappointment with 

consent of the senate 

Federal Courts ... 
Courts of the All judges subject to 2 year probationary 
Navajo Nation period after initial appointment: the chief 

justice makes recommendation on 
permanent appointment te the JUdiciary 
Committee of the Navajo Nation Councili 
the Navajo Nation Council confll'ms 
judges for permanent appointment, 

FOOTNOTES: 

Nebraska: 
(a)Tha state bar run$ a program, with Supreme Court approval, 
through which attorneys rate the performance of all judges with 
whom thl'lY have regular professional contacts, Ratings are 
tmdertuken every two years ancl nre intended to assist judges unci 
also to provide information te the public prior to retention elections. 
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8·110 and Rule 8·111(1987). 

Supreme Court charge and 
designation. 

None established 

Supreme court (1988), pilot 
program, 

None established 

None established 

None established 

Law Num, 91 (Dec, 5, 1991) 
(4 P.R.LA. § 71·74 sup1.) 

None established 

7N.'1',C. s371 & 7 
N .T,C.s355(c). 

Governing EntityIProgram Operation 

... 

... 

... 
utah Judicial Council assisted by the Standing 
Oversight Committee on Judicial Performance. 

Judicial Performanco Evaluation Commit-Gee. 

-N 

Judicial Performance Evaluation Task Forcei 
administrative office of the courts provides 
staff support, 

.. 

.. 

... 
Supreme court; chief justice's ,)ffice; 

Judicial Evaluation Commission 
(appointed March 1993). 

... 
Judicial branch in conjunction with Navajo 
Nation aar Association, 



Table 11 .. Judicial Performance Evaluation 

Goals Participating Judges Evaluation Methods Status Stntes: 

To help improve judicial Supreme court, court of Attorney questionnaires Under South Carolina 
performance, to provide appeals, circuit court and development 
information to general family court judges. 
assembly and public. 

.. .. .. .. South Daltota 

.. .. .. .. Tennessee 

.. .. .. .. Texas 

To improve individual judges Alljudges and court Attorney questionnaires; case Established Utah 
and the judiciary as a whole; commissioners. management analysis; solf-
to certify judges before certification regarding judicial 
retention elections; to disciplinary actions and health 
improv~ the design and status; compliance with continuing 
content of judicial education judicial education requirements. 
programsj to increase public 
awareness of the work of the 
judiciary. 

To improve judicial All judges. Attonley questionnaires, litigant Under Vermont 
performance exit surveys, self-assessment, development 

case load manallOment reDorts .. .. .. .. Virglnin 

To improve individual judges' All trial court jUdges. Attorney Bnd self-evaluation Under Washington 
skills and the judiciary BS a questionnaires. development 
whole: to improve the design 
and content of continuing 
judicial education programs. 

.. .. .. .. West Virglnin .. .. .. .. Wisconsin 

.. .. .. .. Wyoming 

Judicial self-improvement; to Superior, dlstrh:t and Attorney, juror, witness, staff, Under Puerto Rico 
assess judgeship needs; to municipal courtjudgos. admlnlt;tratlve judge and solf- development 
provide information to evaluation quostlonnaires; 
governor and senate for caseload management analysis. 
reappointment and 
promotions; to develop 
judicial education programs. 

.. .. .. .. Federnl Courts 

To provide a learning tool for Alijudges andjustlces of Attorney questionnaires; chief Established Courts of tho Nl\vnjo 
recently appointedjudgesj to the Courts of the Nav~o justice's assessment of case Nnticill 
assess performance during Nation. mmlagement skills; judiciary 
probationary period. committee of tribnl council 

interviews of court staff, 
prosecutors, peace officers, and the 
judge being evaluated. 

- -
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Table 12 .. Judicial Discipline: Investigating and Adjudicating Bodies 

Nu~berof Number of Number of 
Stutes: Name of Investigating Body Ju(lges Lawyers LayPersons Name of Adjudicating Body 

Alabmua Judicial Inquiry Committee :3 2 2 Court of the Judiciary 

Alaska Committee on Judicial Conduct a 3 3 Suprmne Court 

Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct II 2 3 Commission on Judicial Conduct 

Arkansas Judicial Discipline and Disability ~I 3 3 Commission 
Committees 

California Committee on Judicial Performance Ii 2 2 Supreme Court 

Colorado Committee on .Judicial Discipline " 2 4 Commission on Judicial 
Disciplil10 

Connecticut JUdicial Review Council 3 3 6 Judicial Revi!:lW Council; 
Supreme Court 

COtUlciJ on Probate Judicial Conduct 2 1 2 Council on Probate Judicial 
Conduct 

Delaware Pr!:lllminary Committee of the Court 0 4 2 Court on the Judiciary 
on the JUdiciary 

Investigatory Committee of the 7 0 0 
Court on the Judiciary 

Distl'ic\\ of Columbia Commission on .Judicial Disabilities l(a) 4(a) 2(a) Commission on Judicial 
and 'renur<.' Disnblllties and Tenure 

Florida Judicial Qualifications Commission 6(a) 2 5 Judicial Qualifications 
Commission(b) 

Georgia Judicial Qualifications Commission 2 8 2 Supreme Court 

Hawaii Commission on Judicial Conduct 0 3 4 Supreme Court 

ldllho ,Judicial Council 2 2 3 Supreme Court 

Illinois Judicial Inquiry Board 2 3 4 Courts Commission 

Indiana ,Judicial Qualifications Committee 1 3 3 Supremo Court 

Iowa Commission on Judicial 1 2 4 Supreme Court 
Qualifications 

Kansas Commission on ,Judicial 4 3 2 Supromo Court 
qualifications 

Kentuol~y .Judlcial Retirement and Hemoval 3 1 2 Judicial Hotirement and 
Commission Hemoval Commission 

I,ouislana Judiciary Commission 3 3 3 Supreme Court 

Maine Committee on J ucUcial Responsibl11ty 2 2 3 Supreme Jucllciul Court 
and Disability 

Maryland Commission on ,Judicial Disabilities 4 2 1 Court of Appouls 

MassaohusoUs Commission on Judicial Conduct 3 3 3 Supl'omo Judicial Court 

Mlllhtgan Judicial 'renuro Commission 5 2 2 Supreme Court 
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Table 12 •• Judicial Discipline: Investigating and Adjudicating Bodies 

Appeals from A«ijudication Name of Final Point at Which Reprimands 
Are Filed with: Disciplining Body Are Made Public States: 

Supreme Court Court of the Judiciary Filing of complaint with Court of the Judiciary Alabama 

- Supreme Court Filing of recommendation with Supreme Court Alaska 

No appeal Supreme Court Commission on Judicial Conduct determines if Arbona 
there Is probable cause to bring formal charges. 

Supreme Court Supreme Court At disposition of case Arkansas 

No appeal Supreme Court Upon fIling of record by committee .;/ith California 
Supreme Court 

No appeal Supreme Court Adjudication Colorado 

Supreme Court Supreme Court Public censure is issued at least 10 days after Connecticut 
notice to the judgll, provided that if the judge 
appeals, there is an automatic stay of 
disclosure. 

Supreme Court Supreme Court 

No appeal Court on the Judiciary Upon issuance of opinion and imposition of Delaware 
sanction 

Federaljudge panelS Committee on Judicial. Filing of order with D.C. Court of Appeals (b) District of Columbia 
appointments by chief justice of Disabilities ~d Tenure 

Supreme Court 

-
No appeal Supreme Court(c) Filing of formal charges by Committee with Florida 

Supreme Court Clerk 

No appeal Supreme Court Formal Hearing Georgia 

... Supreme Court Imposition of public discipline by Supreme Hawaii 
Court 

No appeal Supreme Court Filing with Supreme Court Idaho 

No appeal Courts Commission Filing of complaint by Judicial Inquiry Board to Illinois 
Courts Commission 

... Supreme Court Institution of Formal Proceedings Indiana 

... Supreme Court Application by the commission to the Supreme Iowa 
Court 

Supreme Court Supreme Court Reprimand is pUblish eel by Supreme court If Kansas 
approved by Supreme Court. 

Supreme Court JUdicial Retirement and Application of judge wlder Investigation Kentucl,y 
Removal CommissIon 

No appenl Supreme Court After finnl disposition by Supreme Court Louisiana 

No appeal Supreme Judicial Court F'iling of report to Supreme Judicial Court Maino 

... Court of Appeals Filing of record by Committee to Court of Maryland 
Appents 

... Supreme JUdicial Court Mer fmal disposItion of complaint Massachusetts 

Supreme Court Supreme Court Filing of forronl complnint by commission with Michigan 
Supreme Court 

Legend: .. =Not applIcable State Court Organization 1998 105 

--------------- -



Table 12 .• Judicial Discipline: Investigating and Adjudicating Bodies 

Number of Number of Number of 
States: Name of Investigating Body Judges Lawyers LayPersons Name of Adjudicating Body 

Minnesota Board of Judicial Standards 3 2 4 Supreme Court 

Mississippi Commission on Judicial Performance 4 1 2 Supreme Court 

Missouri Commission on Retirement, Removal 2 2 2 Commission on Retirement, 
and Discipline Removal mid Discipline 

Moutana Judicial Standards Commission 2 1 2 Supreme Court 

Nebraska Commission on Judicial Qualification 4 3 3 Supreme Court 

Nevada Commission on Judicial Discipline 2 2 3 Commission on Judicial 
Discipline 

New Hampshire Committee on Judicial Conduct 4 2 3 Supreme Court 

New Jersey Advisory Committee on Judicial 2 (retired) 3 (min) 4 (max) Supreme Cou.rt 
Conduct 

New Mexico Judicial Standards Commission 2 2 5 Supreme Court 

New York Commission on Judicial Conduct 4 1 2 Commission on Judicial Conduct 

North Carolina Judicial Standards Commission 3 2 2 Supreme Court 

North Dakota Commission on Judicial Conduct 2 1 4 Supreme Court 

Ohio Board of Commissioners on 7 17 4 Board of Commissioners on 
Grievance and Discipline (a) Grievance and Discipline 

OWnhoma Court on the Judiciary Trial Division 8 1 0 Court on the Judiciary Trial 
Council Division; Council on Judicial 

Complaints 

Council on Judicial Complaints 0 2 1 

Oregon Commission ot' Judicial Fitness and 3 3 3 Commission on Judicial Fitness 
Dlsablllty and Disability 

Pennsylvnnia Juclicial Inquiry and Review Board 3 1 1 JUdicial Inquiry and Review 
Board 

Rhode Islnnd Commission on Judicial Tenure and 4 (+3 from 3 3 Supreme Court 
Discipline General 

Assembly) 

South Carolina Board of Commissioners on Judicial 8 2 2 Supreme Court 
Standards 

South Dakota Judicial Qualifications Commission 2 a 2 Supreme Court 

Tennessee Court of the JUdiciary 9 3 2 Court oftho JUdiciary 

-
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Table 12 .. Judicial Di~cipline: Investigating and Adjudicating Bodies 

I Appeals from Adjudication Are Name of Final Point at Which Reprimands Are Made 
. Filed with: Disciplining Body Public States: 

No appeal Supreme Court Filing of formal charges by Committee with Minnesota 
Supreme Court 

.. Supreme Court Recommendation of Commission to Supreme Mississippi 
CotU't 

Supreme Court Supreme Court Filing ofrecommendation by Committee to Missouri 
Supreme Court 

No appeal Supreme CotU't Filing of record by Committee with Supreme Montana 
Court 

No appeals Supreme Court Filing of complaint instigating formal hearing Nebraska 

Supreme Court Commission on Judicial Upon flling of report by Committee and service Nevada 
Discipline upon judge 

- Supreme Court Final written opinion and judgment ordering New Hampshire 
disciplinary action or if subject of the complaint 
has received a total of three or more private 
reprimands or other iniurmal adjustment.'l 
during the four years preceding the fIling of 
the most recent complaint 

- Supreme Court Filing of presentment by Committee New Jersey 
w/Supreme Court 

- Supreme Court Filing of record by Commission w/Supreme New Mexico 
CotU't 

CotU't of Appeals Commission on Judicial Completion of service of record on respondent New York 
Conduct and Court of 

Appeals 

No appeals Supreme Court Upon recommendation of Commission to North Carolina 
Supreme Court 

- Supreme Court At formal hearing North Dakota 

Supreme Court Supreme Court Adjudication Ohio 

Court on the Judiciary Division; Court on the Judiciary Filing w/clerk of the Appellate Court Oklahoma 
no appeal from Council on Judicial Appellate Division 

Complaints 

Supreme Court Commission on Judicial Recommendation by commission to Supreme Oregon 
Fitness and Disability Court 

w/Supreme Court 

Supreme Court Supreme Court Recommendation by JUdicial Inquiry and Pennsylvania 
Review Board 

No appeals Supreme Court When Supreme Court afllrms a Rhode Island 
recommendation for reprimand or removal 

... Supreme Court Adjudication South Carolina 

No appeals Supreme Court Filing with tho Supreme Court South Dakota 

Supreme Court, then General Court ofthe Judiciary Filing of complnlnt In Appellnte Court Clerk's Tennessee 
Assembly offico 
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Table 12 .. Judicial Discipline: Investigating and Adjudicating Bodies 

I 
States; Name of Investigating Body 

Texas State Commission on Judiolal 
Conduct 

Utah Judicial Conduct Commission 

Vermont Judicial Conduct Board 

Virginia Judicial Inquiry and Review 
Commission 

Washington Commission on Judicial Conduct 

West Virginia Judicial Investigation Committee and 
Judicial Hearing Board 

Wisconsin Judicial Commission 

Wyoming Judicial Supervisory Commission 

Puerto Rico Disciplinary and Senice Commission 

FOOTNOTES 

District of Columbia: 
(a)Plus 3 alternates, 1 from each category. 
(b)Only in cases involving removal or sl1spension wherein the 
Chief Justice appoints a 3 member federal judge panel to 
review commission'S recommendations. 

Florida: 
(a)'I'wo judges of each of the DCA, circuit, an(l county courts. 
(b)'l'be JQC Investigates anel recommends to the Supremo 
Court ftlr discipline or removal. 
(c)The Supreme Court pOWer of removal is alternative and 
cumUlative to the power oflmpeachment and suspension by the 
Governor and senate. 

Ohio: 
(a)Initial review by panel of3 commissioners. 
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Number of Number of Numborof 
Judges Lawyers LayPersons Name of Adjudicating Body 

5 2 4 Supreme Court, Commission on 
Judicial Conduct, or review 

tribunal consisting of Justices of 
Courts oi' Appeals 

1 3 2(a) Supreme Court 

2 2 3 Supreme Court 

3 2 2 Supreme Court 

3 2 6 Supreme Court 

2+ one 2 3 Judicial Hl'aring Board (JIm) 
magistrate + 
one family 
law master 

2 

2 

~ 

2 5 Supreme Court(a) 

2 3 Supreme Court 

5 1 Supreme Court 

Utah: 
(a) Supreme Court, at its discretion, may include 2 members of 
House, and 3 Special Members. 

West Virginia: 
(a)Same for both the Commission and Judicial Hearing Board. 

Wisconsin: 
(a) The Judicial Conduct and Disability Panel, thrO\lgh an ad 
hoc 1l.judge panel (2 must be couri of appeals, 1 can be retired, 
reserve judge or court of appeals judge) appointed as a hearing 
examiner, makes a report to the Supreme Court. 

I 
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Table 12 ... Judicial Discipline: Investigating and Adjudicating Bodies 
I Appeals from Adjudioation Name of Final Point at Whioh Reprimands 

Are Filed with: Disciplining Body Are Made Public States: 

Supreme Court Supreme Court, Committee Convening of formal hearing by the Texas 
on Judicial Conduct, or Commission on Judicial Conduct 

r9view tribunal consisting 
of Justices of the Courts of 

Appeals 

No appeal Supreme Court After final disposition Utah 

Supreme CQurt Supreme Court Filing of formal charges by Board with Vermont 
Supreme Court 

Supreme Court Supreme Court Filing of formal complaint by Committee with Virginia 
Supreme Court 

No app;)al Committee on Judicial Beginning of fact fmding hearing by Washington 
Conduct or Supreme Cvurt Committee 

JHB recommends to SOA(a) Supreme Court of Upon decision by Supreme Court of Appeals West Virginia 
Appeals(a) 

. 
No appeal Supreme Court Filing of petitioner formal complaint by Wisconsin 

JUdicial Commission w/Supreme Court 

L 
Supreme Court Filing with Supreme Court Wyoming 

Supreme Court Filin~ of formal complaint by Attorney General Puerto Ril.'? 
with Discipline Commission 
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The Judicial Branch: Governance, Funding, and Administration 

Each state, like the federal government, has an 
independent judicial branch. Generally, either the 
Court of Last Resort (six states) or the Chief Justice 
of the Court of Last Resort (43 states) is the 
designated head of the judicial branch. In one state, 
Utah, the Judicial Council is the designated head 
(Table 13). 

The formulation of rules for court procedure is 
basic to the governance of the judicial branch. Table 
14 indicates whether the COLR has rule-making 
authority for some key procedural areas, and also 
whether that authority stems from the state 
constitution, statute law, or is an inherent power of 
the courts as an independent branch of government. 
Where statute law is the source of' authority, the state 
legislature has delegated rule-making authority to 
the COLR. The table also indicates where rule
making is the preserve of the legislative branch. The 
specific areas covered in Table 14 are appellate 
procedure, civil procedure, criminal procedure, 
attorney discipline, court costs, and courtroom 
security. 

The federal judicial branch and many state 
judicial branches incorporate councils or conferences 
in either a policy-making or advisory capacity. Table 
15 lists the relevant bodies by name and cites their 
purpose, composition, frequency of meeting, and 
tenure ofmembership. Notable characteristic include 
the presence of non-judges as members and the 
source of the authority for the council or conference's 
role. Most councils or conferences were established by 
statute, but several are explicitly established in the 
state constitution, and still others by a COLR rule. 

Preparation of the judicial branch budget is 
explained in Table 16. In most states the budget 
process is initiated by individual trial courts (33 
states), generally followed by a central review of 
budget submissions by the state's administrative 
office of the courts (although not in Georgia, Indiana, 
and New Mexico). The situation in many states is 
complex, and this is reflected in the number of 
footnotes appended to the table. Table 16 focuses on 
the role of the executive branch in submitting and 
possibly amending the judicial branch budget. It is 
rare for the judicial branch budget to be filed as a 
separate appropriation bill. In most states it is either 
included in a general appropriation bill or included in 
one of several bills. Finally, the table provides an 
estimate of the pers:entage of the total state budget 
accounted for by the judicial branch in each state. 

The coverage of state funding varies substantially 
among states, especially in reference to trial court 
expenditures. Table 17 lists 13 expenditure areas for 
each trial court system in a state, and also explains 
whether the source of funding is state, county, other 
local government, or fees. Each court system is 
identified as being either a court of general 
jurisdiction or a court of limited jurisdiction. Some 
types of expenditures are funded thl'ough several 
sources. 'fNhere state funding is applicable, the table 
shows the percentage that is provided from that 
source. The last column of the table indicates the 
total amount of state funding provided for each trial 
court and the percentage of total expenditure that is 
provided by the Rtate. In using this table it should be 
noted that it refers only to the funding of trial courts, 
and is therefore not directly comparable to Table 16, 
which describes the entire judicial branch budget. 
Table 17 does highlight some important differences in 
the scope of state judicial branches, specifically 
whether they encompass functions such as child 
support enforcement, juvenile probation and 
detention, or indigent defense. Such differences in 
scope, along with differences in which expenditures 
are state funded and which are locally funded or fee 
supported, e:q>Iain to a substantial extent differences 
in the magnitude of the judicial branch budget. 

Every state has a central office that has day to day 
administrative responsibilities for the state courts. 
The head of that office, the state court administrator, 
is usually an appointee of the state judiciary, with the 
chief justice or the COLR exercising the appointment 
authority. The administrative office's role in the 
budget process was described in Table 16. A more 
comprehensive description of what administrative 
offices do is provided in Table 18, which indicates the 
nature of the responsibility of the administrative 
office for 22 functional areas relating to a state's trial 
court. Where the administrative office has total or 
partial responsibility for a functional area, the 
number of full-time equivalent staff assigned to that 
function is given. The last column of the table 
reports the number of authorized and funded staff in 
the administrative office, expressed as full-time 
equivalent positions. The size of the administrative 
office staft' I'eflects both the degree to which there is 
centralized coordination of key functions and the 
allocation of some substantial responsibilities, such as 
juvenile probation, to the administrative office of the 
courts. Note that the last, shaded, column in Table 18 
refers to all administrative office personnel, including 
those for appellate courts. Consequently, the totals 
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shown in the shaded column are not the sum of full
time equivalent stafffor the various functions. 

Two final aspects of the judicial branch are 
covered in this section. Twenty-seven states have 
established stato-federal judicial councils to address 
issues of jurisdictional overlap and other matters of 
common concern. Table 19 indicates which states 
have such a council, when the council was 
established, and the date of its most recent meeting. 
Table 20 describes the frequency with which the 
administrative office of the courts collects aggregate 
statistical information on cas!.'\loads from general 
jurisdiction trial courts. Caseload reporting practices 
are distinguished by type of case (civil, criminal, 
domestic relations, and juvenile) and by type of 
information (filings, dispositions, and pending 
caseload). 

Select Bibliography: 
American Bar ACJsociation (Judicial Administration 
Division), Standards Relating to Court Organization: 
1990 Edition, Chicago: The ABA Press, 1990. 
Larry Berkson and Susan Carbon, Court Unification: 
History, Politics and Implementation, Washington 
D.C.: National Institute of Law Enforcement and 
Criminal Justice, 1978. 
Thomas Henderson, et al., The Significance of 
Judicial Structure: The Effect of Unification on Trial 
Court Operations, Washington D.C.: National 
Institute of Justice, 1984. 
Robert G. Nieland, Rachel N. Doan (revised by Mayo 
H. Stiegler), State Court Administrative Offices: 
Second Edition, Chicago: American Judicature 
Society, 1982. 
State-Federal Judicial Observer, published quarterly 
by the Federal Judicial Center and the National 
Center for State Courts [Reports on the proceedings 
of State-}i'ederal Judicial Council meetings.] 
Felix F. Stumpf, Inherent Powers of the Courts, Reno, 
NY: National Judicial College, 1994. 
Table 14: 
Donald Pugh, Chris A. Korbakes, James J. Alfini, 
Charles W. Grau, eJudicial Rulemaking: A 
Compendium. Chicago: American Judicature 
Society, 1984. 
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Table 13 .. Governance of the Judicial Branch 
What authority 

Who is the head ofthejudicial establishes the head 
States: branch? of the judicial branch? Ctte Source of Authority: 

Alabama Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constii'ution Title 12 • Code of AL,1975, Article VI, Section. 10 

Alaska Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article IV Section. 2. Constitution of AK 

Arizona Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article VI. Paragraph ill 

Arkansas Chief Justice of highest appeals court Statute A.C.A.16·10·101 

Oalifornia Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article VI, Section. 6, State Constitution 

Colorado Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article VI, state Constitution 

Conneotiout Chief Justice of highest appeals court Statute Connecticut General Statues 51·1b(a) 

De!aware Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article IV, 13 

District of Columbia Chief Justice of highest appeals court Statute Section 11·1701 D.C. code 

Florida Chief Justice ofhighest appeals court State Constitution Article V, Section 2 

Georgia Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article 6, Section 9, Para. 1 

Hawaii Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article VI, Sections 1 and 2 

Xdaho Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article 5, Section 6 

Illinois Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution IL Con. 1970, Article 6, Section 16 

Indiana ChIef Justice ofhighest appeals court Statute IC 33·13·14·2 

Iowa State's highest appeals court Statute Iowa Code, Section 602.1102 

U:ansns Chief Justice ofhlghest appeals court State Constitution KS Constitution, Article 3, Sections 1 and 2, KS Statute 
20·101 

Kentuoky Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Section 1l0(5)(b) 

Louisiana Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution LA Constitution of1974, Article V, Section 6. 

Maine Chief Justice of highest appeals court Statute 4 M.R.S.A. Section 1 

Maryland Chief Justice ofhighest appeals court State Constitution MD Constitution, Article IV, Section 18(B) 

Massaohusetts 'l'he state's highest appeals court State Constitution MGL C.211 S3 General superintendence 

Miohigan Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article VI, Section 3 

Minnesota Chief Justice ofhighest appeals court Statute MS 2.724 

Mississippi Chief Justice of highest appeals court Statute Sect. 9.3.11, MS Code 1972 

Missouri '!'he state's highest appeals ceurt(a) State Constitution Article V, Section 4 

Montana Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article VII, Section 2 

Nebraska Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article V, Section 2 

Nevada Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article VI, Section 19 

New Hampshire Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Part 2, Article 73·A 

New Jel'sey Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article 6, Section 7, Part 1 

New Mexl.\lo Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article 6 Section 8 

New York Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article VI 

North Car.olina Chiof .Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution and Article IV, Sections 6 and 11; NC as, Chapter 7A 
Statute 

North Dakota Chief Justice ofhig'hest appeals ceurt Statute NDCe 27·02·01 

Ohio Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution and Article IV of Ohio Constitution 
Statuto 

Oldahoma Chief Justice ofhlghellt appeals court State Constitution Article 7 Sections 2 and 6 

Oregon ChIef Justice of highest appeals court Statute ORS 1.002 (1) 

Pennsylvania The state's highest appeals court State Constitution Article V, Sections 2 and 10 

Legend: .. =Not applicable State Court Organization 1998 115 



-----------------------. 

Table 13 .. Governance of the Judicial Branch 

. 
What authority 

Who is the head of the judicial establishes the head 
States: branch? of the judicial branch? Cite Source of Authority: 

Rhode Island Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution and Article 10, S. 1 RI GL 8-16-2 
Statute 

South Carolina Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article V 

South Dakota Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article 6 

Tennessee Chief Justice of highest appeals court Judicial Branch Rule Rule 11, Rules of the Supreme Court ofW 
Statute 

Texas The state's highest appeals court State Constitution and Article 6, Section 81, TX Constitution and Section 74.021, 
Statute TX Government Code 

Utah State Judicial Council(a) State Constitution and Article 8, UT Constitution, 78-8-1 ET. Seg. State Statute 
Statute 

Vermont Highest appeals court State Constitution Chapter II, Section 80 

Virginia Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article VI • Section 4 

Washington 'l'he state's highest appeals court 

West Virginia Chief Justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article 8, Sect. 8 

Wisoonsin Chief justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article 7, Section 4, WI Constitution 

Wyoming Chief justice of highest appeals court State Constitution and Article 6 Section 2 • WY Constitution, 
Statute W.S. 6·2·102 

Puerto Rioo Chief justice of highest appeals court State Constitution Article 6, Section 7, PR Constitution, 4 L.P.R.A, 

Federal Supreme Court US Constitution Article III, US Constitution 

FOOTNOTES: 

Missouri; Utah: 
(arrhe Chief .fustice serves as the chief administrative officer. (a) Judges from each level of court, and designee of Utah Bar 

Association. 
North Carolina: 
(a)Article IV of the NC Constitution, see Sections 6 and 11; NC GS 
Chapter 7A, see Section 7A·10; the Chief Justice has extensive 
appointment and other authorities, including appointment of the 
Director of the ACC. Numerous authorities are also vested in the 
Supreme Court as a whole. 
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Table 14 .. The Rule Making Authority of Courts of Last Resort by Specific Areas 

Appellate Civil Criminal Attorney Court Courtroom 
States: Procedure Procedure Procedure Discipline Costs Security 

Alabama a a a I a None 
Alaska a a a I a None 
Arizona a a a I a None 
,Arkansas I S S a/s L None 
California S L L liS I None 
Colorado a c a S a None 
Connecticut I I I I I I 
Delaware a a a I a/s None 
District of Columbia S S S S S I 
Florida a a a a a None 

---. 
Georgia(a) s/a C/I C/I LIS a None 
Hawaii a a a a/s S None 
Idaho I I I I I None 
Illinois a liS liS I liS None 
Indiana I I I C/I I None 
Iowa S S S S/I S None 
Kansas(a) S S S I None None 
Kentucky a a C a None Nene 
Vmisiana C/I C/SII ClS/I C/I C/I I 
Maine S S S I S None 
Maryland a a a C/I a I 
Massachusetts S S S I S None 
Michigan a a a I a None 
Minnesota S S S I S S 
Mississippi S S S None S I 
Missouri a a a I L None 
Montana I S S I S None 
Nebraska a None None I None None 
Nevada SIl S/I None SIl SIl None 
New Hampshire a/s CIS a/S liS a/s I 
New Jersey a a a a C None 
New Mexico I I I I S I 
New York CIS CIS CIS J/S None None 
North Carolln[\(a) a s/a SIC I None None 
North Dakota a a C a/s C None 
Ollio a a C C L (a) 
OWahoma S S S S S None 
Oregon S S S S S None 
Pennsylvania C a c a a None 
Rhode Island S S S I S None 
South Carolina C a a a a None 
South Dakota a a a s None None 
Tennessee S S S I S None 
Texas S S S S None(a) None 
Utah C C a C S None 
Vermont 0 a C a None S 
Virginia(a) CIS a/s a/s a/s a None 
Washington SIl S/I S/I I S/I None 
West Virginia C a C SIl None None 
Wisconsin S S S I S None 
Wyoming S S S SII S None 
Puerto Rico S O(a) C(a) S None None 

Legend: C=Constitutlon, I=lnherent power, S=Statute; I..::Legislative function State Court Organization 1998 117 



Table 14 •• The Rule Making Authority of Courts of Last Resort by Specific Areas 

FOOTNOTES: 

Georgia: 
(a)1982 constitution was effective July I, 1983. 

Kansas: 
(a)Judiclal rulemaking Is joint with legislature. 

North Carolina: 
(a)Authority to make rules of procedure and practice for the trial 
courts is constitutionally placed with the general assembly, which 
has delegated this authority to thF,\ Supreme Court; the Supreme 
Court has exclusive rulemnlting authority for the appellate courts. 
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Ohio: 
(a)Supreme Court has established guidelines for courts. 

Texas: 
(a)Repealed. 

Virginia: 
(a)Legislature may supersede all court rules. 

Puerto Rico: 
(a)Judicial rulemalting is joint with legislature. 



Table 15 Judicial Councils and Conferences' Composition and Function .- . 
States: Name Authoritv Pu~ose 

Alabama Judicial System Study Statute Study judicial systems; make recommendations for improvement of administration of 
Commission justice to legislatme. 

Juvenile Coordinating Statute Improve interagency coordination of services to children; make recommendations to 
Committee the Governor and Legislature for improvements to the juvenile justice system. 

Alaska Judicial Council Constitution Study judicial system for improvements in administration: nominate candidates for 
judgeships. 

Arizona Arizona Judicial Supreme Assist the Supreme comt and the Chief Justice in the development and 
Council Court Rule implementation of polices designed to provide central direction for administrative of 

all courts, uniformity in court operations, and coordination of court services. 

Al .. kansas Judicial Council Statute Directs and develops criteria for new judgeships !Uld types of judges. Adopts 
legislative agenda. 

California Judicial Council Constitution Chief administrative body of court system. The administrative director of the court 
reports to the council. 

Connecticut Meetings of Supreme Statute Establish personnel policy 
Court Justices 

Colorado .Tudicial Advisory Supreme Study the needs of the judicial system; to develop an intermediate and 10ng-r!Ulge plan 
Council Court Rule for the judicial system; to IdentifY particular problems and recommend solutions: to 

recommend was of improving the judicial system and to suggest appropriate measures 
to achieve the recommended improvements; to provide policy guid!Ulce to the Chief 
Justice, to coordinate planning efforts among groups, association, and governmental 
bodies concerned with improving the judicial system. 

Delaware Judicial Conference Supreme Studies courts to improve the administration of justice. 
Court Rule 

Meetings of Superior Statute Discuss operations of the collrt. 
ComtJudges 

District of Joint Committee on Statute Establish administrative policy of court system. 
Columbia JUdicial 

Administration 

.Tucllcial Conference Statute Annual meeting to make recommendations for improvement of system court. 

Board of Judges Statute Determine internal operating policy of court. 
Florida Judicial Rules Statute Recommend changes in the procedural rules of the court. 

AdminIstration 
Commission 

Judicial Council Statute Study organization, procedure, practice, !Ulel rules of all courts in the state. 
Georgia Judicial Council Statute Study court organization !Uld rules oi'pl'actice and procedures. 
Hawaii Judicial Council Statute Study administration of justice and report to the Supreme Court (advisory only). 
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Table 15 .. Judicial Councils and Conferences: Composition and Function 

Conmosition Freguencv Tenure States: 
6 from Alabama House; 6 from Alabama Senate; Judicial Reports as Commission Term of office. Attorney Alabama 
Conference Legal Advisory to Governor, Lt. Governor, Speaker of deems necessary General may replace hls 
House; 1 member attorney general's staff. staff member at any time 

Chief Justico, legal advisor to t.~e Governor, Lieutenant Governor; At least annually Council and Governor's 
Speaker of the House; Attorney General; Representatives of appointees serve for 2 
juvenile agencies; three appointees from business and industry by years; other members serve 
the Governor: and 5 persons to be appointed by the Counoil for term of office 

a attorneys; a non.attorneys, chief Justice At least one biennial 6 year terms Alaska 
meeting -ChiefJusticej 2 Court of Appeals chiefjlldges; 2 presiding judges of Quarterly Some have 3 years; some by Arizona 

Urban Court; presiding judges ofRural Court; 1 magistrate; 1 virtue ofposition 
justice of the peace: AOC state bar representative; 2 public 
members, other members as designated by the Chief Justice 

Consists of all judges of circuits and chancery courts, courts of October and April of each Termhloffice Arkansas 
appeals justices of the superior court year 
Chief Justice and 1 associate justice; 3 judges of Court of Appeals: Time to time 2 years, so long as the California 
5 Superior Court judges; 8 Municipal Court judges; 2 Justice Court person retains their status 
judges; 4 state bar members, 1 senate member; and 1 assembly 
member 

Chief Justices and Associate Justices of the Supreme Court As needed Connecticut 

1 Supreme Court Justice; 1 Court of Appealsjudgej 8 District Quarterly 3 years Colol'ado 
Court judges; 1 Juverule Court judge; 2 county judges; 1 member of 
SCAO; 1 probation officer; 1 district admirustratorj 1 clerk of 
county/district court; 1 member from Co. public defenders office; 1 
district attorney; 6·10 members appointed from public at large. 

Members ofthe: Supreme Court; Court of Chancery; Superior Biennial 'l'erm oroffice Delaware 
Court; Family Court, Court of Common Pleas; Municipal Court; 
City of Wilmington, and the Chief Magistrate of the Justice of the 
Peace System 

The 11 Superior COllrtjudges Monthly Term in office 

Chief judge of District ofColurnbia Court of Appeals, Court of Annual Report 'l'erm of office District of Columbia 
Appeals associatejudh'Oj chief.iudge ofsuporior court; 2 elected 
superior court judges 

I 

I Active Judges of District of Columbia I Court of Appeals and Annual Term of office 
Superior Court 

Judges of Superior Court ofDi!;1trict of Columbia Annual 'rerm ofeffice 
Attorneys and Judges appointed by the Florida Bar(a) Propose changes by June 3 year terms (staggered) Florida 

30 of every 4th year 

Judicial and Legislative representatives At least quarterly DilTering terms 
As provided by Supreme Court Semi·annually Georgia 
Chief .Justice and not more than 15 other members to include Biennial report 3 years HawaU 
laymen, judges, and lawyers, as provided by the Supreme Court. 

I 

I 
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Table 15 .. Judicial Councils and Conferences: Composition and Function 

States: NIlDlG Authority Purpose 
Idaho Judicial Council Statute Conduct studies to improve court system; report to the Supreme Court and legislature 

submit nominations for judgeships; recommend removal or discipline of judicial officer. 

Illinois Judicial Conference Constitution Study business of court system. 
and statute 

Indiana Judicial Conference statute Discuss operations of courts and promote continuing education of judges. 
lown Judicial Conference Rule pursuant Consider administrative rules, directives, and regulations; recommend to Supreme 

statute Court for adoption. 

Kansas Judicial Council Statute Recommend probate, civil, (lrlminal, and juvenile code; conduct research for court 
system. Annual meeting of judiciary to dlsCllssjudicial businoss, to mnkejustlce more 
efficient • 

• Judicial Conference 
Kentucky Judicial Council Statute Study ways to improve administration of.iustice; recommend changes in rules and 

procedure (udvisory only). 

Judicial Conference Repealed Study court system; receive reports and recommendations from Judicial Council. 

Louisiana Judicial Council Supreme Study court organization, rules, and procedure, recommend improvements. 
Court Rule 

Maine Judicial Council Statute Study organization, rules, and methods of practice and procedure. 

Judicial Conference Statute Advise and consult the Supreme Court in matters of judicial administration. 

Maryland Executive Committee Rule 1226d Between plenary sessions: "to consider the status of judicial business ... , to devise 
of Judicial Council means of relieving congestion of dockets.", to consider improvements of practice and 

procedures ... , to consider and recommend legislation, and to exch:mge ideas with 
respect to the improvement of the administration ofjustice ... and the judicial system in 
MarylandK

• [sjubmit recommendations for the improvement of the administration of 
justice .... [elstablish committees ... and approve and coordinate the [irl work .... [pllan 
sessions of the conference in conjunction with the Conference Chairman". 

Conference of Circuit Rule 1207 " ... for the purpose of exchanging ideas and views with respect to the circuit courts and 
Judges the improvement of the administration of justice and mnking recommendations with 

respect thereto; to initiate complaints to disabilities concerning aUeged judicial 
misconduct or disabiUtyn. 

Massl\chusetts JUdicial Council Statute and Study organization. rules. and methods of practice and procedures. 
Court Rule 

Judicial Conference Statute Consider matters relating to judicial administration and Improvement. 

Michigan State .Judicial Council Statute Employer of state-funded trial court employees. Establishes personnel policy and 
procedures. negotiate labor contracts. 

Minnesota Annual Conference of Statute Consider improvements in administration of justice. 
Judges 

Mississippi Commission on statute Recommend to Supreme Court practice and procedures regarding complaints and 

I 
Judicial Performance inquires about jUdicial performance. 
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Table 15 ... Judicial Councils and Conferences: Composition and Function 

Composition Frequenoy Tenure States: 
Permanent: 3 attorneys (1 is a district judge) appointed by state Reports at least every 2 Gyears Idaho 
bar: 3 non-attorneys appointed by governorj chlefjustlce as chair. years 
Chair who appoints adjunct, a magistrate judge, when the removal 
or discipline ofa magistrate judge is before the council. 

Judges of Supreme Court: the judges of the AppeUate Court, and Annual Term of office Illinois 
the judges of the Circuit Courts 

state judges (a) Annual Term of office Indiana -Chief judges of judicial districts, Court of Appeal chief judge, Chief judge's discretion 2 years Iowa 
Supreme Court chIef justice 

Supreme Court justice, Court of Appeals judge, 2 District Court Monthly 4 yenrs, except Senate and Kansas 
judges,4 resident lawyers, chairs ofl-Iouse and Senate judiciary House members, Who serve 
committees their tel'm of office 

Annual 
State judges (a) Twice per year Appointed to serve for than Kentuoky 

4 years 

~ ~ ~ 

Seventeen voting member maximum (a) Semiannual a year terms, no more than Louisiana 
2 successive terms 

(a) Chief JUstice, Attorney General: the Chief .Tustice of Superior Biennially Appointed-no longer Muine 
Court, the Chief Judge of District Court, nnd the Dean of the thnn 4 years 
University of Maine System of Law, ex officio, and fUl Plltive or 
retired justice of Supreme JUdicial Court, a justice of the Superior 
Court, one judge oethe District Court, one judge ora Probata 
Court, one clerk of the judicial courts, 2 members of the bar and G 
laypersons 

Judges and Justices Annually Torm of office 
17 elected members and 1 ex-officio (Chlof Judge) Monthly 2 years Maryland 

Circuit administrative judges, 1 electedjudgo from each circuit Term ofomce u 

Chlefjustice of the Supreme Judicial Court, chief justice of Court'a discretion Bar members appointed-no Massachusetts 
Appeals Court, chief justice of each department of the Trial Court, longer than 4 years: 
and 4 bar members justices serve term of office 

Supreme court determines which judges shall comprise the Court's discretion 'I'erm of Office 
conferences 

-----~--- --- -- ------ ---

Istate court administrator, director ofDMB, 2 Circuit; District; and Monthly 
,Probate judges 

Judges serVe 4 yeur terms Michigan 

- --- -- ---~- -- ---~Ujudges 

~Ircult Court judge, chancellor, City Court judge, Justice Court 
!udge, attorney, 2 lay people 

, 

Legend: ... :Not applicable 

Annually-caUed by chief 
Justice 

As needed 

'l'erm of Office 

6 year terms, cannot 
succeed a full term 

-- -- ----
Minnesota 

Mississippi 
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Table 15 .. Judicial Councils and Conferences: Composition and Function 

Stntes: Name Authority Purpose 
Missouri Judicial Conference Statute Study organization, rules and methods ofprac.!tice proc;edure. 

Nevada Regional Judicial Statute Assist in improvement of the court system within their region. 
Council 

Judicial Council of Statute Improve courts by Implementing policies and procedures. 
State of Nevada 

New Hampshire Judicial Council Statute Study administration of justice; devise ways to improve procedure; collect; al1lllyze, 
and publish statistics. 

, 

New Jersey Judicial Conference Supreme Assist Supreme Court in consideration and improvements in practice and procedure 
Court Rule and in adminlstl'atlon and organization. 

Conference of Judges Supreme Hold conferences to make more uniform the operation of courts in the state. 
Court Rule 

New York Judicia} Conference Statute Advise the Chief Judge: recommend to the Governor and legislature changes in 
statutes rules and practices. 

Administrative Board Constitution Assist the ChlefJudgQ in administration of the State Court system. 
of the Judicial 

Conference 

North CaroUna North CaroUna Court.'! Statute Study structure organizltdon, jurisdiction, procedures, and personnel of court system: 
Commission make recommendations for change to the legislature. 

North Dakota Judicial Council Stutute Study operutlon of courts in state to see that procedures are simplified anel business 
expedited. 

Ohio JUdicial Conferonce Statute Consider problehls In administration of justice and mnke recommendations for 
impr('vement to legislature and courts. 

Oregon Judicial Conference statute Study organizatlon,jurlsdlction, procedures, and practices of courts hl each state; hold 
an annual education session and business meeting. 

Pennsylvania Penhsylvanla Judicial Supreme Study adminl~tratlon ofjusticej make recommendations t~ Supreme Court on matters 
Council Court. referred by court or raised by Council sua sponte. 

Rhode Island JUdicial Council Statute Study organization of judicial system: mnke recommendations to courts. 

JUdicial Conference Statute Consider matters relating to judicial business and administration. 
South Carollna JUdicial Council Statute Study organization of'justlcej collect und publish statistics. 

South Dakota JUdicial ConferenC() Statute Studyorgnnizlltlon, rules, methods, and practices of all courts; make recommendations 
to the Supremo Court. 
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Table 15 ~~ Judicial Councils and Conferences: Composition and Function 

Coml!osltlon Frequency Tenure States: 
Supreme Court and Court of Appeals judges and commissioners, Once a year Term of office or retirement Missouri 
Circuit Court judges and associate judges, all retired jlldges -District Court judge, Justice of the Peace and municipaljudge of Bimonthly a year terms, ex~iept: Chief Nevada 
region Judges of 2nd and 8th 

Judicial Districts 

Members of each regional council, the Chief Justice rmd an a times a year a year terms, except: term 
associate justice, plus ex officio membel's··Presidents of Nevada of office for chief judge and 
Judges Association, Nevada District Judges Association, Nevada terms as chief judge for 
Association of Court Clerks and Administrators judges of 2nd and 8th 

Judicial Districts 

Judicial Branch admin1strative council (6), attorney general, state Biennial Reports a years, except attorney New Hampshire 
court clerk, legislative representatives (2), appointees of governor general, administrative 
and council (8), appointees of Supreme Court (6) council, chairpersons of 

senate and house of 
judiciary, president of bar 

serve terms of office 

Judicial and legislative representatives(a) Annually One yeaI' New Jersey 

All justices rmd judges except municipal court Annually Term of Office 

State judges (a) Annually (or as needed) 2 years except judges term NewYorl, 
of office 

Chiof Judgo of Court of Appeals, presiding justice of the appellate Meet as needed 'I'erm of Office 
division of tho Supreme Court of each jUllicial department 

24 voting members, including: representatives from the Judicial At discretion of the chair 4 years North Carolina 
Branch, the Legislative Branch rmd practicing attorneys, a non· 
voting, exofficio members 

All judges Supreme, District and County Courts, attorney general, Twice per year Throughout term ufoffice, North Dakota 
dean North Dakota School oflaw, five member of bar engaged in rmd bar members five years 
all Surrogate judges, two municipal judges, clerk of Supreme 
Court 

Judges of Supreme Cour;', Court of Appeals, Common Pleas Court, Biennial reports to Term of office Ohio 
Probate Courts, Municipnl and County Courts legislature. Report as 

needed to courts and 
legislature 

Judges of Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Tax Court, Circuit At least once annually Term of office Oregon 
Courts and District Courts and senior judges of these courts 

22 membors (a) As called by Chief Justice a years for office holder for Pennsyl vani a 
term appointed ... 

6 members of Rhode Islrmd Bar Report Annually a years Rhode Island 

All justices Supreme, Superior. District Courts and Family Courts Annually 'rerm of office 

Judlcirtl and Legislntlve representatives(a) Report as needed Attorney General, derm, South Carolina 
circuit rmtljudges, probate 

rmd family court judges and 
magistrates, and 

appointees 4 years, all 
others term of their, office 

Justices and judges of sup rome Court rmd Circuit Court as Annual 'I'erm of office South Daltota 
members 
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Table 15 .. Judicial Councils and Conferences: Composition and Function 

States: Name Authority Purpose 
Tennessee JUdicial Council Statute Study operation of judicial department; consider recommendations for improvement. 

Judicial Conferences statute Consider rules and laws to improve administration of justice; draft suitable legislation 
for General Assembly. 

Texas Judicial Council Statute Study organization, rules, practices, and procedures for civil jurisdiction courts. 

Utah Judicial Council Statute Develop uniform administrative policies for the courts of Utah. 

State Adopt rules for the administration of all courts. 
Constitution 

-Vermont Judicial Council(a) Statute . 
, . 

Virginia Judicial Conference Sta\~ute Discuss matters to improve administration of justice. 

Judicial Conference Statute Discuss matters to improve administration of justice. 
for District Courts 

I 
Judicial c~ 'neil Statute Study organization, rules, procedure, and practices of the judicial system. 

Committee on District Statute Study organization, rules, procedure, and practices of the District Courts and clerks' 
Courts offices; determino number ofDlstrict Court judges, substitute judges, clerks' offices 

and court personnelj establishes practices and procedures for District Courts. 

Washington Judicial Conference Statute Consider matters relating to administration of justice. 

Judicial Council Statute Studr,f operation :lfjudicial departments; make recommendations to Governor and 
legislature. 

Court Planning Supreme Establish priorities for court improvements plans, review and approve federal funding 
Council Court Rule projects, coordinate and prepare an annual judicial system plan. 

West Virginia Judicial C()uncil Statute Study organization, rules, und methods of practice and procedure; col1ect statistics. 
Wisconsin Planning and Policy Supremo The purpose of the Planning and Policy Advisory Committee is to advise the Supreme 

Advisory Committee Court Rule Court and tho director of state courts in tho director's capacity as planner nnd policy 
advisor for thejudlcinl system. The Committee shall meet at tho cnll of Its 
chairperson, but shall meet at least quarterly. 

Judicial Conference Statute Study problems in administration ofjusticoi make recommendations for improvement, 
conduct instructive programs and seminars. 

Judicial Council Stntuto Study plending, practice, nnd procedurej make recommendations to Supreme Court 
and legislature. 
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Table 15 -- Judicial Councils and Conferences: Composition and Function 

Composition 
Legislative and judicial representatives·-6 at large members may 
be selected(a) 

All judges of courts or records whose sfllary is paid in whole or part 
by state, including retired judges and probate courts, Courts 
where county population is less than 300,000, 

Chief Justice Supreme Court; presiding judge Court of Criminal 
Appeals, chair and immediately past chair of Senate Jurisprudence 
and House .Judiciary Committees; 2 presiding judges, 
administrative regions, 9 appointed citizens (one journalist) 

Chief Justice and one associate justice Supl'eme Court, one judge 
Court IJf Appeals; 3 District, 2 Circuit, 2 District and 2 Juvenile 
Court judges, two justice court judges, president of Utah Bar, All 
judges elected, except chief justice. 

~ 

Justices of Supreme Court, judges of Court of Appeals; Circuit 
Courts, and all retired justices and judges 

Judges of every general District Court, and Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Courts 

One Judge from Court of Appeals, 6 Circuit Court judges, one 
General Circuit judge, aile Juvenile and Domestic Relationsjudge, 
2 attorneys, and chairman of Committees for Courts of Justice of 
Senate and House 

Speaker of House, chllirman of House and Senate JUdiciary 
Committees, 2 members of each Committees for Justice, Olle judge 
of Circuit Court, one Juvenile Domestic Relations District Court 
judge 

AU judges of courts of record and courts of limited jurisdiction 

Chierjusticn of Supreme Court, one judge of Court of Appeals, 
Superior COlurt and limited jurisdiction courts, 2 members of 
senate and huuse (different parties), 4 members of bar, the 
Attorney GeMral 

Chief J ustlce of Supreme Court, one judge of the Court of Appeals, 
thirteen circuit judges, with one judge elected by the judges of 
each ofjucliclal adminIstrative districts, one municipal judge, two 
persons selected by the board of governors of the state bar, three 
non.lawyers, a public defender, n court administrator, 
a prosecutor, a clerk of court 

Justices of Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Circuit Court and 
reserve judges (a) 

20 members (b) 

Legend: N.,Not applicable 

Frequency 
Biennial 

Annually 

Annual meeting 

Annual 

~ 

Report as needed Special 
traffic 

Annual meeting, special 
trial, laws session 

Annually 

Annual Report 

Annual meeting 

As needed 

At least quarterly; 
C\\rrently meeting monthly 

Annual meeting 

At leust every 3 months 

Tenure 
Alljudges and appointees 4 

year terms 

Term of office or retirement 

Citizens serve staggered 6 
year terms appoint 3 

biennially 

3 year terms 

~ 

Term of office 

Term of office 

4 year terms, maximum of 
2 consecutive terms 

Term of office 

Term of office 

Appointed 2 years 

Judges elected by 
Administrative District for 

3 year terms, other 
members appointed for 3 

year terms. 

Term of office 

Appointed for 3 years, all 
others term of office 

States: 
Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vennont 

Virginia 

Washington 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin 
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Table 15 .. Judinial Councils and Conferences: Composition and Function 

States: Name Authority Purpose 
Wyoming Judicial Conference Mutual Study matters relating to administration of justice. 

agreement 

Judicial Council Statute Hold hearing on proposed rules and advise Supreme Court. 

Puerto Rico Judicial Conference Supreme Review the state of the administration of justice; promote the study of rules and 
Court procedures and make recommendations for improvement of the judicial system. 

Federal Courts Judicial Conference of 28 USC @ Survey condition of business in tho courts and prepare plans for the assignment of 
the United States 331 judges. Promote uniformity of management proceuures and expeditious conduct of the 

courts. 

Federal Courts Study 102 Stat. 4644 Part of the Conference, to study the future of the Federal Judiciary. 
Committee 

Judicial COlmcils of 28USC@332 Ensure effective and expeditious administration of justice. 
Circuits 

FOOTNOTES: 

The following states do not have Judicial Cmmcils and Conferences: 
Montana, Nebraska, New Mexico and Oklahoma. 

Florida: 
(a)Chlef Justice of Supreme Court, 3 District Court of Appeal 
judges, 3 Circuit Court judges, 3 County Court judges, one state 
attorney, one public defender, one clerk of the court, 4 members of 
Floridn Bnr, including the president of the Florida Bar, President of 
the Senate and Speaker of the House, General Council of the 
Governor, Attorney General, 6 members of the public, and 1 member 
of the Florida Conference of District Court of Appeals Judges. 

Indiana: 
(a)Alljustlces of the supreme court; all judges of the court of 
appeals, the judge of the tax court; all circuit, superior, probate, and 
cmmty court judges; all municipal court judges who are serving on a 
full time basis; any retirecljudge who serves as a special judge and 
notifies the conference of the service; full-time magistrate is non
voting member. 

I{entucky: 
(a)Chlef Justice of the Supreme Court; chief judge of the Court of 
Appeals; 4 circuit judges, and four district judges; president of the 
I{entucky Association of Circuit Court Clerks; 3 members of the 
State Bar of Kentucky, aud the Chairman of the House and Senate 
Judiciary Committees. 

Louisiana: 
(r,)ChiefJustice of the Supreme Court, one associatejusUce, 2 Court 
of Appeal judges, 2 District COUi'tjudges, 1 member of the Louisiana 
City Judges Association, 1 member of the Juvenile and Family Court 
Judges Association, 2 members of Louisiana state Bar Association, a 
member of the Young Lawyers Section, 1 membor oHhe Louisiana 
State Law Institute, 1 member of the House, one member of the 
Sonate, a member of the Louisiana District Attomeys Association, 1 
member of the Louisiana Clerk of Court Association, 1 non-attorney, 
and a non-voting secretary. 

New Jersey: 
(a)Suprame Court justices, presiding judges of Appellate Division of 
the Superior Court, assignment judges, the Presiding Judge ofTnx 
Court and Chief Judge of the United States District Court for the 
District of New Jersey. Not more than 50 judges of the Superior 
Court, 'rax Court, and Municipal Courts; President of the Senate, 
Speaker of the General Assembly, majority lUlel minority lenders 
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and assistant 1~1aders and chairmen of judiciary committees of the 
Senate and General Assembly; Attorney General Public Advocate, 
Administrative Director of the Courts, clerks of Supreme, Sllperior, 
and Tax Courts, chair of Board of Bar Examiners, chair of 
Committee on Character, ProfOllsional Ethics, Unauthorized 
Practice of Law, chair of trustees for the New Jersey Lawyer's Fund 
for Client Protection, the chair of the Ethics Financial Committee, 3 
trial court administrators, the deans of all accreditod law schools in 
New Jersey, 3 county prosecutors, 3 surrogates, 3 county clerks, 3 
probation officers, 3 representatives of agencies onegal aid offices, 
officers of State Bal' Association, and president of each co\mty bar 
association and one other representative, ')nd no more than 15 
members of the general public. 

New York: 
(a)Chief Judge of Court of Appeals, presiding justice ofappe\late 
division of each judicial department, one t.rlal justice of the Supreme 
Court for each court for each judicial department, one judge each: 
CourL of Claims, County Court, Surrog~.te's Court, Family Court, 
Civil Court of New York City, the Criminal Court of New York City, 
one judge of a city outside NYC, one judge of a District Court, one 
justice of a Town or Village Court, and from each judicial 
department, one member of the bar of this state. Chairmell and 
ranking minorit,y members of each of the committees on judiciary 
and on codes of the senate and assembly are ex officio members. 

Pennsylvania: 
(a)Chlef Justice of Pennsylvania, 2 Justices of Supreme Court, Court. 
Administrator, President Judge of Superior Court, President Judge 
of Commonwealth Court, President .Judge of the Court of Common 
Pleas ofPhlladelphla and Allegheny counties, President of the 
Pennsylvania Conference of State Trial Judges, 3 judges of Court of 
Common Pleas, 1 judge not from Appellato or Court of Common 
Pleas, 3 non-judge members of the bar of the Supreme Court, 1 non
judge member of the bar of the Supreme court, 3 non-lawyers 
electors, 1 member of each the Senate and the House. 

south Carolina: 
(a) Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, two Circuit Court judges; 2 
Family Court judges; 2 probate judges; Attorney General, dean or 
faculty member of Law School of University of South Carolina; 
president South Carolina Bar; Lieutenant Governor; Speaker of the 
House ofReprcscntat\ves; chairman of the Senate Finance 
Committee; chair orI-Iouse Ways and Means Committee; chllirmen 
of House and Senate JUdiciary Committees, director of the 
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Table 15 .. Judicial Councils and Conferences: Composition and Function 

Composition Frequency Tenure States: 
Wyoming 

- - -
- - -

Justices and Pormer Justices of the Supreme court, Trial Court Annual meeting Term of office Puerto Rico 
judges, secretary of just ice and the attorney 

The Chief Justice, the Chief Judge of each circuit, the chief judge As needed At the pl.llall\\r2 of the Chief Federal 
of the Court oflnternational Trade, and a district judge from each Justice 
circuit 

Selected to represent varies interests At the pleasure of the -
Chief Justice 

Chief judge of the circuit, equal number of circuit and district Biennial Terms established by the 
judges from each circuit circ.'uit 

Legislative Council; 6 others, at least 4 of whom are members of the Wisconsin: 
bar; twojuc\ges of Magistrate Courts and two masters.in.equity. (a)One Supreme Court Justice, a Court of Appeals judge, Director of 

State Courts, 4 Circuit judges, chairpersons of the Senate and the 
Tennessee: Assembly Committees dealing with judicial atfairs, Attorney 
(a) One judge from the: Supreme Court, Court of Appeals, Court of General, revisor of statutes, deans of the law schools of the 
Criminal Appeals, Circuit Court judge, Criminal Court judge, University of Wisconsin and Marquette University, the State Public 
General Sessions Court judge; one chancellor, the speaker of the Defender, president·elect of the state bar and 3 appointed bar 
Senate, chairman of House Judiciary Committee, Attorney General, members, 2 citizens at·large. 
Executive Secretary to Supreme Court, 2 layman, 2 members of bar (b)Non.government employees receive $200 per cliem plus expenses. 
of Tennessee who practiced law at least 3 years. 

Vermont: 
(a)Although authorized by statute the Council has not been called 
together for 20 years and has no function. 
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Table 16 .. Preparation and Submission of the Judicial Branch Budget 

To whom does preparer 
Who prepares initial budget Is there a central judicial branch submit the judicial 

States: submissions? review of submissions? branch's budget? 

Alabluua AOC(a) - Executive(a) 

Alaska Individual courts AOC Legislature 

Arizona Individual courts AOC Executive (a) 

Al'kansas Individual courts AOC Legislature 

California AOC - Executive 

Colorado AOC(a) - Legislature 

Conneoticut AOC - Executive(a) 

Delaware Individual courts and agencies(a) Chief Justice via AOC Legislature and Executive 

District of Columbia AOO - Executive(a) 

Florida Individual courts AOO Legislature and Executive(a) 

Georgia Individual courts and agencies No Executive(a) 

Hawaii Individual courts AOO Legislature 

Idaho Individual courts Chief Justice Legislature 

Illinois Supreme court with AOO assistance - Legislature 

Indiana Individual courts NoCa) Legislature 

Iowa Individual courts AOC Legislature and Executive 

Kansas AOC - Executive 

Kentucky AOC under direction ofOhief Justice - Legislature 

Louisiana Individual courts AOC(a) Legislature 

Maine AOC(a) - Legislature and Executive 

MlU'Yland Individual courts AOC Executive(s) 

Massachusetts Individual courts AOC submission to Supreme Judicial Legislature(a) 
Oourt 

Michigan Individual courts and agencies Chief Justice to executive for submission Legislature 

Minnesota Individual courts AOC Executive 

Mississippi Supreme Court Supreme Court Legislature and Executive 
-Missouri Individual courts and AOO(a) Supreme Court Executive(b) 

Montana AOC No Legislature 

Nebraska AOC Supreme Oourt Legislature 

Nevada AOC - Legialature 

New Hampshire Individual courts AOC Executive 

New Jersey Individual courts AOC Executive 

New Mexico Individual courts No l.egislature and Executive 

New York Individual courts AOC Legislature and Executive 

North Carolina ADC(a) - Legislature and Executive(b) 

North Dakota Individual courts AOO Legislature 

Ohio Individual courts(a) AOC Legislature(b) 

OWahoma Individual courts AOC Legislature 

Oregon Individual courts AOO Executive 

Pennsylvania Individual courts AOC Legislature and Executive(a) 

Rhode Island Individual coutts AOO Executive 
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Table 16 •• Preparation and Submission of the Judicial Branch Budget 

Is the judioial 
Can exeoutive If yes, is the appropriation bill The state·funded 

branoh amend the legislature aware of filed separately What is the state's pOl·tion of judioial 
judioial branoh's original oourt from the general judioial budget budget is what % of States: 
budget request? budget? appropriation bill? period? total state budget? 

--Yes (b) Yes (0) No Annual, Oct-Sep 2.5 (d) Alabama 

No N No Annual, Jul·Jun 1.2 Alaslea 

No (b) N No Annual, Jul·Jun 2.2 Arizona 

No N No Annual, Jul.Jun 0.25 Arkansas 

Yes(a) Yes (b) No Annual, Jul·Jun 2.2 (0) California 

No N No Annual, J ul.J un 2 Colorado 

Yes Yes No Biennial, Jul.Jun 2 Conneotiout 

Yes (b) Yes (0) No Annual, Jul·Jun(d) 2.9 Delaware 

No (b) N No Annual, Oct-Sep 2.6 Distriot of Columbia 

Yes (b) Yes No Annual,Jul·Jun 0.5 Florida 

No N No Annual, Jul·Jun 0.72 G-eorgia 

No N Yes Biennial, Jul.Jun 3 Hawaii 

No N Yes Annual, Jul·Jun 1.58 Idaho 

No N Yes Annual, Jul·Jun N Illinois 

No ... Yes Annual, Jul·Jun (b) Indiana 

No(a) N Yes(b) Annual, Jul·Jun 2.4 Iowa 

Yes(a) Yes Yes Annual, Jul.Jun 1 Kansas 

No N Yes Annual, Jul·Jun 2.1 Kentuoky 

No N Yes Annual, Jul·Jun 0.4 Louisiana 

No Yes N Biennial 2 Maine 

No N No Annual, Jul.Jun 1.2 Maryland 

No N No Annual, Jul·Jun 2 Massaohusetts 

No (a) Yes(b) Annual,Oct-Sep(c) 1.5(d) Michigan 

No(a) Yes No Biennial Jul.Jun 0.75 Minnesota 

No N Yes Annual, Jul.Jun 1.05 Mississippi 

Yes(c) Yes No(d) Annual, Jul·Jun 1.59(e) Missouri 

No(a) - No Biennial, Jul.Jun 1.57 Montana 

Yes(a) Yes No Biennial, Jul.Jun 2 Nebraska 

No N No Biennial, Jul.Jun 0.45 Nevada 

No N No Annual, Jul·Jun 1.6 New Hampshire 

Yeses) Yes No Annual, Jul·Jun 0.69(b) New Jersey 

No N No Annual, Jul·Jun 2.1 New Mexico 

No ... Yes Annual, Mar·Apr 1 NewYorle 

Yes(c) Yes No(d) Biennial(e) 2.96(1) North Cal'olina 

No N Yes Biennial, Jul.Jun 1 North Daleota 

No ... No Biennial, Jul.Jun 0.5 Ohio 

No ... Varies Annual, Jul·Jun 0.94 OIdahomn 

No ... Yes Biennial 2 Oregon 

Yes (b) Yes (c) No Almual, Jul·Jun 0.45 Pennsylvania 

Yes Yes No Annual, Jul·Jun 1.83 Rhode Island 
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Table 16 .. Preparation and Submission of the Judicial Branch Budget 

Who prepares initial budget 
States: submissions? 

South Carolina individual courts 

South Dakota Individual courts 

Tennessee AOC 

Texas individual courts 

Utah Individual courts 

Ve'rmont Individual courts 

Virginia Individual courts 

Washington AOC(a) 

West Virginia AOC 

Wisconsin AOC(a) 

Wyoming Individual courts with Fiscal Control 
Office of Supreme Court(a) 

Puerto Rico AOC 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a)The AOC SUbmits the budget to the executive branch for 
recommendation to the legislative branch. 
(b)Thejudicial budget is written into the general fund appropriation 
bill as recommended by the executive budget office. 
(c)The original judicial budget request is presented to the legislature 
during annual budget hearings. 
(d)The state operates on two budgets: The general fund ($800 
million) and the Alabama Special Education Trust Fund ($3.5 
billion). The ASETF is for education and the general fund is for all 
other state agencies. 

Arizona: 
(a)A.R.S. 35·116.B states: ''The judiciary and the legislature shall 
not be subject to the control of the governor in the preparing and 
SUbmission of budgets, but such organizations shall submit the 
requests for appropriations for the ensuing fiscal year to the 
governor for review by the legislature." 
(b)While not formally making a recommendation, the governor, in 
order to propose a balanced budget, has included a target number 
for the judiciary which of\;en is a continuation of the current year's 
appropriation. 

California: 
(a)Oan decide not to include specific items. 
(b)Packets are sent concurrently to executive and legislative 
branches. 
(c)Appellate courts and the AOO represent $142 million of the $49.7 
billion and special fund budget, and $756 million are net block 
grants. 

Colorndo: 
(a)Most of budgets are done by statrmg models/patterns and 
formulas. J'udicial district input has very limited impact. Budget is 
wholly prepared by AOO. 

Connecticut: 
(a)AOC submits to executive, who submits to the legislature. 
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To whom does preparer 
Is there a central judicial branch submit the judicial 

review of submissions? branch's budget? 

AOC(a) Legislature 

AOC Executive(a) 

Supreme Court(a) Executive 

AOC(a) Legislature 

Judicial Council Legislature and Executive 

AOC(a) Legislature and Executive 

(a) Executive 

~ Executive 

~ Executive(a) 

Yes Executive(b) 

~ Legislature 

~ Legislature 

Delaware: 
(a)Each court and judicial agency submits a draft; budget request to 
the Chief Justice through the AOC. The Chief Justice conducts 
internal hearings on each requested budget. Base budget items are 
generally continued from year to year. MeJor acljustments, 
enhancements, and new initiatives are prioritized by the Chief 
Justice for the entire court system after considering AOC 
recommendations. Requests not shown on the Chief Justice's 
prioritized listing must be struck by the court or office making the 
request. The acljusted budget requests are then filed electronically 
by each area. 
(b)The governor recommends all appropriations to the General 
Assembly. 
(c)The courts' budget requests are available to the General Assembly 
in that they receive copies of it. But it is the Governor's 
recommended budget that the General Assembly reviews together 
with the Judiciary's budget requests presented by the Chief Justice. 
(d)By law, the period is biennial, by practice it is annual. 

District of Columbia: 
(a)Budget is submitted to the executive branch and U.S. Congress. 
(b)The mayor and cowlcil are authorized to provide comments and 
recommendations to the U.S. Congress. 

Florida: 
(a)The Governor's office (executive) is provided with a copy of the 
budget(s) submitted to the legislature. 
(b)The Governor can amend the budget for technical changes to 
ronform to preparation instructions. The Governor also makes 
independent recommendations to the legislature on the substance of 
the budget, bllt does not amend the original judicial branch budget. 

~orgia: 

(a)statejudicial agencies submit budgets to executive branch for 
inclusion in estimated fmancial needs of state. No amendments or 
comments are made before submission to the legislature. 

I 



Table 16 .. Preparation and Submission of the Judicial Branch Budget 

Is the judicial 
Can executive If yes, is the appropriation bill 

branch amend the legislatUl.'e aware of filed separately 
judicial branch's original court from the general 
budget request? budget? appropriation bill? 

No ~ No 

No(b) - No 

Yes (b) Yes No 

No ~ No 

No(a) ~ No 

Yes (b) Yes No 

Yes(b) Yes(c) No(d) 

No ~ No 

No - No(b) 

Yes No No 

No - No(b) 

No ~ No 

Indiana: 
(a)Individual courts submit budgets to cOlmty commissioners. Only 
appellate level courts are wholly funded by the state. The state 
supreme court submits its budget directly to legislature. 
(b)Information is insufficient to make an estimate. 

Iowa: 
(a)The executive branch cannot amend the judicial branch before it 
goes to the legislature. 
(b)It is part of justice system appropriations bill which includes the 
Attorney General's office and corrections. 

n:ansas: 
(a)The executive branch submits the budget along with its 
comments and recommendations. 

Louisiana: 
(a)Prior to each session of the legislature, the Judicial Budgetary 
Control Board SUbmits a proposed budget for the judicial branch to 
the Supreme Court for it's approval. 

Maine; 
(a)With input from individual courts. 

Maryland: 
(a)Certified to governor for submission, without change to 
Legislature. 

Massachusetts: 
(a)Supreme .Judlcial COUl't submits to legislature. 

Michigan: 
(a)The executive maKes its own recommendation regarding the 
judicial budget as part of the total recommendation for all state 
government. 
(b)There are approximately 17 separate bUls used to enact a 
complete annual budget. The budget ofthejucliciary is included in 
one bill along with 7 other state agencies, the governor's office and 
the legislature. 

Legenll: ~=Not applicable 

The state·funded 
What is the state's portion of judlcial 

judicial budget budget is what % of States: 
period? total state budget? 

Annual, Jul·Jlm 0.0075 South Carolina 

Annual, Jul·Jun 1.3 South Dakota 

Annual, Jul·Jun 0.35 Tennessee 

Biennial, Sep·Aug 0.32 Texas 

Annual, Jul·Jun 2.5 Utah 

Annual, Jul·Jun 2.2 Vermont 

Biennial, Jul.Jun 1.0 Virginia 

Biennial, Jul.Jun 0.5 Washington 

Annual, Jul·Jun 1.7 West Virginia 

BIennial, Jul.Jun .7 (c) Wisconsin 

Biennial, Jul.Jun 2 Wyoming 

Annual, Jul·Jun 3.5 Puel'to Rico 

(c)To date it has been an rumual budget, however the executive has 
recommended going to a biennial budget beginning 10/1/94. 
(d)This is the state general fund share. 

Minnesota: 
(a)The governor submits proposed budget which may not 
recommend funding of.iudicial branch budget initintives. 

MiSSOUl.'i: 
(a)Individual trial courts submit budget requests for additional FTE 
judges to the AOC, Which makes a recommendation to the Circuit 
Court Budget Committee, a committee of the supreme court, l\S to 
whether the request should be approved. Appellate courts, with the 
AOC, prepare their budget requests. The remainder orthe budget 
requests is then prepared by the AOC, and submitted by the 
supreme court to the Governor's office and the legislature. 
(b)The supreme court submits budget request for the judiciary to the 
Governor and legislature. 
(c)The budget documents show the courts, requests, and the 
Governor's recommendations. 
(d)'rhere Is 110 general appropriation bill. There are several bills; the 
judiciary's appropriation Is included in one of them. 
(e)'rhis figure is from general revenue. !fall funding sources are 
included, the percentage drops to .68%. 

Montana: 
(a)Trlal courts are locally funded; supreme court is state· funded; and 
salaries of general jurisdiction courts are paid by the state. 

Nebraska 
(a)In practice this is possible, although technically it is not. 

New Jersey: 
(a)Governor recommends a specific amount, including, excluding, or 
revising certain elements of the judiciary's request, but the entire 
judicial request Is submitted to tho legislature. 
(b)This will change in 1994 with tho implemontation of state funding 
of the trial courts. 
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Table 16 .. Preparation and Submission of the Judicial Branch Budget 

North Carolina: 
(a)AOC seeks advice and input from all components of the judicial 
department and prepareR the budget. The budget is submitted to 
the executive and then to the legislature in accordance with the 
Executive Budget Act. 
(b)It is submitted to the legislature as a practice, and then formally 
to the executive branch. 
(c)As a matter of practice the o..xecutive branch can amend; however, 
the judicial branch presents its budget directly to the legislature. 
(d)In general this is no, for the continuation budget. As to the 
expansion budget. judicial branch appropriations may be placed, in 
whole or part. in a separated "omnibus courts" bill. 
(e)Blennial budgets are prepared for each "long session" of the 
General Assembly (odd numbered years), subject to revision in 
"short sessions" (even years); a separate budget is prepared for each 
year. 
(OIn 1991·1992, the General Fund appropriation for the operating 
expenses of the judicial branch was $214.113,968; the total General 
Fund appropriation for the operating expenses of all departments 
and agencies of state government was $7.268,823,057. 
(Appropriations from the "highway fund" for capital improvements 
mld debt servicing are not included in the latter total). 

Ohio: 
(a)The 12 district courts of appeals submit budgets for projected 
payroll expenses for stafTpaid by the state. The appellate budget is 
combined with the projection for the supreme court and submitted 
to the general assembly. 
(b)'l'hejudicial budget becomes a part of the Governor's executive 
budget that is submitted to the legislature, but this is a direct "pass 
through." no changes are made. 

Pennsylvania: 
(a)The judiciary typically presents its budget to the legislature. In 
the past. it has also been submitted to the Governor (executive 
branch) who reviews and makes a funding recommendation to the 
legislature. 
(b)In a sense. the executive branch includes an amount in the 
commonWealth budget when it Is presented to the legislature. The 
budget that Is submitted to the legislature must be balanced. 'rhe 
judiciary still presents Its own budget to the legislature. 
(c)'l'hejudlclary prepares Its own budget document for submission to 
the legislature. 

South Carolinll: 
(a)The Chief Justice submits the budget to the legislature. 

South Dnltotn: 
(a) individual circuits (8 circuits in state) submit budgets to AOC. 
which in turn gives It to tho supreme court which gives final 
approval orlts budget. This budget is routed through the executive 
branch Burenu of Finance and Mnnagement for incorporatiQn into 
total state budget, which goes to the legislature fot' enactment. 
(b)'rhey can make recommendations, but hold no fmal authority over 
request. 

Tennessee: 
(a)Prepared by the AOC, approved by the Supreme Court. SUbmitted 
to the executive. and npproved by tho legislature nnd subject to 
amendment. 
(b)Executivo may recommend nmendments to courts' budgets. 
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Texas: 
(a)State Judicial Department's Comptroller of Public Accounts 
submits state·funded portion of the budgets for courts. other than 
the appellate courts. to the legislature. 

Utah: 
(a)Governor may comment on requests and make recommendations. 
but may not change. 

Vermont: 
(a)The governor submits a budget simultaneously. 
(b)The Chief Justice presents the judiciary's version. 

Virginia: 
(a)Requests for personnel from individual courts (district) are 
reviewed by Committee on District Courts and approvals are 
submitted to executive branch for inclusion in governor's executive 
budget. Judgeships are reviewed by Committee on District 
Courts/JUdicial Council and requested through legislative bills 
during sessions of the Genoral Assembly. other budget requests are 
approved by the committee on District Courts/Judicial Council and 
submitted to the executive branch for inclusion in the governor's 
executive budget. The state legislature approves judicial system's 
budget request as part ofgovElrnor's executive budget. Hequests to 
the executive branch which are not included in the governor's 
submission to the legislature are requested through legislative bills 
directly to the legislature. 
(b)The base budget and addendum requests are reviewed by the 
executive branch ami recommendations for 
approvals/disapprovals/amendments are made. 
(c)Copies of original requests are submitted to finance committees in 
both houses. 
(d)This occurs only ifitems are excluded from executive budget. 

Washington: 
(a)Superior court judges' salaries are submitted to the OAC budget 
and are based on the salaries set by the Commission on Salary for 
elected officials. The automation budget is prepared by the OAC 
and endorsed by the Judicial Information Systems Committee. 

West Virginia: 
(a)AOC prepares budget and SUbmits to state auditor. 
(b)Neither the governor nor the legislature can alter the judicial 
budget. 

Wisconsin: 
(a)'l'he state judicial budget includes the supreme court and court of 
appeals. as well as clrcuitjudges' and court reporters' compensation. 
(b)'l'he executive branch reviews and submits what they recommend. 
(c).7% of the general fund; the judicial budget (all funds) is 0.35% of 
total state funds. 

Wyoming: 
(a)Sl1preme Court's budget inclutios county court budgets and Is 
prepared by the fiscal control offico of supreme court. and submitted 
to the legislature W1UloUt review by the AOC. District court's 
budgets nre presllnted separately to legislature without review by 
the AOC. 
(b)'l'he proposed judicial appropriation is usually inc\ude\lln one of 4 
or 5 general appropriation bills. 
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Table 17 •• Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

Stntes/CouJ.'ts; type 

Alabama 

Circuit Court G 

District Court L 

Mlmicipal Court L 

Probate Court L 

Alaska 

Superior Court G 

District Court L 

Arizona 

8~perior Court G 

Tax Court G 

Justice of the Peace L 

Municipal Court L 

Arkansas 

Circuit Court G 

Chancery & Probate Court G 

Municipal Court L 

City Court L 

Police Court L 

Court of Common Pleas L 

County Court L 

Justice of the Peace L 

California 

Superior Court G 

Municipal Court L 

Justice Court L 

Colol'ado(n) 

District Court G 

Denver Probate Court G 

Denver Juvenile Court G 

Water Court G 

County Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Connecticut 

Superior Court G 

Probate Court L 

Delnware(a) 

Court of Chancery G 

Superior Court G 

Justice of t,he Peace Court L 

Family Court L 
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Trinl Oourt Trlnl Court Court RepoJ.'ter's 
Judge's Snlnry Admlnlstrlltor's Salary Salary Other 

Souroe State % Souroe State % Source State % Source 

8/C(a) 100 8 100 8/C(a) 100 8 

8/C(a) 100 8 100 8/C(a) 100 8 

M 0 M 0 M 0 H 

M 0 M 0 M 0 H 

8 100 8 100 H H S 

S 100 8 100 H H 8 

8/C 60 C 0 C 0 C 

8/C 60 C 0 C 0 C 

8/C 40 C 0 C 0 C 

M 0 M 0 M 0 M 

8 100 C 0 8 100 C 

8 100 C 0 8 100 C 

CIM 0 CrM 0 CIM 0 CIM 

M 0 H H .. H M 

M 0 H .. H H M 

C 0 H .. .. N C 

C 0 H .. H H H 

C 0 H .. .. .. .. 

S 96 C 0 C 0 C 

8 96 C 0 C 0 C 

8 96 C 0 C 0 C 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

8 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

M 0 M 0 M 0 M 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

F 0 S(b) 100(b) F 0 .. 

S 100 S 100 S 100 CIS 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 .. .. S 

S 100 S 100 .. .. S 

Legend: G=Genornl Jurisdiction, L=Llmlted Jurisdiction, S=Stnte, C=County, Mt::Locnl 
(municlpnVvilloge), F=Fees, Unk=UnknoWl1, .. =NotApplicable, Fed::::Fetiernl 



Table 17 .• Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Automation 
Salary Clerk of Court Salary Equipment Other Equipment 

State % Source State % SotU'CI6 State % Source State % States/Courts: 

Alabama 

100 S/C(a) 100 S 100 S 100 Circuit Court 

100 S/C(a) 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

'" M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

'" M 0 M 0 M 0 Probate Court 

Alaska 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Superior Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

Arizona 

0 C 0 S/C(a) Varies C 0 Superior Court 

0 C 0 SIC VarIes C 0 TnxCourt 

0 C 0 S/C(a) Varies C 0 Justice of the Peace 

0 M 0 S/M(a) Varies M 0 Municipal Court 

Arkansas 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Circuit Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Chancery & Probate 

0 CIM 0 CIM 0 CIM 0 MlUllcipal Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 City Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Polico Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Court of Common Pleas 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 County Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Justice of the Peace 

California 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Superior Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Municipal Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Justice Court 

Colorado(a) 

100 S(b) 100 s 100 S 100 District Court 

100 S(b) 100 s 100 S 100 Denver Probate Court 

100 S(b) 100 S 100 S 100 Denver Juvonlle Court 

100 S(b) 100 S 100 S 100 Water Court 

100 S(b) 100 s 100 S 100 Coul1ty Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

Connecticut 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Superior Court 

0 F 0 F 0 F 0 Probate Court 

Delaware 

59 C(b) 0 S(b)(c) 100 S 100 Court of Chancery 

100 S(b) 100 S(b)(c) 100 S 100 Superior Court 

100 S(b) 100 S(h)(c) 100 S 100 Justice of tho Peace Court 

100 S(b) 100 S(h)(c) 100 S 100 Family Court -
State COltrt Orgallizatioll 1993 187 



---- ---------------------

Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 

Alabama 

Circuit Court G 

District Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Probate Court L 

Alaska 

Superior Court G 

District Court L 

Arizona 

Superior Court G 

Tax Court G 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Arkanoas 

Circuit Court G 

Chancery & Probate G 

Municipal Court L 

CltyCourt L 

Police Court L 

Court of Common Pleas L 

County Court L 

Justice of the Peace L 

California 

Superior Court G 

Municipal Court L 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Colorado (a) 

District Court G 

Denver Probate Court G 

Denver Juvenile Court G 

Water Court G 

County Court L 

Municipal COl1rt L 

Connecticut 

Superior Court G 

Probate Court L 

Delaware 

Court of Chancery G 

Superior Court G 

Justice ofthe Peaco Court L 

Family Court L 
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General Operating 
Buildings Travel Costs Expenses Indigent 

Souroe 

C 

C 

M 

M 

S 

S 

C 

C 

C 

M 

C 

C 

M 

M 

M 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

M 

S 

M 

S 

S 

S 

S 

State % Souroe State % Source State % Souroe 

0 S 100 S(b) 100 S 

0 S 100 S(b) 100 S 

0 M 0 M 0 ~ 

0 M 0 M 0 ... 

100 S 100 S 100 ... 
100 S 100 S 100 ... 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 M 0 M 0 M 

0 Sea) 100 C 0 C 

0 Sea) 100 C 0 C 

0 ... ... M 0 elM 

0 ~ ... M 0 M 

0 .. ... M 0 M 

0 ... .. C 0 .. 
0 .. .. C 0 .. 
0 .. .. C 0 ... 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 S 100 S 100 S 

0 S 100 S 100 S 

0 S 100 S 100 S 

0 S 100 S 100 S 

0 S 100 S 100 S 

0 M 0 M 0 M 

100 S 100 S 100 (a) 

0 F 0 F 0 .. 

100 S 100 CIS 27 .. 
100 S 100 S 100 SCd) 

100 S 100 S 100 SCd) 

100 S 100 S 100 SCd) 

Logend: G=Clilnernt JUrisdiction, L=Llmlted Jurisdlctioll, S=Stato, C=County, MoLocal 
(munieipaVvlllngo), FoFoes, Unk=Unknown, -=Not Applicablo, Fod=I~odernl 



T~,ble 17 •• Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 
.. .....,... .. . ...... .. 

Chihi Suppod Juvenile Probation! I .. 
Delense Enforcement Detentio':l ~~~t4t$ttlt~~~l~~ ...... r,.:· 

State % Source State % Source State % .. , :$. .?(i ... States/Courts: 

Alabama 

100 C 100 C (e) I> ~1M)l$.~~ 
...... 

00 Circuit Court . 
'. 

100 C 100 C (c) I (I:) '. (c). District Court 

.. .. .. .. .. Q '" Municipal Court 
I 

Q ... (j Probate Court .. .. .. .. .. r 
•••••••••••••• . ..... . •..... >. 

1· •• ··/··························.· 

....•........ 
Alaska 

H .. .. .. .. 1 .. $31!1~S/'OG.(~) •• lOO ' . Superior Court 

.. .. .. .. .. .... (~) 
' ..•.. .. tOO ... District Court 

...... . ...... Arizona 

C(b) C(e) $~1W~~!}92(il) 
.. 

~9,$(e} •. Superior Court 0 0 0 

0 .. .. .. .. I" 
$i) ..... . ... Q TnxCourt 

0 .. .. .. .. $~i$2IMI$~ l\:),s Justice of the Peace Court 

0 .. .. .. .. .· •.•.• · •. ~~ylJ1 .... .tl.O.6 Municipal Court 
. . 

., .... : ......... 
Arkansas I> 

0 C 0 C 0 ·$6,29~M 't;1NXt Circuit Court 

0 C 0 C 0 I ··$6,~$~43n UNK Chancery & Probate 

0 .. .. .. .. .lJNt( 'UNJ{ Municipal Court 

0 .. .. .. .. UNl{ ·tiNK City Court 

0 .. .. .. .. UNK ~ Police Court 

.. .. .. .. .. .tTNl( tlNK Court of Common Pleas 

.. .. .. .. .. tlNl< tmlt COI,mty Court 

.. .. .. .. .. UN1{ 'ONlt Justice of the Peaco .... 
California 

0 C 0 C 0 $7t$amlCi,O(l() (n) ~O.6: Superior Court 

0 C 0 C 0 M (n) Municipal Court 

0 C 0 C 0 
.. ' 

(~) (ii) .' Justit;J of the Peace Court 
.. 

Colorado(a) 

100 .. .. S 100 . $at~O()(M)O()(el 100(d) District Court 

100 .. .. S 100 (c) 100(d> Denver Probate Court 

100 .. .. S 100 (0) lOQ(d) Denver Juvenile Court 

100 .. .. S 100 (c) l/)()(d) Wnter Court 

100 .. .. S 100 (\I) 100(d) County Court 

0 .. .. M 0 $(} 0 Municipal Court 
" .. 

Connecticut 

(n) S 100 S 100 $~j850,()OO 100 Superior Court 
.. .. .. F 0 $Q 0 Probate Court 

Delaware 
.. .. .. .. .. $J.,rH3,700(e) 7't.5(t) Court of ChancorY 

100 .. .. .. .. $a,OOa,500(e) us.a(t) Superior Court 

100 .. .. .. .. $'l.lS:a2,300(o) 99.6(t) Justice of the Peace Court 

100 Fed 0 .. .. $a,~~a~ooO(I) 81.8(0 Fnmlly Court 
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Table 17 •. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 

Delawal'e (can't) 

Court of Common Pleas L 

Alderman's Court L 

Mnnicipnl Court of Wilmington L 

Dish'iet of Columbia 

Superior Court G 

Florida 

Circuit Court G 

County Court L 

Georgia 

8uperior Court G 

Juvenile Court L 

Civil Oourt L 

State Court L 

Probate Court L 

Magistrate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

County Recorder's Court L 

Municipal/City Court of Athmta L 

Hawaii 

Circuit Court & Family Court G 

District Court L 

Idaho 

DistrIct Court G 

Magistrate DivisIon L 

Illinois 

Circuit Court G 

ImUana 

Superior Court G 

Circuit Court G 

Probate Court G 

County Court L 

City COllrt L 

ToWll Court L 

Municipal Court of Marlon L 

Small Claims Court of Marion L 

Iowa 

District Court G 

Kansas 

DistrIct Court G 

Municipal Court L 
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Trial Court Trial Court Court Reporter's 
Judge's Salary Administrator's Salary Sulary Other 

Source State % Source State % Source State % Source 

S (b) 100 S (b) 100 S(b) 100 S(b) 

M 0 M 0 H H M 

M 0 M 0 .. H M 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 SIC 95 SIC UNK SIC 

8 100 ~ .. SIC UNK .. 

8/0 70·100 0 0 O(a) 2·3 0/8(b) 

0 0 C 0 0 0 0 

C 0 C 0 C 0 a 
a 0 c 0 0 0 C 

a 0 a 0 0 0 a 
a 0 C 0 a 0 0 

M 0 M 0 M 0 M 

a 0 C 0 C 0 0 

M 0 M 0 M 0 M 

8 100 S 100 S 100 S 

8 100 8 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 8 100 0 

S 100 S 100 .. H 0 

S 100 S 100 8 100 S/O 

8/C(a) 83·92 C(b) 0 C 0 SIC 
8/C(a) 83·92 C(b) 0 C 0 s/a 

(a) (a) (b) 0 C 0 SIC 
(a) (a) (b) 0 C 0 SIC 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

M 0 .. .. .. .. ... 
0 0 0 0 H .. H 

8 100 8 100 8 100 S 

S 100 S 100 8 100 S 

M 0 fit 0 M 0 M 

Legeild: G=Goneral Jurisdiction, V::Limitod Jurlsdlctloil, S=stato, O=County, M=Local 
(municipallvlllagn), F=Fees, Unkr.:UnknoWll, .. =Not Applicable, l~ed=Fetlerlll 



Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

- Automation 
Salary Clerk of Court Salary Equipment Other Equipment 

State % Source State % Source State % Source State % States/Courts: 

Delawar.e (c~"'t) 

100 S(b) 100 S(c) 100 S 100 Court of Common Pleas 

0 .M 0 M 0 M 0 Alderman's Court 

0 .M 0 SIM 80 .M 0 Municipal Court ofWilmlngtl);:i 

District of Col u:rotli a 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Superior Court 

Florida 

UN1{ ~ ~ SIC UN1{ SIC UN1{ Circuit Court 

~ CIF 0 SIC UN1{ SIC UNK County Court 

Georgia 

0-100 C 0 SIC 0-90 C 0 Superior Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 .Tuvenile Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Civil Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 State Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Probate Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Magistrate Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 County Recorder's Court 

0 M 0 M 0 .M 0 Municipal/City Court of Atlanta 

Hawall 

100 S 100 8 100 S 100 Circuit Court & Family Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

Idaho 

0 C 0 8(a) 100 C 0 District Court 

0 C 0 S 100 C 0 Magistrate Division 

Illinois 

25 SIC 10.5(a) SIC 20 C 0 Circuit Court -Indiana 

3 C 0 S(c) 100 SIM(d) 10 Superior Court 

3 C 0 S(c) 100 S,'M(d) 10 Circuit Court 

0 C 0 8(c) 100 SIM(d) 10 Probate Court 

3 C 0 S(c) 100 SIM(d) 10 , County Court 
I 

0 C 0 N '" '" ~ 

, City Court 

~ '" '" '" ~ '" ~ Town Court 

~ '" '" - '" ~ - Municipal Court of Marlon 

.. .. - .. N ... - Small Claims Court of Marion 

Iowa 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District COllrt 

Kansas 

100 8 100 SIC 25n5 C 100 District Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Mlllucipal COllrt 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 

Delaware (con't) 

Court of Common Pleas L 

AldermlUl's Court L 

Municipal Court of Wilmington L 

District of Columbia 

Superior Court G 

l!"'lodda 

Circuit Court G 

County Court L 

Georgia 

Superior Court G 

Juvenile Court I, 

Civil Court L 

State Court L 

Probate Court L 

Magistrate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

County Recorder's Court L 

Municipal/City Court of AtilUlta L 

Hawaii 

Circuit Court & Family Court G 

DIstrict Court L 

Idaho 

District Court G 

Magistrate Division L 

111inois 

Circuit Court G 

Indiana 

Superior Court G 

Circuit Court G 

Probate Court G 

County Court L 

City Court L 

Town Court L 

Mlmicipal Court of Marion L 

Smaller Claims Court of Marion L 

Iowa 

District Court G 

Kansas 

District Court G 

Municipal Court L 
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General Operating 
Buildings Travel Costs Expenses Indigent 

Source 

S 

M 

M 

S 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

M 

C 

M 

S 

S 

C 

C 

C 

H 

H 

H 

H 

C 

C 

M 

M 

S 

a 
L 

State % Source State % Source State % Source 

100 S 100 S 100 Sed) 

0 M 0 M 0 H 

0 M 0 M 0 S(h) 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

0 SIC UNK C 0 SIC 

0 SIC UNK C 0 SIC 

0 SIC 0·100 C 0 S/C(d) 

0 SIC (c) C 0 C 

0 SIC (c) C 0 C 

0 SIC (c) C 0 C 

0 SIC (c) C 0 C 

0 SIC (c) C 0 C 

0 M 0 M 0 M 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 M 0 M 0 M 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

0 S 100 C 0 C 

0 S 100 C 0 C 

0 S 100 C 0 C 

... S 100 M 0 C 

H S 100 M 0 C 

N S 100 C 0 N 

N S 100 C 0 ... 
0 a 0 a 0 N 

0 C 0 C 0 H 

0 M 0 M 0 N 

0 M 0 M 0 N 

100 S 100 S 100 H 

100 s/a 85 C 100 SIC 
100 S/M 50 M 0 H 

Legend: G::Genernl Jurisdiction, L=Limited Jurisdiction, S=state, CcCounty, McLocal 
(municipal/village), FcFees, Unk=Unknown, NcNot Applicable, Fed=Federal 

I 



Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Child Support Juvenile Probation! 

····•·• •• · •• :~~~~ .• Qi.$t;t~.·riUi~~.d~ ••• ·.•••·•·•··· . Defense Enforoement Detention 

state % Source State % Source State % States/Courts; 

Delaware (oon't) 

100 0 0 Court of Common Pleas 

Alderman's Court 

100 Municipal Court of Wilmington 

District of Columbia 

100 S 100 S 100 Supe~ior Court 

Florida 

UNK SIC UNK SIC UNK Circuit Court 

UNK SIC 'liNK SIC UNK County Court 

Georgia 

10 S/C(e) <0 Superior Court 

0 SIC Juvenile Court 

0 Civil Court 

0 State Court 

0 Probate Court 

0 Magistrate Court 

0 Municipal Court 

0 C01mty Recorder's Court 

0 Municipal/City Court of Atlanta 

Hawaii 

100 S 100 S 100 Circuit Court & Family Court 

100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

Idaho 

0 C 0 C 0 District Court 

0 C 0 C 0 Magistrate Division 

Illinois 

0 S 25 SIC 25 Circuit Court 

Indiana 

0 Superior Court 

0 Circuit Court 

Probate Court 

County Court 

City Court 

.. Town Court 

Municipal Court orMarion 

Small Claims Court or Marion 

Iown 

SIC 75 District Court 

U:ansas 

65 S/C/F UN'K SIC 90 District Court 
.. 

0 Municipal Court 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 

Kentucky 

Circuit Court G 

District Court L 

Louisiana(a) 

District Court G 

Juvenile & F:!m!ly Courts G 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Mayor's Court L 

City and Parish Courts L 

Maine 

Superior Court G 

District Court L 

Administrative Court L 

Probate Court L 

Maryland 

Circuit Court G 

Distric:t Court L 

Orphan's Court L 

Massachusetts 

Superior Court Dept. G 

District Court Dept. G 

ProbateiFamily Court Dept. G 

Juvenile Court Dept. G 

Housing Court Dept. G 

Boston Municipal Court Dept. G 

Land Court Dept. G 

Michigan 

Circuit Court G 

Recorder's Court of Detroit G 

Court of Claims G 

District Court L 

Probate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Minnesota 

District Court G 

Mississippi 

Circuit Court G 

Chancery Court G 

County Court L 

Family Court L 

Municipal Court L 

144 State Court Orgutlizution 1998 

Trial Court Trial Court Court Reporter's 
Judge's Salary Administrator's Salary Salary Other 

Source State % Source State % Source S~ate% Source 

8 100 8 100 8 100 8 

8 100 S 100 H - S 

S 100 F 0 C 0 C 

S 100 F 0 C 0 C 

MIF 0 H H H H F 

MIF 0 H H H H F 

C/SIM Varies CIM 0 CIM 0 C/MIF 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 H H S 

S 100 ... H ... H S 

C 0 H H ... ... C 

S 100 SIC 11 SIC 1 SIC 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

C 0 ... ... C 0 C 

8 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 8 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

8 100 S 100 S 100 S 

SIM 95 C 0 C 0 C 

8 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 ... H ... ... S 

SIM 95 MlC 0 MlC 0 MlC 

81M 95 C 0 C 0 C 

SIM 95 MlC 0 MlC 0 M/C 

8 100 S 100 8 100 S 

8(a) 100 C 0 C 0 C 

8 100 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

M 0 ... ... M 0 M 

Legend: G=General Jurisdiction. L=Llmited Jurisdiction. 8=State. C=County. M=Local 
(municlpailv1l1age), Ji'=FeeB, Unk=Unknown, H=Not Applicable, Fed=Federal 



Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Automation 
Salary Clerk of Court Salary Equipment Other Equipment 

State % Source State % Source State % Source State % States/Courts: 

Kentucky 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Circuit Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

Louisiana 

0 FIC 0 FIC 0 FIC 0 District Couri 

0 C 0 FIC 0 FIC 0 Juvenile & Family Courts 

0 N 0 MIF 0 MIF 0 Justice of the Peace Court 

0 N N MIF 0 MIF 0 Mayor's Court 

0 CIM 0 FICIM 0 FICIM 0 City and Parish Courts 

Maine 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Superior Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Administrative Court 

0 N - N N C 0 Probate Court 

Maryland 

63.8 S 100 SIC N SIC N Circuit Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Orphan's Court 

Massachusetts 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Superior Court Dept. 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court Dept. 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 ProbateJFamily Court Dept. 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Juvenile Court Dept. 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Housing Court Dept. 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Boston Municipal Court Dept. 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Mand Court Dept. 

Michigan 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Circuit Court 

100 C 0 SIC 60 S 100 Recorder's Court lIfDetrolt 

100 N N C 0 C 0 Court of Claims 

0 1f1C 0 MlC 0 MlC 0 District Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Probate Court 

0 MlC 0 MlC 0 MlC 0 Municipal Court 

Minnesota 

100 C 0 S 90 SIC 80 District Court 

Mississippi 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Circuit Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Chancery Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 County Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Family Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 

Kentucky 
Circuit Court G 

District Cow'i L 

Louisiana 

District Court G 

Juvenile & Family Courts G 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Mayor's Court L 

City and Parish Courts L 

Maine 

8uperior Court G 

District Court L 

Administrative Court L 

Probate Court L 

Mnl'Ylund 

Circuit Court G 

District Court L 

Orphan's Court L 

Massachusetts 

Superior Court Dept. G 

District Court Dept. G 

ProbatelFamily Court Dept. G 

Juvenile Court Dept. G 

Housing Court Dept. G 

Boston Municipal Court Dept. G 

Land Court Dept. G 

Michigan 

Circuit Court G 

Recorder'S Court of Detroit G 

Court of Claims G 

District Court L 

Probate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Minnesota 

District Court G 

Mississippi 

Circuit Court G 

Chancery Court G 

County Court L 

Family Court L 

Municipal Court L 

146 State Court Organizatitm 1998 

General Operating 
Buildings Travel Costs Expenses Indigent 

Source 

S 

8 

C 

C 

CIM 

M 

CIM 

SIC 
8 

S 

C 

M 

S 

M 

8 

S 

S 

S 

8 

S 

8 

C 

C 

C 

MlC 

C 

MlC 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

M 

State % Source State % Source State % Source 

100 8 100 8 100 ~ 

100 8 100 8 100 ~ 

0 81F 0 C 0 F 

0 81F 0 C 0 F 

0 MIF 0 MIF 0 MIF 

0 MIF 0 MIF 0 MIF 

0 C/MIF 0 CIM 0 CIMIF 

(a) S 100 8 100 8 

100 8 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 ~ 

0 C 0 C 0 ~ 

~ SIM 75 SIM 2·4 S 

100 S 100 8 100 S 

N M - M ~ H 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 ~ 

100 S 100 S 100 8 

100 8 100 S 100 S 

100 8 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 -
0 SIC 10 C 0 SIC 

0 S 100 S 100 C 

0 S 100 S 100 N 

0 MlC/S let C 0 MlC 

0 SIC 10 C 0 SIC 
0 MlC/S 10 C 0 MlC 

0 8(a) 100 C 0 SIC 

0 S 100 C 0 C 

0 S 100 C 0 .. 
0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 M 0 M 0 M 

Legend: G=General Jurisdiction, L=Llmited Jurisdiction, S=State, d=County, MoLoenl 
(municipal/village), F=Fees, Unk=Unknown, ~=NotAppllcable, Fed=Federal 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Ohild Support Juvenile Probation! ?(i2i {>~tJL/. ii.· •• LLi}~ Defense Enforcement Detention i);.<»... i ....... · .<... .. ,.._: 
State % Source State % Source State % ) ••..•.•. <\~ · ..•.. ".···)i). r»}#i<·· .•.•.• · States/Oourts: 

:':~~~?,#/. 
J .< Kentuolty 

~ .... ~ .... .... Ii )00· Circuit Court 

.... .... .... .... .... .. ..$~Ola~O.4()O c· lOO District Court 

} ".::.':'" . .. ... ... . ....... 
Louisiana 

0 C 0 C 0 ·$~#IQ1.(l(}O(b> V~ri~1l . District Court 

0 C 0 C 0 $1;~51~{)OO ····1 
I Vl\t~ll~ Juvenile & Family Courts 

0 MJF 0 MJF 0 $0 0 Justice of the Peace Court 

0 MlF 0 MJF 0 $0 .Q Mayor's Court 
. ::"::",:.;: .. " ",': . 

0 CIM 0 CIM 0 i$t;~~9AOO .•... . ... Vades •. City Ilnd Parish Courts 
.. 

• 

.. Maine 

100 .... .... .... .... 
",' 

·$lJ;740,OOO lOO Superior Court 

100 .... .... .... .. .... 
$16!81t),\lQI) 100 District Court 

. . 
.... .... .... .. .... . $4~~,OO() tOO Administrative. Court 

.... .... .... .... .... I1i'n{ 0 Probate Court 

.. . . Maryland 

100 S/Fed 34 S 100 ····tl2.S9a~1a 6L~(a) Circuit Court 

100 .... .... S 100 ····6l.00M84 tM(!!:} District Court 

.. .... - .... .... $0 0 Orphan's Court 

Massaohusetts 

100 S 100 S 100 $2$,M2.S7.t(tI} . 1QI)(b)· Superior Court Dept. 

100 S 100 S 100 $11,~n;;)8 100 District Court Dept. 

- S 100 S 100 $UM79,S04 100 ProbateiFamily Court Dept. 

100 S 100 S 100 $6;570/710 100 Juvenile Court Dept. 

100 S 100 S 100 $11947,1~1 100 Housing Court Dep~. 

100 S 100 S 100 $5,O~1)63Z 100 Boston Municipal Court Dept. 

.... .... - .... .... $2,001,444 100 Land Court Dept. 

Miohigan 

25 SIM 100 .. .. $M.I'.IOQ,OOO{tI) (e} Circuit Court 

0 S 100 - - $9,SfltMOO 100 Recorder's CO'.lrt of Detroit 

0 - - - - $440,600 (c) Court ofClnims 

0 - - - .... $i3'ij711,OOO(b) (o} District Court 

0 - - SIC 30 $2tMOOII)(lO. (q) Probate Court 

0 .... .... - .. (b) (q) Munlcipnl COllrt 

Minn~ 
75 C 0 C 0 $6(),OOO,OQ() 52 District Court 

Mississippi 

0 SIC 80 C 0 $1,OO()'oOO(b} 70 CIrcuit Court 

.. SIC 80 C 0 (b) 70 Chnncery Court 

0 C 0 C 0 $(¥ 0 County Court 

0 C 0 C 0 $0 Q Family Court 

0 - .. .. .. $0 0 Municlpnl Court 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 

Mississippi (con't) 

Justice Court L 

Missouri 

Circuit Court G 

Municipal Court L 

Montana 

District Court G 

Workers' Compensation Court G 

Water Court G 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Municipal Court L 

City Court L 

Nebraska 

District Court G 

Separate Juvenile Court L 

Worker's Compensation Court L 

County Court L 

Nevada 

District Court G 

.Tustlce Court L 

Municipal Court L 

New Hampshire 

Superior Court G 

District Court L 

Municipal Court (a) L 

Probate Court L 

New Jersey 

Superior Court G 

Tnx Court L 

Municipal Court L 

New Mexico 

District Court G 

Magistrate Court I~ 

Metropolitan Court-Bernalllio L 

Municipal Court L 

Probate Court L 

New York 

Supreme Court G 

County Court G 

Court orOlailns L 

Surrogates' Court L 

148 State Coltrt Organization 1993 

Trial Court Trial Court COUl't Reporter's 
Judge's Salary Administrator's Salary Salary Other 

Source State % Source State % Source State % Source 

CIF 0 CIF 0 CIF 0 CIF 

S 100 C 0 S 100 S/C(a) 

M 0 - - - - M 

S 100 C 0 SIC Varies C 

S 100 S 100 C 0 S 

S 100 .... .... C 0 S 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 
, 

S 100 C 0 S 100 C 

S 100 C 0 S 100 C 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

M 0 M 0 M 0 M 

S 100 .... .... S 100 S 

S 100 .... .... S 100 S 

S 100 .... .... S 100 S 

S 100 .... - S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 SIC 

S 100 S 100 .... - S 

M 0 .... .... .... - M 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

M 0 .. - .... N M 

C 0 .. .... .. .... M 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

I .. egend: G=Genoral Jurisdiction, L=Limlted Jurisdiction, S=Stat.e, O=County, M=Local 
(municipaVvlllage), F=Fees, Unk=Unknown, -=Not Applicable, Fed=Federal 



Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Automation 
Salary Clerk of Court Salary Equipment Other Equipment 

State % Source State % Source State % Source State % States/Conrts: 

Mississippi (con't) 
... 

0 CIF 0 CIF 0 CIF 0 Justice Court 

Missouri 

99 S(b) 100 SIC UNK C 0 Circuit Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

Montana 

0 C 0 C 0 C () District Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Workers' Compensation Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Water Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Justice of the Peace Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Municipal Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 City Court 

Nebl'aslta 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 District Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Separate Juvenile Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Worker's Compollsation Court 

100 S 100 S 100 C 0 County Court 

Nevada 

0 C 0 S <10 C 0 District Court 

0 C 0 C UNK C UNK Justice Court 

0 M 0 M UNK M UNK Municipal Court 

New Hampshh'e 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Superior Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Municipal Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Probate Court 

New Jersey 

5 (a) 0 SIC 90 C 0 Superior Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Tax Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

New Mexlco 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Maglstrato Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Metropolltnn Court.Berntllillo 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

0 C 0 N N C 0 Probate Court 

NewYol'k 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Supreme Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 County Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 COUrt of Claims 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Surrogates' Court -
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 

Mississippi (con't) 

Justice Court L 

Missouri 

Circuit Court G 

Municipal Court L 

Montana 

District Court G 

Workers' Compensation Court G 

Water Court G 

Justice of the Peace CourL L 

Municipal Court L 

City Court L 

Nebraslca 

District Court G 

Separate Juvenile Court L 

Worker's Compensation Court L 

County Court L -Nevada 

District Court G 

Justice Court L 

Muntcipul Court L 

New Hampshh'e 

Superior Court G 

District Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Probnte Court L 

New Jersey 

Superior Court G 

'l'ruc Court L 

Munlolpal Court L 

New MexIco 

District Court G 

Magistrate Court L 

Metropolitan Court-Bernalillo L 

Municipal Court L 

Probate Court L 

NewYorlt 

Supreme Court G 

Coullty Court G 

Court of Claims L 

Surrogntesl Court I, 

150 Statfl Court Orgatlizatior£ 1999 

General Operating 
Buildings Travel Costs Expenses Indigent 

Source 

C/F 

C 

M 

C 

S 

S 

C 

C 

C 

C 

C 

SIC 

C 

C 

C 

M 

S 

S 

S 

S 

C/S(b) 

S 

M 

C 

S 

S 

M 

C 

S 

S 

S 

S 

State % Source State % Souroe State % Source 

0 CIF 0 CIF 0 CIF 

0 SIC (c) C 0 S 

0 M 0 M 0 ... 

0 S 100 C 0 SIC 

100 S 100 S 100 SIC 

100 S 100 S 100 ... 

0 C 0 C 0 a 
0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 S 100 C 0 C 

0 S 100 C 0 C 

75 S 100 S 100 ... 
0 S 100 C 0 C 

0 S 100 C 0 (a) 

0 C 0 C 0 (a) 

0 M 0 M 0 (a) 

100 S 100 S 100 .. 
100 S 100 S 100 .. 
100 S 100 S 100 .. 
100 S 100 S 100 ... 

2 SIC 50 SIC 2.4 S(c) 

100 S 100 S 100 .. 
0 M 0 M 0 .. 

0 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

0 M 0 M 0 ... 
0 C 0 C 0 .. 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

Legend: G=Goneral Jurisdiction, L=Llmlted Jurisdiction, S=Stale, C=County, McLecal 
(municipal/village), F=Fees, Unk=UnknOWII, .. ",Not Applicable, Fed=Fedoral 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Child Support Juvenile Pl."obattonl ···:······ •••••• ~~~t·Q~·~~'t~ •• ~al~jr .• · Defense Enforcement Detention 

State % Source State % Source State % States/Courts: 

Mississippi (con't) 

0 CfF 0 CfF 0 Justice Court 

Missouri 

100 SIC 95 SIC UNK Circuit Court 

Municipal Court 

Montann 

Varies S 100 CIS Varies District Court 

Varies S 100 CIS Varies Workers' Compensation Court 

... Water Court 

0 C 0 C 0 Justice of the Peace Court 

0 C 0 C 0 Municipal Court 

0 C 0 C 0 City Court --Nebraska 

0 SIC 10 District COUl"t 

0 S 100 Separate Juvenile Court 

Worker's Compensation Court 

0 S 100 County Court 

Nevada 

UNK (n) UNK (a) UNK District Court 

UNK (a) UNK (a) UNK Justice Court 

UNK (a) UNK (a) UNK Municipal Court 

New Hampshire 

···.~lQ/a~i/()Oa. . Superior Court 

···'U\$9S;QOQ District Court 

·.····.·$il,~981<i9Q •. Municipal Court 

.. Probate Court 

Now~Tersey 

100 CIS 5.6 (d) Superior Court 

... Tax Court 

.. Municipal Court 

Now Moxico 

100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

100 S 100 S 100 Magistrate Coul't 

100 S 100 S 100 Metropolitan Court.Bernalillo 

Municipal Court 

$/) Probnte Court 

NowYmiC 

100 S 100 S 100 $29'Ml91,6SS(u) 100 Supreme Court 

100 S 100 S 100 (Ii) tOO County Court 

100 S 100 S 100 $7//60,$01 tOO Court of'Clalms 

100 S 100 S 100 $M.91G,(!U8: 100 Surrogates' Court 
. .. .....,.... 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 
New York (conlt) 

Fnmily Court (NYC) L 

District Cow·t L 

City Court L 

NYC Civil Court L 

NYC Criminal Court L 

Family Court (outside NYC) L 

'l'own and Villnge Justice Court L 

North Carolina 

Superior Court G 

District Court L 

North Dakota 

District Court G 

County Court L 

Mlmicipai Court L 

Ohio (a) 

Court of Common Piens G 

Municipal Court L 

Oounty Court L 

Court of Claims L 

Mayors Court L 

Oklahoma 

District Court G 

Munlcipul Court L 

Mlmicipal Criminal Court L 

Worker's Compensation Court L 

Court of'l'ax Review L 

Ol'egon 

Circuit Court G 

TnxCourt G 

County Court L 

Justice Court L 

District Court L 

Municipal Court L 

PennsylVania 

Court of Common Pleas G 

District Justice Court L 

Philadelphia Mlmlcipal Court L 

Philadelphia Traffic Court L 

Pittsburgh City Magistrates L 

152 Slate Court Orgallization 1993 

Trial Court Trial Court Court Repol,tor's 
Judge's Salary Administrator's Salary Salar;\' Othor 

Source State % Sourco State % Source Stato% Source 

s 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

M 0 ~ ~ ~ ... M 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

C 0 ... H C 0 C 

M 0 ... ... H ~ M 

S/O(a) 90·95 0 0 C 0 0 

S/CIM Varies (a) H (a) H (a) 

C 0 C 0 C 0 0 

SIC Varies (a) H (a) H (a) 

M 0 M 0 M 0 M 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

M 0 ... o. M 0 UNK 

M 0 ~ H M 0 UNK 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 ... ... H ... H 

S 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 H " S 100 S 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

S 100 (a) (n) (a) (a) (a) 

M 0 M 0 M 0 M 

S 100 (a) ... (a) ~ (n) 

S 100 (a) .. (n) ~ (n) 

S 100 (a) ~ (a) .. (a) 

S 100 (a) ... (a) H (a) 

M 0 .. ... .. ... ... 

Legend: G=General,Jurlsdlctlon, L=:Llmitel\ Jurisdiction, S",Stute, C",County, M=Local 
(municipal/village), F=Fees, Unk=Unknown, ... ",Not Applicable, Fed=Poc!eral 
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Table 17 ... Source of Trial Court }i'unding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Automation 
Slllary Clerk of Court Salary Equipment Other Equipment 

State % Souroe State % Souroe State % Souroe State % States/Courts: 

New Yal'le (oon't) 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Family Court (NYC) 

100 S 100 S lC!l S 100 District Court 

100 S 100 S lflV S 100 City Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 NYC Civil Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 NYC Criminal Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Family Court (outside NYC) 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Town and Village Justice Court 

North Carolina 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Superior Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

North Dakota 

100 C 0 S 100 S 100 District Court 

0 C 0 CIS 50 C 0 County Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

Ohio 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Court of Common Pleas 

~ (a) H (a) H (a) H Municipal Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 County Court 

H (a) H (a) .. (a) H Court of Claims 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Mayors Court 

Oklahoma 

100 C 0 F 0 F 0 District Court 

H UNK .. UNK .. UNK ~ Municipal Court 

,. UNI{ ... UNI\. ~ UNK .. Municipal Criminal Comt 

100 UNK ... UNK ... UNK ... Worker's Compensation Court 

... .. ... ... ... ... ... Court of'fax: Review 

Oregon 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Circuit Court 

100 .. ... S 100 S 100 Tax: Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 COllnty Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Justice Court 

(a) (n) (a) (n) (a) (n) (n) District Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

Pennsylvania 

... (a) ,. (a) ... (a) ... Court of Common Pleas 

.. (a) ... (a) .. (n) .. District Justice Court 

,. (a) .. (a) H (a) H Philadelphia MUnicipal Court 

.. (a) .. (a) ... (a) ,. Philadelphia Traffic Court 

.. .. ~ .. .. .. H Pittsburgh City Mngistrates 
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Table 17 MM Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts; type 

New York (oon't) 

Family Court (NYC) L 

District Court L 

City Court L 

NYC Civil Court L 

NYC Criminal Court L 

Family Court (outside NYC) L 

Town and Village Justice Court L 

North Carolina 

Superior Court G 

District Court L 

North DQkota 

District Court G 

County Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Ohio 

Court of Common Pleas G 

Municipal Court L 

County Court L 

Court of Claims L 

Mayors Court L 

Oklahoma 

District Court G 

Municipal Court L 

Municipal Criminal Court L 

Worker's Compensation Court L 

Court of Tax Review L 

Oregon 

Circuit Court G 

TmcCourt G 

County Court L 

Justice Court L 

District Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Pennsylvania 

Court of Common Pleas G 

District Justice Court I. 

Philadelphia Municipal Court L 

Philadelphia 'rraffic Court L 

Pittsburgh City Magistrates L 

164 State Court Organization. 1993 

General Operating 
Buildings 'havel Costs Elq)enses Indigent 

Souroe 

S 

S 

S 

S 

S 

S 

M 

CIMIF 

MIF 

C 

C 

M 

C 

(a) 

C 

(a) 

M 

C 

UNK 

UN1{ 

UNK 
~ 

C 

C 

C 

C 

(n) 

M 

(a) 

(a) 

(n) 

(a) 

... 

State % Souroe State % Souroe State % Souroe 

100 & 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 ~ 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

0 M 0 M 0 M 

(a) S 100 S 100 S 

(a) S 100 S 100 S 

0 S 100 S 100 S 

0 CIS 10 C (l C 

0 ~ ~ M 0 M 

0 C 0 C 0 ~ 

... (a) ~ (a) ~ ~ 

0 C 0 C 0 ~ 

~ (a) ~ (a) ... ~ 

0 M 0 M 0 ~ 

0 S 100 F 0 SIP 

H UNK ... UNK .... UNK 

~ UNK .... UNI{ ~ UNK 
.... UN!{ ... UNK .... .. 
.... .... .... H .... .... 

0 S 100 S 100 S 

0 S 100 S 100 .. 
0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

(a) (a) (a) (a) (a) (a) 

0 M 0 M 0 M 

... (a) .... (a) .... H 

.. (a) .. (tI) .... .... 

~ (a) ~ (a) H ~ 

.. (a) .. (a) .. N 

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

Legend: G=Genernl Jurisdiction, L=Limlted Jurisdiction, S:::Statc, C=County, Mo::Local 
(municipaVvlllage), F=Fees, Unk:::Unknown, .. =Not Applicable, Fed=Federnl 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Chn~ Support Juvenile Probation! 
Defense Enforcement Detention 

State % Source State % Source State % States/Courts: 

New Yode (con't) 

100 S 100 S 100 Family Court (NYC) 

100 S 100 S 100 $mj49~;64~·· .. District Court 

100 S 100 S 100 ········ .• ·· •.• ·.$jtlA8ta~~···.·/·.·.··· City Court 

100 S 100 S 100 ··$49i~!9 .. i{a(b> .. NYC Civil Court 

100 S 100 S 100 NYC Crimina! Court 

100 S 100 S 100 Family Court (outside NYC) 

() M 0 M 0 Town and Village Justice Court 

North Carolina 

100 (b) S (c) Superior Court 

100 (b) S (c) District Coun 

North Daltota 

100 SIC 50 S 100 District Court 

0 C 0 County Court 

o· Municipal Court 

Ohio 

Court of Common Pleas 

Municipal Court 

County COllrt 

Court of Claims 

Mayors Court 

Oldahmua 

33 S 100 S 100 District CO\trt 

UNK UNK Municipal Court 

UNK UNI< $(l Municipal Criminal Court 

Worker'/) Compensation Court 

Court of Tax Review 

Oregon 

100 $lUOt51~,~17 Circuit Cl' urt 

$614,906 'rax Court 

0 $() County Court 

0 $() Justice Court 

(a) (n) (n) (n) (n) (il,b) 100 District Court 

0 $0 0 Municipal Court 

Pennsylvania 

$42,aa5,l49(b) ·ONK Court of Common Pleas 

$32,sal,~09(d) tmlt District Justice Court 

$3,044:,OOO(c) tJNl{,; Philadelphia Municipal Court 

$r10();131(u) UNtt Philadelphia 'rrame Court 

UNK lJ.t,.rg: Pittsburgh City Magistrates 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 
Rhode Island 

Superior Court G 

Workers' Compensation Court G 

District Court(a) L 

Family Court L 

Probate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

'South Carolina 

Circuit Court G 

Family Court L 

Magistrate Court L 

Probate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

South Dakota 

Circuit Cour~ G 

Tennessee 

Circuit Court G 

Chancery Court G 

Probate Court G 

Criminal Court G 

Juvenile Court L 

Municipal Court L 

General Sessions Court L 

Texas 

District Courts G 

Constitutional County Court L 

County Courts at Law L 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Statutory Probate Court L 

Utah 

District Court G 

Circuit Court L 

Justice Court L 

Juvenile Court L 

Vermont 

Superior Court G 

District Court 0 

Family Court G 

Probate Court L 

Envlrilnmental Court L 

156 State Court Organizatiorl 1993 

Trial Court Trial Court Court Reporter's 
Judge's Salary Administrator's Salary Salary Other 

Source State % Source State % SOUl'ce State % SourZle 

8 100 S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 100 8 

S 100 8 100 S 100 8 

S 100 8 100 8 100 S 

M 0 .. .. .. .. M 

M 0 .- .- .. .. M 

S 100 .. .. S 100 C 

8 100 .. .. 8 100 C 

C 0 .- .- C 0 C 

C 0 .- .- C 0 C 

M 0 .- .- M 0 M 

8(a) 100 8(a) 100 8(a) 100 8(a) 

S 100(a) 8 100 8 100 81M 

S 100 8 100 .- .- 81M 

8 100 S 100 .- .- 81M 

8 100 8 100 8 100 8/M 

M 0 M 0 .- .- M 

M 0 .- .- .- .. M 

M 0 M 0 .. .. M 

SIC 92 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

M 0 M 0 M 0 M 

C 0 C 0 C 0 C 

S 100 8 100 S 100 8 

S 100 8 100 .. .. .-

CIM .. .. .. - - .. 
S 100 8 100 .. .. .-

S 100 .- .. 8 100 M 

S 100 .. '" 8 100 8 

8(a) 100 .- .. S 100 S 

S 100 ... .- S 100 S 

S 100 - .- S 100 ... 

Legend: G=General Jurisdiction, L=Llmlted Jurisdiction, S=State, C=County, M=Locnl 
(munioipaVviilnge), F=Fo08, Unk=Unknown, "'=Not Applicable, Fed=Federal 



Table 17 m_ Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Automation 
Salary Clerk of Court Salary Equipment Other Equipment 

State % Source State % Source State % Source State % Statos/Courts: 
Rhode Island 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Superior Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Workers' Compensation Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Family Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Probate Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

South Cal'olina 

0 C 0 SIC 50 C 0 Circuit Court 

0 C 0 SIC 50 C 0 Family Court 

0 ~ ~ C 0 C 0 Magistrate Court 

0 C 0 SIC 50 C 0 Probate Court 

0 M 0 M 0 !II 0 Municipal Court 

South Dakota 

100 Sea) 100 8 100 8 100 Circuit Court 

Tennessee 

97 M 0 81M 85 SIM 85 Circuit Court 

97 M 0 81M 85 131M 85 Chancery Court 

97 M 0 81M 85 M 85 Probate Court 

97 M 0 81M 85 81M 85 Criminal Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 JI.1Venile Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court, 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 General 8essions Court 

Texas 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 District Courts 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Constitutional County Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 County Courts at Law 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Justice of the Peace Court 

0 M 0 M 0 M 0 Municipal Court 

0 C 0 C 0 C 0 Statutory Probate Court 

Utah 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Circuit Court 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Justice Court 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ u .Juvenile COurt 

Vermont 

0 S 100 M 0 M 0 Superior Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 District Court 

100 S 100 S 100 S 100 Family Court 

100 S 100 M 0 M 0 Probate Court 

~ S 100 S 100 S 100 Environmental Court --
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court 

States/Courts: type 

Rhode Island 

Superior Court G 

Workers' Compensation Court G 

District Court L 

Family Court L 

Probate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

South Carolina 

Circuit Court G 

Family Court L 

Magistrate Court L 

Probate Court L 

Mlmicipal Court L 

South Dakota 

Circuit Court G 

Tennessee 

Circuit Court G 

Chancery Conrt G 

Probate Court G 

Criminal Court G 

Juvenile Court L 

Municipal Court L 

General Sessions Court L 

Texas 

District Courts G 

Constitutional County Court L 

County Courts at Law .L 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Statutory Probate L 

Utah 

District Conrt G 

Circuit Court L 

Justice Court L 

Juvenile Court L 

Vermont 

Suporior Court G 

District Court G 

Fnmily Court G 

Probate Court L 

Environmentnl Court L 
-
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General Operating 
Buildings Travel Costs Expenses Indigent 

Source 

S 

S 

S 

S 

M 

M 

C 

C 

C 

C 

M 

C 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

C 

C 

C 

C 

M 

C 

S 

S 

CIM 

S 

M 

S 

S 

M 

S 

Stnte% Source State % Source State % Source 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

100 S ]00 S 100 S 

100 S 100 S 100 S 

0 M 0 M 0 -
0 M 0 M 0 -
0 S 100 C 0 SIC 

0 S 100 C 0 SIC 

0 C 0 lJ 0 SIC 

0 C 0 C 0 SIC 

0 M 0 M 0 S/C/M 

- S 100 S 100 C(b) 

0 S 100 S/M 95 SIM 

0 S 100 SIM 95 S/M 

0 S 100 s/M 95 S/M 

0 S 100 S/M 95 S/M 

0 M 0 M 0 -
0 M 0 M 0 -
0 M 0 M 0 -
0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

0 M 0 M 0 M 

0 C 0 C 0 C 

100 S 100 S 100 C 

100 S 100 S 100 -
0 CIM 0 CIM 0 -

100 S 100 S 100 .. 

0 S 100 S 100 -
100 S 100 S 100 -
100 S 100 S 100 ... 

0 S 100 S 100 -
100 S 100 S 100 -

Legend: G=Genornl Jurisdiction, L=Limited Jurisdiction, S=Staw, C::::County, M=Locnl 
(municipnVvlllnge), F=Fces, Unkr.:Unknown, -::::NotApplicnblc, Fed::::Federnl 



Defense 

State % 

100 

100 

100 

100 

UNK 

UNK 
UNK 
UN!{ 

UNK 

90 

90 

90 

90 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 

Table 17 .- Source of Trial Cow·t Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Child Support 
Enforceme •• t 

Source 

S 

S 

S 

S 

S/CIF 

(b) 

S/Fed 

SlFed 

SlFed 

S/Fed 

SlFed 

S/lt'ed 

S 

S 

State % 

100 

100 

100 

100 

UNK 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

100 

100 

Ju,venile Probation! 
Detention 

Source 

S 

S 

S 

S 

SIC 

SIC 

SIC 

S(c) 

M 

M 

M 

M 

SIC 

SIC 

SIC 

S 

State % 

100 

100 

100 

100 

UN!{ 

UNK 

UNK 

100 

o 
o 
o 
o 

22 

22 

22 

100 

States/Courts; 

Rhode Island 

Superior Court 

Workers' Compensation Court 

District Court 

Family Court 

Probate Court 

Municipal Court 

South Carolina 

Circuit Court 

Family Court 

Magistrate Court 

Probate Court 

Municipal Court 

South Dakota 

Circuit Court 

Tennessee 

Circuit Court 

Chancery Court 

Probate Court 

Criminal Court 

Juvenile Court 

Municipal Court 

Gilneral Sessions Court 

Texas 

District Courts 

Constitutional County Court 

County Courts at Law 

Justice of the Peace Court 

MunicIpal Court 

Statutory Probate 

Utah 

District Court 

Circuit Court 

Justice Court 

Juvenilo Court 

Vennont 

Superior Court 

DistrIct Court 

Family Court 

Probate Court 

Environmental Court 
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Table 17 .. Source of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Trial Court 
Court Judge's Salary 

States/Courts: type Souroe State % 

Virginia 

Circuit Court G S 100 

District Court L S 100 

Washington 

Superior Court G S/C(a) 60 

District Court L C 0 

Municipal Court L M 0 

West Virglnia(u) 

Circuit Court G S 100 

Magistrate Court L S 100 

Municipal Court L M 0 

Wisoonsin 

Circuit Court G S 100 

Municipal Court L M 0 

Wyoming 

District Court G S 100 

Justice of the Peace Court L C 0 

Municipal Court L M 0 

County Court L S 100 

Puerto Rico 

Superior Court G S 100 

District Court L S 100 

Municipal Court L S 100 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a)Some counties provide supplemental salaries. 
(b) County provides local telephone lines and charges. 
(c) Circuit and district courts aro combined, and lmable to separate 
costs. 

Alaska: 
(a)Trlal courts are comprised of the superior and district courts. 
Budget information is not accumulated at the superior court or 
district court level, therefore It Is not possible to separate costs. 

Arlzonn: 
(a)This is statewide asslr,tance for automatiol1 in progress; percent 
varies. 
(b)Federnl funds are available for child support as well. 
(c)Some state funds go for juvenile treatment, including probation 
and detention. 
(d)This Includes all state funds Q.'.ld grants. 
(e)Superior court percentage does not include $1,637',036 in federal 
funds. 

Arknnsns: 
(a)Travel expenses include ceurt reporters. 

Trial Court Court Reporter's 
Administrator's Sala\'y Salary Other 

Source State % Source State % Souroe 

C 0 - - COOS 

- .. .. .. S 

C 0 C 0 C 

C 0 .. - C 

M 0 .. .. M 

S 100 S 100 S 

.. .. .. .. S 

.. .. - - M 

S 100 S 100 C 

.. - .. .. M 

... .. S 100 S 

... .. .. .. C 

.. .. .. .. M 

.. .. .. .. S 

S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 

S 100 S 100 S 

Cnlifornia: 
(a)Unable to separate costs for the superior, municipal and justice 
courts. 

Colorado: 
(a)Cannot separate district and county court costs and some have 
combined clerks of court offices. Districts and therefore district 
mlministrators have 1·7 counties ill their districts. 
(b)Clerks of court salaries are included in other trial courts' 
persontlel salaries. 
(c)Cannot separate costs. The amount shown does not include 
$27,266,642 sLate expenditure onjuvenUe and adult probation. 
(d)With exception of building costs. 

Conneotiout: 
(a)Indlgent defense Is not paid by judicial branch, and public 
defenders are an agency. 
(b)Salary and benefits Bre paid by judicial branch but these sums are 
reimbursed from fees collected, 

Delaware: 
(a)All court facillties are state owned, none are court owned. 
(b)Salaries shown do not Include employment costs. 
(c)Most court automation purchnses are made from appropriations 
to the ACO's office for specific projects. 

160 State Court Organization 1998 Legend: G=General Jurisdiction, L=.LImited Jurisdiction, S:::State, C=County, M:::Local 
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Table 17 ... Sources of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Automation 
Salary Clerk of Court Salary Equipment 

State % Source State % Source State % 

80 S 100 CfMlS 90 

100 S 100 S 100 

0 C 0 SIC 50 

0 C 0 SIC 50 

0 M 0 81M 50 

100 C 0 SIC 20 

100 S 100 S 100 

0 M 0 M 0 

0 C 0 F 0 

0 M 0 M 0 

100 C 0 C 0 

0 C 0 S 100 

0 M 0 M 0 

100 S 100 S 100 
-

100 S 100 S 100 

100 S 100 S 100 

100 S 100 S 100 

(d)'rha Public Defendors' Office is responsiblo for indigent defense 
except when thore is a conflict in that office. Conflict Indigent 
defense money is appropriated to the AOC's and those billings aro 
paid by the AOa. 'I'he amounts in each court are representative of 
the costs incurred for that jurisdiction in an al'erage fiscal year. 
(e)'I'his includes personnel costs, funds are received as 
reimbursement for expenses incurred. 
(f)'lbe estimated total expanses incluele employment costs and are 
for the fiscal year 1992. 
(g)In general, fees and costs collected by Delaware courts go into the 
state's general funel. In addition to the state general fund 
appropriations, most Delaware courts have federal funding for 
certain functions or projects. 
(h)Indigent defense in the city of Wilmington Mlmlcipnl Court is 
provided by the State Public Defender'S Office. 

Florida: 
(a)'lbis amount Is the general nppropriatlons (1992·93) nuthorized 
by the 1992 leglslnture. 
(h)Percent cannot bo determined since 67 counties do not have 
ndequate dntn. 

Georgia: 
(a)State provides only a contingent expense allowance. 
(b)Most personnel aro 100% county paid. 

Other Equipment 

Source 

CIM 

CIM 

C 

C 

M 

SIC 

S 

M 

C 

M 

a 

C 

M 

S 

S 

S 

S 

State % States/Coul'ta: 

Virginia 

0 Circuit Court 

0 District Court. 

Washington 

0 Superior Court 

0 District Court 

0 Municipal Court 

West Virginia 

40 Circuit Court 

100 Magistrate Court 

0 Municipal Court 

Wisconsin 

0 Circuit Court 

0 Municipal Court 

Wyoming 

0 District Court 

0 Justice of the Peace Court 

0 Municipal Court 

100 County CQurt 

Puerto Rico 

100 Superior Court 

100 District Court 

100 Municipal Court 

(c)Educational travel expenses are paid by the state; other travel is 
paid by the county. 
(d)State appropriated funds and interest on lawyer trust account 
funds are state funds. 
(e) Child support enforcement are state funds to Dim administrative 
enforcement, special attorney general, and county funds for DA 
child support and staff and recoiver. 
(f)Juvenile probation: state funds for Human Resources, 
Department of Children and youth; county funds for some staff. 
(g)State is not able to estimate total expenses. 

Idahol 
(a)Automntion: state has fully automated 37 of 44 courts statewide. 
'l'he remaining 7 counties are partially automated, two paid for by 
county. ('rhe entire state should be automated in 2 years.) 

Illinois: 
(a)'rhe stnte pays a stipend of$3,500 per year to the clerks of the 
court, whole overall salary is set by their county bonrd. 

Indianat 
(n)Judges'salaries: state funded amount of trial judges salaries Is 
$18.339,162 (no breakdown between courts). County flUlded amount 
is $4,007,398 (this Is only for courts of record i.e., circuit, superior, 
probate, county municipnl). Local funded nmolmt is $0. 
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Table 17 •. Sources of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

Court Buildings 

States/Courts: type Source State % 

Virginia 

Circuit Court G CIM 

District Court L CIM 

Washington 

8uperior Court G C 

District Court L C 

Municipal Court L M 

West Virginia 

Circuit Court G C 

Magistrate Court L C 

Municipal Court L M 

Wisconsin 

Circuit Court G C 

Municipal Court L M 

Wyoming 

District Court G C 

Justice of the Peace Court L C 

Municipal Court L M 

County Court L C 

Puerto Rico 

8uperlor Court G 8 

District Court L 8 

Municipal Court L 8 

FOOTNOTES: 

Indiana (con't) 
(b)Other trial court personnel: include commissioners/referees, 
reporters, bailiffs, probation officers, jury commissioners, 
secretaries, law clerks and interns. 

-
-
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

100 

100 

100 

(c)'l'his pertains to "equipment" only •• no distinction "automationll or 
otherwise. 
(d)No breakdown between state and county available. This figure 
was obtained from the annual report of the state auditor for fiscal 
year 1991-92. However. this figure inclUdes expenditures by the 
state for appellate courts. The state spent the following amounts on 
state trial courts in fiscal 1991-92. Trial judges' salaries·· 
$18,354,561. 8pecialjudges·.$676,357, and Judges' Pension Fund·· 
$3,000,000 (represents an appropriation by the General Assembly). 
(e)Caiculates expenditures on a state.widejudlclal systGm basis. 
Stnte trlnl courts are not analyzed separately. Thus, the figures 
given here and in response to total expenses include state trial court 
expenditures, appellate court expenditures, and other allocations for 
pension plnns, and guardian ad litem programs. 

n:ansas: 
(a)The state pays salaries for all but court trustees (child support 
enforce{llent) and juvenile detention employees. 
(b)100% of county expenditures are for operating and faclllty 
expenses; 97% of state eX})endltures are for salaries. 

General Operating 
Travel Costs Expenses Indigent 

Source State % Source State % Source 

8 100 SlCIM(a) 80 8 

8 100 8(a) 100 8 

C 0 8 1-2 C 

C 0 C 0 C 

M 0 M 0 M 

8 100 8/C 90 8 

8 100 8 95 8 

M 0 M 0 M 

8 100 C 0 SIC 

M 0 M 0 M 

8 100 C 0 8 

C 0 C 0 C 

M 0 M 0 M 

8 100 8 100 8 

8 100 8 100 -
S 100 8 100 ~ 

8 100 8 100 -

Louisiana: 
(a)8tate docs not have counties. Rather, It is divided into parishes. 
A IICII indicates parish funcling. 
(b)Because the local funding and funding derived from fees varies 
from year to year, the percentage of the total trlalbudget paid by 
tho state varies from year to year. 

Maine: 
(a)Bullding expenses are shared between the state and counties. 

Mal')'land: 
(a)The figure given for the circuit courts foI' total expenses includes 
the clerks' portion of the budget as well as the ACO's portion. Both 
budgets are funded by the state. Neither the circuit court nor 
district court has state·funded expenses monies that are not a direct 
judiciary budget Item. For example, Incligont defense and juvenile 
probation (detention Is funded by the state), are not inclltdlld in the 
judiclary's budget. 

Massachusetts: 
(u)Tho total trilll court budget for fiscal year 1993 is approximately 
$240.7 mlllien. 
(b)8Ince the Court Reorganization Act of 1978, all funding for the 
trial court Is assumed by the Commonwealth. 

162 State Court Organization 1993 Legend: G=Goneral Jurisdiction, L::Llmlted Jurisdiction, S=8tate, C=County, M=Locnl 
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Table 17 •• Sources of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Itenls 

Defense 
Child Support 
Enforcement Juve~~:a~;:,:ntion •••••••••••••••• ~9~t •. ~t.~~#t~ •• ~~~lJ~ .••••.••. · .•.•. 

State % 

100 

100 

o 
o 
o 

100 

100 

o 

75 

o 

100 

o 
o 

100 

Michigan: 

Source 

s 

M 

C 

S 

S 

s 

State % 

100 

o 

o 
o 
o 

Source 

C 

S 

M 

C 

C 

S 

S 

S 

State % 

o 

100 

o 

o 

o 
o 
o 

100 

(a)Michigan haa 3 courts 100 percent state funded. There are the 
3rd Circuit Court $27,500,000; the District Recorder's Court 
$9,800,000; and the 36 District Court $23,700,000. 
(b)District and municipal budgets combined are $37,777,000. The 36 
district court's budget at 23,777,000 is 100 percent state funded. 
(c)Ninety.five percent of trial court judges salaries are paid by the 
state. Most other budget items are paid by the counties. 

Minnesota: 
(a)The state ~ays100% travel costs of state funded employees (e.g., 
trial court judges, trial court administrators, law clerks, and court 
reporters). The county pays 100% travel costs for county funded 
employees (e.g., clerks ofcourt). 

Mississippi: 
(a)The state pays all trlaljudges salaries, travel expenses, and 
either $400/month or $800/month for judges' office expenses. If the 
judge owns or rents his/her own office, the state pays an additional 
$400/month. The county pays all othor expenses associated with 
court operations. 
(b)$7,OOO,OOO is for both circuit and chancery courts. 

Missouril 

States/Courts: 

Virginia 

Circuit Court 

District Court 

Washington 

Superior Court 

District Court 

Municipal Court 

West Virginia 

Circuit Court 

Magistrate Court 

Municipal Court 

Wisconsin 

Circuit Court 

Municipal Court 

Wyoming 

District Court 

.Justice of the Peace Court 

Mtmicipal Court 

County Court 

Puerto Rico 

Superior Court 

District Court 

Mtmicipal Court 

(a)Some counties pay part of court clerk's salary. For example, nIl 
employee mny be paid by the state for 20 hours a week (.5 FTE 
state-paid), and be paiel for 20 hours a week by the county. 'l'he 
number of employees who fall into this category is quite small when 
compared to the total. 
(b)The clerk in St. Louis County receives an additional amount from 
the county. 
(c)States pay for all cases related to travel and somo meeting and 
education related travel. Counties may pay for some administrative 
and meeting related travel. 

Nobrnslm: 
(a)Juvenile court and district court amounts are combinod. 

Nevnda: 
(a)This is not Ii function ofa court ndministl'ator, and may be paid 
for from other state sources, i.e., public defense, welfare, etc. 

New Hampshire: 
(a)'l'he municipal court Is being phAsed out. 
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Table 17 •• Sources of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

FOOTNOTES: 

~ewJersey; 
(a)There is one statewide clerk of the superior court. appointed by 
the chief judge. and paid by state funds. See Table 6. 
(b)The state bases space for chambers and courtrooms for only one 
category of trial judges; the counties pay the vast majority of 
expenses. 
(c)This represents the costs of the state office of the public defender 
(an executive branch agency), and the amount is not included in the 
shaded columns. 
(d)Allprobation expenses (adult andjuvenlle) are inclUded in 
general and personnel expenses. 

New York: 
(a)New York also has some multi-bench courts located outside of 
New York City. These are state funded and for 1992 the amount 
was $21,159,137. 
(b)Estimated total expenses shown are 92·9il allocations. The NYC 
civil court amount includes housing court allocations. Supreme and 
county courts are combined. Allocations for jury operations; law 
librarians; CO.I adminlstration; NYC county clerks, and court 
support service!) are not included. 

North Cnrolina: 
(a)Court facilities are provided by counties, or municipalities as to 
additional seats of district court. A part of court costs (state funds), 
called "facilities fees," are paid to counties and municipalities; as a 
very rough estimate, these probably amount to about 5% of total 
raquirements. 
(b) County funded Division of Social Services agencies have 
SUbstantial IY-D child support responsibilities. The state funds 
100% enforcement in the other cases, which are administered 
primarily by clerks of court. 
(c)Juvenile probation is paid entirely by state funds, administered 
within the judicial branch. Juvenile detention facilities are paid by 
state funds. administered by the Department of Human Hesources, 
although some dispositional programs can be administered by 
programs receiving local or other support. 
(d)Total expen(Utures in 1991-1992 were $221.096.228. Totals for 
superior and district court respectively, are limited SUbstantially to 
judicial salaries and judicial support stnffand expense, which were 
$20,272.639 for superior court and $38,676,178 for district court; 
$64.191,989 for clerk's operatiol"lS, $33.683.598 for indigent defense, 
$26.096.431 for district attorney offices. $12,743,302 for 
Administrative Office of the Courts. and other amounts for 
additional programs. The percentages do not Include facilities. 
North Carolina has no data on total spending by counties and 
municipalities on court facilities. 

Ohio: 
(a)The state is pot a unified court system; the state funds a portion 
of sularies for Judges only. 

Oregon: 
(a) Circuit [md district courts nrc combined for administrntlve 
purposes. Salaries lind expenses for both court levels come from the 
same budget-. 
(b)For circuit. district and tax courts. tho dollar figure Is for the 
7/1193.6/30/95 biennium. It does not Inelude Indigent defonse 
($80,966,34:?Jbiennium) or mnndllted payments, I.e.,jury fees 
($6,914,176). These two items are not included in the individual 
courts' budgets but lire a part of the entlrejudlclal department·s 
budget. 
(c)Thejustice, county [md municiplil courts lire indepondent, 
receiving all funding loolilly. 'l'hero is no centralizild IIdmlnistrative 
IIgency from which to obtllin budget data. 
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Pennsylvania: 
(a)Slnce the counties' individual funding percentages may not be 
consistent statewide. it is difficult to determine the trial court 
funding for each individual budget item listed. For general 
operating expenses, the state provided a grant to the counties to 
defray the personnel and operating costs associated with the 
IIdminlstration of the courts of common pleas and the district 
justices. In fiscal year 92·93, $25,029,284 was provided ($63,000 per 
authorized position) for common pleas operations $0 was provided 
for district justice courts. The counties also recorded $1.455,361 in 
juror cost reimbursement. 
(b)Thls is based on fiscal year 92-93. 7/1/92·6/30/93 appropriations. 
Includes Biliary and benefit costs for active judges. liability 
insurance. medical benefits for active Elhd annultantjudges, funding 
for senior judge per diems (plus social security). educational 
conferences and seminars for common pleas judges. 
(o)Includes salary and benefit costs for active district justices, per 
diems for senior judges assigned to hear cases. medical benefits for 
active and annuitant district justices. printing "District Justice 
Journal." liability insurance. and educational conferences and 
seminars, 
(d)Includes salaries and benefits for judges and bail commissioners, 
medical benefits for active and annultant judges, senior judge per 
diems, liability insurance, law clerks (grllnt..$39,OOO). domestic 
violence program (grant·$119.000). and judicial education. 
(e)Salarles and benefits for active judges, per diems for senior 
judges, medical benefits for active and annuitant judges, and 
liability Insurance. 

Rhode Island 
(a) Paid $1.845,916 in traffic adjudication that was 100% funded by 
state. 

South Carolina: 
(a)Probate figure is unavailable. 
(b)Do not have access to Illclivldual trial courts· budget figures. 

South Dakota: 
(a) Includes salary and fringe benefits expenses. 
(b)Data are not available through the Unified Judicial System. 
(c)This Is only for cost of placement in group or foster homes. It does 
not include expenses for personnel servicos or operating expenses. 

Tennessee: 
(a)Local governments provide limited support to state trial courts 
for secretarial. office equipment. furnishings and office space. Local 
governments function independently in this regard. therefore the 
AOC cannot determine the amount ofloeal support to state trial 
courts. 

Vermont: 
(a)Superior court and district court judges also serve as family court 
judges. 

Vb'ginla: 
(a)This Is for supplies only. 
(b)Stnte funds pay judgos' salaries/fringe benefits, stilII' salaries and 
fringe benefits. travel. supplies forms. llostllge, subscriptions. 
insurance, computer oquipment. indigent dofense and involuntary 
mental commitment In district courts. 

Washington: 
(a)Tho state pays ono-hnlfofallsuporlor t'Ourtjudges' aalliries. This 
is included in the OAC·s budget. The OAO also maintains statewide 
computer systems for appellate (ACCOHDS), supel"lor (SCOMiS), 
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Table 17 .. Sources of Trial Court Funding by Selected Expenditure Items 

district and municipal (DIS CIS), and juvenile (JUVIS) courts. The 
OAC pays approximately one-half of the costs for these systems. 
(b)The OAC budgets approxImately $10.4 million per fiscal year for 
superior court judges' salaries. Approximately $7 miilion has been 
budgeted for Judicial Information Systems over the next fiscal year. 
This covers all four systems and is (lifficult to break down by court 
level because many of the courts associated with system 
maintenance and development cross-over betweenjurisdlctlonal 
court levels. 
(c)The total statewide nmount of funds expended at the county and 
locallevElls for the superior, district, and municipal courts Is 
unknown and therefore the percent paid by the state cannot be 
calculated. 

West Virginia: 
(a)'rhe only responsibility of the c'lunties Is to provide facilities. The 
magistrate court Is a small claims court with a judicial officer--not a 
court of reccrd. 
(b)State did not provide this information. 

Wisoonsin! 
(a)This does not include facilities, which are generally absorbed in 
individual county budgets. (The percentage estimate is based on 
1989 reported expenses.) 

Wyoming; 
(a)The total expenses of $925,000 paid annually by the state for the 
district court includes only the salaries and paid benefits of the 17 
district judges, 17 court reporters and 17 secretaries. The expenses 
for the 23 district court clerks are funded by each of the 23 cowltles 
in the state. 
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Table 18 •• Administrative Office of the Courts: Trial Court Responsibilities and Staffing by Function 

Alternative Sanction Assignment-sitting 
Accounting ADR Progl'ams Progl'ams judges 

States: Responsibillty FTE Stnff Responsibillty FTE Staff Responsibility FTE Staff Responsibility FTE Staff 

Alabama T 11 N '" N H T 1 
Alaska T 6.5 N H N H P * 
Al.'izona N H P 1.5 N H N H 

Arkansas P 1 N ... N .. T 2 
California N .. N '" N '" T 5 

Colorado P 5 T 4.8 N .. N .., 

ConnecUcut T 9 T 2 T 18 '1' >10 

Delaware P 3 N .. N .. N H 

District of Columbia T 14 N '" N H N H 

Florida P .. P 5 N .. N .. 
Georgia P * N .. N ~ P .. 
HawaU(a) T 16 T 4 N .. N .. 
Idaho P 3 P 1 N .. N .. 
Illinois P * P 5 N .. N .. 
Indiana N .. P >10 N .. T * 
Iowa P 2 N .. N H P 1 
Kansas P 5.5 N H N H P .25 

Kentucky '1' 5 N .. N .. N .. 
Louisiana P 8 P 1 N '" 'I' .75 
Matne(a) T 6 P * N .. T 0 

Mal'yland(a) P 2 N '" N '" P 0.1 
Massachusetts '1' * V 1 N .. N -
Miohignn P .. T 2 P 0.125 '1' 5 

Minnesotn P 3 N .. N .. N '" 
Mississippi N (n) N .. N .. N .. 
Missouri P 5 N .. N .. T 0.5 
Montnnn N .. N .. N .. N .. 
Nebl'nsltn T 3 T 1 P 1 P 0.25 
Nevndn N .. N .. N .. N .. 
New Hnmpshire p 6 P 0,2 P 0,2 N .. 

- -New Jersey '1' 11 P 2.5 P 16(n) P 0.1 
New Mexico P 8 N .. N .. N .. 
NewYorlc '1' 45(n) P 4 N .. N H 

N01·th Cnrolinn 'I' 35 T 9 P 3 T 2 
North Dnl~otn T 3 N H N .. N .. 
Ohio '1' ... P 1 P >10 T 0.75 
Oldnhomn P 3 T 3 N ... T 1 
Oregon P 10 N ... N .. P 0.25 
Pennsylvnnin P 2.5 N N N .. T ,5 
Rhode Islnnd '1' 4 P 3 N .. N '" . 
South Cnrolinn N .. N .. N * T 1.9 
South Dnkotn 'I' 4.5(n) N .. N .. N .. 
Tennessee '1' 8 P 1 N .. 11 1 
Texns P 0.01 N .. N .. N .. 
Utnh T 3 P 1 P 1 P 1 
Vermont '1' 2 P 0.25 N .. P 0,5 
Virginin '1' 20 T 4 '1' 1 T (n) 
Wnshin gton P >10 N .. N .. P 0.05 
West Vh·ginln T >10 P * N .. T * 
Wisconsin P 1 P 4 N H T 5.5 
Wyoming N .. P >10 N ... N .. 
Puerto Rico 'I' 42 T 6 N .. 'I' 2 
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Table 18 •• Administrative Office of the Courts: Trial Court Responsibilities and Staffing by Function 

Assignment· 
supplementary judges Budget Preparation 

Responsibility PTE Staff Responsibility F'rE Staff 

T 1 T 1 
T .2(a) T 0.5 

N H P 1.5 
N H T 0.5 

T (a) N (b) 

T 0.26 P 2 
T '" 'I' 2 

N H P 1 

N .. T 6 
N .. P .. -
N .. P '" 
N .. T 7 
N .. P 0.5 

N .. P 6 
P '" N .. 
P 1 P 2 
P .26 P 1.5 

N H T 4 
T .75 P '" 
T '" T 1 

P (b) P 0.8 
N .. T '" 
T 5 P 4 
T 0.1 P 0.6 

P 1 N (b) 

'I' 0.6 'f 2 
N .. N .. 
P 0.1 'I' 1.5 

P '" N .. 
N .. T 1 

P 0.1 T 2.6 
P '" P 1 
P '" T 17 
T 2(a) T 2 
N ... T 1 

T (a) N H 

T 1 T 2 
P 0.33 P 1 
T .6 P 2.5 
T 1 T 4 

T .~ N .. 
N H T 1 
T 1 T 2 
N .. N .. 
T 1 T 1 - P 0.5 T 2 
'I' 2 T 1 
P 0.05 N .. 
T lit T '" 
'f 1.5 P 2 
N .. N .. 
T 2 T 7 -

Legend: T=Totnl, P",Pnrtinl, N=N'o ResponslbllltYI 
N=N'ot applicable, "'=Cannot determine PTE stnfrmg 

Data Processing Facility Management 

Responsibility F'l'E Staff Responsibility PTE Stan' States: 

T 14 T 2 Alabama 
T 10 T 1 Alaska 
P 9 N H Arizona 
T 8 N H Arkansas 
N H N H California 

T 18 T 3 Colorado 
T 39 T 12 Connecticut 
P 18 P 1 Delaware 
T 29 T 4 District of Columbia 
P .. N H Florida 
P '" N .. Georgia 
T 65.5 T 58 HawaU(a) 
P 4 N .. Idaho 
P 8 P '" Illinois 
P '" P '" Indiana 

T 21 T '" Iowa 
P 4 N .. Kansas 
T 45 T 5 Kentuolty 
P '" N .. Louisiana 
T fi T 0 Maine(a) 

P(c) 111 N .. Maryland(a) 
T 11 T 5 Massachusetts 
P 70 P 6 Michigan 
P 62 N .. Minnesota 
N (b) N (0) Mississippi 

P 26 P (a) Missouri 
N .. N .. Montana 
P 5 N .. Nebraslta 
N .. N H Nevada 
T 9 P 0.2 New Hampshire 

T 142 P 6 New Jersey 
P '" P 1 New Mexico 
P 22 P 10 NewYorL. 
T 62 N .. North Carolina 
T 2 N .. North Dakota 
N .. N .. Ohio 
'f 12 P 2 OWahonla 
P 20 P 1 Oregon 
P 42 N H Pennsylvania 
T 12 T 2 Rhode Island 
P 8 N .. South Carolina 
T 9 N .. South Dakota 
T 13 T 1 Tennessee 
P 1.5 N .. Texas 
T 20 T 3 Utah 
T 5 P 0.3 Vel'Illont 
T 52 N .. Virginia 
P 60 N .. Washington 
T '" P '" West Virginia 
P 40 N .. Wisoonsin 
P '" N .. Wyoming 
T 45 P 8 Puerto Rloo 
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Table 18 •• Administrative Office of the Courts: Trial Court Responsibilities and Staffing by Function 

Foster Care Review Judicial Education Law Librnrles I.egal Researoh 

States: Responsibility FTEStaff Responsibility FTE Staff Responsibility F'l'E Staff Responsibility FTE Stuff 

Alabama N ... 'r 4 N .. P 4 
Alaska N ... T 0.5 T 8 N ... 
Arizona T 25 P 8.5 N ... N .. 
Arkansas N ... '1' 1.5 N ... P 1 

California N .. P 25 N .. N ... 
Colorado N .. T 1 P 0.1 N .. 
Connecticut N .. T 5 T 11 T 34 

Delaware P 6 P 1 P 4.5 N .. 
Distriot of Columbia N .. P 2 N .. N .. 
Florida N .. T 5 N .. N .. 
Georgia N .. P '" N .. N ... 
Hawaii (a) ... T 3 'r 9 N .. 
Idaho N ... T 1 N .. N ... 
Illinois N ... P 5 N .. N ... 
Indiana N .. N ... N ... N .. 
Iowa N ... T 1 P '" T 8(a) 
Kansas P 0.5 '1' 2 N .. P .75 

Kentuoky T 4.5 '1' 3 T 8.5 N .. 
Louisiana N ... N ... N ... N .. 
Maine(a) N .. T 0 '1' 1 N .. 
Maryland N .. P 5 N ... N .. 
Massaohusetts N .. T 5 '1' 3 N .... 

Miohigan )l 6 T 19 N .. N ... 
Minnesota N .. P 3 P 14 P 2 
Mississippi N .. N (d) N (b) N (b) --.-Missouri N .. T 1 N .. N .. 
Montana Pilot '" P '" N .. N ... 
Nebraska N .. P 0.75 N .. N .. 
Nevada N .. P 2 N ... N .. 
New Hampshire N ... '1' 2.5 T 3.4 P 0.3 

New Jersey P 1 'I' 7 P 2 P 2 
New Mexioo N .. P '" N ... N .. 
New York N ... ~r 4 T 3 N .. 
North Carolina N .. P 2 N .. '1' 1 
North Dakota N ... lP 1 N .. N .. 
Ohio N .. 'r 5 N ... N .. 
Oldahoma N .. 'r 3 T 2 N ... 
Oregon P 17.33 T 0.8 N .. N .. 
Pennsylvania N .. P 3 N ... N .. 
Rhode Island N .. '1' 1 T 5 T 23 
South Carolina N .. P 1 N .. N .. 
South Dakota P 0.5 T 0.5 N ... N .. 
Tennessee N .. T 3 T 1 P 1 
Texas N .. P 1 N .. N .. 
Utah N .. T 3 P 4 T 5 
Vermont N .. T 0.5 P 0.2 N ... 
Vh'ginla N ... T 2 'r 3 p 4 
Washington P 0.5 'r 4 N .. N ... 
West Vh'ginia N .. T '" 'I' '" T '" 
Wisconsin N .. 'r 3 N .. N .. 
Wyoming N ... P '" P '" P Ito 

Puerto Rico N .... 'I' 5 P 9 T 2 -
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Table 18 -- Administrative Office of the Courts: Trial Court Responsibilities and Stafimg by Function 

Legal Services Uaison with Legislature 

RellpQnsibility FTEStaff Responsibility FTEStaff 

P 8 T 2 
p 1.5 T 1 

N .. T 1.5 

N ... T 1 

N N P 8 

T 1.5 T 0.5 
T 7 T S 

N N P 1 

N N T 1 
F N P S 

N N P .. 
T 4 T S 

P t T 0.5 

P 4 P a 
N N P N 

N 7 T 1 
P (a) P 1.75 
T 2 N ... 
p 1 P 1 
N N T .66 

N N P 1 
p ... T 1 

N N P 1 
p ... P 1 
N .. N (b) 

N .. N(b) N 

N N P * 
N N P 0.5 
N N P * 
p 1 P 0.8 
p 2 T 2 
p 1 P ... 
p 21 'l' 4 
T a T 1 
N ... T ,.. 

N ... P 0.25 
p 1 T 2 

T S T 4 
T 10 P .75 
T 2 T 1 

N .. P .25 
N .. T 1 
N .. T 2 
p 0.5 P 0.5 
N .. T 5 

N .. T 0.5 
N .. T 2 
N N P S 

T * T .. 
P 1 P 0.66 
N .. P 2 
T 7 N .. 

Legend: T=Total, PePortlal, N=No Responsibility, 
.. =Not Dppllcable, *:ICannot determine FTE staffing 

-

Adult Probation 

Responsibility FTEStaff 

N N 

N N 

P 12.5 
N N 

N N 

P S 
N ~ 

N N 

T 228 
N N 

N N 

(a) .. 
N N 

P 22 
P ... 

N .. 
P .. 
N N 

N N 

N N 

N N 

N N 

N N 

N .. 
N N 

N N 

N .. 
T 2 
N ... 
N .. 
P 8 
N N 

N N 

N ... 
N N 

.N N 

N .. 
N .. 
N .. 
N .. 
N N 

P 1 
N .. 
N .. 
N N 

N ... 
loT . -, .. 
N ~ 

T ~ 

N .. 
N .. 
N ... 

Juvenile Probation 

Responsibility FTE Staff States: 

N N Alabama 
N N Alaska 
P 20.5 Arizona 
N .... Arkansas 
P 0.5 California 
P (a) Colorado 
N N Connecticut 
N .. Delaware 
T 114 District 0; Columbia 
N .. Florida 

N N Georgia 
(n) N Hawaii 
N N Idaho 
P 1 Illinois 
P ... Indiana 
N N Il)wa 
P N Kansas 
N ... Kentucky 
N N I"oulsiana 
N N Maine(a) 

N N Maryland 
N N Massachusetts 
N N Michigan 
N ... M1nnesota 
N .. Mississippi 
N N Mlslilouri 
N N Montana 
T 0.5 Nebraska 
N N Nevada 
N .. New Hampshire 
P 8 New Jersey 
N ... New Mexico 
N .. New York 
T 400.5 North Carolina 
P 0.5 North Dakota 
N .. Ohio 
N N Oklahoma 
N N Oregon 
N .. Pennsylvania 
N N Rhode JlIland 
N .. South Carolina 
P 1 South Dakota 
N ... Tennessee 
N ... Texas 
T 2 Utah 
N .. Vermont 
N .. Virginia 
N N Washington 
T ... West Virginia 
N N Wisconsin 
N N Wyoming 
T 61 Puerto Rico --
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Table 18 •• Administrative Office of the Courts: Trial Court Responsibilities and Staffing by Function 

Technical 
Publio Information Purohasing Researoh Assistance to Courts 

States: Responsibility FTE Staff Responsibility FTE Staff Responsibility FTEStaff Responsibility FTE Staff 

Alabama T 4 T 3 T 3 'r 24 
Alaska T 0.75 T 2 T 1 '1' 2 
Arizona N ~ N ~ P 1 P 19 
Arkansas T 1 N ~ N ~ T 3 
California P 4 N ~ P 10 P 11 
Colorado T 1 P O.B T 5 '1' 9 
Connectiout T 2 T 14 N ~ N ~ 

Delnwllre P 1 P 1 P 2 P >I< 

District of Columbia T 12 T 10 T 14 T 6 
Florida P 2 P 2 P 4 P 5 
Georgia P >I< P ... P >I< P ... 
Hawaii T 6 T 3 T 5 N ~ 

Idaho P 0.5 P 0.5 P 1 T 1 
Illinois P 1 N ~ N ~ P 26 
Indiana T '" N ~ N ~ P ... 
Iowa T 1 P 2 T ~ T 12 
Kansas P 1 N - P 0.5 T 4.25 
I{entuoky T 2 T 1.5 N ~ T 17 
Louisiana P 1 P 1 P 1 P 1 
Maine(a) T 0.33 T 1 T 2 T 0 

Maryland N ~ P 2 N ~ T 111 
Massaohusetts T 1 T ... T 3 T '" 
Mlohigan P 2 N ~ P 2 T 20 
Minnesota P 2 P '" P 5 P * 
Mississippi N ~ N (b) N ~ N (b) 

Missouri N - N ~ p (0) T (0) 
Montana N ~ N ~ N ~ P '" 
Nebraska T 0.5 P 0.25 P 0.5 P 1 
Nevada N ~ N ~ N - P ... 
New Hampshire P 0.3 'r 0.4 T 0.3 T 6.4 
New Jersey P .25 P 10 T 16 T 88 
New Mexico P * P 1 P >Co P 3 
New York P 3 T 8 P * P 38 
North Carolina P 0 T 24 T Il T 15 
North Dakota N ;10 '1' 0.5 T 1 T '" 
Ohio N ~ N ~ N ~ P 3.5 
Oklahoma T 1 T 1 T 1 T 2 
Oregon P ~ P 2.5 P (0) T 7(0) 
Pennsylvania P 1 P 1.5 P 3 P ~ 

Rhode Island T 2 T 3 'r 3 T 1 
South Carolina P .25 N - N - P 6 
South Dakota P 0.5 P 1 P 0.5 P 0.5 
Tennessee T 1 T 1.5 T 3 T 2 
Texas P 0.25 N ~ P 0.25 P 0.25 
Utah T 2 T 1 T 3 T 3 
Vermont T 0.3 T 1 T 0.5 T 2 
Virginia N ~ T 5 T 5 T 11 
W~shington p 20 P ... P 6 P 0.5 
West Virginia P ... T ~ T >I< T * 
Wisconsin I P 1 N P 3 T 12 -
Wyoming P III N - N - P 2 
Puerto Rtco T 5 T 9 T 11 T 52 
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Table 18·· Administrative Office of the Courts: Trial Court Responsibilities and StafImg by Function 

Human Resources 

T 
N 

N 
P 
T 
P 

P 
N 
T 

P 
P 
P 
P 
T 

P 
T(a) 

P 
P 

P 
N 
P 
N 

P 
P 

P 
P 
N 

T 
P 
P 

P 

T 
'1' 
P 
N 

N 
P 

Fl'EStaff 

7 

2 

18 
8 

8 

27 

2.75 
2 

1 
0.5 

1 

5 
7(b) 

6 
3.5 

8 

1 

14.25 
5 

19 

2 

8.5 
4 
4 

2.5 

4 
1 
5 

55 

N 
N 
N 
N 
T 
T 
P 

T(a) 

P(a) 

N 
T(b) 

T 
N 
N 
N 
P 
N 
P 
'f 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 

T(d) 
N 
P 
N 
T 
P 
N 
P 
T 
N 
N 

P 
N 
N 
N 
T 
N 
N 
N 
N 
T 

T(a) 

N 
N 
N 
N 

Other 

Fl'E Staff 

18 

9.5 

20 
7 

67 

8 

85 

7 

5 

1 
9(b) 

7 

8 
11.5(b) 

91(b) 

83(b) 

o 

6 

l.5(b) 

100b) 

1.5 

1 

Legend: T=Total, P=Porllal, NoNo Responslbillty, 
.. ",Not applicable, "'=Cannot determine Fl'E ataffing 

States; 
Alabama 

Alaska 
Arizona 

Arkansas 
California 
Colorado 

Connecticut 
Delaware 

District of Columbia 
Florida 
Georgia 
Hawaii 

Idaho 
Illinois 

Indiana 
Iowa 

Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 

Maine(a) 
Mnryland 

Massachusetts 
Michigan 

Minnesota 

Montana 
Nebraska 

Nevada 
New Hampshire 

New Jersey 
New Mexico 

New York 
North Carolina 

North Dakota 
Ohio 

Oklahoma 
Oregon 

Permsylvanin 
Rhode Island 

South Carolina 
South Dakota 

Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 

Vermont 
Virginia 

Washington 
West Virginia 

Wisconsin 
Wyoming 

Puerto Rico 
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Table 18 •• Administrative Office of the Courts: Trial Court Responsibilities and Staffing by Function 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alaska: 
(a)Supplementaljudge assignments are administered by AOC under 
the direction of the Supreme Court. 

Arizona: 
(a)Does not include security, building and maIntenance (184) staff. 
(b)One·half salary and benefits for judges only. 

California; 
(a)Same personnel as for assignment, of sitting judges. 
(b)In transition. 

Colorado: 
(a)These are part ofFTE stafffor adult probation. 

District of Columbia: 
(a) Courts reporting have 65 and Equal Employment Opportunity 
Departments have 2. 

Florida: 
(a)Jury management department. 

Georgia: 
(a)The 18 funded positions are not broken down into specific 
categories. 

HawaU: 
(a)Those with an "N" fall under the responsibIlity of the Chief 
Justice of the Courts, which is separate from the AOC. Both fall, 
however, within the overall Hawaii State Judiciary. 
(b)Personnel has 26 and the planrJng department has 9. 

Iowa: 
(a)Central screening staff does not include the 15 law clerks working 
for appellate judges. 

Kansas: 
(a)Bonrd of indigent services provides counsel for indigent persons 
charged with felonies. 

Maine: 
(a)For the purpose of this table, we are not considering the probate 
courts. 
(b)Employee relations has 1: SCA has I: secretarial has 2: security 
services has I: HCA's has 3: TQM manager has 1. 

Maryland: 
(o)This information is appllcable to the circuit (ourts. The district 
court functiolls are handled by employees in that court. However, 
the AOC provides technical assistance to both court systems. 
(b)This is part (lfFTE statHor assignment of sitting judges. 
(c)These are included in the 111 FTE staff for teelmical assistance to 
the c.ourts. 

Massachusetts: 
(a)The I-m department is a central office through which allI-ill 
transactions are processed and. approvod. However, each court 
location Is responsible for interviewing job applicants for positions in 
their locations. The Jm department then secures the necessary 
approval from the Chief Justice for Administration and 
Management (lfallI-m policies and procedures are complied with). 
(b)Slnce 1/1194, the Administrative Offico has added 5 new positions 
to its HR staff. 
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Mississippi: 
(a)The States: Department of Public Audit handles this function. 
(b)The Supreme Court is responsible for these functions. 
(c)The Bureau of Capital Facilities handles this function. 
(d)The Judicial College is responsible for this function. 

Missouri: 
(a)Ten FTE positions from Court Services division perform these 
services. It is not possible to accurately identuy the amount oftime 
dedicated to each service. 
(b)The AOe provides information relating to the cost and workload 
impact of proposed legislation as well as information on the budget. 
(c)This number includes 10 FTE from Court Services Division (as 
noted at footnote "a") and 15 FTE from the Data Processing 
Division. 
(d)These include: bench books and clerk procedure handbooks; 
delinquent bail bondsmen list: staff allocation: model reoordkeeping 
procedures; records management: forms design: implementing new 
l-llgislation (clerk duties) newsletters, temporary assistance grant 
programs: desk audits; personnel management, handbook and 
leg,\slative information. 

Montana: 
(a)There are an additional (j temporary employees inyolved in court 
automation. 

New Jersey: 
(a)In addition to ten AOC staff, 77 employees are deployed in 
regional sites for direct service delivery of Intensive Supervision 
Probation (ISP). In addition to six AOC staff, 32 employees are 
deployed in regional sites for direct service delivery of Juvenile ISP. 
(b)In addition to 11.5 AOC staffperforming management, training, 
computer tasks, clllid support program operations, and collections, 
41.5 employees are deployed in the vicinages (judicial districts) for 
direct service deliver. 

NewYorkl 
(a)Accounting is broken down into: Audit services (18); TSU (7): 
COS (15): and IG (5). 
(b)Other includes: Human Resources (59): executive (8): DCAJ NYC 
(13): DCA JONYC (6): and security (6). 
(c)This includes court facilities positions. 

North Carolina: 
(a)Same staff are responsible for assignment of sitting judges. 
(b)Guardian ad litem services. 

Ohio: 
(a)Same staff are responsible for assignment of sitting judges. 

S~)uth Dakota: 
(.:'These are authorized FTE··not funded. 
(b)This includes personnel and training. 

Virginia: 
(a)Included in assignment sitting of supplementary judges. 
(b)Planning has 4: porsonnel has 5: and office services has 1. 

Washington: 
(a) Other includes the court interpreter qualification. 
(b)The OAC has 143 FTE. 

-----_._-----



Table 19 .. StateIFederal Judicial Councils 

State has a State·Federal 
States: Judicial Council Year Established Last Meetine: Date 

Alabama Yes Jul·91 Jul·92 
Alaska Yes Jan·59 6·])ec.92 
Arizona Yes Oct·93 H 

Arkansas Yes Sep·71 UN}{ 

California Yes 19BB (a) Oct·9S 
Colorado No H H 

Connecticut Yes NoY·B1 19·NoY·92(a) 
Delaware Yes Feb·71 Sep.93 
District of Columbia No H H 

Florida Yes NoY·70 Jun·92 
Georgia Yes Jun·B2 Jan·94 
Hawaii Yes(a) 1959(b) UN}{ 

Idaho No H H 

Illinois No - -
Indiana Yes 9·Mar·67 1·Sep·92 
Iowa Yes 1991 17·Dec·92 
ICansas No H H 

ICentucky No H H 

Louisiana Yes 15.May.B4 7·Jlm·93 
Maine No H -r H 

Maryland No H -
Massach usetts No H H 

Michigan No - H 

Minnesota Yes UNK 7·93 
Mississippi No H -. 
Missoul'l Yes 1991 10·0ct·93 
Montana Yes H 25·Jlm·Y3 
Nebraska No H H 

Nevada Yes H 4·Dec·92 
New Hampshh'c Yes 1945 17·])ec.92 

New Jersey No - H 

New Mexico No - -
New York Yes UNK UNK 
North Carolina Yes Noy.B4 May.90 
North Daltota No - -
Ohio No (a) H 

Oklahoma Yes 1993 2·Nov·93 
Oregon YeS 1992 1·0ct·93 
Pennsylvania No H -
Rhode Island No - -
South Carolina No - -
South Dakota No - -
Tennessee Yes Spring, 1993 Jun·93 
Texas Yes 13.14.Mny.93(n) 13·H·Mny.93 
Utah No - -
Vermont No - -
Virginia Yes 1973 Fall,1992 
Washington No H H 

West Virginia Yes 1992 Pllnding 
Wisconsin Yes 1951(a) 17·Dec·93 
Wyoming No .. H 

PuertoUico No H -

Legend: H=Not appllcnble, UN}{=Unknown Slate Court Organization 1998 178 



Table 19 .. StatelFederal Judicial Councils 

FOOTNOTES: 
~~~~~~~ ____________ U. ________ Ma __________________________________________________________ " 

California: 
(a)An earlier state.fedel·aljudicial council had fallen into disuse. No 
details are available. 

Connecticut: 
(a)This council meets quarterly. 

Hawaii: 
(a)Hawaii has a state judicial council which serves in an advisory 
capacity to the chief justice. 
(b)Legislatively created in 1959 but did not function until 1966. 
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Ohio: 
(a)The state and federal bep'llhes meet annually and intend to form a 
council. This group last met December 2, 1992. 

Texas: 
(a) Council was functional in 1970's. Reorganized at meeting on May 
13·14, 1993. 

Wisconsin: 
(a)This replaced the 1929 Advisory Committee. 

I 



Table 20 .. Statistical Reporti.ng Requirements 

Frequenoy of Colleoting Frequenoy of Colleotlng Frequenoy of Colleoting 
Aggregate Data for Aggregate Data tor Aggregate Data for 

CIVIL Cases: CRIMINAL Cases: DOMESTIC Cases: 

Pend. 
States: Filings Dispos. Pend. Filings Dispos. Pend. Filings Dispos. 

Alabama M M M M M M M M M 
Alaslta Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 
Arizona M M M M M M M M M 
Arkansas M M M M M M M M M 
California M M M M M M M M M 
Colorado NC NC NC NC NC NC NC NC NC 
Conneotiout M M M M M M M M M 
Delaware MlQ MlQ M/Q M M M Q Q Q 
Distriot of Columbia M M M M M M M M M 
Florida M M Q M M Q M M Q 

Georgia A A A A A A A A A 
Hawaii M M M M M M M M M 
Idaho W W W W W W W W W 
IlBnols M M M M M M M M M 
Indiana Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 

Iowa M M M M M M M M M 
Ktinsas W W - W W - W W ~ 

Kentuoky W W NC W W NC W W NC 
l.ouisiana A NC NC A NC NC A NC Ne 
Maine M M M M M M M M M 
Maryland W W W W W W W W W 
Massaohusetts M M M M M M M M M 
Miohigan (~ Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 
Minnesota M M M M M M M .. .. 
Mississippi W W W W W W W W W 
Missouri M M (n) M M (n) M M (n) 
Montana M M M M M M M M M 
Nebraska M M M M M M M M M 
Nevada M Ne Ne Ne Ne Ne M Ne Ne 
New Hampshire Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 

New Jersey M M M M M M M M M 
New Mexioo A A A A A A A A A 
New York M M M M M M M M M 
North Carolina W W W W W W .. - .. 
North Dakota Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 

Ohio M M M M M M M M M 
Oldahoma Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 
Oregon MIS .M/S MIS MIS MIS MIS MIS MIS MIS 
.Pennsylvania M M M M M M M M M 
Rhode Island Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 
South Carolina W W W W W W W W W 
South Dakota M M M (n) (n) (n) M M M 
Tennessee A A A A A A A A A 
Texas M M M M M M M M M 
Utah .. .. M .. .. M .. .. M 
Vermont M M M M M M M M M 
Virginia M M M M M M M M M 
Washington M M Ne M M Ne M M Ne 
West Virginia M M M M M M M M M 
Wisoonsin M M M M M M M M M 
Wyoming Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 
Puerto Rico (n) (n) .. (n) (n) - (n) (n) .. 
Federal M M M M M M - .. .. 
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Table 20 .. Statistical Reporting Requirements 

Frequency of Collecting Fi:equency of Collecting 
Aggregate Data for Aggregate Data for 
JUVENILE Cases: OTHER Cases: 

Filings Dispos. Pend. Filings Dispos. Pend. States: 
a M M .. .. .. Alabama 
Q Q Q (a) NO NO Alaska 
M M M M(a) M(a) M(a) Arizona 
M M M .. .. .. Arkansas 
M M M M M M California 

NO NO NO NO NO NO ColOl'ado 
M M M .. .. .. Conneotiout 

Q Q Q .. .. .. Delaware 
M M M .. .. .. Distriot of Columbia 
M M Q Sen) S NO 
A A A .. .. .. 
M M M .. .. .. 
W W W W W W 
M M M .. - .. 
Q Q Q .. .. ~ 

M M M M M M 
W W .. W W .. 
W W NO Wen) Wen) NO 
A NO NO .. .. .. 
M M M M M M 
W W W .. .. .. 
Q Q Q .. - .. 
M M M .. .. .. 
M M M M M M .. .. .. W W W 
M M M M M M 
M M M M M M 
.. .. .. M M .. 

NO NO NO NO NO NO 
Q Q Q .. .. .. 
M M M .. .. .. 
A A A .. .. .. 
M M M M M M .. .. .. W W W .. .. .. .. .. .. 
M M M M M M 
Q Q Q Q Q Q 

MIS .. .. .. .. .. 
M M M .. .. .. 
Q Q Q .. .. .. 

" 

W W W .. .. .. 
M M .. MlQJA M/QJA ... 
A A A .. .. .. 
M M M M M M .. .. M ... .. .. 
M M M M M M 
M M M .. .. .. 
M M NO .. .. .. 
M M M M M M 
M M M M M M 
Q Q Q .. .. .. 
(a) (a) (n) .. .. .. 
.. .. .. .. .. .. 

Legend: W=weekly, M=monthly, Q=qunrterly, S=semlnnnunlly, A=nnnunlly, 
NC=not collected, .. =not applicable, Dlspos.=disposltions, Pend.=pendlng 

FlOl·ida 
Georgia 
Hawaii 

Idaho 
Illinois 

Indiana 
Iowa 

Kansas 
Kentuoky 
Louisiana 

Maine 
Maryland 

Massachusetts 
Miohigan 

Minnesota 
Mississippi 

Missouri 
Montana 

Nebrasl{a 
Nevada 

New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 

New¥ol'l{ 
North Carolina 

North Dakota 
Ohio 

Oltlahoma 
Oregon 

Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 

South Carolina 
South Dakota 

Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 

Vermont 
Virginia 

Washington 
West Virginia 

Wisconsin 
Wyoming 

Puerto Rioo 
Federal 
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Table 20 •• Statistical Reporting Requirements 
FOOTNOTES: 

Alaska; 
(a)Other Includes: probate and traffic. 

Arizona: 
(a)Other Includes: probate and mental health. 

Florida; 
(a)Other Includes: traffic 

Kentucky; 
(a)Other includes: probate, health, and small claims. 

Missouri: 
(a)Jn Missouri pending cases are filings for whlch no disposition has 
been reported. These are determined by AOO, not by specific 
reports of cases pending from the trial courts. Additional note: 
Information on civil, criminal and domestic cases is reported 
monthly on a detailed case basis. Summary reports of cases filed, 
disposed and pending are generated by the AOO. 'l'hese reports are 
produced semiannually to reflect calendar year and fiscal year data, 
or as needed. Aggregate data is reported monthly for juvenile, 
probate, state traffic, and some ordinance violation cases. 

178 State Court Organization 1998 

South Dakota; 
(a)Oriminal cases are enteredlupdated to an on-line criminal justice 
Information system, by the cleric of court. Information is retrieved 
from the oystem on an as needed basis. 

Puerto Rico: 
(a)Data is collected continuously through an on-line system. 



Appellate Courts.' Jurisdiction, Staffing, and Procedures 

(Tables 21-28) 

,- --------



Appellate Courts: Jurisdiction) Staffing) and Procedures 

The roost fundamental characteristic of any 
appellate systom is the division of jurisdiction by 
subject matter and between mandatory appeals of 
right and discx'etionary review via a petition, The 
third table of the section, Table 23, describes the 
allocation of mandatory and discretionary jurisdiction 
for eight types of appeal. In 11 states, there is a 
single appellate court. That court has completely 
discretionary jurisdiction in New Hampshire and 
West Vil'ginia, and entirely mandatory jurisdiction in 
Nevada. Generally, a court of last resort in a state 
with no other appellate court has mandatory 
jurisdiction for most categories of appeal. 

Courts of last resort were generally established 
early in each state's history while intermediate 
appellate courts are a more contemporary 
development. In 1957, only 13 states had a 
permanent intermediate appellate court (some states, 
however, had previously established and then 
disbanded such a court). In the 39 states with both 
types of appellate courts, parties wishing to challenge 
a trial court decision typically bring their appeal first 
to the intermediate appellate court. For most 
criminal appeals, the intermediate appellate court 
must accept the case because the court's jurisdiction 
is mandatory. This may be restricted to trial 
convictions; appellate review of sentences and guilty 
plea convictions are less typically mandatory, 
Because intermediate appellate courts tend to have at 
least some discretion to decide which civil appeals 
they will hear, all civil cases are not necessarily 
accepted. Once the intermediate appellate court 
hears a case and reaches a decision, a dissatisfied 
party may petition the court of last resort for further 
review. The court of last resort, which generally has 
broad discretionary jurisdiction in both civil and 
criminal appeals, must first decide whether to accept 
the case for review. If the petition is granted, the 
court of last resort hears the case and renders a 
decision. However, if the petition is denied, the 
litigation is terminated and the ruling of the 
intermediate appellate court stands. The major 
exception to this scenario Is death-penalty cases. In 
those states with capital punishment, death-penalty 
appeals nre invariably filed directly in the court of 
last resort as a mandatory appeal. 

Appellate courts often review the decisions of 
administrative agencies. Table 24 describes which 
courts have jurisdiction to review administrative 
agency decisions in each state. That review is 
sometimes undertaken by trial courts exercising what 
is called their incidental appellate jurisdiction. 

The remaining tables in this section describe the 
staff available to each appellate court, procedures by 
which discretionary petitions are reviewed, and 
various methods by which appellate courts streamline 
the appellate process through expedited procedures 
and special calendars, 

Appellate courts with discretionary jurisdiction 
require procedures for selecting cases that will be 
reviewed. In the U.S. Supreme Court, foul' justices 
must agree to accept a case for review. Table 25 
indicates for each appellate court with discretionary 
jurisdiction who makes the decision to grant a 
petition: the court en banc, a panel, a commiss)onel', 
or a single justice. The decision-ratio used for 
granting review is further indicated where the 
decision is made by the court en banc or a panel of 
justices/judges. Finally, the structure of the panel is 
deacribed. 

In all but four states, the court of last resort 
reviews petitions en banc (the foul' exceptions are 
Iowa, New Mexico, Virginia, and Washington). A 
majority of the court 01' panel must agree to accept 
the case in most courts of last reSOl't, In 15 states, a 
minority--in a few courts, a single member--of the full 
court or panel can grant review, The decision rule 
may, however, vru'y by the type of case under 
consideration. The decision to grant review is less 
pertinent to the work of intermediate appellate courts 
because they have less discretionary jurisdiction. On 
the other hand, intermediate appellate courts 
typically conduct their business in panels rather than 
en banco The information on panel structure 
contained in Table 25 is therefore basic to 
u;~~derstanding intermediate appellate courts. 

Appellate courts have a designated clol'k, who is 
with l'are exception appointed by the members of the 
court and serving at the pleasure of the COUl't. (The 
clerk of the Supreme COUl't in Indiana is an elected 
official, as are the clerks of the 12 regional 
interolediate appellate courts in Ohio). In 14 states, 
the c.'erk of the court oflast reSOl't also serves as clerk 
of the state's other appellate court. Details al'e 
provided in Table 21. Law clel'ks provide direct 
support to appellate court justices and judges, or to 
the coux't in general thl'ough a central staff. The 
number of law clerks allocated to the chief justice or 
judge and to the associate justices 01' judges of each 
appellate court can be found in Table 22. The 
number of central law staff is also indicated. 
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A central staff of lawyers on a career track within 
the court, as opposed to a one or two year clerkship 
with a specific judge or justice, is one mechanism 
used by appellate courts to cope with rising caseload 
volume. Tables 26·28 describe procedures and 
practices that allow appellate courts to differentiate 
and expedite processing of appeals. Each table 
l'eports on the response to a survey completed by the 
clerk of the specific appellate court. In some states, 
the survey was completed by staff in the state court 
administrative office. Table 26 describes expedited 
procedures. The question asked was: Does the court 
make use of any special procedures for handling 
routine appeals (that is, .o.truu: than juvenile, child 
custody, tax appeals, or complex appeals)? Five 
choices were offered, with separate provision for civil 
and criminal appeais. 

A separate question was asked about special 
calendars: Have any special calendars been 
established by the court for appeals that deal with 
particular subject matter? That question was asked 
specifically about appeals involving tax, 
administrative agency, a juvenile in detention, other 
juvenile matters, and child custody. Several "other" 
categories were provided. The responses are 
summarized in Table 27 in terms of whether any 
special calendars exist and the types of cases 
involved. 

Appellate courts may restrict oral argument for 
routine cases. Appellate clerks were asked: If the 
use of oral argument is restricted for routine cases, 
who decides on the appeals to which the restriction 
applies? The question was asked separately for civil 
and criminal appeals, and the restrictions are shown 
for each court in Table 28. Finally, Table 28 reports 
on whether the justices or judges of an appellate 
court are required to issue a "reasoned opinion" in 
each appeal decided on the merits. The specific 
question asked was: Does your state's constitution or 
statutes require that the justices on your court write 
an opinion (published or unpublished) explaining the 
reasoning for the decision in every case that the court 
decides on the merits? 

Tables 26·28 were compiled in response to 
questions that may have been interpreted differently 
according to the rules and procedures of each COUl·t. 
More generally, appellate practice i13 a complex area, 
and the information compiled here is offered as a 
guide to more detailed examinations of procedural 
innovations focused in appellate courts. 
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Table 21 .. Clerks of Appellate Courts: Numbers and Method of Selection 

Court 
States/Courts: type Number of Clerks Method of Seleotion 

Alabama 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appolnt.ment 
Court of Criminal Appeals lAC 1 lAC appointment 
Court of Civil Appeals lAC 1 lAC appointment 

Alaska 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
Court of Appeals lAC (same as COLR) 

Arizona 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 lAC appointment 

Arkansas 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
Court of Appeals lAC (same as COLR) 

California 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
Courts of Appeal lAC 6 lAC appointment 

Colorado 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 

Court of Appeals lAC 1 lAC appointment 

Connecticut 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
Appellate Court lAC (same as COLR) 

Delaware 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 

District of Columbia 
Court of Appeals COLR 1 Execlltlve officer 

appointment subject to 
chief judge's approval 

Florida 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
District Courts of Appeal lAC 5 lAC appointment 

Georgia 
Supreme Court COLU 1 COLR appointment 

Court of Appeals lAC 1 lAC appointment 

Hawaii 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
intermediate Court lAC (same 8S COLR) 

of Appeals 

Idaho 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
Court of Appeals lAC (eame as LOLR) 

Illinois 
Supreme Court COLR 1 OOLR appointment 
Appellate Court lAC 5 lAC nppoltltment 

Indiana 
Supreme Court OOLR 1 PopUlar electloil 

Legend: CO,LR::.Court ofLnat Resort; IAC=Intermedlate Appellate Court; 
SCA=State Court Administrator; N/S=None stated 

Term of 
Office Minimum Qualifications 

Atplensure N/S 
Atpieasure N/S 
At pleasure N/S 

At pleasure Law degree, admittance to bar 

At pleasure Law degree 
At pleasure N/S 

6yrs N/S 

At pleasure N/S 
At pleasure N/S 

At pleasure Judicial administration: 6 yrs court 
administration experience: 2 yrs at 

supervisory level. (Law degree 
desirable) 

Atpieasure Degree in business, public or judicial 
administration; 6 yrs court 

administration experience: 2 yrs at 
supervisory level 

lyr Law degree 

At pleasure N/S 

Atp\easure N/S 

At pleasure N/S 
At pleasure N/S 

6 yrs, at pleasure Court's practice Is to appoint 
attorney 

6 yrs, at pleasure Admittance to bar 

Civil Service Hlgh School 

At pleasure N/S 

At pleasure NIB 
Atpleaauro N/S 

<lYra N/S 
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Table 21 -- Clerks of Appellate Courts: Numbers and Method of Selection 

Court Term of 
States/Courts; type Number of Clerks Method of Selection Office Minimum Qualifications 

Indiana (con't) 
Court of Appeals lAC (samo as CuLR) 
Tax Court lAC (same as COLR) -Iowa 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment At pleasure NIS 
Court of Appel1ls lAC (same as COLR) 

.- -Kansas 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment \I ;'l'S NJS 
Court of Appeals lAC (same ss COLR) 

-Kentucky 
Supreme Court COLR l(a) COLR appointment At pleasure NIS 
Court of Appeals JAC 1(11) lAC appointment At pleasure NIS 

Louisiana 
Supreme Courts COLR 1 COLR appointment At pleasure NIS 
Courts of Appeal JAC 5 lAC appointment At pleasure NIS 

Maine 
Supreme .Judicial Court COLR 1 trenure after 6 months (a) Admittance to bllr 

Maryland 
Court of Appeals COLR 1 COLR appointment Atplensure Admittance to bar 
Court of Special Appeals JAC 1 lAC appointment At pleasure Admittance to bar 

Massachusetts 
Supreme Judicial Court COLR 2(a) COLR appointment 5yrs NIS 

Appeals Court JAC 1 lAC appointment 5yrs N/S 

Michigan 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment At pleasure Law degree, admittance to bar 
Couri of Appeals lAC 1 lAC appointment At pleasure NIS 

Minnesota 
Supreme Court COLH 1 COLR, lAC appointment At pleasure NIS 
Court of Appeals JAC (snme as COLR) 

Mississippi 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment Atploasuro N/S 

Missouri 
Supremo Court COLR 1 COLR appointment Atpleasuro No{a) 
Court of Appeals lAC 3 lAC appointment At pleasure No(a) 

Montana 
Supreme Court COLR 1 Popular election 6yrs NIS 

Nebl'aslta 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment At pleasure NIS 
Court of Appeals lAC (same as COLR) 

Nevada 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR nppointment Atpleasuro NIS 

Now Hampshire 
Supremo Court COLR 1 COLR appointment At plellsU\'o Law degree, ndmlttnncl;\ to b[lf 

NowJ(lrsoy 
Supremo Court COLH 1 COLR IIppointment At plensule NIl:) 
Appellate Division of 

Superior Court lAC t COI~R appointment At pleelsuro N/S 

, .. -
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Table 21 .. Clerks of Appellate Courts: Numbers and Method of Selection 

Court 
States/Courts: type Number of Clerks Method of Selection 

New Mexico 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLH appointment 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 lAC appointment 

N6w¥ork 
COI,lrt of Appeals COLR 1 COLR appointment 
Appellate Divisions of 

Supreme Court lAC 4 lAC appointment 

Appellate Terms of 
Supreme Court lAC 2 lAC appointment 

NOl'th Carolina 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
Co"~t of Appeals lAC 1 lAC appointment 

N~rth Dakota 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 

Ohio 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
Cowt of Appeals lAC 12(a) Popular election 

Oklnhoma 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLRIIAC appointment 
Court of Criminal Appeals COLR (same as COLH) 
Court of Appeals lAC (same as COLR) 

" Oregol' 
1 (same as lAC and Chief Justice 

Suprom€l Court COLR SCA) appointment 

Court of Appeals lAC (same as COLE) 

Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court COLH 1 COLR appointment 

Prel'1ident Judge 
Sup~rior Court IAC 1 appointment 

President Judge 
COi"monwealth Court lAC 1 appointment 

Rhode Island 
1 Gubernatorial 

Supreme Court COLR (same as SCA) appointment 

South Cnrolina 
Supreme Court COLR 1 COLH appointment 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 lAC appointment 

~hD;kota 
Supreme Court COLR 1 CL'"E appointment 
----' --. Tennessee 
Suprame Court COLH l(a) COLR appointment 
Court of Appeals IAC l(b) 

Court ofCrimlnnl Appeals lAC l(b) 

Texas 
Supromo Court COLR 1 COLR appointment 
COllrt ol'Crlminal Appeals COLE 1 COLH appointment 
Courts of Appeals lAC 14 lAC appointment 

Utah 
SCAt Chief Justice 

Supreme Court COLR 1 appointment 

Legend: COLR:::Court ofLnst Resort; IAC=lntermedlnte Appellate Court; 
SCA:::Stnte Court Administrator; N/S=None stated 

Term of 
Office Minimum Qualifications 

At pleasure Law degree, admittance to bar 
At pleasure Law degree, admitt("Ice to bar . 
At pleasure Law degree, 10 yrs state bar 

At pleasure Law degree, 10 yrs state bar 

At pleasure Law degree, 10 yrs state bar 

At pleasure NIS 
At pleasure NIS 

At pleasure NIS 

At pleasure N/S 
4 yrs N/S 

At pleasure Admittance to bar 

At pleasure College 

At pleasure Lawyer 

At pleasure N/S 

AtpleaBure N/S 

5yrs N/S 

4yrs NIS 
4yrs N/S 

At pleasure N/S 

6yrs N/S 

4yrs NIS 
4yrs N/S 
4yrs N/S 

At pleasllre Law degree, admittanco to bar 

State Court Organization 1998 185 



. 

. 

.. --------------------------------------------------------~----------------

Table 21 .. Clerks of Appellate Courts: Numbers and Method of Selection 

Court 
States/Courts: type Number of Clerks 

Utah (con't) 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 

Vermont 
Supreme Court COLR 1(same as SCA) 

Virginia 
Supreme Court COLR 1 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 

Washington 
Supreme Court COLR 1 
Court of Appeals lAC 8 

West Virginia 
Supreme Court of Appeals COLR 1 

Wisconsin 
Supreme Court COLR 1 
Court of Appeals lAC (same as COLR) 

Wyoming 
Supreme Court COLR 1 

Puerto Rico 
Supreme Court COLR 1 
Court ofAppeals(a) JAC 2 

Federal 
US Supreme Court COLR 1 
US Courts of Appeals lAC 1 each 

FOOTNOTES: 

Kentucky: 
(a)Presently both positions are filled by the same person. 

Maine: 
(a)Subject to collective bargaining contract. 

Massachusetts: 
(a)There Is a clerk of the Supreme Judicial Court (SJC) for the 
Commonwealth and a clerk of the SJC for Suffolk County. 

Missouril 
(a)The court's practice has been to appoint an attorney. 

Ohiol 

Term of 
Method of Selection Office Minimum Qualifications 

state appellate court 
administrator with At pleasure Law degree, admiUance to bar 

concurrence of Chief 
Justice 

COLR appointment At pleasure Law degree 

COLR appointment, At pleasure N/S 
lAC appointment At pleasure N/S 

COLH appointment At pleasure Admittance to bar 
lAC appointment At pleasure N/S 

COLR appointment At pleasure N/S 

COLR appointment Atpleasu:t'e College, 2 yrs related experience 

COLR At pleasure N/S 

COLR At pleasure Admittance to bar 
lAC At pleasure Admittance to bar 

COLR appointment At pleasure Lawdegreo 
lAC appointment At pleasure Law degree 

Tennessee: 
(a)OOLR app,:,ints one chief clerk and three chief deputy clerks. 
(b)COLR appohlts three chief deputy clerks, one each in Knoxville, 
Nashville and Jackson, serving the COLR and lAC in that region. 

Puerto Rico: 
(a)The Puerto Rican Court of Appeals was in function thrCl'lgh 
November 1992 to August 1993 when it was abolbhed by law. The 
15 appellate judges will continue working ~n other judicial matters 
'J,l1tU the termination of their tenure (16 years). 

(n)Common Pleas Court clerk Is also clerk of the Court of Appeals. 
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Table 22 •• Direct Support Staff to Appellate Court Judges 
Oourt Number of olerks for ohief Number of olerks tor eaoh Number of oentral 

States/Oourts: type justioes! judR'es assooiate justioe! jud~e law staff 

Alabama 
Supreme Court COLR 3(a) 3(a) 4 
Court ofCriminnl Appeals JAC 3 3 0 
Court of Civil Appeals lAC 3 3 0 

Alaska 
Supreme Court com 2 2 11 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 8 

Arizona 
Supreme Court com 2 2 8 PTE 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 18 

At-kansas 
Supreme Court com 2 2 0 
Ct}urt of Appeals lAC 2 2 5 

California 
Supreme Court COLR 8 5 29 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 58 

Colorado 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 1 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 1 16 

Connecticut 
Suprllme Court COLR 2 1.5 44(a) 
Appellate Court lAC 2 1 44(a) 

Delaware 
Supreme Court COLR 1.5 1.5 0 

District of Columbia 
Court of Appeals com 3 2 8 

Florida 
Supreme Court COLH 3 2 1 
District Courts of Appeal lAC 2 2 19 

Georgia 
Supreme Court COLH 3 2 3 
Court of Appeuls lAC 3 3 1 

Hawaii 
Supreme Court com a 2 4 
Intermediate Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 0 

Idaho 
Supreme Court com 2 2 1 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 1 

Illinois 
Supreme Court COLn 3 3 24 
Appellate Court lAC 2 2 88 

Indiana 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 11 
Court of Apponls lAC 3(a) 3(a) 6 
'fax Cflurt lAC 3 3 2 

Iowa 
Supreme Court COLR 1 1 8 
Court of Appeals JAC 1 1 1 
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Table 22 .. Direct Support Staff to Appellate Court Judges 

Court Number of oledes for ohief Number of olerks for eaoh Number of oentral 
States/Courts: type justioes! judltes assooiate iustioe/iudlte law staff 

Kansas 
Supreme Court COLR 1 1 1 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 1 14 

ICentuoky 
Supreme Court COLR 1 1 6(a) 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2(b) 8 

Louisiana 
Supreme Court COLR 3 3 8 
Courts of Appeal lAC 2 2 46 

~ 

Maine 
Supreme Judicial Court COLR f~ 1.5 1 

Mal'yland 
Court of Appeals COLR 2 2 0 
Court of Special Appeals lAC 2 2 6 

Massaohusetts 
Supreme Judicial Court COLR 2 2 20 
Appeals Court lAC 2 1 31 

Miohigan 
Supreme Court COLR 3 3 16 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 1 70 

Minnesota 
Supreme Court COLR 1 1.5 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 15 

Mississippi 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 8 

.~ 

Missouri 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 1·2 1·2 1·4 

Montana 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 18 

Nebraska 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 1 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 1 1 

Nevada 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 11 

New Hampshire 
Supreme Court COLR 2.6 2 2 

New Jersey 
Supreme Court COLR 3 2·3 2 
Appellate Division of Superior Court lAC 2 1 25 

New Mexloo 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 0 
Court of Appeals JAC 1 1 H 

NewYorlt 
Court of Appeal(l COW 3 2 12 
Appellate Divisions of Supreme Court lAC 3 2 70 
Appellate '!'erms of Supreme Court lAC 1 1 10 
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Table 22 •. Direct Support Staff to Appellate Court Judges 

Court Number of clerks for chief Number of clerks for each Number of central 
States/Courts: t~e jus til,les/ judges associate justice! judge law staff 

North Carolina 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 0 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 4 

North Dakota 
Supreme Court COLR 1 1 6 

Ohio 
Supreme Court COLR 1 2 20 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 Varies 

Oklahoma 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 7 
Court of Criminal Appeals COLR 2 2 4 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 0 

,-
Oregon 
Supreme Court COLR 1 1 2 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 (a) 6.6 

Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court COLR Varies Varies Varies 
Superior Court lAC 5 Varies Varies 
Commonwealth Court lAC 4 4 58 

Rhode Island 
Supreme r:ourt COLR 3 2 6 

South Carolina 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 11 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 1 5 

South Daltota 
Supreme Court COLR 1 1 3 

Tennessee 
Supreme Court COLH. 1 1 7 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 1 4 
Cottrt of Criminal Appeals lAC 1 1 3 

Texas 
Supreme Court COLH. 3(ai 3(a) 0 
Court of Criminal Appeals COLH. 2 2 12 
Courts of Appeals lAC 14(b) 14(b) 9(c) 

Utah 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 2 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 3 

Vermont 
Supreme Court com 2 1 2 

Virginia 
Supreme Court COLR 1 1 8 
Court of Appeals lAC 1 1 5(a) 

Washington 
Supreme Court COLR 2 2 8 
Court of Appeals lAC 2 2 43 

West Virginia 
Supreme Court of Appeals com 4 4 1 
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Table 22 .• Direct Support Staff to Appellate Court Judges 

Court Number of clerks for chief Number of clerks for eaoh Number of oentral 
States/Courts: tYlle justices! jud2"es assooiate justice/judJl'e law staff 

Wisoonsin 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 

Wyoming 
Supreme Court COLR 

Puerto Rioo 
Supreme Court COLR 

Federal 
US Supreme Court COLR 
US Courts of Appeals(a) lAC 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a)Judge and justices may have 3 positions. No more than 2 can be 
staff attorneys. The remainder may be law clerks. 

Connectiout: 
(a) Includes 24 attorneys, 1 executive assistant (lAC), 1 Chief 
Administrative Offi('.er (COLR & lAC) Bnd 18 paralegals. Staff is 
shared by COLR and lAC except executive assistant for lAC. 

Indiana: 
(a)Judges may at their own discretion have more than 3 clerks. 

Kentuoky: 
(a)One attorney serves as Supreme Court Administrator and 
Glmeral Counsel. 
(b)Sixjustices use only one clerk. 

Oregon: 
(a)Slxteen total: seven Justices have two clerks; two justices have 
one clerk. 
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1 
1 

1 

3 

4 
3 

1 4 
1 13 

1 III 

2 10 

4 2(b) 
2·3 Varies 

Texas: 
(a)Includes Ol1e staff attorney. 
(b)One law clerk is assigned to the chief justice of each court of 
appeals, and one law clerk is assigned to each justice of each court of 
appeals. 
(c)This is the total number of central law staff for all 14 courts of 
appeals. 'l'he number of central law staff varies from court to court. 

Virginia: 
(a)Two are part·tlme emp:oyees. 

Federal: 
(a)Information provided is based on the Fourth Circuit. Infol'luaticl1 
for the other circuits may vary. 
(b)Not includin~: law.trained research librarians. 
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I Table 23 .• Mandatory and Discretionary Jurisdiction of Appellate Courts 

Administrative Post Death 
Court Civil Criminal Agency Extraordinary Guilty Conviction Penalty Sentencing 

StateslCDurts: type Appeals Appeals Appeals Writs Pleas Relief Cases Issues 
Alabama 

Supreme Court COLR M NJ M M NJ NJ NJ NJ 

Court of Civil Appeals lAC M NJ M M NJ M NJ NJ 

Court of Criminal Appeals lAC NJ M NJ M NJ M M NJ 

Alaska 

Supreme Court COLR M D M Both NJ M NJ D 

Court of Appeals lAC NJ Both NJ Both NJ M NJ M 

Arizona 

Supreme Court COLR Both Both D D D D M (a) 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M(b) M NJ M NJ M 

Arkansas 

Supreme Court COLR M M M M M M M M 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M NJ M NJ NJ M 

.' California 

Suprem'l Court COLR D(a) D(a) D(a) D(a) D(a) D(a) M D(a) 

Court of Appeals lAC M M D D M D NJ M 

Colorado 

Supreme Court COLR D D D M D D M D 

CQurt of Appeals lAC M M M M M M NJ M 

Connecticut 

Supreme Court COLR D D(a) D M D(a) D M M 

Appellate Court lAC M M M M M M NJ NJ 

Delaware 

Supreme Court COLR M M M M M M M M 

District of Columbia 

Court of Appeals COLR M M M M (n) M NJ M 

Florida 

Supreme Court COLR D DIM(a) DIM(b) D N.T D M D 

District Courts of Almeal lAC M M M D NJ M NJ M 
Georgia 

Supreme Court COLR M NJ NJ M M D M M 

Court of Appeals lAC Both Both D NJ M NJ NJ M 

Hawaii 

Supreme Court COLR M M M D M M NJ M 

I 
Intermediate Court of Appeals lAC M M M D M M NJ M 

Idaho 

Supreme Court COLR M M M M M M M M 

Court of Appenls JAC M lV M M M M NJ M 

Illinois 

Supreme Court COLR D D D D D D M D 

Appellate Court lAC M M M NJ D M NJ M 

I 
Legend: D:::Discretionary, M:::Mandlltory, NJ=No .Jurisdiction, 
COLR:::Court ofLast Rosort, IAC:::lntermedillte Appellate Court 
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Table 23 .. ~ I\fandatory and Discretionary Jurisdiction of Appellate Courts 

Administrative Post Death 
Court Civil Crimitlal Agency Extraordinary Guilty Conviction Penalty Sentencing 

States/Courts: type Appeals Appeals Appeals Writs Pleas Relief Cases bsues 
Indiana 

Supreme Court COLR D 11 D M M M M M 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M M M M NJ M 

'ra'\( Court lAC NJ NJ M NJ NJ NJ NJ NJ 

IQwa 

Supreme Court COLR Both Both M Both M Both N.r Both 

Court of Appeals L\C Both Both M Both M Both NJ Both 

Knnsas 

Supreme Court COLR D D D M Both D NJ Both 

Court of Appeals lAC 11 M M M M M NJ M 

Kentucky 

Supreme Court COLR D Both(a) M M D D 11 D(b) 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M M M M NJ M 

Louisiana 

Supreme Court COLR Both Both Both D Both D M D 

Courts of Appeal lAC M M M D Both D NJ D 

Maine 

Supreme Judicial Court COLR M M(a) M(b) NJ M D N.T Both (c) 

Maryland 

Court of Appeals COLR D D ) D D D M D 

Court of Special Appeals lAC M M 11 M NJ D NJ NJ . 
Massachusetts 

Supreme Judicial Court COtR Both Both Both D N.T D NJ NJ 

Appeals Court lAC M M M D NJ D NJ NJ 

Michigan 

Supreme Court(a) COLil D D D Both D D N.r D 

Court of Appeals lAC 11 M M D M M NJ M 

Minnesota 

Supreme Court COLR Both Both D D D D NJ D 

Court of Appeals lAC M 11 M M M M NJ M 

Mississippi 

Supreme Court COLR 11 M M M NJ M M NJ 

Missouri 

Supreme Court COLR Both D D D D D M D 

Court of Appeals lAC 11 M M M M M NJ M 

Montana 

Supreme Court COLR 11 M D D M M M (n) 

Nebraska 

Supreme Court COLn D D D M D D M D 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M M M M Ntr M 

Nevada 

Supreme Court COLR M M M M M M M M 
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Table 23 •. Mandatory and Discretionary Jurisdiction of Appellate Courts 

Administrative Post Dp.ath 
Court Civil Criminal Agency Extraordinary Guilty Conviction Penalty Sentencing 

States/Courts: type Apueals Appeals Appeals Writs Pleas Relief Cases Issues 
New Hampshire 

Supreme Court COLR D D D 0 D D D D 

NewJersey 

Supreme Court(a) COLR Both Both Both Buth Both Both M Both 

Appellate Division of Superior lAC M M M M M M NJ M 
Court 

NewMaxico 

Supreme Court COLR M(a) NJ NJ D NJ D M NJ 
Court of Appeals lAC M M M NJ M NJ NJ M 

New York 

Court of Appeals COLR M M M M D D M D 

Appellate Division of Superior lAC M M M M M D NJ M 
Court 

Appellate Terms of Superior lAC M M NJ NJ M M NJ NJ 
Court 

North Carolina 

Supreme Court COLR D D Both 0 D D M Both 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M Both M Both NJ M 

North Dakota 

Supreme Court COLR M M M D M M NJ M 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M D M M NJ M 

Ohio 

Supreme Court COLR D D D M D D M D 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M M M M M M 

OWahoma 

Supreme Court COLR M NJ M D NJ NJ NJ NJ 
Court of Criminal Appeals COLR NJ M NJ D M M M M 

Court of Appeals lAC M(n) NJ M D NJ NJ NJ NJ 
Oregon 

Supreme Court COLR Both Both M D NJ NJ M D 

Court n" Appeals lAC M M M M M M NJ M ---Pennsylvania 

Supreme Court COLR Both Doth Both Both NJ Both M NJ 
I SUperior Court lAC Both M Both Both NJ M NJ NJ 
! Commonwealth Court lAC M M Both Both NJ Both NJ NJ 
I -Rhode Islnnd 

Supreme Cout·t COLR M M D D NJ M NJ M 

South Carolina 

Supreme Court COLR M M M D M D M M 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M M NJ NJ NJ NfJ 
'--
I South Daltota 

I Supreme Court COLR M M M D M M M M 
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Table 23 -- Mandatory and Discretionary Ju.risdiction of Appellate Courts 

Administrative Post Death 
Court Civil Criminal Agency Extrao).'dinary Guilty Conviction Penalty Sentencing 

States/Courts: type Appeals Appeals Aupeals Writs Pleas Relief Cases Issues 
Tennessee 

Supreme Court COLR D D D D D D M D 

Court of Appeals lAC M NJ M D NJ NJ NJ NJ -Tennessee (con't) 

Court of Cr.iminal Appeals lAC NJ M NJ D M M M M 

-' Texas 

Supreme Court COLH D NJ D M NJ NJ NJ NJ 

Court of Criminal Appeals COLR NJ D NJ M D D M Both 

Courts of Appeal lAC M M M M M M NJ M 

Utah 

Supreme Court OOLR M NJ M M M M M D 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M Both M M NJ D 

Vermont 

Supreme Court COLR M M M M M M NJ D 

Virginia 

Supreme Court COLR D NJ Both D l'ITJ D M D 

Court of Appeals lAC NJ D M D D D NJ D 

Washington 

Supreme Court COLR D D D D D D M D 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M NJ M M NJ M 
, 

West Virginia 

Supreme Court of Appeals COJJR D D D D D D NJ D 

Wisconsin 

Supreme Court COLR NJ NJ NJ NJ NJ NJ NJ NJ 

Court of Appeals lAC M M M M M M N,,~ M 

Wyoming 

Supreme Court COLR M M M M M D M M 

Puerto Rico 

Supreme Court COLR D M D D D D NJ M 

FOOTNOTES: - .-
Arizona: Florida: 
(a)Sentencing Issues might be raised in any case. (a)Death penalty. 
(b)Divislon I has discretion In unemployment appeals. (b)Public Service Commission. 

California: Kentucky: 
(a)Revlew of lAC decision. (II)Mandatory jurisdiction If sentence .Is more than 20 yenrs, Ufe or 

death. 
Connecticut; (b)Mandatory jutisdiction in capital cases. 
(a)Mnndatory ifmaximum sentence which could be imposed for 
felony offense exceeds 20 years. Maine: 

(a)Except extradition cases, which are discretionary, 
District of Colwnbla: (b)Except workers' compensation appeals, wWch are discretionary, 
(a)There Is no direct appeal of a suilty plea. (c)Mnndatory Iferro)' Is clear on the record in a direct appenl. 
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Table 23 .. Mandatory and Discretionary Jurisdiction of Appellate Courts 

Michigan: 
(a)This court has mandatory jurisdiction over judicial tenure 
commission matters where the commission has entered a 
disciplinary order. 

Montana: 
(a)Handled by a sentence review division. 

New Jersey: 
(a)Mandatory when there is a dissent in the Appellate Division or 
when substantial constitutional question of first impression is 
presented. 

New Mexico; 
(a)Ouly contract cases are heard in the Supreme Court. 

Oklahoma: 
(a)Includes cases assigned by the Supre'"le Court. 
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Table 24 .. Type of Court Hearing Administrative Agency Appeals 

AdDlinistrativeAgencv 
Medical Worker's Public Unemployment Public Other 

States: Malpractice Compensation Service Insurance Welfare Insurance TnxReview Atrencies 

Alabama H ~ G G ~ G G G 

Alaska ,. G G G G G G G 

Arbon a ~ (lIIAC/COLR(a) G lAC G G G G 

Arkansas N lAC lAC lAC ~ N M G 

California ~ lAC COLR G G G G G 

Colorado ~ lAC COLR lAC lAC G lAC ~ 

Connecticut - lAC G G G G G ~ 

Delaware G (I G G G G G G 

District of Columbia COLR COLR COLR COLR COLR G G COLU(a), G 

Flol'ida (a) lAC COLR lAC IAC(b) lAC lAC lAC 

Georgia O(a) G G G G 0 G G 
Hawaii ~ COLR(a) COLR(a) COLR(a)/G G G (b) COLR(a) 

Idaho (a) COLR COLR COLR G a G G 

Illinois ~ lAC lAC G G a G lAC 

Indiana G lAC lAC lAC ~ ~ IAC(a) G 

Iowa ~ G G G G G G G 
Kansas G lAC O(a) G G G OIlAC O/COLR 

Kentucky ~ lAC G G a a a G 

Louisiana G lAC G, thenCOLR G - a a a, then lAC 

Maine .. COLR COLR G G G G G 

Mal'ylllnd G a a G G G G G 
Mnssachusetts ~ lAC, then COLR G G G G G G 
Michigan ... G G G G a G a 
Minnesota .. COLR lAC lAC ~ ~ COLR ~ 

Mississippi ~ G COLR a - a - ... 
Missouri (a) G G lAC a G a a 
Montana a G G .. ... .. G G 
Nebraska ~ (a) G G G G G G 

Nevada ~ G G G G a a G 
New Hampshire ... COLR COLR COLR (a) COLR COLR COLR , 
New Jel'sey ~ IAC(a) ~C(a) IAC(a) IAC(a) IAC(a) L(a, b) lAC(a) 
l'.ewMexico - lAC COLR lAC lAC COLR(a) lAC lAC 
New Yorlt(a) ~ lAC lAC lAC G G G GIrAC 
NOJith Carolina .. lAC lAC a lAC lAC lAC (n) 

North Dakota N G G G ... (i, ... N 

Ohio .. COLRlIAC COLRIIAC G N N COLRor lAC .. 
Oltlahoma - (a) GorCOLRlIAC G or COLRIIAC ~ GorCOLR COLR or lAC ... 
Oregon .. lAC lAC lAC lAC lAC COLR lAC 
Pennsylvania G IAC(a) G a G G G a 
Rhode Island ... COLR COLR L ... G L G 
South Carolina N G G a G G G G 
South Dakota .. G G G G G G G 
Tennessee (a) G lAC G a a G G 
Texas a GorL G GorL ~ G G G 
Utah G lAC COLR lAC G G COLRIO COLlUIAC/G 
Vermont 0 COLR COLR COLR G G COLR COLR 
Virginia G lAC G G G COLR G GorL 
Washington ... (a) (n) G G G ~n) (n) 
West Virginia N COLR G 0 ... ~ G G 
Wisconsin (n) G G G G G G ... 
Wyoming (n) G COLR a H COLH G .. 
Puerto Rioo 0 G G 0 G G G G 
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Table 24 ~~ Type of Court Hearing Administrative Agency Appeals 

FOOTNOTES: 

Arizona: 
(a)On appeal 

Dlatrlct of Columbia: 
(a) COLR U'agoncy provided trial.type hearing in a contested case, 
otherwise it is general jurisdiction. 

Florida: 
(a)Supreme Court has discretion to hear decisions of great public 
importlUlce that affect proper administration of Justice. Action 
concerl'Jng medical licensing disciplinary proceedings by tho 
Department of Professional Regulation are appealed to lAC. 
(b)Final agency action regarding recovery of overpayments of 
welfare fraud appeals heard by lAC. 

Georgia: 
(a)Tried in general jurisdiction court or as IUl alternative process 
with appeal in goneraljurisdictlon. 

Hnwnii: 
(a) 'rhe COLR may trlUlsfer a case to the lAC. 
(b)Tax Appeal Court (specialized court) presided over by circuit 
court judge. 

Idnho: 
(a) Cases are initially brought to a medlcnl mnlprnctice hearing panel 
(conclusions are not binding); case may be filed In the district court 
(G). 

Indiana: 
(a)Tax Court (lAC) 

Kanana: 
(a)Rate cflses to lAC 

Missouri: 
(a)No tribunals exist. Declared unconstitutional. 

Nebraaka: 
(a) Court of Appeals hears appeals from worker's compensation court 
(LI). 

New Hampshire: 
(a)By petition for writ of certiorari to superior or supreme court 
(concurront jurisdiction). 

New Jersey: 
(a)The COLR Ill,ny, on its own motion certify any action or class of 
actions for appeal, or the litigant may move for certification of an 
appeal pending in the appellate division. 
(b)Appeals from county boards of taxation are heard by the tax court 
which is a limited jurisdiction court. 

New Mexico: 
(a)Ifbreach of contract action. 

New York: 
(a)Appeals from final decisions of all administrative agencies go to 
the Supreme Court in Article 78 proceodings. 

North Carolina: 
(a)Superior court; some to lAC; COJ"R hears general rate cases from 
utilities commission. 

Oklahoma: 
(a)Worker's Compensation Court (L) 

Pennsylvll.'lial 
(a)Commonwealth Court (Intermediate Appellate Court) 

Tennessee; 
(a)Chancery Court ofDavitison County (G) 

Washington: 
(a)Generally administrative agency cases enter the state court 
system through the superior court (G), although they may first be 
heard by the district and municipal court,s (L) when It falls within 
the sub.lqct matter/geographlcaljurlsdiction of the court. Appeals 
may be \; ken to the superior court (G) as IUl ap}1flal on the record. 

Wiseons\ 1)1 

(a)Cases are taken to the circuit court (G) and are required to go 
through a medical mediation plUlei, organizecl through the AOC. 

Wyoming: 
(a) Medical malpractice tribunals havo been eliminated. 
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Table 25 •. Case Selection and Panel Structure in Appellate Courts 

Who Makes Decision on Granting Petitions? 
Number 

Court Necessary to 
States/Courts: type En banc Panel Commissioner Single Justice Grant Review 

Alab 11m a 

Supreme Court COLR Yes No N No 5 

Court of Criminal Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdiction H N .. N 

Court of Civil Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdiction N N N N 

Alaska 

Supreme Court COLR Yes N N No(a) S 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes N N No(a) 2 

Arizona 

Supreme Court COLR Yes N No No S 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes N No 2 

Arkansas 

Supreme Comt COLR No discretionary jurisdiction - H H H 

Court of Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdiction N H N N 

California 

Supreme Court COLR Yes N No No(a) 4 

Courts of Appeal lAC No Yes No No(a) 2 

Colorado 

Supreme Court COLR Yes N .. No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdiction N .. N N 

Connecticut 

Supreme Court COLR Yes No N No 2 

Appellate Court lAC Yes No N No 2 

Delaware 

Supreme Comt COLR Yes Yes ~ No 3 
,--

District of Columbia 

Court of Appeals COLR No Yes N No lor 2(a) 

Florida 

Supreme Court COLR Yes No N No 4 

District Com'ts of Appeal lAC No Yes N No 2 

Georgia 

Supreme Court COLR Yes N N No 4 

Court of Appellls lAC No Yes N No 3·5(a) 

Hawaii 

Supreme Court COLR Yes N .. No 3 

Intermediate Court of Appeals lAC No(a) 3 N No 2 

Idaho 

Supreme Court COLR YeS H H No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdlctlon(a) N H H H 

Illinois 

Supreme Court COLR Yes H H No 4 
Appellnte Court lAC No Yes ... No 2 
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Table 25 u Case Selection and Panel Structure in Appellate Courts 

Structure of Panels 
Number Deciding Permanent or Frequency of 
Whether to Gl'ant Size of Rotnting Membership 

Review Number ofPnnels Panels Membership Rotation stntes/Courts: 
Alabnma 

9 2 5 Permanent .. Supreme Court 

.. Court does not sit in panels .. .. .. Court of Criminal Appeals 

.. Court does not sit in panels .. .. .. Court of Civil Appeals 

Alaska 

5 Court does not sit in panels .. - .. Supreme Court 

3 Court does not sit in panels .. - .. Court of Appeals . 
Arizona 

5 Court does not sit in panels .. - Supreme Court 

3 7(a) 3 Rotating 3 times/yr Court of Appeals 

Arkansas 

.. Court does not sit in panels .. - .. Supreme Court 

.. 2 3 Rotating (a) Court of Appeals 

California 

7 Court does not sit in panels - .. - Supreme Court 

3 18 3 (b) Case/calemlar Court of Appeals 

Colorado 

3 Court does not sit in panels - .. .. Supreme Court 

.. 3(a) 3 Rotating 3 times/yr Court of Appeals 

Connecticut 

7 1 5 Rotating Daily Supremo Court 

9 3 3(a) Rotating Daily Appellate Court 

Delaware 

3 10 3 Rotating By ease Supreme Court 

Distl'iat of Columbia 

3 Varies 3 Rotating Half-day Court of Appeals 

Florida 

5 Court does not sit in panels .. .. .. Supreme Court 

3 Varies 3 Rotating Varies District Courts of Appeals 

Georgia 

7 Court does not sit in panels .. .. - Supreme Court 

3-5(a) 3 8 Rotnting Yearly Court of Appeals 

Hawaii 

5 Court does not sit in panels .. - - Supreme Court 

3 Varies 3 Rotating Varies Intermediate Court of Appeals 
-Idaho 

5 Court does not sit in panels .. .. .. Supreme Court 

.. Court does not sit In panels .. .. .. Court of Appeals 

Illinois 

7 Court does not sit in panels .. .. .. Supreme Court 

a Varies 3(a) Rotating By case (b) Appellate Court 

Legend: COLR=Court ofLnst Resort, IAC=Jntermediato Appellate Court, .. =Not applicable State Court Organization 1998 199 
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Table 25 .. Case Selection and Panel Structure in Appellate Courts 

Who Makes Decision on Grantini! Petitions? 
Number 

Court Necessary to 
States/Courts: type En banc Panel Commissioner Sin Ide JustIce Grant Review 

Indiana 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ~ No No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes No No 2 

'rax Court lAC No discretionary jurisdiction ~ ~ H .. 
Iowa 

Supreme Court COLR No Yes .. No 2 

Court of Appeals IAC No discretionary jurlsdiction(b) .. .. .. .. 
~ansas 

Supreme Court COLR Yes .. - No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes .. No 3 

Kentuclty 

Supreme Court COLR Yes H H No 4 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes - No 2 

Louisiana 

Supreme Court COLR Yes H ~ No 4 

Courts of Appeal lAC No Yes H No 2 

Maine 

Supreme Judicial Court COLR Yes Yes(a) H No Varies 

Maryland 

Court of Appeals COLR Yes H - No 3 

Court of Special Appeals lAC No Yes .. Yes Varies 

Massachusetts 

Supreme Judicial Court COLR Yes ... ... No 2 or 3(a) 

Appeals Court lAC No No - Yes 1 

Michigan 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ... No No 4 

Court of Appeals IAC No Yes No No 2 

Minnesota 

Supreme Court COLR Yes No No No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes ... No 2 

Mississippi 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes(a) .. Yes(a) Varies 

Missouri 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ~ H No 4 

Court of Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdiction H H ... ~ 

Montana 

Supreme Court COLR Yes .. H No 4 

Nebraska 

Supreme Court COLR Yes No(a) ... No 4 

Court of Appeals IAC No Yes ... No ... 
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Table 25 -- Case Selection and Panel Structure in Appellate Courts 

Structure of Panels 
Number Deciding Permanent 01' Frequency of 
Whether to Grant Size of Rotating Membership 

Review Number of Panels Panels MembershJp Rotation States/Courts: 
Indiana 

5 Court does not sit in panels H H H Supreme Court 

a 5 a Permanent H Court of Appeals 

H Court does not sit in panels H H H Tax Court 

Iowa 

a 2 5(a) Rotating Monthly Supreme Court 

H 2 a Rotating Monthly Court of Appeals 

Kansas 

7 Court does not sit in panels H H H Supreme Court 

a a or 4(a) a Rotating (b) Court of Appeals 

Kentucky 

4 Court does not sit in panels H H H Supreme Court 

a 4 a Rotating Monthly Court of Appeals 

Louisiana 

7 Varies 7 Rotating 6-7 weeks Supreme Court 

a Varies aor5 Rotating Monthly Courts of Appeal 

Maine 

Varies Court does not sit in panels H H H Supreme Judicial Court 

Maryland 

7 Court does not sit in panels H H H Court of Appeals 

Varies Varies a Rotating Varies Court of Special Appeals 

Massachusetts 

7 1 5 Rotating Monthly Supreme .Judicial Court 

1 4 a Rotating Daily Appeals Court 

Michigan 

7 Court does not sit In panels H H H Supreme Court 

a 8 8 Rotating Monthly Court of Appeals -- Minnesota 

7 Varies 8 Rotating Monthly Supreme Court 

8 4 8 Rotating Monthly Court of Appeals 

Mississippi 

Varies a 3 Rotating Every 9 weeks Supreme Court -- Missouri 

7 Court does not sit in panels H H H Supreme Court 

.. (a) (b) Rotating (0) Court of Appenls 

Montana 

7 2 5 Rotating Byense Supremo Court 

Nebt'aska 

7 Court does not sit In panels H .. H Supremo Court 

a 2 8 Rotating 8 Months Court of Appeals 
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Table 25 •• Case Selection and Panel Structure in Appellate Courts 

Who Makes Decision on GrantingPetitions? 
Number 

Court Necessary to 
States/Courts: t!'-'Pe En banc Panel Commissioner Single Justice Grant Review 

Nevada 

Supreme Court COLR No discretionary jurisdiction ~ ~ ... ~ 

New Hampshire 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ~ ~ No 1 

New Jerse), 

Supreme Court. COLR Yes ~ ~ No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes (a) No No 2(a) 

New MexIco 

SupremE! Court COLR No Yes ~ No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No Yes(a) l(a) 

New York 

Court of Appeals COLR Yes ... ~ Yes(a) 2 (civil) 

Appellate Divisions of Supreme Court lAC No Yes ~ No 3 

Appellate Terms of Supreme Court lAC No Yes ~ No 1 

North Carolina 

Supl'eme Court COLR Yes ... ~ No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes ~ No 2 

North Dakota 

Supreme Court COLR No discretionary jurisdiction ~ ~ - ... 
Court of Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdiction ~ ... ... ... 

Ohio 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ~ ... No 4 

Court of Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdiction ~ ... ... ... 

Oklahoma 

Supreme Court COLR Yes - - ~ 5 

Court of Criminal Appeals COLR Yes ... ... ~ 3 

Court of Appeals JAC No discretionary jurisdiction ... ~ - ~ 

Oregon 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ~ ... No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC ~ ... ... ~ ... 
--Pennsylvania 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ~ ~ No 3 

Superior Court lAC Yes Yes ~ No No 

Commonwealth Court lAC Yes Yes .. Yes No 

Rhode Island 

Supreme Court COLH Yes No ... No 1 

South Carolina 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ... ... No 2 

Court of Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdiction .. - ... ~ 

South Dakota 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ~ ... No 3 
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Table 25 .• Case Selection and Panel Structure in Appellate Courts 

Structure of Panels 
Numbel' Deciding Permanent or Frequency of 
Whether to Grant Size of Rotating Membership 

Review Number of Panels Panels Membership Rotation States/Courts: 
Nevada 

~ Court does not sit in panels - ~ - Supreme Court 

New Hampshire 

5 Court does not sit in panels - - - Supreme Court 

New Jel'sey 

5 Court does not sit in panels - - - Supreme Court 

2(a) 7 parts of 4 judges 2to 3 Rotating (b) Court of Appeals 

New Mexioo 

3 1 per case 3·5 Rotating Monthly Supreme Court 

l(a) Varies 3 Rotating Bycuse Court of Appeals 

New York 

7 (civil) Court docs not sit In panels - - - Court of Appeals 

4 or 5(b) Varies (0) Rotating Daily AppllUate Divisions of Supremo Court 

8 1 3 Rotating Daily Appellate Terms of Supreme Court 

North Carolina 

7 Court docs not sit In panels - - - Supreme Court 

3 4 3 Rotating Every !lrd week Court of Appeals 

North Daltota 

- Court does not sit In panels - - - Supreme Court 

- Court docs not sit in panels - ~ - Court of Appeals 

Ohio 

7 Court docs not sit ill panels - - - Supreme Court 

- Varies 3 Rotating Weekly Court of Appeals 

Oldnhoma 

9 Court dOllS not sit in panols - ~ - Supreme Court 

5 Court does not sit in panels - - ~ Criminal Appeals 

~ 4 3 Rotating Almually Court of Appeals 

Oregon 

7 Court does not sit in panels - - ~ Supreme Court 

- 8 3 Permanent (a) Court of Appeals 

Pennsylvania 

3 Court does not sit, in panels ~ ~ ~ Supremo Court 

No Varies 3 (a) Discretionary Superior Court 

No Varies 3 Rotating Discretionary Commonwealth Court 

Rhode Island 

5 1 3 Rotating Monthly Supremo Court . 
South Cal'olina 

5 Court does nut sit in prmels - - - Supreme Court 

~ 2 3 Hotatlng (a) Court of Appeals 

South Daltota 

5 Court does not sit in panels ~ - - Supreme Court -
Legond: COLll::Court ofLaat Hesort, IAC=Intermodiate Appellate Court, ~=Not applicable State Court Organization 1993 203 
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Table 25 .. Case Selection and Panel Structure in Appellate Courts 

Who Mab.:es Decision on Granting Petitions? 
Number 

COUl't Neoessary to 
States/Courts: type En bane Panel Commissioner Single Justioe Grant Review 

Tennessee 

Supreme Court COLR Y6S ~ - No 2 

COllrt of Appeals lAC No Yes - No 2 

Court ofCriminnl Appeals lAC No Yes - No 2 

Texas 

Supreme Court COLR Yes - - No 4 

Court of Criminal Appeals COLR Yes - - No 4 

Courts of Appeals lAC No discretionary jurisdiction ~ - - -
Utah 

Supreme Court COLR Yes - - No 3 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes - No 2 

Vermont 

Supreme Court COLR Yes - - No 3 

Virginia 

Supreme Court COLR No Yes - Yes 1 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes - Yes 1 

Washington 

Supreme Court COLR No Yes (n) Yes (b) No 5 

Court of Appeals lAC No No Yes No 1 

West Virginia 

Suprllme Court of Appeals COLR Yes - - No 3 

Wisoonsin 

Supreme Court COLR Yes - No No 3·4 (a) 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes (b) - Yes (b) 2 

Wyoming 

Supreme Court COLR Yes ~ - No 3 

Puerto Rioo 

Supreme Court COLR Yes No - No 4 

Fedel'al 

U.S. Supreme Court COLR Yes - - No 4 

U.S. Courts of Appeals lAC Yes Yes - No 2 
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Table 25 •• Case Selection and Panel Structure in Appellate Courts 

Structure of Panels 
Number Deciding Permanent or FJ.·equency of 
Whether to Grant Size of Rotating Membership 

Review NumberflfPanels Panels Membership Rotation States/Courts: 
Tennessee 

6 Court does not sit in panels ... ... ... Supreme Court 

8 8 8 Permanent ... Court of Appeals 

8 3 3 Permanent ... Court of Criminal Appeals 

Texas 

9 Court does 110t sit in panels ... ... ... Supreme Court 

9 Court does not sit in panels ... ... ... Court of Criminal Appeals 

... Varit>s 3 Rotating (a) Varies Court of Appeals 

Utah 

6 Court does not sit in panels ... ... ... Supreme rourt 

3 Varies 3 Rotating Quarterly Court of Appeals 

Vermont 

6 (a) 3 Rotating Monthly Supreme Court 

Virginia 

3 3 3 Permanent ... Supreme Court 

3 4 3 Rotating By session Court of Appeals 

Washington 

6 Court does not sit in panels ... ... ... Supreme Court 

1 Varies 3 Rotating Varies by division Court of Appeals 

West Virginia 

6 Court does not sit in panels ... ... ... Supreme Court 

Wisconsin 

(a) r::ourt does not sit in panels ... ... ... Supreme Court 

8 4 3 (c) By case Court of Appeals 

Wyoming 

6 Court does not sit in panels ... ... ... Supreme Court 

Puerto Rico 

4 (a) ... ... ... Supreme Court 

Federal 

9 Court does not sit in panels ... ... ... U.S. Supreme Court 

3 Varies 8 Rotating U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Legend: COLR=Court of La at Resort, IAC::Intermedlate Appellate Court, ..... Not applicable State Court OrganizatioT£ 1998 205 
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Table 25 .. Case Selection and Panel Structure in Appellate Courts 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alaska: 
(a)Single justice or court of appeals judge makes recommendation to 
full court, which then votes en bane. 

Arizona: 
(a) Court of Appeals: 5 in Division 1; 2 in Division 2. 

Arkansas: 
(a)Every 4 weeks during submissions. 

California: 
(a)Theoretically possible in habeas cases, but not done by singlo 
justice. 
(b)Court of Appeals: Divisions of 3 judges are permanent; divisions 
of 4 or more rotate within division. 

Colorado: 
(a)Cm\rt of Appeals: 'fhe panels draft; all opinions; then submit 
drafts to IWI court for final approval. 

Conneoticut: 
(a)Appellate Court: 5 for motions, 9 for en bane. 

District of Columbia: 
(aHJsuallyone, two are necessary for interlocutory appeals only. 

Georgin: 
(a) Court of Appeals: If one judge on a panel dissents; 5 judges are 
required to grant review. 

Hawaii: 
(u)Discretionary jurisdiction only if assigned by Supreme Court. 

Idaho: 
(a)Court of Appeals: All cases are assigned to the court of appeals 
by the Supreme Court. 

Illinois: 
(a)Excopt for IndusLrial Division ofIAC which is a panel of five. 
(b)In Cook County there are flve divisions of 4 judges each. They sit 
in rotrlting panols of three but division membership is static. 

Iowa; 
(a)Supreme Court: 'l'hree member panels scre6n cases and handle 
non-oral fast track cases. 
(b)Court of Appeals: The Supreme Court reviews all appellate cases 
ready for transmission: may transfer cases to the Court of Appeals. 

Kansas: 
(a)Court of uppeals: Panels may be supplemented by other judges 
from time to time, and the composition ofa panel may vary from 
case to case. 
(bJChiefjudge designates as nocessaryj once per month 

Maine: 
(a)Court sits In panel during sentence review cases only. 

Massachusetts: 
(a)Direct appellnte review may be granted by two justices of the 
supreme judicial court or by 11 mnjorlty of justices of the appellate 
court. M.R.A.P. III. Further appellate review may be granted by 
three justices of the supremejudiclnl cour. or by a mnjorlty of the 
justices of the appenls court or by n mnjority of the Justlcos of the 
appeals court deciding the case. M.R.A.P 27.1. 
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Mississippi: 
(a)Depending upon emergency nature of situation. 

Missouri: 
(a)Western district is 3, eastern district is 5, and southern district is 
2. 
(b)Westel'\l and southern district is 3, southern district has one 3 
and one 4. 
(c)Eastern and southern districts is yearly, and western district is 
quarterly. 

New Jel'sey; 
(a)Court of App~als: Interlocutory appeals only. The presiding 
judge of a panel makes the fmul determination as to whether a 
matter will be decided by 2 or 3 judges. 
(b)Yearly, for parts; panels rotate by case. 

New Mexico: 
(n)Court of Appeals: for interlocutory appeals, Olle calendaring 
judge may grant review, to dellY review one judge must concur. 

NewYol'k: 
(a)Court of Appeals: a single justice can make decision to grant 
review for criminal cases, 
(b)Appellate Divisions of Supreme Court: varies by department. 
(c)AppeIlate Divisions of Supreme Court: 4 in first and second 
divisions; 5 In third and fourth divisions. 

Ol'egon: 
(a)At the discretion of the chief judge. 

Pennsylvania: 
(a)Appointed by the president jUdge. 

South Carolina: 
(a)At the discretion of the chief judge 

Vermont: 
(a)On "fast trackll cases. 

Washington: 
(a)Reviews from trial courts 
(b)Revlews from lAC 

Wisconsin: 
(a)A commissioner makes a recommendation on review. Ifthere is 
no objection during conference, the recommellliation is accopted. If 
there is an objection to a petition for review, the court votes and 
three oCthe seven members must agree to grant review. If a justice 
who initially voted to grant review makes a motion to dismiss as 
improvidently granted, it is dismissed when at least fOUf members 
agree to do BO. Petitions to bypass and certification are granted by a 
vote of four. 
{b)Elther a panel of 3 or 1 judge may make tho decision to grant Of 
deny discretionary petitions for loave to leave nppenl. determined by 
case typo and interpreted through statute. 
(c)Permanent in District 3. JU(lges in Districts 1, 2, and 4 rotute. 

Puel'to moo: 
(a)Panels aro permitted by law, but are not in use. 



Table 26 MM Expediting Procedures in Appellate Courts 

Useoe Use of Oral 
Preargument Expedited Argument in 

COUl't Settlement Advance Queue Briefing Lieu of Full Submission on 
States/Coul'tsl type Conference (fast tracking) Procedures Written Briefs Briefs Alone 

Alabama 

Supreme Court COLR No Yes Yes Yes No 

Court of Criminal Appeals lAC No Yes No No No 

Court of Civil Appeals lAC No No No No Yes 

Alaska 

Supreme Court COLR No Yes Yes No No 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes No No No 

Arizona 

Supreme Court COLR No No NQ No (a) 

Court of Appeals lAC No Civil/criminal Civil Civil Civil/criminal 

At'kansas 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No Yes 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No No Yes 

California 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No No 

Courts of Appeal lAC Civil(a) No Civil/criminal(b) No Civillcriminal(c) 
-Colorado 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC No Upon request Upon request(a) No No 

Connecticut 

Supreme Court COLR Civil/criminal Civillcriminal Civillcrlminal No No 
scheduling conference 

Appellate Court lAC Civil No Criminal No Civil at court's 
discretion 

-Delaware 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No Yes 
---- --- -- --- ---- -- - - -- -- - - ---~--- -

Istrict of Columbia 

'1ourt of Appeals COLR No(a) No No No No 

Florida 

Supreme Court COLR No Yes Yes No Yes 

pistrlct Courts of Appeal lAC No Yes Yes No Yes 
-----

fieorgla 

~upreme Court COLR No No No No No 

pourt of Appeals lAC Civil No No No No 
-------- ---- ------

fIawaii 

'upreme Court COLR No No No No Yes 

ntermedlate Court of Appeals lAC No No No No Yes 
---- -~------- --~--

dnho 

'l1preme Court COLR Civil No Death penalty No CiviVcrlminal 

"ourt of ApIlonls lAC No No No No CiviVcriminal 

---~----- -
-----~---- -- - --~-- - --- ---- --"-
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Table 26 •. Expediting Procedures in Appellate Courts 

Use or Use of Oral 
Prenrgument Expedited Argument in 

Court Settlement Advance Queue Briefing Lieu of Full Submission on 
States/Coul'tS: typ_e Conference (fast t.rackina-) Procedures Written Briefs Briefs Alone 

Illinois 

Supreme Court COLR No Ves Yes No Yes 

Appellate Court lAC No Yes Yes No Yes 

ImUana 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No No No 

True Court lAC No No No No No 

Iowa 

Supreme Court COLH No Civil/criminal No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No No No 

ICansns 

Supreme Court COLH No No No No No 

Court of Appoals lAC No No No No Civillcrhninal(a) 

Kentl~cky 

Supreme Court COLH No No No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC Civil Civil(a) No No No 

Louisiana 

Supreme Court COLH No Civillcriminal(a) Civil/criminal No No(b) 

Courts of Appeal lAC No Civil/criminal Civil/criminal No Yes 

Maine 

Supreme Judicial Court COLR No No Ad hoo basis No Civillcriminal 

Maryland 

Court of Appeals COLH No No No No No 

Court of Special Appeals lAC Civil Civil/criminal Civillcriminal No Civillcriminal 

Massnchusetts 

Supreme JUdicial Court COLR No No No No No 

Appeals Court lAC Yea No No No No 

Michigan 

Supreme Court OOLH No(a) No No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No No No 

Minnesota 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No No No 

Mississippi 

Supreme Court COLR Limited Yea Limited No Yes 

Missouri 

Supreme Court COLR No (a) (b) No If requested 

Court of Appeals lAC Civil Civil/criminal No No Civil/criminal 

Montana 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No No 

-
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States/Courts: 
Nebraska 

Supreme Court 

Court of Appeals 

Nevada 

I'upreme Court 

New Hli'mpshire 

Supreme Court 

New Jersey 

Supreme Court 

Appellate Division of Superior 
Court 

NewMexico 

Supreme Court 

Court of Appeals 

New York 

Court of Appeals 

Appellate Divisions of Supreme 
Court 

Appellate Terms of Supreme 
Court 

North Carolina 

Supreme Court 

Court of Appeals 

North Daltota 

Supreme Court 

Court of Appeals 

Ohio 

Supreme Court 

Court of Appeals 
-----

Oldahoma 

Supreme Court 

Court of Criminal Appeals 

Court of Appeals 

Oregon 

Supreme Court 

Court of Appeals 

ennsylvania 

'upreme Court 

uperlor Court 

ommonwealth Court 

-hode Island 

'upreme Court 

Table 26 .. Expediting Procedures in Appellate Courts 

Use of Use of Oral 
Preargument Expedited Al)rrument in 

Court Settlement Advance Queue Briefing L1euofFull Submission on 
type Ct,nference (fast tracking) Procedures Written Briefs Briefs Alone 

COLR No No No No CriminaI(a) 

lAC No No No No Crimlnal(a) 

COLR Civil No Criminal No CiviVcriminal 

COLR Civil No Civil No ClviVcriminal 

COLR No Yes No No No 

lAC Yes Yes Yes Yos Yes 

COLR No No No No Yes(a) 

lAC Civil Civillcrlminal(b) No No Yes 

COLR No ClviVcrlminal CiviVcrlminal No CiviVcrimlnal 

lAC No No Crlminal(a) No No 

lAC Civil No Civil No CiviVcrlminal 

COLR No No No No CivlVcrlminal(a) 

lAC Civil Civillcriminal No No CiviVcrlminal 

COLR No No No No No 

lAC No No No No No 

COLR No No No No CiviVcriminal 

lAC CiviVcrlmlnal Yes CiviVcriminal No CiviVcriminal 
--- ~--- - --- --

COLR ¥es Yes No No Yes 

COLR No Yes No Yes No 

lAC No Yes No No Yes 
--- --- -- --- -- - --

COLR No No Civil Civil Civil 

lAC No No Llmitod Civil No Civil 
-- -- ----- - ---- -- ------ ----- ------- -- -- - -- ---- -

COLR No No No No No 

lAC No Yes No No No 

lAC No Yes No No No 
----~~- ----~---

COLR Civil Criminal ClviVcrlminal No ClvlVcrlminnl 
--- ------"--
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Tablt~ 26 .. Expediting Procedures in Appellate Courts 

Use of Use ofO!,'al 
Preargumont Expedited Argument in 

Court Settlement Advance Queue Briefing Lieu of Full Submission on 
States/C.)urts: type Conference (fast tracking) Procoou\'OS Writttlll Briefs Briefs Alone 

South Carolina 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No Civil 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No No Civil 

South Dakota 

Supreme Court COLR Civil No No No No 

Tennessee 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No No 

Court of Appeals IAC No Civil Civil No No 

Court of Criminal Appeals IAC No No No No No 

Texas 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No Civil 

Court of Criminal Appeals COLR No No No No Criminal 

Courts of Appeals IAC No No No No Civil/criminal 

Utah 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No Civil/criminal 

Court of Appeals IAC No No No No Civil/criminal 

Vermont 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes Yes Yes Civil/criminal 

Virginia 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No No 

Court of Appeals IAC No Civil(a) No No No 

Washington 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No No 

Court of Appeals IAC No Yes(a) No No Yes 

West Virginia 

Suprema Court of Appeals COLR No Civil Clvil(a) No No 

Wisconsin 

Supreme Court COLR No No No No No 

Court of Appeals IAC No Clvil/criminal(a) Civil/criminal (a) No Civil/criminal 

Wyoming 

Supreme Court COLR No Nv Yes No No 

Puerto Rico 

Supreme Court COLR No No Yes No Yes 

FOOTNOTES ... - • 
Arizona: Colorado: 
(a)The Supreme Court may permit submission on briefs alone. (a)Upon request per rules in right to die cases 

California: District of ColumDla: 
(a)Not usually used (a)Rareiy invoked on request 
(b)Varies from district to district, responses represent 4th district: 
San Diego Kansas: 
(c)Encouraged (a)Cnses may be assigned to a summary calendar. 
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Table 26 M. Expediting Procedures in Appellate Courts 

Kentucky: 
(a)Spec!al appeals project 

Louisiana: 
(a)Speciai assignment for argument in cases where the state or a 
subdivision is a party, where ends of justice require or cases 
impressed with the public interest 
(b)Uponjoint motion of all parties, a case may be submitted without 
oral argument. 

Michigan: 
(a)The court can curtail briefing schedules, or make other 
acljustments but do so as a routine matter. 

Missouri: 
(a)The court uses an advance queue ifre(IUested by the parties or on 
court's own motion. 
(b)The court uses expedited briefing procedures if request is by the 
parties or on court's own motion. 

Nebraska: 
(a)Where accused entered plea of guilty or no contest or where sole 
allegation of error is an excessive or excessively lenient sentence. 

New Mexico: 
(a)Oral argument in civil and criminal OIUY upon request of party 
and permission of court 
(b)Now in preliminary experimental stap':l 

New York: 
(a)An incarcerated appellant may bring an appeal on calendar on 10 
days notice after filing record. 

North Carolina: 
(a) Occurs very rarely, and is at the discretion of the court. 

Virginia: 
(a)Workers' compensation cases only 

Washington: 
(a)Exceptional sentences and motions on the merits. 'l'hese are both 
initially decided by court commissioners; mo~ions on the merits 
affirm a trial court decision if the appeal is determined to be clearly 
without merit 

West Virginia: 
(a)Workers" compensation cases only 

Wisconsin: 
(a)Eliminated in criminal (only) as of 111/94 
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Table 27 .. Special Calendars in Appellate Courts 

Court 
States/Courts: type 

Alabama 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Criminal Appeals lAC 
Court of Civil Appeals lAC 
Alaska 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 
Arizona 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 
Arkansas 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 
California 
Supreme Court COLR 
Courts of Appeal lAC 
Colorado 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 
Conneotiout 
Supreme Court COLR 
Appe!late Court lAC 
Delaware 
Supreme Court COLR 
Distriot of Columbia 
Court of Appeals COLR 
Florida 
Supreme Court COLR 
District Courts of Appeal lAC 
Georgia 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 
Hnwaii 
Supreme Court COLR 
Intermediate Court of Appeals lAC 
Idaho 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 
Illinois 
Supreme Court COLR 
Almellate Court lAC 
Indiana 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals lAC 
'l'ax Court lAC 
Iowa 
Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appe&ls lAC 

Kansas 
Supreme Court COLR 
Court. of Appeals lAC 
I{entuoky 
Supreme Court COLR 
CourL of Appeals lAC 
Louisiana 
Supreme Court COLR 
COllrts of Annllal lAO 
Maino 
Su[,reme Judicial Court COLR 
Maryland 
Court of Appeals COLR 
COllrt of Sp~cial ApJlJm\s lAC 

212 State Court Organization 1993 

Speoial 
Calendars 

Yes 
No 
No 

~ 

~ 

No 
Yes 

No 
No 

No 
Yes 

No 
No 

Yes 
Yes 

No 

No 

No 
Yes 

No 
No 

No 
No 

Yes 
Yes 

Yes 
Yes 

Yes 
No 
~ 

Yes 

Yes 

No 
No 

No 
No 

Yes 
Yes 

No 

No 
No 

Types of Aupeals on Calendars 

Extraordinary Writs 
~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

Workers' Compensation AppealsJclustered) 

~ 

~ 

-
Juvenile Dependencv Appeals (streamlined track) 

~ 

~ 

Oral argument 
Oral argume'1t 

~ --
~ 

-
Oricinal Writs 

-
~ 

~ 

~ 

Adoption, Parent-Child Termination, Child CUstody 
Parent.Chiid Termination Child CUstody 

Accelerated docket 
Accelerated docket 

Public Service Commission Appeals, Industrial Board of Indiana Appeals 
~ 

-
Attorney Discipline, Adoption, Child Placement, Child Custody, Parent-Child 

Termination, Review of Court of Appeal's Opinions 
Attorney Discipline, Adoption, Child Placement, Child Custody, 

Parent· Child 'rermination 

~ 

-
~ 

-
Attorney Discipline, Appeals in which Stato is a Party 

Annellis In which State Is n Party, Post-Convictioll Proceedings 

~ 

~ 

w 

Legend: ~"'Not applicablo, COLR=Court ofLaat Resort, 
IAC=lntermediatG Appellate Court 



Table 27 .. Special Calendars in Appellate Courts 

Court Special 
States/Courts: type Calondru.'s _TyJJes of Ap31_eals on Calendars 

Massachusetts 
Supreme Judicial Court COLR No ~ 

_Appeals Court IAC No ~ 

Michigan 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Court of Appeals IAC No ~ 

Minnesota 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Court of Appeals IAC No ~ 

Mississippi 
Supreme Court COLR - -
Missouri 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Court of Appeals IAC No ~ 

Montana 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Nebraska 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Court of Appeals IAC No ~ 

Nevada 
Supreme Court COLR Yes Child Custody, Capital Criminal Almenls 
New Hampshire 
Supreme Court COLR No -
New Jersey 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Appellate Division ofSuparior Court LAC Yes DefIned Sentencing Issues Appeals (oral argumen.t calendars, considered without 
briefs but with transcript and court record) 

New Mexico 
Supreme Cou.rt COLR No ~ 

Court of Appeals IAC No ~ 

Ne;York 
Court of Appeals COLR Yes Election Matters (Motions and Allpeals Calendar) 
Appellate Divisions of Supreme Court IAC Yes Sentencing Appeals, Election Laws 
Appellate Terms of Supreme Court IAC Yes Incarcerated Appellants 
North Carolina 
Supreme Court COLR No -
Court of Appeals IAC No ~ 

North Dakota 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Court of Appeals IAC No -
Ohio 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes Accelerated Calendar (no case tvne specific) 
OWahoma 
Supreme Court COLR No -
Court of Criminal Appeals COLR No -
Court of Anpeals IAC No -
Oregon 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Court of Appeals IAC Yes Land Use Board of A.ppeal Termination of Parental Rights 
PonnsylvllDia 
Supreme Court COLR No -
Superior Court lAC No H 

Commonwealth Court lAC No H -Rhode Island 
SUllrElme Court COLR No -
South CaroUna 
Supreme Court COLR No -
Court of Anneals lAC No -
South Dakota 
Supreme Court COLR No ~ 

Tenness()o 
Supreme Court com Yes Workers' Compensation Appeals <heard by n three~iudge panel of senior iudges) 
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Table 27 ... Special Calendars in Appellate Courts 

CO'L1l't Special 
States/Courts: type Calendars 

Tennessee (con't) 
Court of Appeals lAC No 
Court of Criminal Appeals lAC No 
Texas 
Supreme Court COLR No 
Court of Criminal Appeals COLR No 
Courts of Appeals lAC No 
utah 
Supreme Court COLR No 
Court of Anpeals lAC No 
Vermont 
Supreme Court COLR No -
Virginia 
Supreme Court COLR No 
Court of Anl2enls lAC No 
Washington 
Supreme Court COLR No 
Court of Appeals lAC No 
West Virginia 
Supreme Court of Anpeals COLR Yes 
Wisconsin 
Supreme Court COLR No 
Court of AQpenla lAC No 
Wyoming 
Supreme Court COLR No 
Puerto Rico 
Sunreme Court COLR No 
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Types of Appeals on Calendars 

~ 

~ 

---
--
-
--
--

Workers' Compensation 

--
-
-

Legend: ~=NQt applicable, COLR=Court ofLnst Rosort, 
lAC=Intormediato Appellate Court 
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Table 28 a. Limitations on Oral Argument in Appellate Courts 

Court Limitations on Oral 
States/Courts: type Arauments in Civil Cases? 

Alabama 

Supreme Court COLR Yes 

Court of Criminal Appeals lAC NJ 

Court of Civil Appeals lAC Yes 

Alaska 

Supreme Court COLR Yes(n) 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes 

Arizona 

Supreme Court COLR Yes 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes 

Arkansas 

Supreme Court COLR No 

Court of Appeals lAC No 

ICalifonlia 

ISupreme Court COLR No 

Icourts of Appeal lAC Varies 

Colorado 

Supreme Court COLR Yes 

pourt of Appeals lAC Yes 

ponnecticut 

Supreme Court COLR No 

!\ppellate Court lAC Yes 

pelaware 

~upreme Court COLR Yes 

pistrict of Columbia 

pourt of Appeals COLR Yes 

7Iorida 

'upreme Court COLR Yes 

istrict Courts of Appeal lAC Yes 
- - ---- - - -~ 

--~-----

~eorgia 

upreme Court COLR Yes(a) 

:ourt of Appeals lAC Yes 
- --- ----- -- - -

await 

upreme Court COLR No 

ltermediate Court of Appeals lAC No 
-- - ~-~ -~ -~ -----

aho 

upreme Court COLR Yes 

ourt of Appeals lAC Yes 
---------

linois 

preme Court COLR Yes 

pellate Court lAC Yes 

'send: COLR=Court ofLaat Resort, IAC=Intermedlate 
Jpellate Court, NJ=No jurisdiction, -=Not applicable 

Limitations on Oral Reasoned Opinions 
Arguments in Criminal Required in Appellate 

Cases? Court Decisions? 

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

NJ Yes 

Yes Yes 

Yes -
Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

No No 

No No 

No Yes 

Varies Yes 

Yes No 

Yes No 

No No 

Yes No 

Yes No 

Yes No 

Yes No 

Yes No 

Yes No 

Yes No 
-~ --

No No 

No Yes 
------- -- --- ------ ~--~-----

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 
----

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

- -- -
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Table 28 .. Limitations on Oral Argument in Appellate Courts 

Limitations on Oral Reasoned Opinions 
Court Limitations on Oral Arguments in Criminal Required in Appellate 

States/Courts: tXl!e Arlnlments in Civil Cases'? Cases? Court Decisions? 
Indiana 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes No 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes Yes No 

Tax Court lAC ~ ~ ~ 

Iowa 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes Yes(a) 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes Yes Yes (a) 

U:ansas 

Supreme Court COLR No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No 

Kentucky 

Supreme Coun COLR No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No 

Louisiana 

Suprome Court COLR No No No(a) 

Courts of Appeal lAC Yes Yes No(a) 

Maine 

Supreme Judicial Court COLR Yes Yes No 

Maryland 

Court of Appeals COLR No No Yes 

Court of Special Appeals lAC No No Yes 

Massachusetts 

Supreme JUdicial Court COLR No No Yes 

Appeals Court lAC No No Yes 

Michigan 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes Yes 

Court of Appeals lAC No Yes(a) Yes 

Minnesota 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes No 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes Yes Yes 

Mississippi 

Supreme Court COLR No No No 

Missouri 

Supreme Court COLR No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes(a) Yes(a) No 

Montana 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes No 

Nebraska 

Supreme Court COLR No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No 

Nevada 

Supreme Court COL\:t Yes (a) Yes (a) No 
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Table 28 .. Limitations on Oral Argument in Appellate Courts 

Limitations on Oral Reasoned Opinions 
Court Limitations on Oral Arguments in Criminal Required in Appellate 

States/Courts: type Arguments in Civ,il Cases? Cases? Court Decisions? 
New Hampshire 

Supreme Court COLR No No No 

NawJersey 

Supreme Court COLR No No No 

Appellate Division of Superior Court lAC Yes Yes No(a) 

I 
New Mexico 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes No 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes Yes No 

New York 

Court of Appeals COLR No No Yeses) 

Appellate Divisions of Supreme Court lAC Yes Yes No 

Appellate Terms of Supreme Court lAC No No No 

North Carolina 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes No 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes Yes No . 
North Dakota 

Supreme Court COLR No No Yes 

Court of Appeals lAC No No Yes 

Ohio 

Supreme Court COLR No No Yes 

Court of Appeals lAC No No(a) Yes 

Oklahoma 

Supreme Court, COI,R Yes ~ No 

Court of Cl'iminal Appeals COLR - Yes No 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes - No 

Oregon 

Supreme Court COLR No No No 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes Yes No 

Pennsylvnniu 

Supreme Court COLR No No No 

Superior Court lAC No Yes No 

Commonwealth Court lAC No No No 

Rhode Islnnd 

Supreme Court COLR No No Yes 

South Cnrolinu 

Supreme Court COLR No No Yes 

Court of Appeals lAC Yes Yes Yes 

South Dnkota 

Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes No 

Tennessee 

Supreme Court COLR No No Yes 

Court of Appeals lAC No No No 
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Table 28 •• Limitations on Oral Argument in Appellate Courts 

Limitations on Oral Reasoned Opinions 
Court Limitations on Oral Arguments in Criminal Required in Appellate 

States/Courts: type ArJOlments in CivU Cases? Cases? Court Deoisions? 
Tennessee (con't) 

Court of Criminal Appeals lAC 

Texas 

Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Criminal Appenl COLR 

Courts of Appeals lAC 

Utah 

Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

Vermont 

Supreme Court COLR 

Virginia 

Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

Washington 

Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals . lAC 

West Virginia 

Supreme Court of Appeals COLR 

Wisconsin 

Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

Wyoming 

Supreme Court COLR 

PuertoRlco 

Supreme Court COLR 

Foo'mOTES: 

Alaska: 
(a)Request must be made within ten days. Rule 213. 

Georgia: 
(a)However, oral arguments are mandatory in death penalty 
appeals. 

Iowa: 
(a)Required by court rule 

Louisiana: 
(a)No express requirement, but implicit (LSA·C.C.P. Art. 2167). 

Michigan: 
(a)Oral arguments are not held unless requested by attorneys in a 
guilty plea case. 

Missouri: 
(a)Varles by district. 
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No 

Yes 

.. 
Yes 

No 

No 

Yes 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

No No 

.. No 

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

No No 

No No 

Yes No 

No No 

No No 

No Yes 

No Yes 

No No 

No Yes 

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

Yes No 

Nevada: 
(a)The court decides which case will be heard. 

New Jersey: 
(a) Court rules require written opinion in sentencing, oral argument 
appeals, and appeals without merit. 

New York: 
(a)A statute requires some statement of reason if the court reverses 
or modifies without opinion. 'rhe court's policy is to give some 
statement of reason in all cases. 

Ohio: 
(a)For prison appeals, oral argument is not held tmless attorneys 
request and obtain the court's approval. 

Legend: COLR=Court of La at Resort, IAC=liltermediate Appellate Court 
NJ=No jurisdiction, ~=Not applicable 
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Trial Court Administration and Procedures 

(Tables 29-33) 

~-- --------------------~~-



Trial Court Adlninistration and Procedures 

Perhaps the most basic feature of state tI'ial court 
systems is the distribution of subject matter 
jurisdiction. The pattern followed in a state and the 
differences among states are most readily considered 
through use of the court structure charts found in 
Part 8. 

Trial court administration generally involves 
judges with managerial responsibility (presiding, 
chief, or administrative judges of the court or of 
divisions within the court), clerks of court, and trial 
court administrators. The method of selection and 
terms of office for chief and presiding judges were 
described in Table 3. The information on the 
selection and responsibilities of clerks of court can be 
found in Table 29 and for trial court administrators 
in Table 30. In some trial court systems, the same 
official is both the administrator and the clerk. 

A clerk of court typically has responsibility for 
docketing cases, collecting court fees, overseeing jury 
selection, and maintaining all court records. In whole 
01' in part, these vital administrative tasks are the 
responsibility of an elected, autonomous official in 
most states. Partisan elections are used to select 
clerks of general jurisdiction courts in 26 states and 
non-partisan elections in a further four states. 
Clerks of court are appointed in 16 states, usually by 
the chief judge or the bench. The method of selection 
varies within two states (California and Washington) 
and between the several general jurisdiction courts in 
another two states (Delaware and Tennessee). Table 
29 also reports the number of clerks serving each 
court system in a state, the length of their terms of 
office, and whether their salary is paid from state or 
local funds. 

Clel'1ts of court are traditional posts in most state 
court systems. Trial court administrators are more 
recent participants in the management of court 
operations. Table 30 lists the number of authorized 
and serving trial court administrators, differentiating 
between regional and local officials. The 
administrator of the general jurisdiction court 
sometimes also serves in that capacity for the courts 
of limited jurisdiction in a particular district 01' 

region. The source of court administrators' salaries 
can be identified by reference to Table 17. 

The methods used in each state to make the trial 
record can be found in Table 31. Foul' specific 
methods for making the trial record are considered, 
with provision for states to fill in any other methods 
that are being used. The table indicates the current 
status of each method, whether it is required, allowed 

but not required, being used on an experimental 
basis, or is specifically prohibited. Sixteen states 
authorize the use of video tape as the trial record, 
and a further 10 states and the federal courts are 
using video tape on an experimental basis. Video 
taping is prohibited in six states. Where video or 
audio tape serve as the record of court proceedings, 
the table alsa explains whether the tape itself can 
stand as the record for purposes of appellate review 
01' must be transcribed. 

The status of ct\meras in trial and appellate courts 
is described on a state by state basis in Table 32. 
Television cameras may be allowed in some courts 
and not others, and for some types of proceedings and 
not others. Whether camera coverage is carried out 
on an experimental basis or has permanent status is 
indicated, as is whether the consent of the parties is 
required. 

Finally, Table 33 recognizes the significant role 
that Native American tribal courts have in many 
states by indicating the number and types of tribal 
courts that are established and the number of judges 
serving on those courts. Public Law 280 (1953) 
extended state jurisdiction over civil and criminal 
cases to Native American lands. Table 33 indicates 
whether a state has assumed that jurisdiction. 

Table 33 is not a comprehensive guide to the 
presence of tribal courts. The table is compiled from 
several sources, listed below, and cannot be regarded 
as definitive. The territory of tribal lands is not 
necessarily bounded within a state, making the 
presentation of accurate descriptive information on 
tribal courts awkward for this volume's format. 
Moreover, there is a complex division of jurisdiction 
over civil disputes and criminal offenses between 
federal, stute, and tribal courts. Additional and 
current information can be obtained by contacting the 
organizations responsible for the volumes used as 
sources 01' the individual courts. There are Tribal 
Court-State Court Forums in a number of states, 
fostered by the Tribal Courts and State Courts: 'rhe 
Prevention and Resolution of Jurisdictional Disputes 
Project, which was established in 1989. 

A truly comprehensive volume on the nation's 
courts would include the military criminal justice 
system because U.S. military personnel worldwide 
are subject to the Uniform Code of Military Justice. 
Appellate courts have narrowed the jurisdiction of 
military courts to "service-connected " offenses, but 
some potential for overlap with the state and federal 
courts remains. Individual commands operate their 
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own trial courts, convened as needed. The Court of 
Military Appeals in Washington D.C. is the one 
standing court. The U.S. Congress provided, in 1984, 
for appeals from the Court of Military Appeals to the 
U.S. Supreme Court via a writ of certiorari (R.C.M. 
1205). 

Select General Bibliography: 
Federal Courts Study Committee, Report, 
Washington D.C: Judicial Conference of the United 
States, 1990. 
Steven W. Hays and Cole Blease Graham, Jr., 
Handbook of Court Administration and Management, 
New York: Marcel Dekker, 1993. 
William E. Hewitt, Geoff Gallas, and Barry Mahoney, 
Courts That Succeed: Six Profiles of Successful 
Coltrts, Williamsburg, VA: National Center for State 
Courts, 1990. 
"Symposium on Judicial Administration Research," 
The Justice System Journal, Volume 12, Number 1, 
1987. 

Table 32: 
Radio-Television News Directors Association, 
"Cameras in the Courts/' The News Media & The 
Law, Spring, 1993. 

Table 33: 
Sources: 

Nl'ltional Indian Court Justices Association, Indian 
Court Judges Directory: Third Edition, Washington 
D.C., 1991. 
Mark J. A. Yannona, National Directory of Courts of 
Law, Arlington, VA: Information Resources Press, 
1991. 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Native American Tribal 
Court Profiles, Washington D.C., 1985. 

General: 
William C. Canby, Jr., American Indian Law in a 
Nit tshell: Second Edition, St. Paul, MN: West 
Publishing, 1993. 
H. Clifton Grandy and Ted Rubin, Trial Court--State 
Coltrt Forumsl Williamsburg, Virginia: National 
Center for State Courts, 1993. 
II. Barry Holt and Gary Forrester, Dige.':;t of 
American Indian Law, Littleton, CO: Fred B. 
Rothman, 1990. 
Jesse C. Trentadue, "Tribal Court Jurisdiction over 
Collection Suits by Local Merchants and Lenders," 
American Indian Law Review, 13 , No.1, 1988. 

Military Courts: 
David A. Schlueter, Military Criminal Justice: 
Practice and Procedure, Third Edition, 
Charlottesville, VA: Michie, 1992. 
Edward F. Sherman, "Military Law," Encyclopedia of 
the American Judicial System, Vol. I, R. Janosik 
(Ed.). New York: Charles Scribner's, 1987. 
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Table 29 .a Clerks of Court: Selection, Numbers, Terms of Office, and Funding 

Number SOUl'oe of 
Court of Court Term of Salary 

States/Courts: type Method of Seleotion Seleotor Clerks Offioe Funding 
Alabama 

Circuit Court G Partisan election .. 68 6yrs 100% state(b) 

District Court L (a) .. 4 At pleasure 100% state 

Municipal Court L Appointed LCical governing body 268 At pleasure 100% local 

Probate Court L Appointed Probate judge 6B 6yrs 100% local 

Alaska 

Superior Court G (a) .. 15 (b) 100% state 

District Court L (a) .. 13 (b) 100% state 

Arizona 

Superior Court G Partisan election .. 15 4yr8 100% st.ate 

'I'ax Court G .. 
Justice of the Peace Court L Appointed Judges 79 Varies 100% local 

Municipal Court L Appointed Varies 86 Varies 100% local 

Arkansas 

Circuit Court G Partisan election .. 76 2yrs 100% local 

ChancerylProbate Court G Partisan election .. l(a) 2yrs 100% local 

Municipal Court L Nonpartisan election .. 126 4 yrs 100% local 

County Court L Partisan election .. 75 2yrs 100% local 

Pollee Court L Nonpartisan election .. 6 2yrs 100% local 

Court of Common Pleas L (same as county court .. County Court 100% local 
clerk) Clerks serve 

City Court L Nonpartisan election .. 97 4yrs 100% local 

Justice oithe Peace Court L 

California 

Superior Court G Varies .. 58(a) Varies 100% local 

Municipal L Appointed Judges 88(a) At pleasure 100% local 

Justico Court L Appointed Judges 38 At pleasure 100% local 

Colorado 

District Court G Appointed District court judges with 59 At pleasure 100% state 
approvalofchiefjudgo 

Denver Probate Court G 

Denver Juvenile Court 0 

Water Court G Appointed Court 7 At pleasure 100% state 

County Court L Appointed Court 36 At pleasure 100% state 

Municipal Court L UNI{ UNI{ UNK UNK 100% local 

Conneotiout 

Superior Court G Appointed Superior court judges 15 1yr 100% state 

Probate Court L Appointed Probate court judges 133 Ai pleasure 10G% local (I/,) 

Delaware 

Court of Chancery G Partisan election Electorate 8 4 yrs 100% locol 

Superior Court G Appointed Superior court 8 Atpleosure 100% state 

Justice of the Peaca Court L Appointed Chlefmaglstrnte 19 At pleasure 100% local 

Family Court L Appointed Chief judge 3 At pleasure 100% state 

Legend: N/S=NohO stated, UNK=Unlmown ... =Not applicable. State Court Organization 1998 223 
G.::Gonernl Jurisdiction, LoLlmltod Jurisdiction, SCA=Stata Court Administrator 
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Table 29 RR Clerks of Court: Selection, Numbers, Terms of Office, and Funding 

Court 
States/Courts: type Method of Selection 

Delaware (con't) 

Court of Common Pleas L Appointed 

Alderman's Court L Appointed 

Municipal Court of L Appointed 
Wilmington 

District of Columbia 

Superior Court G Appointed 

Florida 

Circuit Court G Non-partisan election 

County Court L Served by circuit court 
clerk 

Geol'gia 

Superior Court G Partisan election 

Juvenile Court JJ Appointed 

Civil Court L Varies 

State Court L Appointed (b) 

Probate Court L Appointed 

Magistrate Court L Appointed 

Municipal Court of Columbus L Elected 

County Recorder's Court L Appointed 

Municipal Courts and City L Appointed 
Court of Atlanta 

Hawaii 

Circuit and Family Court G Appointed (a) 

District Court L Appointed (a) 

Idaho 

District Court G Partisan election 

Illinois 

Circuit Court G Partifmn election 

Indiana 

Superior Court G -
Circuit Court; G Partisan election 

County Court L ... 
Probate Court G .. 
City Court L Appointed 

'town Court L Appointed 

Municipal Court of Marion L Elected 
County 

Smaller Claims Court of L Part.isan election 
Marion County 
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Number Souroeof 
of Court Term of Salary 

Selector Clerks Office Funding 

Chief judge 3 At pleasure 100% state 

Town official 11 At pleasure 100% local 

Chief judge 1 At pleasure 100% local 

Executive officer subject to 1 At pleasure 100% D.C. 
approval by chief judge 

- 67 4yrs 100% local 

- Served by - -
circuit court 

clerk 

- 159 4yrs 100% local 

- 31(a) At pleasure 100% local 

- 2 Varies 100% local 

.. 7 At pleasure 100% local 

Coud 88(c) At pleasure 100% local 

Chief magistrate 58(d) At pleasure 100% local 

- 1 4yrs 100% local 

County Board UNK At pleasure 100% local 

Chief Judge UNI{ At pleasure 100% local 

- 4(b) Civil Service 100% state 
tenure 

- 4 Civil Service 100% state 
tenure 

- 44 4yrs 100% local 

.. 102 4yrs State/local 

... ... .. -

... 92 4 yrs 100% local 

... - - ... 

.. .. ... ... 
Judge UNK 4yrs 100% local 

Judge UNI( 4 yrs 100% local 

- 1 4yrs 100% locnl 

.. UNl{ 4 yrs 100% locnl 

Legend: N/S=None stated, UNl(=Unknowll, -",Not nPI)licable, 
G=Oeneral Jurisdiction, L=Llmited .Jurlsdictlon, SCA::Stnte Court Admlnistrntor 



Table 29 •• Clerks of Court: Selection, Numbers, Terms of Office, and Funding 

Number Source of 
Court of Court Term of Salary 

States/Courts: type Method of Selection Selector Clerks Office Fundinf! -Iowa 

District Court G Appointed District judges 99 At pleasure 100% state 

Kansas 

District Court G Appointed Administrative Judge 105 At pleasure 100% state 

Municipal Court L Appointed Judges UNK At pleasure 100% local 

Kentucky 

Circuit Court G Partisan election - 120 6yrs 100% state 

District Court L (same as circuit clerk ... Same as 6yrs 100% state 
circuit court 

Louls~ana 

District Court. G Nonpartisan election - 67 4y, , 100% local 

Juvenile and Family G Varies Varies(a) 100% local 

Justice of the PMce Court L ... ... ... - ... 

Mayor's Court L ... ... ... - -
City and Parish Courts L Appointed (generally) Court(b) 53 At pleasure 100% local 

Maine 

Superior Court G Appointed Chlefjustice Ilfsuperior 16 (a) 100% state 
court 

District Court L Appointed Chlefjudge of district court 33 At pleasure 100% state 

Probate Court L Partisan election - 16 4yrs 100% local 

Adminh:trative Court L Appointed Administrative Court 1 At pleasure 100% state 
.fudge 

Maryland 

Circuit Court G Partisan election ... 24 4yr8 100% state 

District Court L Appohlted Chiefjud~;e 13 At-pleasure 100% state 

Orphan's Court L Partisan election ... 24 4yrs 100% state 

Massachuse¢ts 

Superior Court Department. G Partisan election ... 15 6yrs 100% state 

District Court Department L Appointed Governor(a) 68 No mandatory 100% state 
retirement 

Boston Municipal Court L Appointed Governor(a) 2 No mandatory 100% state 
retirement 

Juvonlle Court Dopartment L Appointed Governor(a) 4 No mandatory 100% state 
retirement 

Housing Court Department L Appointed Governor(a) 5 No mandatory 100% state 
retirement 

P' Jbate & Family Court L Partisan election - 14 6yrs 100% state 

I,aml Court Departmont L Appointed Governor(a) 1 No mandatory 100% state 
retirement 

Michigan 

Circuit Court G Partisan election - 83(a) 4yrs 100% local 

Recorller's Court ofOetroit G Appointed C)-:Iofjudge 1 At pleasure 100% state 

COllrt of Claims G Appointod Chief judge 1 AtpJeasure ~ 

District Court L Appointed Chief judge 147 At pleasure 100% local 
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Table 29 •• Clerks of Court: Selection, Numbers, Terms of Office, and Funding 

COUl't I 
States/Courts: type Method of Selection 

Michigan (con't) 

Probate Court L Appointed 

Municipal Court L Appointed 

Minnesota 

District Court G Appointed 

Mississippi 

Circuit Court G Partisan election 

Chancery Court G Parti-san election 

County Court L Usually served by 
circuit court clerk 

Family Court L Usually served by 
chancery court clerk 

Municipal Court L Appolnted(a) 

Justice Court L Appointed 

Mayor's Court L UN!{ 

Missouri 

ctrcuit Court (a) G Partisan election 

Appointed 

Municipal Court L Appointed 

Montana 

District Court G Non.partisan election 

Workers' Compo Court G Appointed 

Water Court G Appointed 

Justice of the PUace Court L Appointed 

Municipal Court L Appointed 

cttyCourt L -
Nebraska 

District Court G Partisan election 

Separate Juvenile Court L .. 

Worker's Compensation L Appointed 

County Court L Appointed 

Nevada 

District Court G Partisan election 

Justice Court L Appointed 

Municipal Court L Appointed 

New Hampshire 

Superior Court G Appointed 

District Court L Appolhted 
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Number SOUl'ce of 
of Court Term of Salary 

Selector Clerks Office Funding_ 

Chief judge 83 At pleasure 100% local 

Chief judge 6 Varies 100% local 

District court judges 85(a) At pleasure 100% local(b) 

- 82 4yrs 100% local 

- 82 4yrs 100% local 

- - - -

- - - -
MayorlBoard 200 Varie$ 100% local 

Board 82 Varies 100% local 

- 114 4yrs 100% state 

Court 2 At pleasure 100% state(a) 

Judge m'ldlor city UNK At pleasure 100% local 
administrator 

- 1 4yrs 100% local 

Judge 1 At pleasure 100% state 

Judge 1 At pleasure 100% state 

County commission 55 At pleasure 100% local 

Judge 1 At pleasure 100% local 

.. - .. .. 

- 93 4yrs 100% local 

- Served by - -
district court 

clerk 

Court 1 At pleasure 100% state 

Court 93 At pleasure 100% state 

.. 17 Varies 100% local 

Judge UN!{ At pleasure 100% local 

Judge UNl( At pleasure 100% local 

.Justlces of the superior 11 At pleasure 100% state 
court. 

By the justice of each 41 AtpJensure 100% state 
district court 

Legend: N/S::None stated, UN!{=Unlmown, ~=Not applicable, 
G::Gencral Jurisdiction, L=Llmltcd Jurisdiction, SCA=State Court Administrator 



Table 29 •• Clerks of Court: Selection, Nllmbers, Terms of Office, and Funding 

Number Source of 
Court of Court Term of Salary 

States/Courts: type Method of Selection Selector Clerks Office FundiuA' 
New Hampshire (con It) 

Municipal Court L Appointed By the justice of each 3 At pleasure 100% state 
municipal court 

Probate Court L Partisan election N 10 2yrs 100% state 

New Jersey 

Superior Court G Partisan election(a) N 22(a) 5yrs 100% county 

Tax Court L Appointed Supreme court 1 At pleasure 100% state 

Municipal Court L Appointed Mayor(b) 536 3yrs 100% local 

New Mexico 

District Court G Appointed Presiding judge 13 Classified 100% state 
employee 

Magistrate Court L Appointed Localjudge & AOC 45 Classified 100% state 
employee 

Bern!\lillo County L Appointed Chief Judge 1 At pleasure 100% state 
Metropolitan Court 

Municipal Court L Appointed Local governing body UNK At pleasure 100% local 

Probate Court L Partisan election N 33 4yrs 100% local 

New York 

Supreme Court G Appointed District administrative 35 At pleasure 100% state 
judge 

County Court G Appointed District administrative 23 At pleasure 100% state 
judge 

District Court L Appointed District administrative 2 At pleasure 100% state 
judge 

City Court L Appointed District administrative 66 AtpJeasure 100% state 
judge 

Criminal Court of NYC L Appointed Administrative Judge 1 At pleasure 100% state 

Town and Village L Appointed Town or village board UNK AtpJeasure 100% local 

Court of Claims L Appointed Chief judge 1 At pleasure 100% state 

Surrogatesl Court L Appointed District administrative 63 At pleasure 100% state 
Judge 

Family Court L Appointed District administrative 54 At pleasure 100% state 
judge 

Civil Court of NYC L Appointed Administrative Judge 1 At pleasure 100% state 
., 

North CnrGl~a 

Superior Court G Partisan election N 100 4yrs 100% state 

District Court L (a) N (a) 4yrs 100% state 

North Dakota 

District Court G Nonpartisan election N 53 4yrs 100% local 

County Court L Appointed County Court Judge 53 At pleasure 100% local 

Municipal Court L Appointed Municipal Court Judge UNI{ At pleasure 100% local 

Ohio 

Court of Common Pleas G Partisan election N 88 4yrs 100% localea) 

Municipal Court L Appointed(b) Court 118 At pleasure 100% local 
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Table 29 •• Clerks of Court: Selection, Numbers, Terms of Office, and Funding 

Court 
States/Courts: type Method of Selection 

Ohio (con't) 

County Court L (c) 

Court of Claims L Appointed 

Mayors Court L Appointed 

Oklahoma 

District Court G Partisan election 

Municipal Court Not of L Appointed 
Hecord 

Municipal Criminal Court of L Appointed 
Record 

Workors' Compensation L Appointed 
Court 

Court of Tax Review L Statutory 

Oregon 

Circuit Court G Appointed 

Tax Court L Appointed 

County Court L H 

District Court L Appointed(a) 

Justice Court L H 

Municipal Court L H 

Pennsylvania 

Court of Common Pleas G Partisan election 

Philadelphia Municipal L Partisan election 

District Justice Court L Partisan election 

Philadelphia Traffic Court L Partisan election 

Pittsburgh City Magistrates L Appointed 

Rhode Island 

Superior Court G Appointed 

Worker's Compensation G 

District Court L Appointed 

Family Court L Appointed 

Probate Court L Same as city/town 
clerk 

Munlcipnl Court L Appointed 

South Carolina 

CircuIt Court G Partisan election 

Family Court L Circuit CClurt clerk 

Magistrate Court L H 

Probate Court L Appointed 

Municipal Court L Appointed 
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Number Source of 
of Court Term of Salary 

Selector Clerks Office Funding 

Board of County UN!{ At pleasure 100% local 
Commissioners 

Supreme court/chief justice 1 At pleasure 100% state 

(d) 1 H 100% local 

H 77 4yrs 100% local 

Municipal court clerk 340 4yrs 100% local 
serves ex.officio 

City governing body 2 At pleasure 100% local 

Administrative, presiding 1 At pleasure 100% state 
judge 

H (a) H 100% state 

Presiding judge 28 At pleasure 100% state 

COLR Chief Justice 1 (same as At pleasure 100% state 
SCA) 

H H H H 

Presiding judge (a) At pleasure 100% state 

H H H H 

H H H H 

H 67 4yrs 100% local 

H 1 4yrs 100% local 

H - - H 

H 1 6yrs 100% local 

Mayor 5 4yrs 100% local 

Governor, senate 1 Gyrs 100% state 
conrU'mation 

Governor, senate 1 Gyrs 100% state 
confirmation 

Chief judge 1 At pleasure 100% state 

Varies H H 100% local 

Chief judge 7 At pleasure 100% local 

N 46 4yrs 100% local 

'" H H 

H '" H H 

Ju(\ge 46 Atplensure 100% local 

Locnl governing body UNK At pleasure 100% local 

Legend: N/S=None stated, UN!{=Unknown, .. =Not nppllcnhlo, 
G=General Jurisdiction, J...=J...lmited Jurisdiction, SCA=Stnte Court Admlnistrutor 



Table 29 •• Clerks of Court: Selection, Numbers, Terms of Offi,ce, and Funding 

Number Source of 
Court of Court Term of Sakl'Y 

States/Courts: type Method of Selection Selector Clerks Office Funding 
South Dakota 

Circuit Court G Appointed Presiding circuit judge 63 At pleasure 100% state 

Tennessee 

Circuit Court G Partisan election - 95 4yrs State, local 

Chancery Court G Appointed Chancellor 99 flyrs State, local 

Criminal Court G Partisan election - 4 4yrs State, local 

Probate Court G N/S N/S N/S N/S N/S 

.Juvenile Court L N/S N/S N/S NlS N/S 

Mwlicipal Court L N/S N/S N/S N/S N/S 

General Sessions Court L N/S N/S N/S N/S N/S 

Texas 

District Courts G Partisan election - 264(a) 4yrs 100% local 

Constitutional County Court L Partisan election (a) 

County Courts at Law L Partisan election - (a) 4yrs 100% local 

Probate Court L (a) 

Justice of the Peace Court L Varies Varies UNK At pleasure 100% local 

Municipal Court L Varies Varies UNK At pleasure 100% local 

Utah 

District Court G Appointed Trial Court Administratol' 37 At pleasure 100% state 

Circuit Court L Appointed Trial Court Administrator 22 At pleR~ure 100% state 

Justice Court L Appointed Judge N/S NlS 100% local 

Juvenile Court L Appointed Trial Court Administrator 14 At pleasure 100% state 

Vermont 

Superior Court G Appointed Assistant judges 14 At pleasure 100% state 

District Court G Appointed SCA 14 IndefInite 100% state 

Family Court G Appointed SCA 14 indefInite 100% state 

Probate Court L Appointed Probate judge 19 At pleasure 100% state 

Environmental Court L Appointed SCA 1 indefInite 100% stllte 

Virginia 

Circuit Court G Partisan election - 122 8yrs State, local 

District Court L Appointed Chief judge 134 AtpJeasure 100% state 

Washington 

Superior Court G Varies .. 39 4yrs 100% local 

District Court L Appointed Presiding judge 63 At pleasure 100% local 

Municipal Court L Appointed Presiding judge 127 At pleasure 100% local 

West Virginia 

Circuit Court G Partisan election - 55 6yrs 100% local 

Magistrate Court L Appointed Chief judge 65 At pleasure 100% state 

Mlmicipal Court L .. .. .. - -
Wisconsin 

Circuit Court G Partisan election .. 72 2yrs 100% locnl 

Municipal Court L Appointed Municipal judge 176 At pleasure 100%\ocal 
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Table 29 •• Clerks of Court: Selection, Numbers, Terms of Office, and Funding 

Court 
States/Courts: type Method of Selection 

Wyoming 

District Court G Partisan election 

Justice of the Peace Court L Appoint'1d 

Municipal Court L Appointed 

County Court L Appointed 

Puerto Rico 

Superior Court G Appointed 

District Court L Appointed 

Municipal Court L (a) 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a)By state court administrator with advh:e and consent of presiding 
court judges and a majority of the district court judges. 
(b)Some clerks receive a county supplement or expense allowance. 

Alaska: 
(a)Superior and district court appointment by trial court 
administrator with assistance of presiding judge of the judicial 
district or local judicial officer. 
(b)State employees (under state personnel rules). 

Arkansas: 
(a)ChancerylProbate Courts: only Pulaski County has a separate 
clerk. 

Callfornia~ 
(a)There are 7 jurisdictions with a consolidated administration for 
superior and municipal courts, and one executive office for both 
courts. This is changing rapidly, as coordination/consolidation 
grows. 

Connecticut: 
(a)Generated by fees paid to court. 

Georgia: 
(a)Juvenile Court: in 30 counties a separate juvenile court clerk 
serves; in all other counties except the six counties of the 
southwestern circuit, superior court clerks serve. In the 
southwestern circuit counties, a court services worker serves as the 
clerk. 
(b)State Conrt: 7 counties have a separate court clerk, all other 
state courts are served by the superior court clerk. 
(c)Pl'obate Court: nuwber is approximate. 
(d)Magistrate Court: number Is approximate. 

HawaB: 
(a)Civil Service 
(b)CircuiUfamlly courts: referl'ed to as court administrators. 

Louisiana: 
(a)ln pariah courts, the district court clerks are ex-officio clerks of 
the Parish Courts. See R.S. 13:256t.12; 2562.12; 2563.4. 
(b)In some parishes, such as JelTerson, the clerk of the 29th .Judiclal 
DIstrict Court servos as ox-officto clerk of the juvenile court. Sco, 

Number Source of 
of Court Term of Salal'Y 

Selector Clerks Office Funding 

... 23 4yrs 100% local 

Court 14 At pleasure 100% local 

Court 73 At pleasure 100% local 

Court 14 At pleasure 100% state 

Regional Court 12 At pleasure 100% state 
Administrator 

Regional Court 3B At pleasure 100% state 
Administrator 

(a) (a) (a) (a) 

R.S.13:1598. However, the juvenile court of New Orleans has its 
own clerk. See, R.S. 13:1587.1. 

Maine: 
(a)Subject to collective bargaining contract. 

Massachusetts: 
(a)Gubernatorial appointment from nominating commission with 
approval of governor's council. 

Michigan: 
(a)The number includes oircuit court judges serving the court of 
claims. 

Minnesota: 
(a)Called court administrators. 
(b)A pilot project in one judicial ,Batrict provides for state funding of 
the trial court. There are 13 counties in the judicial district. All 
other offices are funded by the county government. 

Mississippi: 
(a)Municipal Court: some positions may be filled by election. 

Missouri: 
(a)Appointed clerks are paid by the county, but the state pays the 
county a sum equivalent to the salary that would be palti for an 
elected circult clerk. 

New Jersey: 
(a)The 21 county clerks are deputy clerks of superior court. 'rhere is 
also 1 statewide clerk of the superior court appointed by the chief 
judge; paid by the state. 
(b)Selected by mayor with approval of council, but a gubernatorial 
appointment for courts serving more than one mtmicipality. 

North Carolina: 
(a)Served by superior court clerk. 

Ohio: 
(a)Local, but extra paid by state funds for acting as clerk for court of 
appeals. 
(b)Twenty-two municipal court clerks are elected on a partisan 
ballot. for a 6 year term (area with 100,000 population). 
(c)Appolntod or existing court of common pleas clerk. 
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G.::General Jurisdiction, L=Limltod Jurisdiction, SCA=State Court Administrator 



Table 29 .. Clerks of Court: Selection, Numbers, Terms of Office, and Funding 

Ohio (con't): 
(d)Appointed by mayor; or mayor will serve. If mayor serves, there 
is no additional salary. 

Oklahoma: 
(a)Appellate court clerk serves as clerk for the Court of Tax Review. 

Oregon: 
(a)Twenty.two of28 circuit court clerks who are also over district 
courts. 

Texas; 
(a)Each county has a county clerk. Texas has 254 counties. The 
county clerk serves as clerk ofihe Constitutional County Court, 
County Court(s) at Law, and statutory Probate Court(s) in the 
county. 

Puerto Rico: 
(a)The clerk of the district court simultaneously serves as court 
clerk for the municipal court. 

-

State Court Organization 1998 281 



Table 30 .. The Number of Trial Court Administrators 

Court 
States/Courts: type 

Alabama 

Circuit G 

District L 

Municipal L 

Probate L 

Alaska 

Superior G 

District L 

Magistrates L 

Arizona 

Superior G 

Justice of the Peace L 

Municipal L 

Arkansas 

Circuit G 

ChancerylProbate G 

Circuit/Chancery L 

Municipal L 

City L 

Police L 

Court of Common Pleas L 

California 

Superior G 

Municipal L 

Justice L 

Colorado 

District Court G 

Denver Probate Court 0 

Denver Juvenile Court G 

Water Court G 

County Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Connecticut 

Superior Court G 

Probate Court L 

Delaware 

Court of Chancery G 

Superior Court G 

Justice of the Pence Court L 

Family Court L 

Court ol'Common Pleas L 

Alderman's Court L 

232 State COllrt Organization 1998 

Regional Trial Court 
Administrators of Trial Courts Administrators 

Authorized Servine- Authorized Servine-

6 6 .. .. 
0 0 .. .. 
0 0 .. .. 
0 0 ~ -
0 0 4 4 

- .. .. -
- - - -
11 11 0 0 

5 5 0 0 

15 16 0 0 

88 88 

37 37 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

58 47 0 0 

91 91 0 0 

.. - 0 0 

22 22 2(a) -
- - - -.. 1 - -
- .. - -
- - .. -
- .. .. -.. 
14 14 0 0 

.. .. .. -
1 1 0 0 

1 1 0 0 

1 1 0 0 

1 1 0 0 

1 1 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

Legend: .. .,Not appllcable, UN}{=Unknown, O=No trial court administrator 
G=Generai Jurisdiction, L=Limlted Jurisdiction 
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Table 30 •• The Number of Trial Court Administrators 

Regional Trial Court 
Administrators of Trial Courts Administrators 

Court 
States/Courts: type Authorized Servin It Authorized Servin« 

Delaware (con't) 

Municipal Court of Wilmington L 1 1 0 0 

District of Columbia 

Superior Court G 1 1 ... ~ 

Florida 

Circuit Court G 20 20 ~ ... 

County Court L (a) (a) ~ ~ 

Georgia 

Superior Court G 11 11 10 10 

Juvenile Court L 10 10 - ~ 

Civil Court L ~ ... ... ... 

State Court L 4 4 ... ~ 

Probate Court L ... ~ ~ ... 

Magistrate Court L ... ... - ~ 

Municipal Court of Columbus L ~ N ~ ~ 

County Recorder's Court L ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Municipal/City Courts of Atlanta L UNK UNK ~ ~ 

Hawaii 

Circuit Court & Family Court G 4 4 8 8 

District Court L 10 10 4 4 

Idaho 

District Court G ... ~ 7 7 

Magistrate Division - ... ... ... 
Illinois 

Circuit Court G ... ... 9 8 

Indianll 

Superior Court G 38 38 0 0 

Circuit Court G 20 20 0 0 

Probate Court G ... 0 0 0 

COImty Court L 2 2 0 0 

City Court L 12 12 0 0 

Town Court L ... ... ... ... 
Municipal Court of Marion L 21 21 0 0 

Smaller Claims of Marion L 2 2 0 0 

Iowa 

District Court G 0 0 8(a) 8 

Kansas 

District Court G 13 12 0 0 

Municipal Court L UNK UNK ... ... 
Kentucky 

Circuit Court G 8 8 a 3 

District Court L 2 2 0 0 
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Table 30 •• The Number of Trial Court Administrators 

Court 
States/Courts: type 

Louisiana 

District Court G 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Mayor's Court L 

City and Parish Courts L 

Juvenile & FlllIiily Courts L 

Maine 

Superior Court G 

District Court L 

Probate Court L 

Administrative Court L 

Maryland 

Circuit Court G 

District Court L 

Orphan's Court L 

Massachusetts 

Superior Court Dept. G 

District Court Dept. L 

ProbateJFamily Court Dept. L 

Juvenile Court Dept. L 

Housing Court Dept. L 

Boston Munlclpal Court Dept. L 

Land Court Dept. L 

Michigan 

Circuit Court G 

Recorder's Court of Detroit G 

Court of Claims G 

District Court L 

Probate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Minnesota 

District Court G 

Mississippi 

Circuit Court G 

Chancery Court G 

County Court L 

Family Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Justice Court L 

Missouri 

Circuit Court G 

Municipal Court L . 234 State Court Orgal'uzation 1993 

Regional Trial Court 
Administrators of Trial Courts Administrators 

Authorized Serving' Authorized Serving' 

13 13 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

15 15 0 0 

4 4 0 0 

0 0 4(a) 4(a) 

0 0 (a) (a) 

u ~ ~ -
0 0 (a) (a) 

6 6 2 2 

~ - ~ -.. .. - u 

1 1 10 10 

1 1 5 5 

1 1 .. .. 
1 1 .. .. 
1 1 - .. 
1 1 .. ~ 

1 1 - .-

.. 40 .. .. 

.. 1 ~ .. 

.- .. .. ~ 

~ 147 .. .. 
.. 32 .. .. 
.. 6 .- .. 

B4 B4 10 10 

28 28 0 0 

21 21 0 0 

11 11 0 0 

1 1 0 0 
.. - .. .. 
0 0 0 0 

5 5 0 0 

.. .. .. -
Legend: -=Not applicable, UNK=Unknown, O=No trilll court administrator 

G=Gcnerlli Jurisdiction, V::Llmlted Jurisdiction 

I 



Table 30 .. The Number of Trial Court Administrators 

I 
Regional Trial Court 

Administrators of Trial Courts Administrators 
Court 

States/Courts: type Authorized Serving Authorized Serving 
Montana 

District Court G 0 0 H H 

Workers' Compensat.ion Court G 0 0 H H 

Water Court G 0 0 H ... 

Justice of the Peace Court L 0 0 H H 

Municipal Court L 0 0 ... H 

City Court L 0 0 H H 

Nebraska 

District Court G 3 3 2 2 

Separate Juvenile Court L 1 1 0 0 

County Court L 2 2 2 2 

Workers' Compensation Court L 0 0 0 0 

Nevada 

District Court G 2 2 0 0 

Justice Court L 4 4 1 1 

Municipal Court L 6 6 0 0 

New Hmnpshire(a) 

Superior Court G 0 0 0 0 

District Court L 0 0 0 0 

Municipal Court L 0 0 0 0 

Probate Court L 0 0 0 0 

New Jersey 

Superior Court G H H 15 15 

Tax Court L 1 1 ... ... 

Municipal Court L (a) 545(a) H ... 
New Mexico 

District Court G 13 13 0 0 

Magistrate Court J. 0 0 ... H 

Metropolitnn Court L 1 1 ... ... 
Municipal Court L H .. ... ... 
Probate Court L .. H H .. 
New York 

Supreme Court G 5(a) 5 11 11 

County Court G 0 0 H .. 
Court ofClnims L 1 1 0 0 

Surrogntes' Court L 5 5 H ... 
Fnmily Court (outside NYC) L 0 0 

Fnmlly Court (NYC) L 1 1 .. .. 
District Court L 0 0 .. .. 
CltyCourt L 0 0 .. ... 

NYC Civil Court L 0 0 .. .. 
NYC Crhninnl Court L 1 1 .. .. 
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Table 30 .. The Number of Trial Court Administrators 

Court 
States/Courts: type 

New York (con't) 

Town and Village L 

North Carolina 

Superior Court G 

District Court I, 

North Dakota 

District Court G 

County Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Ohio 

Court of Common Pleas G 

Municipal Court L 

County Court L 

Court of Claims L 

Mayors Court L 

Oklahoma 

District Court G 

MW11cipal Court Not of Record L 

Municipal Criminal Court ofRecord L 

Worker's Compensation Court L 

Court of Tax Review IJ 

Oregon 

Circuit Court G 

'I'ax Court S 

County Court L 

,I ustice Court L 

District Court L 

Municipal Court I, 

Pennsylvania 

Court of Common Pleas G 

Philadelphia Municipal Court L 

District .Justice Court L 

Philadelphia 'I'ramc Court L 

Pittaburgh City Magistrates L 

Rhode Island 

SuperIor Court G 

Workers' Componsation Court L 

District Court L 

Family Court L 

Probate Court L 

Municipal Court L 
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Regional Trial Court 
Administrators of Trial Courts Administrators 

AuthorIzed Servin~ Authorized Serving 

~ ~ 12(a) 12(a) 

N N N ... 

0 0 7 7 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

UNK ~ 0 N 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

2 2 0 0 

0 0 N N 

0 0 .. ~ 

1 1 0 0 

0 0 N ~ 

22 22 6 6 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

(a) (a) 

0 0 0 0 

60 59 5(a) Ii 

1 1 ~ N 

60 60 '" .. 
1 1 .. N 

0 0 - N 

1 1 .. N 

1 1 .. ... 
1 1 .. u 

1 1 .. .. 
0 0 ... -
0 0 .. ... 

Legend: -cNot appllcablo, UN1{cUnknown, O=No trial courl; rulmltllstrutor 
G=General .rurlsdlctlon, LcLlmited .Jurisdlction 



Table 30 .. The Number of Trial Court Administrators 

Regional Trial Court 
Adminlstt:ators of Trial Courts Administratol's 

Court 
States/Courts: type Authorized Servin If Authorized Servin If 

South Cal'olina 

Circuit Court G 0 0 ~ ~ 

Family Court L 0 0 ... ~ 

Magistrate Court L 0 0 ~ ... 

Probate Court L 0 0 ... ... 

Municipal Court L UNK UNK .. ... 

South Dakota 

Circuit Court G 8 8 ... ~ 

Tennessee 

Circuit Court G (a) (a) 0 0 

Chuncel'Y Court G (a) (a) 0 0 

Criminal Court G (a) (a) 0 0 

Probate Court G 0 0 0 0 

Juvenile Court L 0 0 0 0 

Municipal Court II 0 0 0 0 

Genoral Sessions Court L 0 0 0 0 

'I'exns 

District Courts G UNK ... 0 0 

Constitutional County Court L UNK N 0 0 

COlUlty Courts at Law L UNK ... 0 0 

• Tustice of the Peace Court L UNl{ .. 0 0 

Municipal Court L UNK ... 0 0 

statutory Probate L UNK .. 0 0 

Utah 

District Court G 1 1 8 8 

Circuit Court L 1 1 ... ... 
JUstice Court L .. N 1 1 

Juvenile Court L 1 1 2 2 

Vermont 

Superior Court G 0 0 ... .. 
District Court G 0 0 .. ... 
Family Court L 0 0 ... ... 
Probate Court L 0 0 .. ... 

Environmental Court L 0 0 ... .. 
Virginia 

Circuit Court G 2 2 .. ... 
District Court L 0 0 .. .. 
Washington 

SUlllll'lol' Court G ... 22 .. .. 
District Court L 50 50 ... .. 
Municipal Court L 131 131 .. ... 
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Table 30 .. The Number of Trial Court Administrators 

Regional Trial Court 
Administrators of Trial Courts Administrators 

Court 
States/Courts: type Authorized Serving Authorized Servinll 

West Virginia 

Circuit Court G 2 

Magistrate Court L 0 

Municipal Court L 0 

Wisconsin 

Circuit Court G 72(a) 

Municipal Court L 

Wyoming 

District Court G 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Municipal Court L 

County Court L 

Puerto Rico 

Superior Court G 

DistrlLi Court L 

Municipal Court L 

FOOTNOTES: 

Colorado: 
(a)Each have two districts on a IIregionallzed" basis. 

Florida: 
Ca)Trla! court administrator's sorvo both circuit and county courts. 

Iowa: 
(a)One for each of the 8 judicial districts; some hnve assistants. 

Maine: 
Ca)Four regional trial court administrators cover the Superior court, 
District court and Admlnlstratlve court. 

New Hampshire: 
(a) Has no trial court administrators in their court system. 

New Jersey: 
(a)There aro 516 Municipal Court Administrators and, 29 Mlmiclpal 
Court Directors. Some municlpolities share u court administrutorj 
others have more than one. 

NewYorkt 
(a)'rhe chief clerks in New York City sorve dual rolos ml 

nrJ~.lnistrators and chief operational officora. 
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0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 ~ ~ 

72 10 10 

0 H H 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 (a) (1.\) 

0 (a) (a) 

0 (0) (a) 

North Carolina: 
(a)They serve fourteen superior court districts, encompassing 
twenty-fivc counties. 

Oregon: 
(n)'I'rlol court ndmlnlstrntors sorve both the circuit and district 
court. 

Pennsylvania: 
(n)Court of Common Pleas has 5 established regional units which 
are comprised of varying number of jUdicial districts. Not all jUdicial 
dlstrle:ts participate. Regional \mlts, approved by supreme court, 
were establiShed fOl' administrative purposes. 

Tennessee: 
(a)There is Olle administrator for all stute courts 

Wisconsin: 
(a) Clerks of circuit court ure elected county officials nnd serve us 
local court managers. 

Puerto Rl«lol 
(Il)Thero oro 12 regiollul trial court Ildminlstrntors serving all three 
types oftrlnl courts. 

Legend: Nt:Not nppllcable, UNI{=Unknown, O=No trial (;ourt udminlstrutor 
G=Gonornl Jurisdiction, Ii:>Llmlted Jurisdiction 



Table 31 au Malting the Trial Record: Electronic Recording of Trial Proceedings 

Short·Hand 
Machine 

States: (including CAT) St~no Mask AudioTape VideoTape 
Alabama A A A A 
Alaska ~ .. R ~ 

Arizona A .. A H 

Arkansas A A P E 
California R .. E E 

Colorndo R P A ,.. 

Connecticut A P A P 
Delaware A .. A .. 
District of Columbia A .. A ~ 

Florida A A A A 
Georgia A A P .. 
Hawaii R ~ A A 
Idaho A .. A(a) .. 
Illinois R A A A 
Indtana R A A ~ 

~'n A ~ A(a) ~ 

Kansas A .. A .. 
Kentucky A A A A 
Louisiana A A A E 
Maine A .. A .. 
Maryland A .. A A 
Massachusetts A A A .. 
Michigan A A A A 
Minnes(ltn R A A A 
MississiJ1!pi A A A P 

f,,; 

Missouri A A A P 
Montana A .. A .. 
Nebraska A A A .. 
Nevada A .. A E 
New Hampshire A A A E 
New Jersel' A A A E 
New Moxico AIR A AIR .. 
NllwYork A .. E P 
North Cnrolina A A A A 
North Dakota A .. A A 
Ohio A A A A 
Oklahoma R p A P 
Oregon A .. A E 
Pennsylvania A A A(a) A(a) 
Rhode Island H .. A .. 
South Carolina A A P P 
South Dakota A A A A 
Tennessee R A R E 
Te~as A A A P 
Utah R ... A A 
Vermont A A A E 
Virginia A A A E 
Washington A .. A A 
W(I;st Virginia A A A .. 
Wf.sconsln A .. A A 
Wyoming A P A A 
Puerto Riao A .. A .. 
Fedel'al A A A E 

Legend: R"Rcquired fo\' Some or all case types, A=Allowed for some or all case types, 
E"Experimental for some or all case types, P=Prohlblted for some or all case types, -"Not used 

Do appellate courts 
accept the tape as the 
record for purposes 

Other of review 
~ Sometimes(s) 
~ Yes 
.. No 
~ No .. Sometimes(a) -.. No .. No 
~ No .. No .. No 
~ No 
.. No(a) 
~ No 

A(a) Yes 
.. Sometimes(a) 
.. No .. No .. Yes(a) .. No(a) 
.. No 
.. Sometimes(a) 
.. No .. Yes .. No 

No .. No 
H No 
A No .. No .. No 
(a) Yes (b) 
~ Yes .. No .. No(a) .. No .. Sometimes(a) - No 

E(a) Yes .. No 
~ No 

If.' .. .. .. Yes .. No .. No .. No , .. Sometlmes(a) .. No 
.. No .. No .. No 
.. Yes .. No .. 
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Table 31 .. Making the Trial Record: Electronic Recording of Trial Proceedings 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a)Videotape recordings only (Rule 14, ARAP). Audio tapes are 
required to be transcribed. 

California: 
(a)Under Rule 980.5, California Rules of Court, the untranscribed 
tape can be used only by stipulation approved by the reviewing 
court. 

Colorado: 
(a) Audio tape recorders are used in courts oflimited jurisdiction 
(i.e., county courts). 

Delaware: 
(8) Court reporter stenographic is the official record in superior, 
courts of chancery and common pleas. In family court, audio tapes 
are official record. 

Hawaii: 
(a)Tapes are not accepted for purposes ofappeUate review. The 
court will use tapes where it has been determined--for motions only
that the defendant cannot afford the transcription fee. 

Idaho: 
(a) Used only in magistrate's division. 

Illinois: 
(a)Real-time translation and penwriter shorthand. 
(b) Any of the recording techniques allowed can be the official record 
of trial court proceedings. 

Indiana: 
(a)Expedlted appeals in mandate of funds and waiver of parental 
consent for abortions. 

Iowa: 
(a)In small clalms cases conducted by a magistrate. 

Kentucky: 
(a)Audio tape is the official reLord of district court proceedings. The 
court reporter's transcript is the official record of the circuit court 
proceedings. If the proceeding Is videotaped, the official record are 
two videotaped re.cordings. 

Louisiana: 
(a)An experimental program using video tapes is planned for Baton 
Rouge City Court. Appeals from that court are heard by the 19th 
Judicial District Court. If the 19th Judicial Court requests It, the 
rccord will be transcribed. Otherwise the record consists of the 
video tape. 
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Maryltmd: 
(a)At discretion of judges. 

Nebraska: 
(a)Shorthand, audio tape, CAT, and handwritten transcripts are 
used. 

New Jersey: 
(a) In court real· time transcription. 
(b) Depending on method (If recordation used, the official record is: 
shorthand notes, if transcribed by an official court reporter; audio 
cassette, if electronically recorded; videotape, if videotape recorded; 
paper notes from shorthand reportcr's use of computer aided in. 
court transcription. 

North Carolina: 
(a)By statute, the Administrative Office of the Courts is authorized 
to use electronic means for court reporting. Currently, video tape 
recording of civil trials is being tested and evaluated in Qnc 
courtroom. The rules governing this test/evaluation specify that the 
appellate courts may accept a certified copy of the video tape 
accompanied by detailed logs as the record of the proceeding. 

Ohio: 
(a)Varies by district. 

Oregon: 
(a)Audio tape is used in both circuit and district courts, however, the 
circuit court may also use electronic typing device or video tape. 

Tennessee: 
(a)Manual or shorthand machine serves as backup to audio tape. 
Transcript then required. Pilot project in one county using video. 
appellate rule states transcripts may be ordered by judges or video 
tape can be used if judge wishes. 

Vermont: 
(a)Court reporter transcript: court reporter transcript from official 4 
track audio tape: and official video tape (up to 12 hours, after which 
tape must be transcribed). 

I 



Table 32 ~. The Use of Cameras in Trial and Appellate Courts 

Court 
States: type Division 

Alabama 
Supreme Court COLR Appellate 

Court of Criminal Appeals lAC Appellate 

Court of Civil Appeals lAC Appellate 

Circuit Court G Civil and criminal 

District Court L Civil and criminal 

Municipal Court L Criminal 

Probate Court L Civil 

Alaska 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate 

Court of Appeals lAC Appellate 

Superior Court G Civil and criminal 

District Court L Civil and criminal 

Arizona 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate 

Court of Appeals lAC Appellate 

Superior Court G Civil and criminal 

Tax Court G Civil 

Justice of the Peace Court L Civillmd criminal 

Municipal Court L Civil and criminal 

Arkansas 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate 

Court of Appeals lAC Appellate 

Circuit Court G Civil and criminal 

ChanceryIProbate Court G Civil 

Municipal Court L ~ 

County Court L ~ 

Police Court L -
Court of Common Pleas L H 

City Court L ~ 

Justice ofPem!6 L -
Cr.lifornia 

Supreme Court COLR -
Courts of Appeal lAC .. 
Superior Court G Civil and criminal 

Municipal L All 
Justice Court L All 

Colorado 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate 
Court of Appeals lAC Appellate 

District Court G Civil and criminal 
Denver Probate Court G Civil 
Denver Juvenile Court G Juvenile 
Water Court G Civil 
County Court L .. 
Municipal Court L -
Legend: CO.LR=Court ofLast Resort,IAC=Intermediate Appellate Court 
O=General Jurisdiction, L=Limlted Jurisdiction, -=Not applicable 

Effective Date: 
Experimental 

Bl24na 

Bl24na 

Bl24na 

Bl24na 

5/31179 

5/31179 

5/31179 

5/81179 

5/81179 

5/81179 

111181 

111/81 

1/1181 

111181 
~ 

~ 

.. 
-.. 
-

6/1/80 

6/1/80 

6/1/80 

6/1/80 

6/1/80 

-
... 

.-

Effective Dnte; Is Consent 
Permanent Required? 

Yes 
211nB 

211176 

211176 

2111'76 

211nB 

211176 

211176 

Yes 
1115190 

1115190 

1115190 

1/15190 

No 
7/1/83 

7/1/83 

7/1188 

7/1/83 

7/1188 

7/1/88 

Yes 
3/8/82 

3/8/82 

3/8/82 

8/8/82 

-
-.. 
.. 
-.. 

No 
7/1/84 

7/1184 

7/1/84 

7/1184 

7/1/84 

No 
2127/56 

2127/56 

2127/56 

2127/56 

2127156 

2127/56 

-.. 
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Table 32 • The Use of Cameras in Trial and Appellate Courts 

Court 
States: tVJ)e 

Connecticut 
Supreme Court CO~R 

Appellate Court IAC 

Superior Court G 

Probate Court L 

Delaware 

Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Chancery G 

Superior Court G 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Family Court L 

Court of Common Pleas L 

Alderman's Court L 

Municipal Court ofWilmlngton L 

District of Columbia 

Court of Appeals COLR 

Superior Court G 

Florida 

Supreme Court COLR 

District Courts of Appeal IAC 

Circuit Court G 

County Court L 

Georgia 

Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals IAC 

Superior Court G 

Juvellile Court L 

Civil Court L 

State Court L 

Probate Court L 
MaglsGrate Court L 

Mlmicipal Court L 

County Recorder's Court L 

Municipal Courts and City Court of Atlanta L 

Hawaii 

Supreme Court COLR 
Intermediate Court of Appealli IAC 

Circuit and Family Court G 

District Court L 

Idaho 

Supreme Court COLR 
Court of Appeals IAC 
District Court G 

Illinois 

Supreme Court COLR 
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Effeotive Date: Effective Date: !s Consent 
Division ExPerimental Permanent Required? 

No 
Appellate 1982 10/1/84 

Appellate 1983 10/1/84 

Civil and criminal 1982 10/1/84 

Civil ~ 11/29/84 

No 
Civil 5/1/82 
~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ ~ 

~ .. 

No camera coverage 

No camera coverage 

No 
Appellate 7/5m 5/1179 

Appellate 7/5m 5/1179 

Civil and criminal 7/5m 5/1179 

Civil and criminal 7/5m 5/1179 

No 
Appellate 5112177 

Appellate 5/12177 

Civil and criminal 5/12177 
~ 

.. 
Civil and criminal 5/12177 

~ 7/1/8f. 
~ 7/1/85 
.. 
... 
.. 

Appellate 1/1/84 1217/87 No 
Appellate 1/1/84 1217/87 No 

Civil and criminal 1/1/84 1217/87 Yes 
Civil and criminal 1/1/84 1217/87 Yes 

No 
Appellate (a) (b) 

Appellate (a) (b) 
.. .. ... 

No 
Appellate 1/1/84 1/2185 

Legend: COLR=Court of La at Resort, IAC=Intermediate Appellate Court 
G=General Jurisdiction, L=Limited Jurisdiction, ... =Not applicable 



Table 32 .. The Use of Cameras in Trial and Appellate Courts 

Oourt Effe{ltive Date: Effective Date: Is Oonsent 
States: type Division Experimental Permanent Required? 

Dlinois (con't) 
Appellate Court lAC Appellate 1/1/84 1/2/85 

Circuit Court G ~ - -
Indiana 
Supreme Court COLR No camera coverage 

Court of Appeals lAC No camera coverage 

Tax Court lAC No camera coverage 

Superior Court G No camera coverage 

Circuit Court G No camera coverage 

Probate Court G No camera coverage 

County Court l No camera coverage 

City Court L No camera coverage 

Town Court L No camera coverage 

Municipal Court of Marion CO\mty L No camera coverage 

SmaIler Claims Court of Marion County L No camera coverage 

Iowa Yes 
Supreme Court COLR AppeJlate 1/1/80 1/1/82 

Court of Appeals lAC AppeIlate 1/1/80 1/1/82 

District Court G Civil and criminal 1/1/80 1/1/82 

Kansas Yes 
Supreme Court COLR Appellate 9/14/81 9/1/88 

Court of Appeals lAC AppeJlate 9/14/81 9/1/88 

District Court G Civil and criminal 1/30/87 9/1/88 

Municipal Court L - ~ -
Kentucky Yes(a) 
Supreme Court COLR AppeUate 7/1/81 

Court of Appeals lAC AppeJlate 7/1/81 

Circuit Court G CIvil and criminal 7/1/81 

District Court L Civil and criminal 7/1/81 

Louisiana No 
Supreme Courts(a) COLR Appeilate 7/13179 4/30/85 

Courts of Appeal(a) lAC AppeJlate 7/13n9 4/30/85 

District Court G .. ~ -
Juvenile Court G .. .. .. 
Family Court G - .. ~ 

Justice of the Peace Court L ,.. ,.. ,.. 

Mayorls Court L .. ~ .. 
City and Parish Courts L .. .. .. 
Maine No 
Supreme Judlclal Court COLR Appellate 4/2/82 3/13184 

Superior Court G Civil and criminal 9/1/81 Under review 
District Court L Civil and criminal 9/1/81 Under review 
Probate Court L .. ,.. .. 
Administrative Court L ,.. .. ,.. 
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Table 32 . The Use of Cameras in Trial and Appellate Courts 

Court 
States: type 

Maryland 
Court of Appeals COLR 

Court of Special Appeals lAC 

Circuit Court G 

District Court L 

Orphan's Court L 

Massachusetts 
Supreme Judicial Court COLR 

Appeals Court lAC 

Trial Court of the Commonwealth G 

Michigan 
Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

Circuit Court G 

Recorder's Court of Detroit G 

Court of Claims G 

District Court L 

Probate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Minnesota 
Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

District Court G 

Mississippi 

Supreme Court COLR 

Circuit Court G 

Chancery Court G 

County Court L 

Family Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Justice Court L 

Missouri 
Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

Circuit Court G 

Municipal Court L 

Montana 
Supreme Court COLR 

District Court G 

Workers' Camp. Court G 

Water Court G 

Justice of the Pence Court L 

Municipal Court L 
City Court !.. 
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Effective Date: Effective Date: Is Consent 
Division ExPerimental Permanent Required? 

Yes (a) 
Appellate 1/1/81 7/1/82 

Appellate 1/1/81 7/1/82 

Civil 1/1/81 7/1/84 

Civil 1/1/81 7/1/84 

Civil 1/1/81 7/1/84 

Yes 
Appellate 4/1/80 1/1/83 

Appellate 4/1/80 1/1/83 

Civil and criminal 6/1/80 1/1/83 

No 
~ H ~ 

~ ~ H 

Civil and criminal 1/1/88 1/1/89 

Criminal ~ ~ 

Civil 1/1/88 1/1/89 
H ~ ~ 

~ H ~ 

- - .. 
Yes 

Appellate 1/2m8 4/20/83 

Appellate 1I2m8 4/20/83 

Civil and criminal 4/18183 

No camera coverage 

No camera coverage 

No camera coverage 

No camera coverage 

No camera coverage 

No camera coverage 

No camera coverage 

Yes(a) 
Appellate 10/1192 

Appellate 10/1/92 

Civil and criminal 1/1/93 
~ H 

No 
Appellate 4/1n8 4/18/80 

Civil and criminal 4/1n8 4/18/80 
H ... ~ 

... ~ ~ 

.. .. H 

... .. H 

~ ... -
-

Legend: COLlt:Court of Last Resort, lAC=lntermeclinte Appellate Court 
G:::Genernl Jurisdiction, L=Limltecl .rurlsdlction, -=Not npl,lllcable 
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Table 32 .. The Use of Cameras in Trial and Appellate Courts 

Court Effective Date: Effective Date: Is Consent 
States: type Division Experimental Permanent Required? 

Nebraska No 
Supreme Court COLR Appellate 10/1192 10/1188 

Court of Appeals lAC Appellate 111/92 111/92 

District Court G ~ ~ ~ 

Separate .Juvenile Court L ~ ~ ~ 

Workers' Compensation Court L ~ ~ ~ 

County Court L ~ ~ ~ 

Nevada Yes 
Supreme Court COLR Appellate 4/1180 5/80/88 

District Court G Civil and criminal 4/1180 5/30/88 

Justice Court L Civil and criminal 4/1180 5130/88 

Municipal Court L Civil and criminal 411180 5/80/88 

New Hampshire 

Supreme Court COLR ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Superior Court G Civil and criminal 6/1194 ~ No 

District Court L ~ .. .. ~ 

Municipal Court L ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Probate Court L .. ~ ~ ~ 

New Jersey No 
Supreme Court COLR Appellate 511f79 1018180 

Appellate Division of Superior Court lAC Appellate 511n9 10/8180 

Superior Court G Civil and criminal 5/1f79 6/9/81 

Tax Court L Civil 511n9 6/9/81 

Municipal Court L Criminal 11:\184 9/1186 

New Mexico No(a) 

Supremo Court COLR Appellate 7/1180 1/1/88 

Court of Appeals lAC Appellate 7/1180 111183 

District Court G Civil and criminal 7/1180 111/83 

Magistrate Court L Civil and criminal 3/1187 

Bernalillo County Metropolitan Court L Civil and criminal 3/1187 

Municipal Court L .. ~ .. 
Probate Court L ~ ~ ~ 

New York Yes 
Court of Appeals COLR Appellate 111181 

Appellate Divisions of Supreme Court lAC Appellate 111181 

Appellate 'rerms of Supreme Court lAC Appellate 111181 

Supreme Court G Civil and criminal 6/23192 .. 
County Court G Civil and crimhtnl 6123192 .. 
Court of Claims L .. .. .. 
Surrogates' Court L .. .. .. 
Family Court L .. .. .. 
District Court L .. .. .. 
City Court L .. .. .. 
Civil Court of City of New York L .. .. ~ 

Criminal Court of City of New York L ~ .. .. 
Town and Village Justice Court L .. .. .. 
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Table 32 • The Use of Cameras in Trial and Appellate Courts 

Court 
States: type 

North Carolina 
Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

Superior Court G 

District Court L 

North Dakota 
Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

District Court G 

County Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Ohio 
Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

Court of Common Pleas G 

Municipal Court L 

County Court L 

Court of Claims L 

Mayors Court L 

Oklahoma 
Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Criminal Appeals COLR 

Court of Appeals IAC 

District Court G 

Municipal Court Not of Record L 

Municipal Criminal Court of Record L 

Workers' Compensation Court L 

Court of Tax Review L 

Oregon 
Supreme Court COLR 

Court of Appeals lAC 

Circuit Court G 

Tax Court G 

County Court L 

Justice Court L 

District Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court COLR 

Superior Court IAC 

Commonwealth Court IAC 

Court of Common Pleas G 

Philadelphia Municipal L 

District Justice Court L 
Philadelphia Traffic Court L 
Pittsburgh City Magistrates L 
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Effective Datel Effective Date: Is Consent 
Division Experimental Permanent Reauired? 

No 
Appellate 10/18/82 6113190 

Appellate 10/18/82 6113190 

Civil and criminal 10/18/82 6/13190 

Civil and criminal 10/18/82 6113190 

Yes 
Supreme Court 211fl9 7/1180 

H H H 

Civil and criminal 9/1188 H 

H H H 
H H H 

Yes 
Appellate 611179 111182 

Appellate 6/1179 111182 

Civil and criminal 611m 111182 
H H H 

H H .. 
.. H .. 
H H H 

Yes(a) 

Appellate 111m 2122182 

Appellate 111179 2122182 

Appellate 111179 2122182 

Civil and criminal(a) 1I1fl9 2122182 
.. H H 

H H H 

H .. H 

H H H 

Civil and criminal 611183 8/11'92 Yes 

Civil and criminal 611183 8/1/92 Yes 
H H 8/1/90 No 
H .. H 

H .. .. 
,. .. .. 
.. .. 8/1/90 No 
H ~ .. 

Yes 
.. .. .. 

Civil 10/1179 
.. H .. 
.. .. .. 
.. H .. 
.. H H 

H H H 

H H H 

Legend: COLR=Court ofLnst Resort, IAC=Intermedlnte Appellnte Court 
G=General Jurisdiction, L=Llmlted Jurisdiction, H",NCJt applicable 
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Table 32 .. The Use of Cameras in Trial and Appellate Courts 

Court Effective Date: Effective Date: Is Consent 
States: type Division Experimental Permanent Required? 

Rhode Island Yes 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate 10/1181 3/8193 

Superior Court G Civil and criminal 10/1/81 3/8193 

Workers' Compensation G Civil and criminal 10/1/81 3/8193 

District Court L Civil and crimhlal 10/1/81 3/8/93 

Family Court L Civil and criminal 10/1181 3/8/93 

Probate Court L - - -
Municipal Court L ~ - .. 
South Carolina Yes 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate - 10/1193 

Court of Appeals lAC Appellate - 10/1193 

Circuit Court G Civil and criminal - 10/1/93 

Family Court L Domestic and criminal - 10/1193 

Magistrate Court L Civil and criminal - 10/1/93 

Probate Ceurt L Probate - 10/1/93 

Municipal Court L Criminal ~ 10/1/93 

South Dakota 

Supreme Court COLR No camera coverage 

Circuit Court G 

Tennessee Yes 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate 'lJ27n9 

Court of Appeals lAC Appellate 'lJ27n9 

Court of Criminal Appeals lAC Criminal 'lJ27n9 

Circuit Court G Civil and criminal 'lJ27179 

Chancery Court G Civil 'lJ27n9 

Criminal Court G Criminal 'lJ27n9 

Probate Court G - ~ .. 
Juvenile Court L .. - ~ 

Municipal Court L .. .. .. 
General Sessions Cow·t L .. ... .. 
-Texas Yes 

Supreme Court COLR Civil .. 111190 

Court of Criminal Appeals COLR .. .. 111190 

Courts of Appeals lAC Civil and criminal .. 1/1190 

District Courts G Civil and criminal .. 111190 

Constitutional County L Civil and criminal .. 1/1190 

County Courts at Law L Civil and criminal .. 1/1190 

Justice ofthe Peace Court L Clvll and criminal .. 111190 

Municipal Court L (a) .. .. 
Utah (a) No 

Supreme Court COLR SUpreme Court 1/1/88 8/30191 

Court of Appeals lAC ... .. .. 
District Court G ... .. .. 
Circuit Court L .. .. ... 
Justice of the Peace Court L ~ .. .. 
JuverJle Court L .. .. .. 

, 
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Table 32 . The Use of Cameras in Trial and Appellate Courts 

Court Effeotive Date: Effeotive Date: Is Consent 
States: type Division ExPerimental Permanent Required? 

Vermont No 

Supreme Court COLR Supreme Court 7/1/84 3/12192 

Superior Court G Civil and criminal 1/2189 3112192 

District Court G Civil and criminal 1/21B9 3112192 

Family Court G - - .. 
Probate Court L - - -
Environmental Court L - .. .. 
Virginia No 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate 7/1/87 7/1192 

Court of Appeals lAC Appellate 7/1/87 7/1192 

Circuit Court G Civil and criminal '''1IB7 7/1192 

District Court L Civil and criminal 7/1/B7 7/1192 

Washington No 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate 9/20na 

Court of Appeals lAC Appollate 9/2uns 

Superior Court G Civil and criminal 9/20na 

District Court L Civil and crimulal 9/20na 

Municipal Court L Civil and criminal 9/20nS 

West Virginia No 

Supreme Court of Appeals COLR Appellate 5/28/B1 

Circuit Court G Appellate 5/28/B1 

Magistrate Court JJ - - .. 
Municipal Court L .. - .. 
Wisconsin No 

Supreme Court COLR Appellate 4/lrtB 7/179 

Court of Appeals lAC Appellate 4/lrtB 7/179 

Circuit Court G Civil and criminal 4/lrtB 7/179 

Municipal Court L Ordinance 4/lrtB 7/lrt9 

Wyoming(a) No 

Supreme Court COLR Supreme Court 9/2182 

District Court G Criminal only 8/141B1 12127191 

Justice of the Peace Court L .. .. .. 
Municipal Court L .. .. -
County Court L - .. -
PuertoRioo - - .. .. ... 

Fedel'a} Courts(a) .. - .. - .. 
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Table 32 .. TIle Use of Cameras in Trial and Appellate Courts 

FOOTNOTES: 

Idaho: 
(a)Supreme Court In Boise (experlmental.12l4l78, permanent. 
8/27/79) 

(b)Supreme Court on circuit (experlmental.lO/9179, permanent-
10/1180) 

ICentuclty: 
(a)Requests must be made to presiding judge. 

Louisiana: 
(a)Subject to approval of individual court. 

Maryland: 
(a)Permisslon of parties 110t required ill appellate courts. 

Missouri 
(a)Recording and photographing are prohibited ifparticipant so 
requests und is: a victim of a crime, a police informunt, an 
undercover agent, a relocated witness, or ajuvEluile. For good 
cause, judge may prohibit recording or photographing of other 
participunts or testimony. 

New Mexicol 
(a)Consent is required in the magistrate and municipal courts, 

Oklahoma: 
(a) Consent of accused required in criminal trials, 

Texas: 
(a)Municipal Courts: whether coverage is permitted, varies. 

Utah: 
(a) Only still photography allowed in trial courts. 

Wyoming: 
(a)Subject to approval of individual court. 

Federal Courts: 
(a)On September 13, 1990, the Federal Judicial Conference 
approved a three year experiment allowing cameras in two appellate 
courts and six district courts, beginning on July 1, 1991. 'l'he 
experiment Is limited to civil cases und gives judges total discretion 
to refuse, limit, or stop camera coverage. 
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Table 33 .. Tribal Courts 

Number Has the state 
of Number of assumed 

l"l'ribally Oourtsof Number of jUl'isdiotion 
Oreated Indian Number of Appellate under Publio 

States: Oourts"(a) Offenses(b) Other Oourts(c) Number of Trial Judges Judges Law 280?(d) 

Alaska 1 None 1 Appellate 4 NIS Yes (except 
Annette Island 

Metlakatla) 

Arizona 19 None 19 Appellate: an 47 including 12 Navl\io and 5 3 No 
unknown number Navl\io "family" judges 
of juvenile courts 

exist 

Oalifornia 2 1 None 3 NIS Yes 

Oolorado 2 None None 3 NIS No 

JJ~.,t"ida 1 None None 1 NIS No 

Idmho 4 1 None 16 1 Yas 

Illinois 1 None None 5 NIS No 

Louisiana 1 1 None 1 N/S(e) No 

Maine 2 None 1 Appellate 2 7 No 

Michigan 7 NOM 1 Conservation 14 NIS No 

Minnesota 1 1 1 Appellate, 9 NIS Yes (Except Red 
2 J uverlilo Lake 

Reservation) 

Mississippi None 1 None 2 NIS No 

Montana 7 None 34 Appellate, 18 NIS No 
2 Juvenile 

Nebraska 1 None 1 Juvenlle 2 NIS Yes 

Nevada 12 5 3 Appellate 13 7 Yes, but 
retroceded 

jurisdiction In tho 
1970s 

New Mexloo 22 None 22 AppeUnte, n 30, of whom 5 nre Navl\io, 2 1 Southwest No 
few Juvenile nnd nre Nnvnjo "Family» judges Intertribal Court 

4 Family an(tH nre Pueblo of Appeals 

New York 1 None NOlie 2 NIS No 

North Oarollna None 1 None 1 NIS No 

North Dakota 1\ Nono 2 Appellute, 9 NIS No 
2 Juve)llle 

Oklahoma 12 23 33 Appellate, 53 including 8 CFR 35 No 
1 Juvenlle mngistrutes unci 2.Juvenile 

Oregon (} None 1 Appellnto, 6 NIS Yes (except Wnrm 
1 Juvenile 

, 
Sprlll!Jl! 

I 
Reservation) 

South Cl1rolinn 1 None No~t'1 1 NIS No 

~ 
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Number 
of Number of 

"TrIbally Courts of 
Created Indian Number of 

States: Courts"(a) Offensos(b) Other Courts(o) 
South Dakota 10 2 4 Appellate, 

3 Juvenile 

Utah 4 None 1 Appellate, 
1 Juvenile 

Washington 26 1 1 Appel\ate 

Wlsoonsin 9 None None 

Wyoming 1 1 1. Appel\ate, 
1 JUvenile 

Total 146 25 77 

FOOTNOTES: 

(a)The Indian Reorganization Act (1934) encouraged self 
govetnanc~ through tribal constitutions, organized government, and 
these tribnlly created courts. 

(b)AIso known as "CFR Courts," estabUshed by the Department of 
the Interior in 1884. These courts are held to be instrumentalities of 
the federal government. 

(o)Not included are a few owl'raditional Courts" maintained by 
some Pueblo tribes which are based on oral custom. The Indian 
CWld Welfare Act (1978) gIVes tribal courts extensivejurlscllction 
under federal law to provide for removal, adoption and placement of 
Indian children. Conservation courts are concerned primarily with 
hunting and fishing rights on Indian iands. 

Table 33 •• Tribal Courts 

Has the state 
assumed 

Number of jurisdiotion 
Appellate lmder PubUo 

Number of Trial Judges Judf;!es Law 280?(d) 
12 of whom are Northwest 10 No 
Intertribal Court System 

4 N/S No 

12 of whom 4 and 1 judicial 4 of whom 3 are No 
officer are Northwest Northwest 

Intertribal Court System intertribal Court 
System 

16 NIS Yes(e) 

1 NIS No 

271 39 6 

(d)Public Law 280 (1958) extended state civil and criminai 
jurisdiction to Indian country. The Indian Civil Rights Act (1968), 
among other objectives, allows for retrocession of Public Law 280'8 
state jurisdiction. 

Louisiana: 
(e)When necessary, the CWtamacha tribe appoints, ad hoc, 3 judge 
appellate panels consisting of a Chief Judge and 2 Associate Judges. 

Wisconsin: 
(e)Menominee, alone among Wisconsin's nine Tribal Courts, 
petitioned for and wan granted retrocession ofPL 280's state 
jurisdiction. 
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The Jury 

A 12-person jury that must reach a unanimous 
verdict is not standard in the state courts. This 
section uses four tables to describe jury selection and 
jury verdict rules in the state and federal courts. A 
fifth table describes the composition and function of 
the grand jury. 

'rabie 34 indicates the basis for the master list 
from which 'the jury pool is drawn and cites the 
relevant state statute. Qualifications for jury service 
in terms of age, time elapsed since a prior jury 
service, reside,r..l;y, and literacy are specified. Most 
states use a variety of sources to compile a master 
list. Sources followed by an asterisk must be usedj 
others are generally used at the discretion of local 
jury commissioners. The table indicates which states 
have adopted the provisions of the Uniform Jury 
Selection and Service Act, which was drafted in 1970 
by the National Conference of Commissions on 
Uniform State Laws. 

Table 35 explains the factors that make a person 
exempt from jury duty, as well as factors that 
represent a valid basis for excusal from jury service. 
Exemptions are generally based on age or occupation. 
Twenty-two states and the District and Co}umbia do 
not grant automatic occupatbnal exemptionsj several 
other states limit exemptions to those on active 
military service. Excusals from jury service follow 
from claims of undue hardship, extreme 
inconvenience, public necessity, or mental disability. 
Table 35 also details the obligations that employers 
bear in each state toward maintaining the salaries of 
employees while on jury service. The daily fee, if any, 
paid to serving jurors is also indicated. 

'1'he formal process of jury selection is described in 
Table 36. The first piece of information is who 
conducts voir dire: the judge, the attorneys, 01' both 
judge and attol'Oeys. Generally the provisions are the 
same for all courts holding jury trials, but there are a 
few states in which conduct ofvoir dire is different in 
general and limited jurisdiction courts. The second 
piece of information is the number of peremptory 
challenges available to the parties to a dispute. This 
generally differs between civil and criminal cases, 
and, for criminal cases, between capital felony, other 
felony, and misdemeanor cases. In criminal cases, 
the number of peremptory challenges may be 
different for the state and the defense. 

Since 1970, U.S. Supreme Court decisions have 
allowed states to move away from the traditional 
federal jury standard of 12 members who must reach 
a unanimous verdict. Specifically, six-member juries 

were found to be constitutional in Williams v. 
Florida, 399 U.S. 78 (1970) and non-unanimous 
verdicts in Apodaca v. Oregon, 406 U.S. 404 (1972). 
The relaxation of traditional size and verdict 
requirements is most prevalent for misdemeanor 
criminal cases. Four states use eight- (Arizona and 
Utah) or six-member juries (Connecticut and Florida) 
for non-capital felonies, and two states (Louisiana 
and Oregon) do not requh'e a unanimous verdict in 
such cases. States that continue to use a 12-member, 
unanimous ve!dict jury typically allow the parties to 
stipulate to a smaller, non-unanimous jury. 

"No person shall be held to answer for & capital, or 
other infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment at a grand jury." That clause from the 
Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution applies to 
all felony prosecutions in the federal courts. The 
information in Table 38 shows that while most states 
retain the option of a grand jury indictment, few 
require it to begin felony proceedings. A diminished 
role for the state grand jury in processing felony 
cases can be seen early in this century. Grand jury 
indictments were largely replaced by the practice of 
prosecutors filing a document called a criminal 
information, a practice ultimately upheld by the U.S. 
Supreme Court (In re McNaught, 1909; Palko v. 
Oonnecticut, 1937). Table 38 indicates whether a 
grand jury indictment is requirod for all felony 
prosecutions, the size of the grand jury, the number 
needed to indict, the statutory term of grand jury 
sittings, and the scope of the grand jury's purview. 

Select Bibliography: 
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Jeffrey Abramson, We, The Jury: The Jury System 
and the Ideal of Democracy, New York: Basic books, 
1994. 
Gebert L. Litan (Ed.), Verdict: Assessing the Oivil 
Jury Sj'stem, Washington D.C., 1993. 
"Symposium Issue on the Selection and Function of 
the Modern Jury", The American University Law 
Review, Vol. 40, Number 2, Winter, 1991 

Specific References: 
Grand Jury: 

Loren P. Beth, lIThe Fuller CQurt and Era," 
Encyclopedia of the American Judicial System, Vol. I, 
R. Janosik (Ed.). New York: Charles Scribner's, 
1987, p. 112. 
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Table 34 .• Trial Juries: Qualifications and Source Lists for Juror Service 

Jurors: 
Juries: Jurors: Time since J'urors: 

Statutory Jurors: Minimum Prior Jury Are Convicted Felons 
States: Authority Sources of Master List Age (yrs) Service Disqualified? 

Alabama 12.16.60 May include YR, DL, and other lists 19 N/S Yes. Iflost the right to 
such as UC, TR.(a) vote for any crime 

involving moral turpitude 

Alaska 09.20.050 All applicants for permanent fund 18 1 year or no more Yes 
income.'" than 3 months in a 

2 year period 

Arizona 21·101-428 YR, DL and persons from other lists as 18 Varies Yes, unless civil rights 
determined by the Supreme Court.* restored 

Arkansas 16.31·101 VR'" 18 2 years Yes 

California cap 190 May include, in addition to other lists, 18 1 year Yes, also "malfeasance ill 
customer mailing lists, 'I'D, UC, YR, office" 

DL.(a) 

Colorado 18·71·101 YR supplemented with DL and CD.* 18 1 year Yes 

Connecticut 51·217 YR, DL. '" Discretion exercised by towr. 18 2 years Yes, for 7 years following 
civil servants. (.Juror must request conviction 

to be excused 
because of prior jury 
service within the 

two prior jury 
service years. 

Delaware 10·45 YR*; may be supplemented with other 18 2 years Yes, unless civil rights 
sources. restored 

District of Columbia 11·1906 YR'" and names from other sources or 18 2 years Yes, for 1 year af1;er 
lists as may be provided in the jury sentence completion, or if 

system plan. pending felony or 
misdemeanor charge·.lO 
years since probation or 

parole Is completed. 

Florida 40.013 DL and volunteers who execute an 18 lyear Yes, includes bribery, 
affidavit at the office of the clerk, even forgery, perjury, larceny 

ifnot on the DL list.'" 

Georgia 16·1Z-60 VR, supplemented with other sources 18 No more than 4 No. Except to the extent 
ifnecessaryto assure a fairly weeks In 1 yenr that they are not "upright 
representative cross section.'" and intelligent" citizens 

Discretion exercised by the board of 

I 
jury commissioners. 

Hawaii (a) 612·1 YR, supplemented with other lists 18 1 year Yes 
such as TR, DL. 
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Table 34 .. Trial Juries: Qualifications and Source Lists for Juror Service 

Jurors: 
Residency Jurors: Literacy & Language 

Requirement Qualifications Jurors: Disabilities, Other Provisions States: 

1 year county Must be able to read, speak, N/S Alabama 
resident lmderstand and follow any 

instructions given by the judge in 
English. 

District resident Able to read or speak English. Court shall provide, and pay the cost of, an Alaska 
interpreter or reader, in the case of hearing or 

sight impaired juror 

Resident of N/S Adjudicated mentally incompetent or insane Arizona 
jurisdiction 

-County resident, Able to read or write English, except Persons whose senses of hearing or seeing are Arkansas 
registered voter that judge maywalve this substantially impaired. Persons who arc not of 

requirement for persons found good character or approved integrity, are lacking 
otherwise capable. in soundjudgment or reasonable information, are 

intemperate, or are not of good behavior. 

COlmty resident Possllssed of sufficient knowledge of No person shall be deemed incompetent solely California 
English. because of the loss of sight or hearing ... or any 

other disability. 

County resident.. Able to read, speak and understand Physically impaired persons shall serve, except Colorado 
more than 50% of English. where the court fmds that such service is not 

time feasible. 

Electors and state Ablo to speak and understand English. No person shall be disqualified on the basis of Connecticut 
residents deafness or hearing Impairment 

County resident Able to read, speak and understand Incapable, by reason of physical or meutal Delaware 
English. disability ofrendering satisfactory jury servic:e 

-
6 months Able to read, speak and understand No person shall be deemed incompetent solely District of Columbia 

English. because of the loss of sight or hearing ... or any 
other disability, 

County resident N/S A(ijudlcated mentally incompetent Florida 

County resident 6 N/S Jury commission uses lists that will yield a fairly Georgia 
months representative cross section of' the intolJlgent and 

upright citizens ofthe county 

Resident of circuit Ablo to read, speak and undorstand Physical or montal disability (with physician's Hawaii (a) 
English certificate) 
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Table 34 .. Trial Juries: Qualifications and Source Lists for Juror Service 

Jurors: 
Juries: Jurors: Time since Jurors: 

Statutory Jurors: Minimum Prior Jury Are Convicted Felolls 
States; Authority Sources of Master List Age (yrs) Service Disqualified? 

Idaho (a) 2·201 YR, supplemented with names from 18 No more than 10 Yes, iflost the right to 
other lists, such as UC, TR, DL MVR, days in 2 years. vote 
"which the Supreme Court from time 

to time designates,"" 

1111nols 705lLCS 305 YR, DL, Illinois Disabled Person 18 1 year Yes. Free from aU legal 
identification card.* exception 

Indiana (a) 33·4·6·7 YR, Bupplemented with other lists 18 3 years! 1 year for Yes, any person under a 
such as UC, TR, CD, DL, TD, Lake County sentence. In Lake 

MVR.*(b) County, Felony 
conviction only. 

Iowa 607A.2 YR, DL*. May use other lists, 18 NIS NIS 
including but not limited to UC, 

which the jury commission or jury 
manager determines suitable. 

Kansas 43·155 YR, DL.* Lists of state· issued 18 1 year Yes, within 10 years of 
nondrivers' identification cards may conviction, guilty plea, or 

be used. nolo contendere to felony 
charge 

Kentuclcy 29A,80Adm. YR,DL* 18 1 year Yes, or presently under 
Proc. Part II S indict,ment 

ill 

Louisiana S.Ot.R,26 Discreti;101. exercised by 6 member 18 2 Years, District Yes, or presently tUlder 
court.appointed jury commistlion. courts may change indictment 

this to 4, 

Maine (a) S.1201·A DL, Volunteers.* These lists may be 18 No more than 15 N/S 
supplemented with names from other days in 6 years 

lists specified by the Supreme 
Judicial Circuit, 

Maryland 8·207 YR and from such additional sources 18 3 years Yes, or a charge pending 
permitted by juror selection plan.* for crime exceeding $600 

Volunteers ami recommendations not or 6 months punishment 
accepted. 

Massachusetts 234A Numbered resident files.* 18 3 years Convicted of felony 
within past 7 years, or 

defendaht in felony case, 
or is in custody of 

correctional hlstitution. 

Michigan 600.1307a YR, DL, personal identification 18 1 year Must not be \Ulder 
cardholder lists. * sentence for felony at 

time of selection, 

Minnesota 693 App. YR. DL*. CD, Tn, welfare 18 4 years Yes, unless civil rights 
reclplents(a) restored 

Mississippi (a) 13·5·1 YR* 21 2yeara Convictecl of an infamous 
crime, bootleggers, 
habitual drunknrds, 
common gamblers 
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Table 34 -- Trial Juries: Qualifications and Source Lists for Juror Service 

Jurors: 
Residency Jurors: Literacy & Language 

Requirement Qualifications Jurors: Disabilities, Other Provisions States: 

County resident Able to read, speak and understand Physical or mental disability (with physician's Idaho (a) 
English certificate). Dver 70 ifrequested. 

County resident Able to understand English Dffair character, of approved integrity, of sound Illinois 
judgment, well informed. 

County resident Able to read, speak and understand Physical or mental disability (with physician's Indiana (a) 
English with sufficient proficiency to certificate) 

fill out qualification form 

N/S Able to understand English in a Be able to receive and evaluate Information. Will Iowa 
written, spoken 0)' inanually signed be disqualified ifperson requests to be put on 

mode juror list. 

County resident, Able to read, speak and understand Persons under atljudication of incompetency Kansas 
qualifications of English with sufficient proficiency to 

elector fill out qualification form. 

County resident Able to read, speak and understand Incapable, by reason of physical or mental Kentucky 
English disability of rendering satisfactory jury service 

1 yea'1' parish Able to read, speak and understand Mental or physical infirmity provided that no Louisiana 
resident English and be possessed of sufficient person deemed incompetent solely because ofloss 

knowledge of English of hearing in any d(1gree 

County resident Able to read, speak and understand N/S Maine (0) 
English 

Qualified to vote in Able to read, speak and understand Is a party to a civil suit pending in court called to Maryland 
cowlty English with sufficient proficiency to serye. Physical or mental infirmity (physician's 

fill out qualification form. certificate). 

Lives within Able to speak and understand English Physically handicapped persons shall serve Massachusetts 
district more than except where the court find service is not feasible. 

50% of time, 
whether or not 

registered to vote. 

County resident Conversant with the English N/S Michigan 
language. 

County resident Able to communicate in English Physical or mental disability (with phydclan's Minnesota 
certificate) 

Qualified elector or Able to read and write No person who within past 12 months the Mississippi (a) 
1 year as resident overseer ofa public road or road contractor or if 

freeholder case of one's own is pending before the court. 

State Coltrt Organltzation 1993 259 



'rable 34 .• Trial tJuries: Qualifications and Source Lists for Juror Service 

Jurors: 
Jul'ies: Jurors: Time since Jurors: 

Statutory Jurors: Minimum Prior Jury Are Convicted Felons 
States: Authol'ity Sources of Master List Age (yrs) Service Disqualified? l 

Missouri 494.4 "One or more public records."* 21 1 year(a) Yes, wlless civil rights 
restored 

--Montana 8·15·808 YR* 18 1 year Malfeasance in office or 
any felony or high crime 

Nebraska 25·1601 YR,DL* 19 Not more than 4 Yes, and all other legal 
weeks in any 5 exceptions 

year period 

Nevada 6.01 YR*, Other lists. Discretion 18 1 year Yes,lfconvicted of 
exercised by county jury treason, felony, or other 

commissioners. infamous crime 

New Hampshire 500A "Town list". Discretion exercised by 18 8 years No 
town selectsman. 

New Jersey 2A:69·1 DL,VR* 18 1 year Yes 

NtlwMexico 88·5-1 YR,DL* 18 8 years Yes 

New York 16·510 VR "and SUGh other available lists of 18 2 years Y(,B 

tho residents of the county, such as" 
UC, DL, MVR, TR, and volunteers. 

North Carolina 9·8 YR, DL.* May use other sow'ces 18 2 years Yes, or pleaded nolo 
deemed to be reliable. contendere to indictment 

charging a felony 

North Dakota (a) 27.091.·08 Actual voters, supplemented with 18 2 years Lost right to vote 
other lists such as UC, TR, DL, MVR 
which the Supreme Court designates. 

Ohio 1901.25, VR,DL*(a) 18, eligiblo if 1 year Yes 
1907.28 driver 

Oklahoma 88s28 DL, Volunteers*(a) 18 NIS Yes, unless civill'ights 
restored 

Oregon ORS Ch.10 YR, DL, "and any other soUrces 18 2 years Yes, during term of 
approved by the Chief Justice of the imprisonment. No, once 
Supreme Court that will furnish a civil rights and privileges 

fair cross section."'" restored. 

Pennsylvania 4502 YR.* May supplement with lists such 18 8 yoars If service Yes 
as TD, CD, TR, persons participating more than 8 days, 
in any state, local or federal program, 1 year otherwise 

school census list, volunteers. 

Rhodo Island 9·9·1.1 YR*, random Bolecllon. 18 2 years Yes, until sentence 
completion 

. 
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Table 34 .. Trial Juries: Qualifications and Source Lists for Juror Service 

Jurors: 
Residency Jurors: Literacy & Language 

Requirement Qualifications Jurors: Disabilities, Other Provisions States: 

County resident Able to read, speak Rlld understand Incapable, by reason of physical or mental Missouri 
English disability of rendering satisfactory jury service 

Registered elector N/S N/S Montana 

County resident Able to t'ead, speak and understand Physical or mental disability (with physician's Nebraska 
English certificate). Husband and wife may not serve 

together. Persons party to pending suit. 

30 days county Sufficient knowledge of English. Incapable, by reason of physical or mental Nevada 
resident or disability of rendering satisfactory jury service 

qualified elector 

(a) By statute, perspective juror must Unfit, by reason of physical or mental disability to New Hampshire 
state onjuror qualification form act as a juror 
whether able to read, speak and 

understand the Englhl~ language. 

State citizen 2 Able to read, write and understand Incapablo, by reason of physical or mental New Jersey 
years, county English. disability of rendering satisfactory jury service 

resident. 

---. 
County resident N/S Incapable, by reason of physical or mental New Mexico 

disability of rendering satisfactory jury service 

County resident Able to read, speak and understand Intelligent, of good character. New York 
English with sufficient proficiency to 

fill out qualification form, able to 
speak English in an understandable 

manner, 

State citizen, Able to hear and understRlld English Physically and mentally competent, 110t adjudged North Carolina 
County resident non compos mentis. 

County resident Able with reasonable accommodation Physical or mental disability (with physician's North Dakota (a) 
to communicate and understand certificate) 

English 

County or N/S N/S Ohio 
mtmicipality's 

territory 

County residents N/S Of sound mind and of good moral character; over Oklahoma 
and qualified 70 years of age shall not be required to serve. 

electors 

County resident N/S Blind, hearing or speech impaired, or physically Ot'egon 
and US citizen handicapped not ineligible based solely on 

handicap. 

Commonwealth Able to read, write, speak and Incapable, by reason of physical or mental Pennsylvania 
citizen, county understand English. disability of rendering satisfactory-jury service 

resident. 

Resident voter (30 Able to understand and participate in Physically Rlld mentally competent, not adjudged Rhode Island 
days) court proceedings non compos mentis. Handicapped person not 

ineligible solely on basis of handIcap. 
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Table 34 M_ Trial Juries: Qualifications and Source Lists for Juror Service 

Jurors: 
Juries: Jurors: Time since Jurors: 

Statutory Juror,: Minimum Prior Jury Are Convicted Felons 
States: Authority Sources of Master LIst Age (yrs) Service Disqualified? 

South Carolina 14·7·810 DL, YR.* Discretion exercised by a 18 1 year Yes 
jury commission composed of civil 

servants. 

South Dakota 16·13·10 YR, supplemented with DL.* 18 4 years, 2 in small Yes 
communities 

Tennessee 22·1·101 TR, DL, YR, or other available and 18 1 year Yes, if convicted of 
reliable sou\'ces, "but shall not infamous offenses, the it, 

include the YR as the sale or primary peJjury. 
source." Discretion exercised by a 
jury commission composed of civil 

servants. 

Texas 62·102 Gov't YR,DL.* 18 2 years Yes, and ifunder 
Code indictment or other legal 

accusation of 
misdemeanor or felony 

Utah 78·46·7 DL*, VR(a) 18 2 years Yes 

Vermont JurorsR.25 YR, DL, TD, census, listers' records, 18 2 years Yes 
and "any other general source of 

names." 

Virginia 8.01·337 YR, and, where feasiblo, DL CD, TD, 18 2 years Yes, and treason. 
TR, and "other such lists as approved 

by the chief judge of the Circuit."* 

.. 
Washington 2.36.070 YR*(a) 18 1 year Yes, unless civil rights 

restored 

West Virginia 52·1·8 Not less than two of the following: 18 2 years Yes, and perjury, false 
TR, VR, DL or chauffeurs license.* swearing or other 
Discretion exercised by 2 member infamous crime 

citizen jury commission representing 
both major parties. 

Wisconsin 756.01 DL*, may be supplemented with 18 4 years, 2 years in No, iftheyclUl vote 
other lists, including but not limited commUnities with 

to YR, 'I'D, UC, TR, Wgh school less than 325,000 
graduates, welfare lists.(a) 

Wyoming 1·11·101 YR'" 18 6 months Yes 

Puerto Rico 2811 List of actual voters. 18 1 year Yes 

Federal 28·1865 Plan for random selection tJeveloped 18 NIS Yes, unless civil rights 
by each district. Several use YR and restored 

DL. 
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Table 34 .. Trial Juries: Qualifications and Source Lists for Juror Service 

Jurors: 
Residency Jurors: Litel'acy & Language 

Req,uirement Qualifications Jurors: Disabilities, Other Provisions States: 

County resident Able to read, write, speak or Must have at least a sixth grade education or its South Carolina 
understand English. equivalent. Legal blindness does not disqualilY an 

otherwise qualified juror. 

state citizen, Able to read, write and understand Of sound mind, Potential jurors may not be South Dakota 
county resident English excluded on the basis of' a visual or hearing 

impairment. 

County resident for N/S Unsound mind and habitual drunkards. Tennessee 
12 months Persons not in full possession of the senses of 

hearing or seeing if the court determines that 
such person cannot provide adequate service. 

state citizen, Able to read and write Of sound mind and good moral character, Blind Texas 
county resident and deaf not disqualified based solely on 

and qualified handicap. Ifrelated by consanguinity or affinity 
elector within the third degree. 

County resident Able to read, speak and understand JUdicial discretion Utah 
English. 

-Resident of court's Able to read, write and understand Incapable, by reason of physical or mental Vermont 
geographical English disability of rendering satisfactory jury service 
jurisdiction. 

1 year common- N/S No person deemed incompetent by reason of Virginia 
wealth resident, 6 blindness. Persons under a disability. Persons 

months local. adjudicated mentally incompetent. Persons who 
Excludes military seek to serve as jurol's 

stationed here. 

County resident Able to communicate in English N/S Washington 

County resident Able to read, speak and 1.Ulderstand Persons physically disabled can render competent West Virginia 
English, or ability to communicate in service with reasonable accommodation, persons 

American sign lli'llguage. claiming disqualification based on substantial 
physical or mental disability may be required to 

submit physician's certificate. 

State electors Able to read and understand the Possessed or natural facilities and not infirm Wisconsin 
English language. 

-County l'esldent 90 Possessed of sufficient knowledge of In possession of natural facilities, of ordinary Wyoming' 
days English intelligence and without mental or physical 

infirmity 

Resident 1. year Able to read and write Spanish Bad health, female with small children, local Puerto Rico 
and 90 days within 

judicial district 
omcials, and many occupational exemptions. 

Residant 1 yoar Able to read, speak and understand Incapable, by renson of physical or mental Fedel'al 
within judicial English with sufficient proficiency to disability of rendering satisfactory jury service 

district fill out qualification form. 
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Table 34 .. Trial Juries: Qualifications and Source Lists for Juror Service 

FOOTNOTES: 

All states require their jurol's to be U.S. citizens. UJSSA = 
The Uniform Jury Selection and Service Act, drafted 1:1 1970 
by the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform 
State Laws. 

Alabama: 
(a)AU cOlmties use nutomated one-step juror summoning and 
qualification program which uses the state's driver's license list, 
except for Montgomery County which uses the voter's registration 
list. 

California: 
(a)The VR and DJJ lists alone, if purged of duplicate names, shall be 
considered a representntlve cross section. 

Hawaii: 
(a)Hawnii has adopted the UJSSA. 

Idaho; 
(n)Idnho has adopted the DJSSA. 

Indiana: 
(a)Indiana has adopted the U.JSSA. 
(b)Discretion exercised by court-appointed commissioners. 

Maine: 
(n)Malne has adopted the UJSSA. 

Minnesota: 
(a)May be supplemented by other lists. Discretion by jury 
commissioner, however no counties currently supplement. 

Mississippi: 
(n)Mississippi has adopted the UJSSA. 

Missouri: 
(a)Any person who has served on a state or federal petit or gTand 
jury within the preceding yenr shall be excused upon timely 
application to the court. 
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New Hampshire: 
(a)By statute, perspective juror must state on juror qualification 
form whether a citizen United States and resident of county. 
Constitution requires trial for crime in county or judicial district 
commitment. 

North Dakota: 
(a)North Dakota has adopted the UJSSA. 

Ohio; 
(a)Random selection followed by personal interview with 2-member 
citizen jury commission. 

Oklahoma: 
(a)Discretion exel'cised by jury commission except in Oklahoma and 
Tulsa counties. 

Utah: 
(a)Judlclal Council shall designate one or more regularly maintained 
lists of persons as the source for the master lists. 

Washington: 
(a)Effective 9/01/94: VR and DL--mtlndatory language used. 

Wisconsin: 
(a)Each year the Department efTransportatlon prepares and 
transmits by county a master list of all persons licensed or holding 
DOT identification cards In that county. Each county has the option 
of using the master list only, or In combination with any other 
comparable list, from which to randomly select potential jurors. At 
the option of the cO\.1nty board, either the Clerk of Circuit Court or a 
panel of 3 jury cotnwissioners screen responses to juror 
questionnaires to determine eligibility for service. 
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Table 35 •• Trial Juries: Exemptions, Excusals and Fees 
Exemptions: Judicial Officers Excusalsl Undue Hardship (UH), 

Age at which (JO), Public Officials (PO), Extreme Inconvenience (EI), Public 
maybe Elected Legislators (EL), Necessity (PN), Physical or Mental Employel' Jury fees 

States: exempt Physicians (DR) Attorneys (AT) Dlsabillty (PMD) Pays? (Per day) 
Alabama N/S No exemptions mI,EI,PN Yes $10 

Alaska 70 and request Health exemption Ifexpected to lust ill-I, EI, PN, all excusals tor current No $25 
in writing more than 2 years year only unless for disability or old age 

Arizona N/S No exemptions UH, PN. and where absl1nce from No $12 
employment would tend materially and 

adversoly to atrect tho publlc safeiy, 
health, welfare and Interest 

Arkansas N/S No exemptions Excusals where stnte of health or that of No $20 
family reasonably requires abs(\nce, or 
where personal and publlc interests 

materially injured by attendance 

California N/S No exemptions Excused only for undue hardship upon No $5 minimum, 
themselves or the public as defined by varies 

the Judicial Council among 
countios 

Colorado N/S No exemptions UH,EI,PN Y(\S $0 for 3 
days, then 

$50(a) 

Connecticut 70 No exemptions except JO, PO, and PMD requires physician's letter. A Yes $0 for 5 
EL disqualified while General person shnll be capablo if able to days, then 

Assembly in session perform a sedentary job rt!quiring close $50(0) 
attention for lIix hours per day. with 

short breaks, for at least 3 consecutive 
business days 

Delaware N/S No exemptions mI,EI,PN No $1ti 

District of Columbia N/S No exemptions mI,El, PN, PMD No $30(0) 

Florida 70 JO, PO, DR, AT, Police illI, El, PN , PMD, expectant mothers No $10 
and persons responsible for carll of 

disabled person 

Geol'gia 70 Permanently mentally or physically Work necessary for the pubJlc health, Yt1S $5.$35 
dlsabled(a) safety, or good oreier, or other good 

cnuse(b) 

Hawaii N/S JO, PO, EL, DR, Nr, police, active No excuse for slight or trivial couse, No $30 
military, elergy, delltists, fire serlolts personal hardship or other good 

fighters, any person who has served clluse 
as juror in Hawaii within one year 
preceding the time of filling out the 

juror qualification form. 

Idaho 70 and request No exemptions UH,EI,JlN No $10 for half 
in writing day 

Illinois N/S No exemptions ill-Ion occuPlltion, henlth, fllmlly Nil $4. $15, 
sltltntion, aeUve duty in military, Ilr vari(ls 

othol' personal ntrllirs among 
cuuntiNl 

Indiana 65 .rO,PO,EL nnd active military, UH,EI, PN No $7.50 if not 
dentisl.s snlecte(l. 

$17.50 If 
NI'll1ch,t\ 

Iowa N/S No exemptions Automatic excuse for Care ofdlsnblN\ No $10 
person. Discretlonnry for un, E1, lIN 
or ifwould threaten economic, physlclIl 

I 
or emotional well bdng 

n:ansas N/S No exomptlons PMD, tnI,PN Nil $111 
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Table 35 --Trial Juries: Exemptions, Excusals and Fees 

Exemptions: Judioial Officers Exousals: Undue Hardship (UH), 
Age at which (JO), Public Officials (PO), Extreme Inconvenience (EI), Public 

maybe Eleoted Legislators (EL), Necessity (PN), Physioal or Mental EmploYel,' Jury fees 
States: exempt Physioians (DR), Attorneys (AT) Disability (PMD) Pays? (Per day) 

Kentuoky N/S No exemptiolls UH, EI,PN No $12,50 

Louisiana 70 No exemptions(a) UH or EI No (a) 

Maine N/S Governor, JO, Nr, physicians and UH, EI, PN, PMD No $10 
dentists providing active pathmt 

care, sheriffs, active mlJitary 

Maryland 70 and request No exemptions except mUitnry UH, EI, PN. A person may not be No $15 varies 
in writing excused by reason of belief ngainst nmong 

cnpltal punishment counties 

Massachusetts 70 No exemptions PMD or care ofpormanently disabled Yes Employer 
person requ.ires physician's letter. A pnys 1stS 

person shall be capable ifable to days, then 
perform a sedentary job requiring close $50/day(a) 

attention for six hours IJer day, with 
short breaks, for at least 3 consecutive 

business days 

Michigan 70 No exemptions Material injury to public or individual No $15 
interests, health of family member, full 

time high school student 

Minnesota 70 JO Continuing hardship to them or No $15 
members of the public, must be in 

writing 

Mississippi 65 No exemptions llIness. serious fmancialloss, No $15 
emergency. Iliness reqUites a 

physician's statement 

Missouri N/S JO, AT, active military Absence from work would affect public No $6 
health, snfety, Interest or welfare, 

extreme hardship, has served within 
preceding year, practicing dentist, 
phnrmacist, physician, performing 

clergy. 

Montana N/S No exemptions un for person or public served, must be No $25 
by affidavit 

Nebraska 65 JO, court clerks, jailers, sheriffs, PMD, requires physlclnn's cl)rtilicate Yes $20 
husband nnd wife not nllowed on 

same panel, nationn\ guard, 
volunteer firefighters 

Nevada 65 JO, PO, county clerk, recorder, PMD, illnClss or death of Immediate No $11') for first 
assessor, sherlO', police, locomotive famUymembor, UB, EI, }IN. PMD 5 dnys, then 
operator, correctional officer, state- requires llhysicim\'s certificate $30 

IIcenseel driver, optometrist or 
dentist, nt, legislators and 

legislntlve employee during Besslon 
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Table 35 --Trial Juries: Exemptions, Excusals and Fees 

Exemptions: Judioial Officers Exousals: Undue Hardship (UH), 
Age at which (JO), Publio Officials (PO), Extreme Inoonvenience (EI), Publio 

maybe Eleoted Legislators (EL), Necessity (PN), Physioal or Mental Employer Jury fees 
states: exempt Physioians (DR), Attorneys (AT) DisabiUty (PMD) Pays? (Per day) 

New Hampshire 70 JO, PO, EL while ill session, AT, UB, EI, PN, PMD ifunfit to act as juror No $10 far half 
DR, firemen and police day 

New Jersey 75 must Active military, school teachers PMD (a) $5 
(full.time while school is in session), 

correctional employees, hospital 
employees, caretakers ofchildrell 

(where jury services would 
interfere) fish and game warder<s, 

telegraph and telephone operators, 
firemen, first aid, police, DR and 

dentists licensed and practicing in 
NJ, JO disqualified 

New Mexico N/S No exemptions May be excused at the discretion of No $4.25 hour 
judge upon satisfactory evidence 

New York 70 may (76 EL, PO, JO, active milltary, AT, DR, UH, EI to applicant or person under Yes(a) $15 
must) clergy, prosthetist or orthodontist, care or supervision, or the public 

physical therapist, sole proprietor or 
principal manager of small business, 

police 

North Carolina 65 No exemptions Compelling personal hardship, contrary No $12 for first 
to public health, safety and welfare 5 days, then 

$30 

North Dakota N/S No exemptions UH,EI,PN No $25 

Ohio N/S Firemen, national guard Necessal'ily absent from county, No Varies 
material injury to Interest of public or among 

juror, physical inability, spouse or near counties 
relative ill or recently deceased 

-Oklahoma 70 JO, sherin's,jailers, police, AT, EL Substantial hardship No $12.50 
Oregon N/S No exemptions UH, EI to person, person's family, No $10 

employer or public served 

Pennsylvania N/S No exemptions except active UlI, EI No $9 first 3 
military days, then 

$25 

Rhode Island N/S EL, JO, A'I" sheriffs, marshals, PMD No $15 
police, firemen, active military 

South Carolina 66 "Any person employed within the Good and sufficient cause, stUdents, No $10 
walls of nny courthollse" woman with children under 7 

South Dakota N/S JO, AT, clergy if conflicts with N/S No $40 
religious beliefs 

Tennesseo 65 mu&~ EL, AT, tenchers, firemen, national Material injury to person's health, No $10 
guard, phnrmaclsts family, public. UlI, cnre for children, 

grandchildren, or wards 

Texas 65 Officer or an employee of the senate, PMD with physician's affidavit, No $6. $30, 
house ofrepresentntlves, or any consangUinity or atTmlty within third var.!es 

depnrtment commission, board(n) degree, student, persons caring for among 
chlhlren under 10, primary caretaker of counties 

Invalid 

Utah N/S No exemptions PMD, UH, EI,I'N No $17 

Leg(lnd: NS:::Nono Stated, .. :::Not nppllcnble State Court Organization 199(1 26'7 
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Table 35 --Trial Juries: Exemptions, Excusals and Fees 

Exemptions: Judicinl Officerli Excusnls: Undue Hnrdship (UH), 
Age £It which (JO), Public Offioinls (PO), Extreme Inconvenience (EI), Publio 

maybe Elellted Legislntors (EL), Necessity (PN), Physic £II or MentnI Employer Juryfaes 
Stntes: exempt Physicinns (DR), Attorneys (AT) Disnbtuty (PMD, Pnys? (Per dny) 

Vermont 70 PO, AT nnd sponses of AT, EL UH on prospective juror or his employer No $30 
while in session, DR, tenchers, 
nurses, police, firemen, clergy 

Vir~,'inin 70 President nnil Vice President of Persall whose spouse is summoned to No $30 
U.S., EL, PO, A'r, sheriffs, police, serve on same jury; persons caring for 
correctionnl employees, citizens of children under 16 or invalids 

Tnngier IsInnd, mnriners 

-w;;hlngton NIS No llxomptions UH,EI,PN No $10· $25, 
varies 
among 

counties 

West Vh'gillin 66 No exemptions UH,EI,PN No $15 

WiscQnsin NIS StatfJ legislntora nnd full·time illI, EI or serious obstruction or delny in No $16 
el('ctod officlnls mlly claim the fair nnil impartial administration of minimum 

exemption. .Justice, per day 

Wyoming 72 EL, elected PO, police, firemen Mnterial injury or destruction to No $30 for first 
property threntoned, health or fnmily 4 dnys, then 

sickness, care of young children $50 

Puerto Rico NIS PO, JO, EL, DR, A'I' UH,EI, PMD, PN No $8-$10 

FedernI COU1'ts NIS Active military, firemen, police, PO, Varies, District Court mny formulnte a No $40 
JO, EL pInn 

FOO'l'NOTES: ________________________________ au ________________________________________________________________ ___ 

Colorndo: 
(n)F'ecs include expenses to unClmployed jll7ors. 

Connecticut; 
(a)Bmployer pays full·timl' employed jurors regulnr wages fol' first 
five dnys. Part·time employed jurors ami unemployerljurors £Ire 
reimbursed for out-of-pocket expens('s of not less than $20, but not 
more than $50 pl'r dny for the first flvl' days. 

District of Columbia: 
(aWor second day nnel therenftl'r. 

Georgia: 
(a)A person 70 years or oldl'r arm request to hnve nnme removed 
from Jury list. 
{b)lf state legislntor during term of Genoral Assembly 

Louisinunl 
(n)All exemrltiOl\S were ellmlnnted. 1094. 
(b)$12 for civil cases, criminal cases not less than $12, I\Or more thnll 
$25, for onch tiny of attemlnnce in court. Orlenns pnrlsh civil cases 
nre $16. 

2GB Stale Court Orgallizatictt 1993 

Mnssnchusetts: 
(n)Fees inciude expenses to tmemployedjurors. 

New Jersey; 
(n)Full.time employees of the state, county, mtmicipality and mass 
transportntlon fncillties. 

NewYorlc: 
(u)An employer of over 10 employees must pny $15 per day for 1st 3 
dnys ofjltry duty ($45). 

Texns: 
(a)Oflice, or other agency ill the legislative branch of'state 
government, 

-----------------------------------------.. ---~- -



Table 36 ··'I'rial Juries: Who Conducts Voir Dire and the Allocation of Peremptory Challenges 

NUMBER OF PEREMPTORY CHALLENGES 

CRIMINAL CML 

Court Who conducts Capital: Cal>ital: Felony; Felony: Misdemeanor; Misdemeanor: Civil 
States: type voir dire? State Defense State Defense State Defense Cases 

Alabama 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 12 12 6 6 3 3 6 

Alaska 

Superior G Attorneys andlor Judge ~ ~ 6 10 3 3 3 

District L Attorneys andlor Judge ~ ~ ~ ~ 3 3 3 

Arlz9na 

Superior G Judge 10 10 6 6 6 6 4 

Justice of the Peace L Judge ~ ~ ~ ~ 2 2 3 

Munlcipcl L Judge ~ ~ .- H 2 2 -
Arkansas 

Circuit G Attorneyu and Judge 10 12 (\ 8 3 3 a 
Chancery & Probate G Attorneys and Judge ~ ~ 

,. .. ~ ~ a 
California 

Superior G Attorneys and Judge(s) 20(b) 20(b) 10 10 10/6(c) 10/6(c) 6 

Municipal L Attorneys and Judge(a) ~ ~ ~ ~ 10/6(c) 1O/6(c) ~ 

Justice L Attorneys and Judge(a) ~ ... ~ ~ 10/6(c) 10/6(c) ~ 

Colorado 

District G AttornAYs and Judge 10 10 5 5 a 3 4 

County L AtLorneys and Judge - ~ ... ~ 3 a <1 

Probate G Attorneys and Judge ... .. ~ ~ ~ ~ <1 

Water G Attorneys and Judge ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 4 

Connecticut 

Superior G Attorneys 25/15(a) 25/15(a) 6 6 a 3 3 

Delaware 

Superior G Judges 20 20 6 6 6 6 3 

Common Pleas L Judges .. ~ ... ... 6 6 3 

Justice althe Peace L Magistrates ~ ~ ~ ~ 6 6 3 

District of Columbia 

Superior G Judges ... ~ 10 10 3 a 3 

l!~iorida 

Circuit G Attol'Oeys and Judge 10 10 6 6 a a 3 

County L Attorneys and Judge H ~ ... ~ 3 3 3 

GC<ll'gia 

Superior G Attorneys and Judge 10 20 6 12 2 4 6 

State L Attorneys and Judge H .. H H 2 4 a/6 

Civil L Attorneys and Judge H H ... ~ H .. 3 

Municipal L No juries .. H H ... ... 3 

Hawaii 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 12 12 3 3 a a a 
Idaho 

District G Attorneys and Judge 10 10 6 6 6 6 4 . 
Legend: O=Oeneral Jurisdiction, L=Limited Jurisdiction, -=Not applicable Stale Court Orga,nization 1998 269 
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Table 36·· Trial Juries: Who Conducts Voir Dire and the Allocation of Peremptory Challenges 

NUMBER OF PEREMPTORY CHALLENGES 

CRIMINAL CML 

Court Who !)onduots Capital: Capital: Felony: Felony: Misdemeanor: Misdemeanor: Civil 
states: type voir dire? State Defense State Defense State Defense Cases 

Illinois 

Cirt;Uit G Judge(a) 20 20 10 lO 5 5 5 

Indiana 

Superior G Attorneys and Judge 20 20 10 10 5 5 3 

Cb;uit G Attorneys and Judge 20 20 10 10 5 5 3 

County L Attorneys and Judge .. .. 10 10 5 5 3 

Municipal L Attorneys and Judge .. .. 10 10 5 5 3 

Iowa 

District G Attorneys and Judge 8 8 6 6 4 4 4 
-~ 
Kansas 

District G Attorneys and Judge .. .. 12'8I6(a, 121816(a, 3 3 3 
b) h) 

Kentucky 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 5 8 5 8 - .. 3 

District L Attorneys and Judge .. ... ... - 3 3 3 

Louisiana 

District G Attcrneys and Judge 12 12 l2'6 lZ/6 6 6 6(a) 

Maine 

Superior G Judge(a) 10 10 8 8 4 4 3 -Maryland 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 10 20 5 10 4 4 4 

Massachusetts 

Superior G Judge(a) 12 12 4 4 4 4 4 

District L Judge(a) .. .. 2 2 2 2 .. 
Boston Municipal L Judge(a) .. ... 2 2 2 2 .. 
MlchigllJl 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 15 20 5 5 .. ... 3 

Dlstr:et L Attorneys and Judge .. .. ... ... 3 3 3 

Municipal L Attorneys and Judge .. .. .. .. 3 3 3 

Probate L Attorneys anll Judge .. .. 5 5 5 G ... 

Minnesota 

District G Attorneys and Judge 9 15 9/3(a) 15/5(a) 3 5 2 

Mississippi 

Circuit G Attorneys tmd Judge 12 12 6 6 6 6 4 

Chancery G Attorneys and Judge ... .. - .. ... ... 4 

County L Attorneys and Judge .. .. .. ~ 4/2(a) 4/2(a) 4/2(11) 

Justice L Judge .. .. .. .. 2 2 2 

Missouri 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 9 9 6 6 2 2 3 -. 
Mon tall a 

District G Attorneys and Judge 8 8 6/3(0) 6/3(a) 6/3(a) 6/3(a) 4 

270 State Court Organization, 1993 Legend: G=General Jurisdiction, L=Llmited Jurisdiction, -=Not applicablo 



Table 36 •• Trial Juries: Who Conducts Voir Dire and the Allocation of Peremptory ChaUenges 

NUMBER OF PEREMPTORY CHALLENGES 

CRIMINAL CML 

COU1't Who conducts Oapital: Capital: FelonYI Felony: Misdemeanor: Misdemeanor: Civil 
Statesl type voir dire? Stata Defense State Defense State Defense Calles 

Montana (con't) 

Justice of the Pence L Attorneys and Judge ~ ~ ~ ~ S S 4/2(b) 

Municipal L Attorneys and Judge ~ - - ~ S S 4/2(b) 

City L Attorneys and Judge .. - ... .. S S 412(b) 

Nebraska 

District G Attorneys and Judge 12 12 6 6 S S 3 

County L Attorneys and Judge .. ~ ... - S 3 S 

Nevada 

District G Attorneys and Judge 8 8 4 4 4 4 4 

Justice L Attorneys and Judge .. .. 4 4 4 4 4 

New Hnmpshire 

Superior G Judge (a) 10 20 15/S(b) 15/S(b) 3 S S 

New Jersey 

Superior G Judge (a) 12(b) 20(b) 12 20 10 10 6 

New Mexico 

District G Attorneys and Judge 8 12 S 5 S 5 5/a(b) 

Mngistrnte L Attorneys and Judge - ... ... ... 211(a) 211(a) 1 

Bernalillo City L Attorneys and Judge - ... ... ... 211(a) 211(a) 1 
Metropolitan 

New York 

Supreme G Criminru:Attorneys and Judge ... .. 15(a) 15(a) S S S 
Civil: Attorneys 

County G CriminnhAttorneys and Judge ... .. 15(a) 15(a) S S S 
Civil: Attorneys 

District L Crimina!: Attorneys and .Judge ... - .. .. S S S 
Civil: Attorneys 

City L Crlminal: Attorneys and Judge ... .. ... ... S S S 
Civil: Attorneys 

N.Y.C, Civil L Attorneys and Judge - .. .. .. ... .. S 

N.Y,C. Criminal L Attorneys and Judge ... - 15 15 3 3 .. 
Town and Village L Criminal: Attorneys and Judge ... ~ ... ~ 3 S 3 

Civil: Attorneys 

North Cat'oHna 

Superior G Attorneys 14 14 6 6 6 6 8 

District L Attorneys ~ ... .. ~ ~ ... ... 
North Dnlcota 

District G Attorneys and Judge 15 15 10 10 6/3(a) 6/3(R) 4/3(b) 

County L Attorneys and Judge .. ~ ~ .. 6/3(R) 6/3(R) 4/3(b) 

Ohio 

Common Pleas G Attorneys and Judge 6 6 4 4 3 3 3 

Municipal L Attorneys and Judge .. .. .. .. 3 a a 
County L Attorneys anci Judge .. ... .. ~ 

to 
u 3 3 
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Table 36 •• Trial Juries: Who Conducts Voir Dire and the Allocation of Peremptory Challenges 

NUMBER OF PEREMPTORY CHALLENGES 

CRIMINAL CML 

Court Who conduots Capital: Capital: Felony: Felony: Misdemeanor: Misdemeanor: Civil 
States: type voir dire? State Defense State Defense State Defense Cases -Ohio (oon't) 

Clnims L Attorneys and Judge - - - - - - 3 

Oklahoma 

District G Attorneys and Judge 9 9 5 5 3 3 3 

Oregon 

Circuit G Attorneys and .Judge 12 12 6 6 6 6 3 

District L Attorneys and Judge - .... - - 6 6 2 

Justice L Attorneys and Juuge - .... - .... 6 6 3 

Mlmlcipal L Attorneys and Judge - - .... .... 6 6 3 

Pennsylvania 

Common Plens G Judge 20 20 7 7 5 5 4 

Rhode Island 

Superior G Attorneys - - 6 6 3 3 2 

Family L Attorneys - .... 6 6 ... .... 2 

South Carolina 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 5 10 5 10 5 5 4 

Magistrate L Attorneys and Judge - ... .... - 6 6 6 

Municipttl L Attorneys and Judge .... .... .... - 6 6 .... 

South Dakota 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 20 20 10 10 3 3 3 

Tennessee 

Circuit G Attorneys an(l Judge B 15 4 B 3 3 4 

Criminal G Attorneys and Judge B 15 4 B 3 3 ... 

Chnncery G Attorneys and Judgo ... .... ... .... .... .... 4 

Texas 

District G Attorneys 15 15 10 10 5 5 6 

County L Attorneys ... .... .... .... B 3 3 

Justice or the Pence L Attorneys .... .... .... ... 3 3 :3 

Mlmlcipnl L Attorneys .... ... .... .- 3 3 3 

Utah 

District G Attorneys nnd Judge 10 10 4 4 3 3 3 

Circuit L Attorneys and Judge .... .... .... - 3 3 3 

JUstice L Attorneys and Judge .... .... .... .... 3 3 3 

Juvenile L Attorneys and Judge .... - 1\ 4 3 3 .... 

Vermont 

Superior G Attorneys nnd Judge .... .... 6 6 6 6 6 

District G Attorneys and Judge .... .... 6 6 6 6 6 

Virglnill 

Circuit G Attorneys und Judge 4 4 4 4 3 3 3 
--Washington 

Superior G Attorneys and Judge 12 12 6 6 3 3 3 

272 Stall) Court Organizatiotl, 1993 Legend: G:::Genernl Jurisdiction, L=Llmited Jurisdiction, -.dNot nppllcable 



Table 36 •• Trial Juries: Who Conducts Voir Dire and the Allocation of Peremptory Challenges 

Court Who conducts Capital; 
States: type voir dire? State 

Washington (con't) 

District L Attorneys and Judge 

Municipal L Attorneys and Judge 

West Virginia 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 

Magistrate L Attorneys and Judge 

Wisconsin 

Circuit G Attorneys and Judge 

Wyoming 

District G Attorneys 

Municipal L Attorneys 

County L Attorneys 

Justice of the Peace L Attorneys 

Puerto Rico 

Superior G Attorneys and Judge 

Federal 

District G Attorneys and Judge 

FOOTNOTES: 

NOTE: States with no death penalty statute: 
AK, D.C.,IU, lA, KS, ME, MA, MI, MN, NY. ND, HI, VT, WI, WV 

CaUfot'nia: 
(a)Jn criminal,judge alone, with discretionary supplementing by 
attorney!: (Initiative Measure of 1990i Code Cv. Pro. §223). 
(h)Twenty challenges for either capital or life punishments 
(c)Six for a penalty of90 days or less, 10 for other misdemeanors 

Connecticut: 
(a)Twenty-five peremptory challenges if offense is punishable by 
death, 15 iff or life 

Illinois: 
(a)May permit attorneys te participate 

Kansas: 
(a)Twelve for class A felony, 8 for B felony, 6 for C, D, E. 
(b)After ,ruly I, 1993 12 for off-grid or any severity levell, 8 for 
severity level 2-6 person felonies, or greuter non-person felony or 
severity level 2 or S drug felony, 6 for any other felony 

Louisiana: 

~ 

~ 

~ 

'" 

'" 

12 

~ 

'" 

~ 

'" 

20 

(a)Iftrlalis by 12 person civil jury, each side Is allowed 6 
peremptory challenges. If trial is by a 6 person civil jury, each side 
Is allowed 3 peremptory challenges 

Maine: 
(a)May permit attorneys to participate 

Massaohusetts: 
(a)May permit attorneys to participate 

NUMBER OF PEREMPTORY CHALLENGES 

CRIMINAL CML 

Capital: Felony: Felony: Misdemeanol'l Misdemeanol'l Civil 
Defense State Defense State Defense Cases 

~ ~ ~ S S S 

~ ~ ~ S 3 3 

'" 2 6 4 4 4 

'" - '" 4 4 4 .-
'" 6/4(a) 6/4(a) 4 4 3 

12 8 8 4 4 3 

~ ~ '" 4 4 '" 

'" ~ - 4 4 3 

'" '" '" 4 4 S 

~ 10 10 5 5 No jury --
20 6 10 3 3 3 

Minnesota: 
(a)Nine for state,I5 for defense ifJife imprisonment possible 

Mississippi: 
(a)Four for 12-personjury, 2 for 6-person 

Montana: 
(a)Six challenges for 12-personjury, S for 6-personjury 
(b)Two for 6-person .iury, not to exceed total of 4 challenges If jury 
less than 12 person 

New Hampshire: 
(a) Counsel is allowed to propose voir dire questions, especially in 
murder cases 
(b)Ifoffense is rust degree murder, then 15 per side. 

New Jersey: 
(a)May permit attorneys to participato 
(b)May be increased by trial judgo 

New Me:o:ico; 
(a)One for petty misdemeanors, 2 for othol's 
(b)Flve for 12-personjury, S for 6-person 

New York: 
(a)Twenty whero life imprisonment is a potentinl penalty 

North Dakotal 
(a)Four challenges for 9-personjury, a for 6-{lorsonjury 
(b)SIx challenges for 12-personjury, 3 for 6-porsonjury 

Wisconsin: 
(a)Six POI' sldo for life senten co, otherwise 4 
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Table 37 .. Trial Juries: Size and Verdict Rules 

Criminal Trials Civil Trials 

Court Felonies: Felonies: Misdemeanors: Misdemeanors: Civil: 
States/Courts: type Size Deoision-Rule Size Deoision-Rule Civil: Size Decision Rule 

Alabama 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 

AlaBka 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 12 6/6-rule 

District L ~ ~ 6 Unanimous 6 6/6-rule 

Arizona 

Superior G 8(a) Unanimous 6 Unanimous 8 8M-rule 

Justice of the Peace L ~ H 6 Unanimous 6 6/6-rule 

Municipal L .. .. 6 Unanimous .. .. 
kkansas 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 12(a) Unanimous 12 3/4 rule 

Common Pleas G .. .. .. .. 12 3/4 rule 

California 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 12(a) Unanimous 12(a) 3/41'ule 

Municipal L .. ~ 12(a) Unanimous 12(a) 8/4 rule 

Justice L .. ~ 12(a) Unanimous 12(a) 3/4 rule 

Colorado 

Distl'ict G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

County L .. .. 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

Probate G .. .. .. ~ 6 Unanimous 

Water G .. ... .. ... 6 Unanimous 

Connecticut 

Superior G 6(a) Unanimous 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

Delaware 

SUperior G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 

Common Pleas L .. .. 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

Justice oftha Peace L .. .. 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

District of Columbia 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 6(a) Unanimous 

Florida 

Circuit G 6(a) Unanimous 6 Unanimous 6(a) Unanimous 

County L .. .. 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

Georgin 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 

State L .. .. 6 Unanimous 6(a) Unanimous 

Civil L .. .. .. .. 6 Unanimous 

Hawaii 

Circuit G 12 Unanimolls 12 Unanimous 12(a) 5/6-rule(b) 

Idaho 

District G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 12 314-rule -Illinois 

Circuit G 12 Unanhi.ous 12 Unanimous 6(a) Unanimous 
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Table 37 •• Trial Juries: Size and Verdict Rules 

Criminal Trials Civil Trials 
Court Felonies: Felfmiesl Misdemeanors: Misdemeanors: Civil: 

States/Courts: type Size Decl~ion-Rule SIze Decision-Rule Civil: Size Decision Rule 
Indiana 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

County L 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

Municipal L 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

Iowa 

District G 12 Unanimous 6(a) Unanimous 8 7lB-rule or 
Unanimous(a) 

U:ansas 

District G 12(a) Unanimous 6 Unallimous 6/12(b) 5/6-,,>}e or 
Unanimous(c) 

n:entuoky 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 3!4-rule 

District L 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimolls 6 5lB-rule 

Louisiana 

District G 12(a) Unanimous(b) 6 Unanimous 12(c) 5/6-rule, 9/12-rule 

Maine 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 8 3!4-rule 

Maryland 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 

Massachusetts 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimolls 12 5IB,'rule 

District L G Unanimous 6 Unanimous N N 

Boston Municipal L 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous N .. 
Michigan 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous G 5/G-rule 

District L N .. 6 Unanimous G 5/6-rule 

Municipal L .. .. 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-rule 

Minnesota 

District G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 6 5/6 -rule or 
Unanimous 

Mississippi 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 12 3!4-rule 

Chancery G .. N .. .. 12 3M-rule 

County L .. .. 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-rule 

Justice L .. .. 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

Missouri 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 3!4-rule 

Montana 

District G 12 Unanimous 12(a) Unanimous 12(a) 2I3-rule 

Justice of the Peace L .. .. 6(a) Unanimous 6(a) Unanimous 

Municipal L .. .. 6(a) Unanimous 6(a) Unanimous 
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Table 37 .. Trial Juries: Size and Verdict Rules 

Criminal Trials Civil Trials 
Court Felonies: Felonies: Misdemeanol's: Misdemeanors: Civil: 

States/Courts: ~ype Size Decision-Rule Size Decision-Rule Civil: Size Decision Rule 
Montana (con't) 

City L - ... 6(a) Unanimous 6(a) Unanimous 

Nebraska 

District G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 5/6-rule or 
Unanimous(a) 

County I, ... ... 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-rule or 
Unanimous(a) 

Nevada 

District G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12(a) 3/4 rule 

Justice L - - 6 Unanimous 8(b) 3/4-rule 

New Hampshire 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 

New Jersey 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 6/12 5/6-rule 

New Mexico 

District G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 5/G-rule 

Magistrate L - - 6 Unanimous G 5/6-rule 

Bernalillo County Metro. L - ... G Unanimous 6 BIG-rule 

New York 

Supreme G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-rule 

County G 12 Unanimous 6 Unanimous G B/6-rule 

District L - - 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-rule 

City L - ... 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-rule 

N.Y.C. Civil L .. - ... - 6 5/6-rulo 

N.Y.C. Crimmal L .. ... G Unanimous .. ... 
Town and Vl11age L .. ... G Unanimous 6 5/6-rule 

North Carolina 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12(a) Unanimous(a) 

District L .. ... ... ... 12(11) Unanimous(a) 

North Dakota 

District G 12 Unanimous 1216 Unanimous lWG Unanimous 

County L .. - 6 Unanimous IWG Unanimous 

Ohio 

Common Pleas G 12 Unanimous 8 Unanimous 1218 314-rule 

Municipal I, .. - 8 Unanimous 8 3/4-rulo 

County L .. .. 8 Unanimous 8 3M·rulo 

Claims L .. ... .. .. 8 3/4-rulo 

Oklahoma 

District G 12 Unanimous 6 3/4·rulo(a) G/12(b, 3/4-rulo 

Oregon 

Circuit G 12 5/6 (of 12) rule 6 B/G·rulo 12 314·rulo 
unless murder(a) 
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Table 37 .. Trial Juries: Size and Verdict Rules 

Criminal Tl'ials Civil Trials 

Court Felonies: Felonies: Misdemeanors: Milldemeanol's: Civil: 
States/Courts: type Size Decision-Rule Size Decision-Rule Civil: Size Deoision Rule 

Oregon (con't) 

District L ~ N 6 5/6.rule 6 5/6-rule 

Justice L N ~ 6 5/6-rule 6 5/6-rule 

Municipal L ~ ~ 6 5/6-rule 6 5/6-rule 

~~ylvania 

Common Pleas G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 5/6-rule 

Rhode Island 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 S/6-rule 

Family L ~ N ~ ~ 6 Unanimous 

South Carolina 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 

Magistrate L ~ N 6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

Municipal L .". N 6 Unanimous ... ... 

South Dakota 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 5/6-rule 

Tenn<essee 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 

Criminal G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous ... ~ 

Chancery G ... ... ... ~ 12 Unanimous 

Texas 

District G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 5/6-rule 

County L ~ ~ 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-rule 

Justice of the Peace L ... ... 6 Unanimous 6 fi/6-rule 

Municipal L .. .. 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-rule 

Utah 

District G 8 Unanimous 8 Unanimous 8 3/4-rule or 
Majority 

Circuit L ~ N 4/6(a) Unanimous tJ 314-rule or 
Mnjority 

Justice L ... N 4/6(a) Unanimous 4 314-rule or 
Mnjority 

Juvenile L ... N 4 Unanimous ... ... 

Vermont 

Superior G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 

District G 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 12 Unanimous 

Virginia 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 7 Unanimous 517(a) Unnnimous 

Washington 

Superior G 12(a) Unanimous 12 Ununhnous 6(b) 5/6-rule 

District L .. .. 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-ru1e 

Municipal L - .. 6 Unanimous 6 5/6-rule 
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Table 37 •• Trial Juries: Size and Verdict Rules 

Criminal Trials CJ.vil Trials 
Court Felonies: Felonies: Misdemeanors: Misdemeanors: Civil: 

States/Courts: type Size Deoision-Rule Size Decision·Rule Civil: Size Decision Rule 
West Virginia 

Circuit G 12 Unanimous 

Mtmiclpal J.. ~ ~ 

Magistrate J.. .. .. 
Wisoonsin 

Circluit G 12(a) Unanimous 

Wyoming 

District G 12 Unanimous 

Municipal J.. ~ ~ 

County L - -
Justice of the Peace L - ~ 

Puerto Rioo 

Suporior G 12 9 

Federal 

District G 12 Unanimous 

FOOTNOTES: 

Arizona: 
(a)12-member jury if death penalty or sentence of 30 years or more 

Arlmnsas: 
(a)May be 6 - judge's discretiOil 

California: 
(a)Or fewer by agreement of parties 

Connecticut: 
(a)12-member jllrY in capital cases, defendant mny elect otherwise 

District of Columbia 
(a)1n civil trials, 6·member jury unless a jury of 12is demanded. 

Florida: 
(a)Capitnlrmd eminent domain cases require a 12·member jury 
(Ummimous verdict). 

Georgia: 
(n)In civil trials,12-member jury If damages are greater than 
$10,000, otherwise 6. 

HawaU: 
(Il)May stipUlate that the jury consist of any number less than 12 or 
that a verdict on finding ofa stated majority ofjurol's Is taken as tho 
verdict or rmding of the jury. 
(b)Can stipUlate to 6-member with 5/6·rule. 

Illinois: 
(a)1n civil trials, 6·member jury uniess 12 are requested. 

Iowa: 
(n)In misdemeanor trlnls, 12-member jury ifltseriolls" or 
"aggravated," 6if llslmple.1t In civil trials, 7/8·rule applies after 6 
hours ofdellberntion. 

278 State Court Organization 1998 

12 Unanimous 6 Unanimoull 

12 Unanimous ~ -
6 Unanimous 6 Unanimous 

12(a) Unanimous 6(b) 516.rule 

12 Unanimous 6(a) 516-rule 

6 Unanimous ~ .. 
6 Unanimous 6(a) 51S-rule 

6 Unanimous 6(a) 516-rule 

12 No jury No jury No jury 

12 Unanimous 6(a) Unanimous 

Kansas: 
(a)1n felony trial, must start with 12 members. 
(b)1n civil trials, 12 member jury if damages nre greater than $5,000, 
otherwlso 6. 
(c)1n civil trials, 5/6-rule applies with 12jurors, otherwise must be 
unanimous. 

Louisiana: 
(a)Capltal cases and cases where punishment necessarily Is 
confinement at hard labor:::12jurors. Cases where punishment ~ 
be confmement at hard labor=6 jurors. 
(b)Capital cases=lmanimousi cases where punishment necessary is 
confinement at hard labor=10/12; cllses where punishment may be 
confmement at hard labor=unallimous. 
(c)Parties may stipulate to a 6 person jury. 

Montana: 
(a)1n misdemeanor and civil trials, 4-member jury if both parties 
ngre6. 

Nebraska: 
(a)1n civil trials, 5/S-rule after 6 hours deliberation. 

Nevada: 
(a)Parties may stipUlate kJ 4·8 jurors rather than 12. 
(b)Not more than 8 nor less than 4 

North Carolina: 
(a)Excopt in actions in which a jury Is tllqulred by statute, the 
parties may stipulate that the jury shall consist of any number leas 
than 12 or that a verdict or a rmding of a stated majority of the 
jurors shall be taken as the verdict or finding of the jury. 

Oklahoma: 
(a)1n cases where imprisonment is authorized for more than six 
months, all jurors must concur in the verdict. 
(b)1n civil trials, 12-member jury if damages arc greater thon $2,500, 
otherwise 6. 
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OregolU 
(a)In murder trials, verdict must be unanimous. 

Utah, 
(a)In class A misdemeanor trials, a 6-member jury is required. 

Virginia: 
(a)In civil trials, a 12-member jury may be allowed by judge. 

Washington: 
(a)In non-capital cases, defendant may elect trial before a 6-member 
jury. 
(b)In a civil trial, may demand a 12·member jury. 

Table 37 .. Trial Juries: Size and Verdict Rules 

Wisconsin: 
(a)Both parties may agree, in writing or on the record, to any 
number less than 12. 
(b)In civil or traffic cases, a party may request, or the court all its 
own motion may require a greater number, not to exceed 12. 

Wyoming: 
(a)In civil trials, 6-member jury unless demand made for 12. 

Federal: 
(a)In civil trials, 6.member jury unless a jury ofl2 is demanded 
(local rules). Even absent stipulation, If the court fmds it necessary 
to excuse a juror, a valid verdict may be returned by the remaining 
11. 
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Table 38 .. Grand Juries: Composition and Functions 

Is n grand 
jury indictment 
required for all 

felony 
~~_::::S!!tn::.:t::::e:::s:'--_-l--J.::r:.:::o::::s~ecutions?!--
Alabama Yes 

Alaslta Yes 

Arizona No 

Arltansas No 

-------- ----~~ 

California No 

Colorado No 

----~----

Connecticut Orand jury 
required only In 

capital or life 
imprisonment cases 

Delaware Yes 

District ofColumbln Yes 

Florida Capital cases only, 
a separate state-

wide jury is 
available in special 

cases 

------~ 

Georgia Yes 

-----------~---~-- - -----

Hnwall Yes 

Idnho No 

Illinois No 

-"---~-~---~---- -.---
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Size of Number 
Grand Needed to Stntutol'y Tel'lU of Grand 
Ju._"---_---'----'I""n~d""ic::.:t'-----'--_ Jury______ Scope of Aotivities: 

18 12 Less than 50,000 Criminal investigations, indictments, inspect 
popUlation, not less than 2 jail, examines county bookkeeping records 
per yeari over 50,0000, 
minimumof4 

12 to 18 Ml\lority 4 months maximum Criminal investigations, indictments, 
investigates and makes recommendations 
concerning public safety or welfare 

12 to 16 9 County grand jury, up to Criminal indictments 
120 days; statewide grand 

jury, 6 months 

16 plus 12 1 year maximum Criminal investigations, indictments, inspo.cts 
reasonable jails, public corruption investigations 
number of 
alternates 

----------

19 (23 in Los 12 (14 in Los 1 year Criminal investigations, indictments, operatlor 
Angeles Angeles of local government 
County) County) 

12 9 12 months, may be Criminal investigations, indictments 
extended for another 6 

-----------

18 12 Vllries Criminal investigations, indictments 

15 (New 9 (Now Serves until discharged by Criminal investigations, indictments 
Castle), 10 Castle),7 court, usually 1 year 
(Kent and (Kent and 
Sussex) Sussex) 

------------
16 to 23 12 25 working days Criminal investigations, indictments 

15to 18 12 Ne set term, the state-wide Criminal investigations, indictments, political 
grand jury Is 12 months corruption investigations 
and mlly be extended for 

another 6 

--------- - ------------~ 

16t923 12 Varies Criminal investigations, indictments, inspects 
jails ancl public buildings, Inspects books of 
Superior and Probate courtst District Attorno~ 
County Treasurer. County School 
Superintendent, appoints committee to inspec' 
offices of county commissioners 

----------- ----- ------- ----------

16,8 is a 3M, but not 1yenr Criminal investigntions, indictments 
quorum less than 8 of 

thejurol's 
presont 

16,12 is Ii 12 6 months CrIminal investigations, Indictments 
quorum 

16,12 is a 9 18 months mnximum Crlminullnvestlgntlons, indictments, 
quorum inspection of jails 

~--~---



Table 38 ,,- Grand Juries: Composition and Functions 

Is a grand I jury indictment 
required for all Size of Number 

felony Grand Needed to Statutory Term of Grand 
States: prosecutions'!>lo Jurv Indict Jury Scoue of Actlvitlesl 

Indiana No 6 5 6 months, may be extended CrIminal investigations, indictments, status 
to 2 years report on county homes and correctional 

facllities 

Iowa No 7 5 1 year, may be extended Criminal investigations, indictments 

Kansas No 15, 121s a 12 3 months, may be extended Criminal investigations, indictments 
quorum to 6 

U:entuclty No 12 9 20 court days, special grand Criminal investigations, indictments, public 
jury 90 days corruption investigations 

Louisiana l~'" 12 9 4 to 8 months except up to Criminal investigations, indictments, inspects 
1 year in Cameron county public faciUties 

Maine Ye3 13 to 23 12 No set term, not to exceed Criminal indictments 
1 year 

Maryland No 23 12 Varies Criminal investigations, indictments, 
investigates local jail conditions 

Massachusetts No 23 12 Until the 1st sitting of the Criminal investigations, indictments 
next authorized grand jury 

Michigan No 13 to 17 9 6 months Criminal investigations, Imlictmen~s 

Minnesota No 16 to 23 16 Not to exceed 1 year Criminal investigations, indictments, 
investigates public corruption, inspects prison 
management 

Mississippi Yes 15 to 20 12 6 months Criminal indictments, Inspects county owned 
faciUties 

Missow:1 No 12 9 Not to exceed 6 months; Criminal investigations, Indictments, examines 
extension up to 60 days to public buildings 

complete work 

Montana No 11 8 Varies Criminal indictments, investigates public 
corruption, inspects prisons 

Nebrasltn No 18 12 Varies Criminal investigations, Indictments, inspects 
county Jails 

Nevnda(a) Indictment or 17 12 1 year Criminal investigations, indictmants, inspects 
presentment prisons and public records 

New Hampshire Yes 13 to 23 12 30 days maximum Criminal indictments and investigates 

INewJersey No 23 12 16·20 weeks; can be Criminal investigations, indictments, 
extended investigation ofpuhllc affairs or conditions 

NewMexico No 12 8 3 months Criminal investigations or as charged by 
district judge 

New York No 16 to 23 12 Varies Criminal investigations, investigates public 
corruption 

North Corolina Yes 12 to 18 12 1 year Criminal investigations, indictments, inspects 
(.Judicial discretion to fIx jails and other county offices, reports to the 
term at 6 months If judge court 

fmds jury service to be 
disproportionate burden on 

jurors and their 
employers,) 

-
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Table 38 •• Grand Juries: Composition and Functions 

Is agrnnd 
jury indictment 
required for all Size of Number 

felony Grand Needed to 
States: prosecutions?'" Jury Indict 

North Dakota No 8 to 11 6 

Ohio Yes 9 7 

OWahoma No; multi-county 12 9 
limited grand jury 
available in special 

cases 

Oregon No 7 7 

Pennsylvania No. many counties 15 to 23 12 
have abolished the 
grand jury system 

t 

Rhode Island Capital Ol' life 13 to 23 12 
imprisonment cases 

only 

South Carolina Yes 18 12 

South Dakota No 6 to 8 6 

Tennessee No 13 12 

Texas No 12,9 is a 9 
quorum 

Utah No 9 to 15 314 of jury 

Vermont No 12 12 

Virginia Yes Gto 7 4 

Washington No 12 3/4 of jury 

West Virginia Yes 16,15 is a 12 
quorum 

Wisoonsin No 17 12 

---Wyoming No 12,9 is a 9 
quorum 

Puerto Rioo .. .. .. 
Federal Courts Yes 16 to 23 12 

FOOTNOTES: 

*Unless waived by the accused, IINo":: not required but available. 
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Statutory Term of Grand 
Jurv Scone of Activities: 

10 days Criminal investigations, indictmonts, 
investigates public corruption, inspects prisons 

Up to 4 months, extendible Criminal investigations, indictments, inspects 
to 9 months correctio~iIll houses 

18 months Crimdlal indictments. examines public officer 
conduct. investigatos prison manag'<lllltl.'lt 

-Varies by county (depends Criminal in"estigations, indictments, 
on juror, term) service Investigates public corruption and deaths of 

law enforcement officers, inspectsjaUs 

Varies (tied to term of Criminal Investigations, indictments 
court) 

Varies Criminal investigations. indictments 

2 year maxinllun Criminal investigations, indictments, 
investigates public officIals 

18 months Criminal investigations, indictments, examines 
public records and prisons 

4 months except foreman Criminal investigations. indictments. inspects 
who serves for 2 years conditions and management of prisons and 

otper county buildings 

Varies Criminal investigations, indictments 

1 year maximum Criminal investigations, investigates public 
corruption and inspects jails 

2yoars Criminal investigations, indictment,s 

1 year Criminal invea1tigations, inclictmel1ts 

60 days Criminal investigations, Indictments, 
investigates public corruption 

1 term (4 months), may be Criminallndit .. tments 
extended 

6 months, extendible to 1 Criminal investignt. >us, Indictments 
year 

Up to 1 year Criminal imlldments, Inspects jails 

.. .. 
18 months, may be Criminal in'l'es'tigations, Indl~tments 

extonded Mother 6 months 

Nevadal 
(a)Every public arrense must be prosecuted by indictment or 
information, except removal of civil officer, offensos nrising in milltitl 
unci offenses tried In municipal or justlco court. 



The Sentencing Context 

(Tables 39-47) 



The Sentencing Context 

The nine tables in this section all describe a facet 
of the sentencing process. Some provide basic 
definitions from the applicable statute law in a state 
or in the federal system. Other tables descl'ibe the 
sentencing options available to the court or jury when 
imposing sentence. Still other tables describe the 
consequences of conviction, including the proportion 
of a sentence to incarceration that will be served. 

The fundamental statutory framework for felony 
sentencing is outlined in Tables 39 and 40. In Table 
39, definitions are given for a felony and a 
misdemeanor in terms of sentence lengths. 
Mandatory mlmmum sentences facing those 
convicted of a felony involving a firearm or deadly 
weapon are then described. The definition, if any, of 
an habitual offender is also given and the attendant 
penalties stated. Finally, the table indicates what is 
the most severe sentence other than the death 
penalty in a state. For those states with capital 
punishment, the specific sentence is often tha default 
if the jury cannot agree on the appropriate sentence. 
Provisions exist for a sentence of "life without the 
possibility of parole" in many states. 

Courts of general jurisdiction have unlimited 
authority to hear and dispose of felony cases. 
However, courts of limited jurisdiction in most states 
conduct preliminary hearings and bind over felony 
defendants for trial, and in the course of doing so may 
have the jurisdiction to accept a guilty plea to a 
misdemeanor and then impose sentence. In some 
states, this extends to accepting fA guilty plea to a 
felony charge and, rarely, to imposing sentence. 
Table 40 describes how jurisdiction over felony cases 
is distributed within eal:h state's court system. The 
authority of a trial court judge to alter a sentence 
once it has been implemented is indicated. Whether 
an appellate justice or court can alter a sentence is 
also specified. 

Sentencing responsibilities of judges and juries are 
described in Table 41 for non-capital felony cases. 
Juries set the sentence in five states (but the trial 
judge can alter that sentence in four of those states). 
In another four states, the jury makes a 
recommendation. Table 41 also explains if there is a 
separate spntencing hearing and if felony J:!entencing 
guidelines exist. Table 42 focuses on sentencing in 
death penalty cases, indicating who sets the original 
sentence, whether it must be unanimous, if there is 
an automatic default to life without parole if th9 jury 
fails to agree, and whether the judge can alter the 
jury's sentence. 

Sentencing options in the form of intermediate 
sanctions, those less severe than imprisonment but 
more intrusive than ordinary probation, are described 
in Table 43. Specific reference is made to intensive 
probation, work release, house arrest, electronic 
monitoring, and "shock incarceration." 

Table 44 offers a look at sentencing commissions. 
Topics covered include when the commission was 
established, the nature of its authorization, 
membership composition, responsibilities, and 
whether its jurisdiction is to advise or review 
sentences. Whether guidelines developed by the 
commission are voluntary or mandatory is also 
indicated. 

Conviction for a felony offense can bring certain 
"civil disabilities" in the form of collateral 
consequences. These typically extend beyond the 
point at which a person leaves prison or is released 
from probation or parole supervision. However, 
states differ in whether collateral consequences apply 
to all convicted felons or only to those incarcerated. 
Table 45 considers the impact that a felony conviction 
has on voting rights, parental rights, eligibility for 
public employment, jury service, and firearm 
ownership. Whether there is a registration 
requirement for convicted felons is also indicated. 
Information is provided on the duration of the 
disability. 

The Federal Racketeering Influenced and Corrupt 
Organization (RICO) statute was enacted in 1970 to 
provide prosecutors with a tool that cuts into the 
economic base of organized crime. The statute 
imposes severe criminal penalties and provides the 
government with significant civil enforcement powers 
when offenses are committed by infiltrating and 
controlling enterprises. There is also a civil cause ''If 
action available to victims of racketeering in the form 
of recovery of treble damages and attorney fees. 
Twenty-eight states have passed what are termed 
"Little RICO" statutes. These generally follow the 
federal model, but often are more expansive in the 
scope of some key definitions. Table 4.6 begins with 
the main provisions of the federal RICO law and then 
indicates how each state statute compares. 
Provisions include key definitions, such as what 
represents a "pattern of racketeering," and sp\:lcifies 
the prohibited activities and the maximum civil and 
criminal penalties provided undel' the statute. 

Finally, TPlbie 47 describes some important. aspects 
of "back end discretion" in the sentencing context, 
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specifically institutions and mechanisms by w:hich the 
actual length of a sentence served is determined by a 
parole board. Sentence length is also affected, though 
to a degree e:::.:lentially known at the point of 
sentencing, by the accumulation of good time. The 
availability of "good time" and the rate at which it 
accrues are detailed in Table 47, as is the existence of 
a paroJe board with discretionary release authority. 
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Table 39 •• Sentencing Statutes: Key Definitions and Provisions for Sentlen(Je Enhancement 

Minimum! 
Maximum Maximum 

Felony Misdemeanor 
States: Sentence Sentence 

Alabama More than 1 1 Year 
year/Death 

Alaska More than 1 1 Year 
year; 99 years 

Arizona(a) 9 monthsl 6 months if 
Death first offense, 

up to 22 for 
2nd 

Arkansas Nominimuml 1 year 
Death 

California 1.8 monthsl 1 year 
Doath(a) 

Colorado 1 yearl Death 2 years 

Connecticut More than 1 1 year 
yearlDeath 

Delaware Nominimuml lyoar 
Death 

Legend: ~=Nono stnted, MM=Mandatory Minimum, 
LWOP=Llfo without possibility parole 

Minimum! Mandatory 
Maximum Minimum if 

Felony Fille Firearm or Deadly 
Amounts Weapon Used 

$0 - 20,000 or Not less than 20 
twice the years for class A, 10 
pecuniary for class B felony 
gain 

$0 - 75,000 MM 7 years for 
($500,000 for class A felony 
organizations) 

$0 -150,000 For serious fel!lny, 
2nd offense, not less 
thnn the sentence 
imposed up to 3 
times the sentence 
authorized, no 
parole tmtll V3 
served, up to 5 
times sentence for 
habitual offenders 

_. 
$0 -15,000 Maximum sentenced 

may be extended by 
15 years 

No minimum, Additional term of 
maximum 3, 4 or 5 years 
varies depending upon 
according to aggravating or 
crime(b) mitigating factors 

$0 - 1 mllllon ~ 

$0 • 20,000(a) MM= 5 years, 
however, may not be 
convicted of both 
criminal uso of 
firearm and 
tmderlying felony 

No minimax, H 

for corpll, 2.8 
times amount 
of gain or 
$11,500 

L.-_________ -'-____________ ~ __ ~ _______ ~ ___ ~_ 

What is the Most 
What Defines a Serious Non.Capital 

Habitual Offender? Sentence? 
Ptmlshed under next LWOP. Governor may 
class of felony for each not commute sentence. 
prior conviction. On 
conviction ofa class A 
felony after 3 priors, MM 
= LWOP 

MM for a class A 2nd 20 - 99 years, prescribed 
ftllony, 15 years, minimum may not be 
3rd felony, 25 years reduced. 

MMs: 2nd serious felony Life = 25·35 years 
offense, not less than the depending upon age of 
sentence imposed up to 3 victim 
times sentence 
authorized. 3rd or 
subsequent offense, 
twice sontence imposed 
up to 4 times maximum 
No parole tmtil V3 
served. 

Sentence may be LWOP 
enhanced after 2nd 
offense. 5th felony, 7 
years more than the 
minimum up to life 

5 year enhancement for Life = 7 years before 
eat.:h prior serious felony parole. LWOP 
conviction. 3rd violent Also murder-1st = 25·to· 
felony, MM = LWOP life 

Murder·2 = 15·to·llfe 
Several variants. 

3rd offense within past 10 LWOP 
years; 25 years min, 50 
years maximum 4th or 
subsequent, MM = 
LWOP. 

(b) LWOP 

4th or subsequent, up to LWOP 
LWOP, 3rd conviction of 
serious felony (22listtld), 

then MM =l.WOP 
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Table 39 •• Sentencing Statutes: Key Definitions and Provisions for Sentence Enhancement 

Minimum! Minimum! Mandatory 
Maximum Maximum Maximum Minimum if What is the Most 

Felony Misdemeanor Felony Fine Firearm or Deadly What Defines a Serious Non·Capital 
States: Sentence Sentence Amounts WenponUseL Hab~itual Offender? Sentence? 

District of Columbia More than 1 1 year $0 minimum, Additional 2nd ff)lony, up to 11/2 Life = 20 years no parole 
yearILife maximum imprisonment up to maximum sentence, ard 

varies life. MInimum not or more conviction, up to 
according to less than 5 years for 3 times maximum or Life 
crime flrst offense; a times 

minimum (not less 
than 5 years) for 
second or 
subsequ£'nt offense. 

Florida More than 1 1 year $0.15,000 MM 3 or 8 years For "Habitual Violent Life = 25 years no parole 
year/Death additional sentence Offender;" 5, 10 or 15 

for anyof12 year MM up to life if 2nd 
specifled felonies. within 5 years of 
Firearm use = conviction or release. 
aggravated battery, 
felony reclassified to 
more serious grade. 

Georgia More than 1 1 Year $0.100,000 or First offense, 5 years 2nd felony, sentenct'd to Death Penalty: life wlo 
yearlDeath max in any additional. 2nd or longest period for that parole 

statute. subsequent, 10 years oiIlmse, may be Murder: 25 years wlo 
Maxin additional not suspended. 4th felony, parole for 2nd life 
penalties suspendable by the MM = max sentence wlo sentence, 30 years mllx 
related to court. parole. for consecutive life 
water sentences. 
resources and 
endangering 
life: ifby 
organization, 
flne up to $1 
million. 

Hawaii No 1 year No minimum, Murder and 2nd Offense: murder and 20 years without 
minlmum(a)1 maximum attempted murder in attempted murder in the possibility of parole in 4 
LWOP·20 varies the 2nd degree,. 15 2nd degree, 20 years; enumerated cases. 

according to years; class A felony, class A felony, 13 years, 4 
crime 10 years; class B months; class B felony, 11 

felony, 5 yearsj class years, 8 months, class C 
C felony, 3 years. felony, 3 years, 4 months. 
Semiautomatic or 
automatic firearm: 
murder and 
attempted murder in 
the 2nd degree 20 
yearsj class A felony, 
15 yearsj claas B 
felony, 10 years; 
class C felony, 5 
vears. 

Idaho No minimum/ 6 months $0·5,000 Use in serious 3rd felony, MM = 5 years Life = 10 years wlo 
Death felony, 15 yea¥s extendible to Life possibility of para Ie. 

added to maximum, LWOP Is possible under 
appUee even where parole statuto 
flrearm Is nn 
element of the 
offense. 

Illinois 1 yearl Death Lessthnn 1 $0 ·10,000 Use of a weapon M1vf, 3rd olTense within Minimum of 20 , max of 
year reclasslfles olTense 20 yem's, = Life. 60 ifbrutnl or holnous. 

to next most serious LWOP for 2nd homlcldo. 
grade. 
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Table 39 •. Sentencing Statutes: Key Definitions and Provisions for Sentence Enhancement 

Minimum! Minimum! Mandatory 
Maximum Maximum Maximum Minimum if What is the Most 

Felony Misdemeanor Felony Fine Firearm or Deadly What Defines a Serious Non·Capital 
States: Sentence Sentence Amounts Weapon Used HabitullI Offender? Sentence? 

Indiana 1 yearl Death 1 year $0 ·10,000 ~ 3rd or subsequent felony, Life = 40 years, up to 20 
5 to 30 years additional. added for aggravating 

circumstances, 10 
subtracted for mitigating. 

Iowa No 2 years $0·10,000 + MM::5years MM for 3rd offense, not Class A felon, LWOP 
minimum(u)1 sl.U'charge of eligible for parole until 
Life wlo 30% for served at least 3 years. 
parole criminal 

justice 
I programs 

Kansas 1 yearl Life 1 year $0 ·15,000. Part of severity level Criminal history used in 100 year sentence, 
For of crime. every sentencing eligible for parole in 50 
"controlled decision. 
substance," 
$500,000 
maximum 

Kentuoky 1 yearl Death 1 year No minimum, - MM 2nd felony, Life without parole for 25 
maximum sentenced for the next years, life, or a term of 
varies highest degree, no years l10t less than 20. 
according to probation or conditional 
crime discharge. 3rd or more, 

not less than 20 nor more 
than Life, 10 years served 
wlo parole. 

Louisiana No minimuml 1 yeal~a) No minimum, MM 5 years or 2nd felony, not less than LWOP (only for Habitual 
Death maximum maximum sentence 1/2 max term. 3rd not Offenders) 

varies for crime where less than 2/3 maximum 
according to used, 5 years no 3rd ~erious felony or 4th 
crime parole or subsequent, MM = 

LWOP 
Maine No minimuml 1 year $0 • 50,000 or MM 1·4years - LWOP or allY term of 

Life(a) twice depending on crime. years not less than 25 
pecuniary Sentencing class for 
gain. (100,000 crime one class 
for higher than what 
organizations) otherwise would be. 

Maryland 18monthsl 3 years $500 MM 5 years, not MM for 4th crim~ of LWOP, or Life. Life = 25 
Death minimum, eligible for parole. violence, life no parole. years. 

maximum MM for 3rd offense, 25 
varies years wlo parole. 
according to 
crime 

Massaohusetts N? 30 months No minimum, May be sentenced up 3rd felony punished by Life = 15 years. Murder 
minimumILlfe maximum to 20 years. MM 2 maximum term provided in 1st degree, LWOP. 

varies years for 2nd armed by law for the felony for 
according to assault upon person which he is to be 
crime 66 or older. sentenced. 

Miohigan More than 1 Less than 1 $0 • 10,000 for MMs: 1st Offense, 2 Sex offenders, 5 year Life = 15 years no 
year/Llfe year any Indictable years; 2nd offense, 5 MM. eligibility for parole. 

common law years; Srd or more, (LWOP possible under 
offense 10 years. parole statutes) 
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Table 39 .. Sentencing Statutes: Key Definitions and Provisions for Sentence Enhan~ement 

Minimum/ Minimum! Mandatory 
Maximum Maximum Maximum Minimum if What is the Most 

Felony Misdemeanor Felony Fine Firearm or Deadly What Defines a Serious Non·Capital 
States: Sentence Sentence Amounts Weapon Used Habitual Offen del'? Sentence? 

Minnesota More than 1 Less than 90 $CJ. 50,000 + MM 3 years, 5 years H Life = 20 years no 
year/ Life days 10% surcharge for 2nd or eligibility for parole, 25 

for crime subsequent for subsequent felony. 
victim account 
and $25 fee. 

Mississippi More than 1 1 year No minimum, Robbery, MM = 3 MMfor2nd or LWOP (only for Habitual 
year/Doath maximum years subsequent violent Offenders) 

varies offense = LWOP 
according to 
crime 

Missouri More than 1 1 year $0· 5,000 MMs: additional Up to 30 years or life. LWOP 
year/Death (10,000 for sentence 1st. offense, Extended terms of 

corps.) or 3 years; 2nd offense, imprisonment may be 
twice gain but 5 years; 3rd or ordered for persistent 
not more thun more, 10 years. offenders convicted of 
$20,000 two or more felonies 

committed at different 
times. 

Montana More than 1 1 year $0.50,000 MMs: Additional If21 or older, MM 5 years LWOP(a), Life or a term 
year/Death sentence 1st offense, for 2nd or subsequent of years not less than 10 

2 years; 2nd offense, offense, 10 years if prior nor more than 100. Life 
4vears. was within past 5 vears. '" 30vears 

Nebraska No minimum! 1 year $0.25,000 H MM for 3rd offense = Life, indeterminate 
Death 10 years sentencing. 

, 
Nevada 1 year/Death 6 months, $0.5,000 Use of fmmrm MM 10 years for 3rd LWOP or Life without 

IIGross" doubles the sentence offense. parole for 20 years 
Misdemeanor, of underlying crime, 
1 year not suspendable for 

4 serious felonies. 
New Hampshire More than 1 1 year $0.4,000 MMs: 1st offense, 3 H Life without eligibility for 

yearl Death(a) (lOO,GOO for years; 2nd offense, 6 parole 
corps.) years. 

, 
New Jersey(a) 3 years! 6 months No minimum, MM = 1/3 or 1/2 of May be Ilentenced to 30 years to life, no parole 

Death··4th maximum sentence or 3 years, extended term of for 30 years 
degree crime varies whichever Is imprisonment. 
not to axceed according to greater. 
18 months crime. 

New Mexico 18 months/ 364 days $15,0001 MM: additional year MM = additional year for No parole for 30 years 
Death $1J,000 for 1st offense, S 2nd offense, 4 years 

years additional for additional for Srd, 8 years 
2nd or subsequent. for Srd or subsequent. 

NewYorlt More than 1 1 year $0.5,000 H MM = 3· 9 years for 2nd Life imprisonment, 
yearl Life (10,000 for felony offender, 4 • 12 indefmite sentencing 

corps.) or years fur 2nd violent 
twice gain, + felony offender. May be 
$155 sentenced to lifetime 
surcharge(a) probation. 

North Carolina No minimum! 2ye8r8 No minimum, MM: 14 year MM = 14 year sentence Life = eligible for parole 
Death maximum sentence (entitled to (entitled to credit for after 20 years 

varies credit for good good behavior; must 
according to bflhavior; must serve serve not less than 7 
crime not less than 7 years, excluding gain 

years, excluding time) ifS prior 
gain time) for 2nd or convictions 
lIuhR£lOt1l1nt ffllonv. 
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Table 39 •• Sentencing Statutes: Key Definitions and Provisions for Sentence Enhancement 

Minimum! Minimum! Mandatory 
Maximum Maximum Maximum Minimum If What is the Most 

Felony Misdemeanor Felony Fine Firearm or Deadly What Defines a Serious Non.Capital 
States: Sentence Sentence Amounts Weapon Used Habitual Offender? Sentence? 

North Dakota No minimum! 1 year $0.10,000 MM: 4 years for "Dangerous special Life = 30 years less good 
Life ($50,000 for class A or B felony, 2 offendersll may be given conduct 

orgs.) + yea:..·s for class c. extended sentences 
crimestoppers 
rewarci(a) 

Ohio 1 year/ Death Less than 1 $0 -10,000. MM: 3 years Prior felonies affect type Life without eligibility for 
year Drug cases of sentence given, e.g., for parole In 20 or 30 years 

mandatory a second aggravated 
fmes start at felony of the first degree 
$l,500(a) a minimum term of 10 • 

15 years actual 
incarceration must be 
imposed. 

Oklahoma More than 1 1 year $501-1,000 Use of'dangerous 10 year minimum for LWOP or Life (for parole 
year/Death weapon is separate serious 2nd felony, 20 consideration purposes 

additional offense, 2 year minimum for 3rd or only, life is considered to 
years minimum for subsequent offense be 45 years. 
1st offense, 10 years within 10 year period. 
for 2nd or On second conviction, 
subsequent. dependent upon sentenco 

range for felony 
conviction. 

Oregon More than 1 1 year $0- 300,000 or MMs: 5 years for 1st, The maximum LWOP or Life. Life = 30 
year/Death double the 10 years for 2nd, 30 IndetermInate sentence years. 

amount of years for 3rd ofimprisonment for a 
gain. ($50,000 offense. Greater "Dangerous Offenderll is 
for corps). sentence for 30 years. 

machIne gun, use of 

PennsylVania No minimum! 5 years No mInimum, 
siI8I)cel' shotguJl.(a). 
MM 5 years for 7 2nd or subsequent LWOP (contained in 

Death mnxiIr.1um specified violent offense, MM 5 years for 7 parole section) 
varIes crimes ifcommitted enumerated violent 
according to within past 7 years. crimes. MM oflife for 
crime. 2nd murder or voluntary 

manslaul!:hter. 
Rhode Island M"rethan 1 .lyear $500. MMs: 2 years for 1st, 3rd or subsequent offense Life = 10 years before 

year/Life 50,OOO(a) 5 years for 2nd, 20 may bo sentencad to eligible for parole, 15 
years for 3rd additional term not year MM for 1st degroe 
offense. Includes exceeding 25 years. murdor(b) 
explosive substance, 
noxious liquid or 
acid. 

South Carolina 4 years! Death 3 years No minimum, MM 5 years ifusod MM for 3rd or Life no parole in 20 (or 30 
maximum in A violent crime. subaequent violent years if aggravating 
varies offense = LWOP(a). factors). LWOP possible 
according to under parole statuto 
crime. 

Soutb. ~akota Nominimuml 1 year $0.25,000 MMs: 5 years for 1st, 2nd or subsequent felony, LWOP (person under life 
Death 10 years for 2nd or sentence enhanced by senten co llot eligiblo for 

subsequent. changing class to next parolo) 
most severe. 

Tennessee 1 year/ Death Less than 1 $ 50- 50,000 -MM: 5 years Multiple and child rapists LWOP (no less than 25 
year ($350, 000 for must serve entire full calendar yoars) 

corps)(a) sentence, no parole(b). 
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Table 39 .• Sentencing Statutes: Key Definitions and Provisions for Sentence Enhancement 

Minimum! Minimum! Mandatory 
Maximum Maximum Maximum Minimum if What is the Most 

Felony Misdemeanor Felony Fine Firearm or Deadly What Defines a Serious Non.Capital 
States: Sen.·;nce Sentence Amounts Weapon Usef! Habitual Offender? Sentence? 

Texas 2yearsl 1 year $0.10,000 - 2nd felony, 15 to 99 Life, no parole for 35 
Death (20,000 for years, 3rd felony and 2nd years 

Corps; 50,000 felonyoccurred(a), 
for Corps if 
results in 
death). 

Utah No minimum! ~year $0.10,000 Indeterminate term, Additional 3 year term LWOP 
Death (20,000 for not less than 5 years for each prior felony 

Corps) or for 1st degree felony. sexual offense, LWOP for 
twice 3rd convic:tion. 
damages. 

Vermont More than 2 2 years $0.10,OGO Felon shall be 4th felony may be LWOP (for H.O. only) or 
years/ Life imprisoned not more sentenced to Ufe or Life. Life::; minimum of 

than 5 years. LWOP(a). 35 years. Governor may 
not commute LWOP 

Virginia 1 yearl Death 1 year $0 ·100,000 Separate crime if Brd petit larceny Life no parole for 15 
used during 10 conviction is a felony (1 years, 25 for murder of 
specified serious year minimum). child. Escapees not 
felonies. MM of2 eligible 
years for 1st offense, 
4 years for 2nd or 
subseQuent. 

Washington More than 1 1 year No minimum, - 3rd felony conviction LWOP 
yearl Death maximum results in life sentence 

varies effective. 
according to 
crime 

West Virginia 1 yearlLife 1 year No minimum, Armed felon not 2nd felony, maximum Life, indeterminate 
maximum eligible for increased by 5 years. 3rd sentencing 
varies probation. or subsequent, must be 
according to sentenced to Life. 2nd 
crime conviction for petit 

larceny a felony (1 year). 
Wisconsin Nominimuml 9 months $0.10,000 Presumptive Maximum may be Life without eliglbUity for 

Life minimum is 3 years increased 2, 3, 6 or 10 parole in 20 years. 
for 1st offense, 5 for years. 
2nd. Maximum may 
be inorellsed by up 
to 5_years. 

Wyoming 1 yearl Death 1 year $500 Sentence enhanced If convicted of violent Life::; 20 years. LWOP is 
minimum, by not more than 10 felony, MM 10 years for possible under parole 
maximum years for 1st offense, 3rd offense, Life for 3rd rules 
varies 20 years for 2nd. or subsequent. 

Puerto Rico 6 months/I 6 months or - Is an aggravating Permanent separation 99 years without 
day through $500 or both circumstance for any from Bocietywithout eligibility for parole in 25 
99 years offense and bear the eligibility for parole in 30 years 

maximum penalty natural years. 
for the particular 
crime. Carrying 
firearm: 1 year 
minimum·5 years 
mnximum. 

Federal Courts More than 1 1 year $0.250,000 Under the Under sentencing Under sentencing 
yearl Death (For sentencing guidelines, nCareer guidelines Varies. LWOP 

organizations, guidelines, "Armed Offenders" having at is possible for major drug 
$500,000) Career Criminals" least 2 prior felonies, tramckers.(a) 

receive an enhanced receive sentence at or 
sentence nonr maximum term 

nuthorized. 
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Table 39 .. Sentencing Statutes: Key Definitions and Provisions for Sentence Enhancement 

DEFINITIONS: 

Habitual Offender: Where Habitual Offender statutes are 
especially complex, only the minimum sentence for the maximum 
class of offense is stated. 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a)Governor does not have the power to commute a LWOP sl!ntence 
to a term of years. 

Arizona: 
(a)Several changes in the Arizona Revised Criminal Code will be 
adopted effective January 1, 1994. 

California: 
(a)Felouy minimums; State does not divide felonies into classes and 
some crimes may be either felonies or misdemeanors with prison or 
less than 1 year in county jail as options. 
(b)Fines: For example, a 2nd or subsequent money laundering 
offense carries a maximum fme of$500,000 or 5 times amount 
gained. 

Conneotiout: 
(a)The court can Impose an alternative fme, where the defendant 
has gained money 01' property through the commission of any folony, 
misdomeanor or violation, up to an amount fIXed by tho court which 
cannot exceed double the amount of the dofendant's gain. 
(b)Perslstent dangerous felony offender· court may, in discretion, 
impose sentence for class A felony (not less than 10 years or more 
than 25 years) ins toad of sentence for tmderlylng crime convicted of. 

Hawaii: 
(It)Indetorminate sentencing is u4ed; no defmite sontence distinction 
betweell folony and mlsdemeanllr. Minimum sentence, even in "life 
wlo parole," is determined by paroling authority. 

Iowa: 
(a)First felony offense, court may sentence less than mandatory 
minimum if mitigating circumstances exist. 

Louisiana: 
(a)In Louisiana, the distinction between a felony and a misdemeanor 
Is not based on the length oCthe sentence. Felonies are defmed as 
any crime which is ptmishable by death or imprisonment at hard 
labor. Misdemeanors are any othel' crimes. 

Maine: 
(a)Criminal code does not use felony, misdemeanor terminology. 
Crimes are classed as murder or A • E crimes. 

Montana: 
(n)Court may impose restriction that defendant be ineligible for 
parole. 'l'he court must state the reasons for this in writing as part 
ofthejudgment. LWOP mnybe applied to anyfe!ony, not just 
Habitual Offenders or 1st Degree Murder. 

New Hampshire: 
(a) 150 days are ndded to each to each year ora sentence) these duys 
may be subtracted for good behavior at rntes of 12 1/2 days for each 
month of good behavior. 

Life: Listed here for capital offenses is the "minimum maximum" 
(short of death); usually "Life" does not mean that the Inmate will 
die incarcerated and often "life without parole" does not mean the 
same as "life without possibilll;y of parole". 

New Jersey: 
(a)New Jersey: Criminal code does not use felony, misdemeanor 
terminology. Crimes are classed by degree of severity with anything 
"so designated in the statutell a IIdisorderly persons offense." 

New York: 
(a)Fine amounts include $155 mandatory surcharge of which $5 is 
for victim assistance. Maximum may be up to $100,000 if for drug 
trafficking crimes. 

North Dal(ota: 
(a)Convicted felons must also repay awards paid by "crimestoppers" 
program. Reparations may also include treatment costs for sex 
offender victims. 

Ohio: 
(a)In drug cases maximum fme may be $25,000. Certain crimes 
require convicted felon to reimburse agencies for their investigation 
and prosecution costs. 

Oregon: 
(a)Enhanced penalty for use of firearm doubles to 10 and 20 years 
respectively if the firearm is a machine gun, short barreled rifle or 
shotgun, or has II silencer. 

Rhode Island: 
(a)Fines vary, e.g. money laundering Is $500,000 or 2 times value, in 
bribery, fme is up to three times gifl; amount. 
(b)Life sentence, minImum of 25 years if felon has attempted escape. 

South Carolina: 
(a)Governor has the power to commute a LWOP sentence to a term 
of years. 

Tennessee: 
(a)In drug cases, mandatory minimum felony fine Is $2,000 up to a 
maximum of $500,000. 
(b)Habitual Offender statute used to provide for LWOP (was 
repealed in 1989), however, due to overcrowding, a federal court 
order mandated that all 'fennessee inmates be eligible for purole 
regardless of their sentence. 

Texas: 
(a)Subsequent to 1st felony conviction becoming final, 25·99 years 

Vermont: 
(a)Governor hus the power to commute a LWOP sentence to a term 
ofyeal's. 

Federal: 
(a)Prior to 1984 Life'" 10 years before eligible for parole. Under 
sontencing reform, parole was abolished in Cavol' of sontenclng 
guidelines. M!\lor drug traffickers face LWOP under 21 use 848. 
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Table 40 •• Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can this court accept 
a guilty plea to Can this court 

Court Are felonies initially Can this court charges reduced to a accept a guilty plea 
States/Courts! type filed in this court? dismiss a felony? misdemeanor? to 11 felony? 

Alabama 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Municipal Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ ~ ~ 

Probate Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ ~ ... 

Alaska 

Superior Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L Yes No Yes No 

Arizona 

Superior Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Justice of the Peace Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Mlmiclpa\ Court L No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 

Al'l(ansas 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Chancery/Probate Court G No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 

Municipal Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

County Court L No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 

Police Court L No No No No 

Court of Common Pleas L No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 
City Court L No No No No 

California 

Superior Court G No(a) Yes Yes Yes 

Municipal L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

.Justice Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Colorado 

District Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Denver Probate Court G ... ... ... ~ 

Denver Juvenile Court G ... ... ~ ~ 

Water Court G No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 
County Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Probate Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ ~ ... 
Municipal Court L No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 
Connecticut 

Superior Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Probate Court L No felony jurisdiction ... ~ .. 
Delaware 

COllrt of Chancery G No felony jur!sdictlon ... ~ .. 
Superior COllrt G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Justice ofthe Pence Court L Yes No Yes No 

Fnmlly Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Court, of Conilnon Plens rJ Yas Yes Yes No 
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Table 40 ~~ Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can a trial judge Can appellate court! 
Can this court alter B sentence justice alter 

sentence on a felony after the sentence sentence once it has 
conviction" bew.ns? begun? State/Court: 

Alabama 

Yes No No Circuit Court 

Yes No No District Court 

~ ~ .. Municipal Court 

~ ~ .. Probate Court 

Alaska 

Yes Yes Yes Superior Court 

No ~ .. District Court 

Arizona 

Yes No No Superior Court 

No Justice of the Peace Court 

.. ~ .. Municipal Court 

Arkansas 

Yes (a) Yes Circuit Court 

.. - .. ChancerylProbate Court 

No Municipal Court 

.. .. ~ County Court 

No Police Court 

- ~ - Court of Common Pleas 

No City Court 

California 

Yes(b) Yes(c) Yes(d) Superior Court 

Yes(b) Yes(o) Yes(d) Municipal 

Yes(b) Yes(o) Yes(d) Justice Court 

Colorado 

Yes Yes No District Court 

.. .. .. Denver Prubate Court 

.. .. ~ Denver Juvenile Court 
~ ~ .. Water Court 

No County Court 
.. ~ ~ Probate Court 
.. .. .. Muniolpal Court 

Connecticut 

Yes Yes (within 3 years) No Superior Court 
.. .. ~ Probate Court 

Delaware 
.. .. ~ Court I'f Chancery 

Yes Yes No Superior Court 

No .. - Justice of tho Peo.co Court 

No .. ~ Family Court 

No .. .. Court of Common Plens . 
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Table 40 .. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can this court accept 
a guilty plea to Can this court 

Court Are felonies initially Can this court charges ~educed to a accept a guilty plea 
State/Court: type filed in this court? dismiss a felony? misdemeanor? to a felony? 

Delaware (con't) 

Alderman's Court L No No Yes No 

Municipa~ Court of Wilmington L Yes No Yes No 

District of Columbia 

Superior Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Florida 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

County Court L No No Yes No 

Georgia 

Superior Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Juvenile Court L ... .. ... ... 

Civil Court L No Yes (a) No No 

State Court L No Yes (a) No No 

Probate Court L No felony jurisdiction ... .. w 

Magistrate Court L No Yes (a) No No 

Mtmicipal Court L No Yes (a) No No 

County Recorder's Court L No Yes (a) No No 

Municipal Courts and City Court of L No felony jurisdiction .. .. .. 
Atlanta 

Hawaii 

Circuit amI FnmUy Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L No No No No 

Idaho 

District Court G (n) Yes Yes Yes 

Magistrates Yes Yes Yes No 

Illinois 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Indiana 

Superior Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Probate Court G No felony jurisdiction .. .. .. 
County Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

City Court L No felony jurisdiction .. ... ... 
'rown Court L No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 
Municipal Court orMation County L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Small Claims Court of Marion L No folony jurisdiction .. .. .. 
County 

Iowa 

District Court G Yes Yos Yes Yes .-Kunsas 

District Court G Yell Yea Yes Yes 
Mlmlclpal Court L No fulony jurisdiction .. .. .. 
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Table 40 •. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can a trial judge Can appellate court! 
Can this court alter r. sentence justice nIter 

sentence on a felony after the sentence sentence once it has 
conviction? begins? bemm? State/Court: 

Delaware (conft) 

No - - Alderman's Court 

No - - Municipal Court of Wilmington 

District of Columbia 

Yes Yes Yes Superior Court 

Flo].1da 

Yes Yes No Circuit Court 

No County Court 

Georgia 

Yes - - Superior Court 

- - - Juvenile Court 

No - ... Civil Court 

No - .. State Court 

... - ... Probate Court 

No ... - Magistrate Court 

No - - Municipal Court 

No - - County Recorder's Court 

... Yes (if in term) No Municipal Courts and City Court of 
Atlanta 

Hawaii 

Yes Yes, 90 days Yes Circuit and Family Court 

No District Court 

Idaho 

Yes (b) No District Court 

No - ... Magistrates 

Illinois 

Yes No Yes Circuit Court 

Indiana 

Yes Yes Yes Superior Court 

Yes Circuit Court 

... - - Probate Court 

Yes County Court 

- ... - City Court 

... - - Town Court 

YeR Municipal Court of Marion County 

... - - Small Clalms Court of Marlon 
County 

Iown 

Yes Yes No District Court 

I{-;;;;;; 
Yes Yes(a) Yes District Court 

... ... - Municipal Court -
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Table 40 .. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can this court accept 
a guilty plea to Can this court 

Court Are felonies initially Can this court charges reduced to a accept a guilty plea 
StatllJCourt: typ_e filed in this court? dismiss a felony? misdemeanor? to a felony? 

Kentucky 

Circuit COUl't G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Louisiana 

District Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Justice of the Peace Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ N ~ 

Mayor's Court L No felony jurisdiction ... ... ~ 

City and Parish Courts L No felony jurisdiction ... ~ ~ 

Maine 

Superior Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Probate Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ ~ ~ 

Administrative Court L No felony jurisdiction ... ~ N 

Maryland 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Orphan-s Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ N N 

Massachusetts 

Superior Court Department G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

District Court DepartlI'ent L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Boston Municipal Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Juvenill;l Court Department L No felony jurisdiction ~ ... ... 
Housing Court Department L No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 
Probate & Family Court L No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 

Land Court Department L No felony jurisdiction ~ ... ... 

Michigan 

Circuit Court G No Yes Yes Yes 

Recorder's Court of Detroit G No Yes Yes Yes 

Court of Claims G No felony jurisdiction ... ... ... 
District Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Probate Court L No felony jurisdiction ... 
Municipal Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Minnesota 

District Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mississippi 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Chancery Court G ... ... ... ... 
County Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Family Court L No felo11Y jurisdiction ... ... N 

Municipal Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Justice Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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Table 40 •. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can a tl'ial jlldge Can appellate court! 
Can this cour~ alter a sentence justice alter 

sentence on a felony after the sentence sentence once it has 
conviction? begins? begun? State/Court: 

Kentucky 

Yes Yes Yes Circuit Court 

No Yes No District Court - Louisiana 

Yes Yes Yes District Court 

~ ~ ~ Justice of the Peace Court 

~ ~ H Mayor's Court 

H H H City and Parish Courts 

Maine 

Yes Yes, within 1 yr No Superior Court 

Yes Yes, within 1 yr District Court 

H H H Probate Court 

H H - Administrative Court 

Maryland 

Yes Yes No Circuit Court 

Yes Yes No District Court 

H - - Orphan's Court 

Massachusetts 

Yes Yes Yes, may reduco Superior Court Department 

Yes Yes Yes District Court Department 

Yes Yes Yes Boston Municipal Court 

H - - Juvenile Court Department 

H H - Housing Court Department 

~ ~ - Probate & Family Court 

- - - Land Court Department 

Michigan 

Yes Yes No Circuit Court 

Yes Yes No Recorder's Court of Detroit 

- - - Court of Claims 

No - - District Court 

- - Probate Court 

No H - Municipal Court - Minnesota 

Yes Yes No District Court 

MissiBsippi 

Yes No Yes Circuit Court 

- - H Chancery Court 

Yell No - County Court 

- - .. Family Court 

Yes No - Municipal Court 

Yes No - Justice Court 
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Table 40 -- Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can this court accept 
a guilty plea to Can this court 

Co\U't Are felonies initially Can this court charges reduced to a accept n guilty plea 
State/Court: type filed in this court? dismiss n felony? misdemeanor? to a felony? 

Mississippi (con't) 

Mayor's Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ - -
Missouri 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Associate Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes No 

Municipal Court L No felony jurisdiction - - -
Montana 

District Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Workers' Comp, Court G No felony jurisdiction - - -
Water Court G No felony jurisdiction - - -
.Justice of the Peace Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ - -
Municipal Court L No felony jurisdiction - ~ -
City Court L No felony jurisdiction - ~ -
Nebraska 

District. Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Separate Juvenile Court L No felony jurisdiction N - ~ 

Worker's Compensation L No felony jurisdiction - .. -
County Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Nevada 

District Court G No Yes Yes Yes 

Justice Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Municipal Court L No felony jurisdiction - - -
New Hampshire 

Superior Court G Yes(a) Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L Yes Yes No No 

Municipal Court 1 Yes Yes No No 

Probate Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ ~ -
New Jel'sey 

Superior Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

'I'nxCourt L No felony jurisdiction - - -
Municipal Court L Ves No Yes No 

New Mexico 

District Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Magistrnto Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Bernalillo County Municipal Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Municipal Court L No felony jurisdiction ~ - -
Probate Court L No felony jurisdiction - - ~ 

NewYol'lt 

Supremo Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

County Court G VeS Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L Yes Yes Yes No 
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Table 40 .• Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can this oourt Can a hial judge Can appellate courtl 
sentence on a felony alter a sentence justice alter 

conviction? after the sentence sentence once it has 
begins? beron? State/CoUl't: 

Mississippi (con't) 

H H H Mayor's Court 

Missouri 

Yes Yes No Circuit Court 

No H H Assn::iate Circuit Court 

H H H Municipal Court 

Montana 

Yes No No District Court 

H H H Workers' Compo Court 

H H H Water Court 

H H H Justice of the Peace Court 

H H H Municipal Court 

H H H City Court - Nebraska 

Yes Yes(a) Yes District Court 

H H H Sepnrate Juvenile Court 

H H H Worker's Compensation 

No H H County Court 

Nevada 

Yes No No District Court 

No H " Justice Court 

H .. H Municipal Court 

New Hampshire 

Yes Yes Yes Superior Court 

No H H District Court 

No H H Municipal Court 

H H H Probate Court 

New Jersey 

Yes Yes Yes Superior Court 

H H Tax Court 

No H H Municipal Court 
oj.-.,,.........., 

New Me.'ltico 

Yes Yes (a) No District Court 

No H ... Magistrate Court 

No .. H Bernalillo County MtUlicipal Court 

H H H MtUlicipnl Cottrt 

H .. .. Probate Court 

NewYorlt 

Yes Yes Yes Supromo Court 

Yes H H County Court 

No H H District Court 
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Table 40 .. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can this court accept 
a guilty plea to Can this court 

Court Are felonies initially Can this court charges reduced to a accept a guilty plea 
State/Court: type filed in this court? dismiss a felony? misdemeanor? to a felony? 

New York (con't) 

City Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Criminal Court of NYC L Yes Yes Yes No 

Town and Village L Yes Yes Yes No 

Court of Claims L ~ .. .. .. 
Surrogates' Court L ... .. ... ... 

Family Court L ... ... .. ... 

North Carolina 

Superior COlut G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L Yes Yes No No 

North Dakota 

District Court G Yes Y,~s Yes Yes 

County Court L Yes Yes No No 

Municipal Court L No felony jurisdiction ... .. .. 
Ohio 

Court of Common Pleas G No Yes Yes Yes 

Municipal Court L Yes No Yes No 

County Court L Yes No Yes No 

Oldnhoma 

District Court G Yes Yas Yes Yes 

Municipal Court Not of Record L No felony jurisdiction .. .. .. 
Mlmlcipal Criminal Court of Record L No felony jurisdiction .. .. ... 

Workers' COml), Court L No felony jurisdiction .. ~ ... 

Court of Tax Review L No felony jurisdiction .. ... ... 

Oregon 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Tax Court S .. .. .. .. 
County Court L ... ... ... .. 
District Court I, Yes Yes ¥es No 

Justice Court [, Yes Yes Yes No 

Municipal Court L No No No No 

Pennsylvania 

Court of Common Pleas G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Philadelphia Municipal Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

District Justice Court L Yes ¥es Yes No 

Philadelphia Traffic Court L No felony juri~dlctlon .. .. .. 
Pittsburgh City Magistrates L Yes Yes ¥es No 

Rhode Island 

Superior Court G Yes ¥es Ves Ves 

District Court 1, Yes Ves ¥es No 

Family Court L ¥es ¥es Yes ¥es 
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Table 40 .. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can this COU1't Can a tl'ial judge Can appellate courtJ 
sentence on a felony alter a sentence justice alter 

conviction? after the sentence sentence once it has 
begins? begun? State/Court: 

New York (can't) 

No H H City Court 

No .. .. Criminal Court of NYC 

No H .. Town and Village 

.. .. .. Court of Claims 

.. .. .. Surrogates' Court 

.. H .. Family Court 

North Carolina 

Yes Yes No Superior Court 

No .. H District Court 

North Dakota 

Yes No No District Court 

No .. .. County Court 

.. .. .. Municipal Court 

Ohio 

Yes Yes Yes Court of Common Pleas 

No .. .. Municipal Court 

No .. .. County Court 

Oklahoma 

Yes Yes Yes District Court 

.. .. .. Municipal Court Not of Record 

.. H .. Municipal Criminal Court of Record 

.. H H Workers' Camp. Court 

.. .. .. Court of Tax Review 

Oregon 

Yes Yes No Circuit Court 

.. .. .. Tax Court 

.. .. .. County Court 

No .. .. District Court 

No .. .. Justice Court 

No .. .. Municipal Court 

Pennsylvania 

Yes Yes Yes Court of Common Pleas 

No H .. Philadelphia Municipal Court 

No .. .. District Justice Court 

.. .. .. Philadelphia Traffic Court 

No .. .. Pittsburgh City Magistrates 

Rhode Island 

Yes Yes No Superior Court 

No .. .. District Court 

Yes .. .. Family Court 
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Table 40 •. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can this court accept 
a guilty plea to Can this court 

Court Are felonies initinlly Can this court charges reduced to a accept a guilty plea 
State/Court: type filed in this court? dismiss a felony? misdemeanor? to a felony? -Rhode Island (con't) 

Probate Court L .. ~ .. .. 
Municipal Court L .. .. .. -
South Carolina 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Family Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Magistrate Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Probate Court L No felony jurisdiction .. ... .. 
Municipal Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

South Dakota 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Tennessee 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Chancery Court G No (b) .. .. .. 
Criminal Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Probate Court G No felony jurisdiction .. .. .. 
Juvenile Court L No felony jurisdiction .. .. ... 
Municipal Court L No felony jurisdiction .. .. M 

General Sessions Court L No felony jurisdiction - .. .. 
Texas 

District Courts G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Constitutional County Court L No No No No 

County Courts at Law I, Some Some Some Some 

Justice of the Peace Court I~ No No No No 

Municipal Court L No No No No 

Utah 

District Court G No Yes Yes Yes 

Circuit Court L Yas Yes Yes No 

Justice Court L Yes Yes No No 

Juvenile Court L Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Vermont 

Superior Court G No Yes Yes Yes 

District Court G Yes ¥es Yes Yes 

lilnvironmental Court L No felony jurisdiction .. .. .. 
Virginia 

Circuit Court G Yes Yes Yes Yes 

District Court L Yes Yes Yes No 

Washington 

Superior Court G Yes Yes Yos Yes 

District Court L Yes No Yes No 

Municipal Court L No felony jurisdiction .. ... .. 
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Table 40 ~. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Can this court Can a trial judge Can appellate courtl 
sentence on a felony alter a sentence justice alter 

conviction? after the sentence sentence once it has 
bemns? beRUu? State/Court: 

Rhode Island (con') 

~ ~ ~ Probate Court 

~ ~ ~ Municipal Court 

South Carolina 

Yes No No Circuit Court 

Yes ... ~ Family Court 

No ... ... Magistrate Court 

... ... ... Probate Court 

No ... ... Municipal Court 

South Dakota 

Yes Yes No Circuit Court 

Tennessee 

Yes Yes Yes Circuit Court 

... .. ~ Chancery Court 

Yes ... ... Criminal Court 
... ~ ~ Probate Court 
... ~ ~ Juvenile Court 
... ~ .. Municipal Court 
... .. ... General Sessions Court 

Texas 

Yes No No District Courts 

No ~ ~ Constitutional County Court 

Some ~ ... Cotmty Courts at Law 

No ~ ... Justice of the Peace Court 

No ... ... Municipal Court 

Utah 

Yes Yes No District Court 

No ... .. Circuit Court 

No .. .. Justice Court 

Yes ... ... Juvenile Court 

Vermont 

Yes Yes No Superior Court 

Yes ... '" Distrirlt Court 
.. .. .. Environmental Court 

Virginia 

Yes Yes, within 21 days No Circuit Court 

No District Court 

Washington 

Yes Yes No Superior Court 
No .. ... District Court 

... ... ... Municipal Court 
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Table 40 .. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Sentencing of Felony Cases 

Court 
State/Court: type 

West Virginia 

Circuit Court G 

Magistrate Court L 

Municipal Court L 

Wisconsin 

Circuit Court G 

Municipal Court L 

Wyoming 

District Court G 

Justice of the Peace Court L 

Municipal Court L 

County Court L 

Puerto Rico 

Superior Court G 

Dist.rict Court L 

Mlmiclpal Court L 

J!'ederal 

U,S. District Courts G 

FOOTNOTES: 

Cn1ifornia: 
(a)May be if indictment-infrequent, 
(b)Only on guilty plea, and not In capital case 
(cWOI' a limited time 
(d)On appeal 

Georgia; 
(a)Yes, only as courts acting as committal court 

Idaho; 
(a)Grand jury Indictment only 
(b)Wlthln 120 days of sentence 

n:ansas: 

Are felonies initially 
filed in this court? 

Yes 

Yes 

~ 

Yes 

H 

Yes 

Yes 

No felony jurisdiction 

Yes 

Yes 

No felony jurisdiction 

No felony jurisdiction 

Yes 

(a)A statutory procedure Is provided In lieu of habeas corpus which 
begins in the trial court that imposed the sentence. 

Nubraska: 
(a)Within 10 dnys ofaentonce being Imposed. 
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Can this court accept 
a guilty plea to Can this court 

Can this court charges reduced to a accept a guilty plea 
dismiss a felony? misdemeanor? to a felony? 

Yes No Yes 

Yes (b) No 

~ H H 

Yes Yes Yes 

H ~ H 

Yes Yes Yes 

Yes No No 

H ... H 

Yes No No 

Yes Yes Yes 

H H H 

H H H 

Yes Yes Yes 

New Hampshire: 
(a)Only if a grand jury indictment supersedes probable cause 
hearing, or if defendant waives presentation to grand jury, 

New Mexico: 
(a)Yes, within 80 days In district court 

West Virginia: 
(a) Yes, within bounds of minimums/maximums 
(b) Yes, if not bound over to circuit court. 

Federal; 
(a)The court may reduce a sentence for changed circumstances 
within 1 year of Imposition of the sentence. '['he court may correct a 
sentence within 7 days after imposition of sentence. 

Loglmd: HoNot applicnble 



Table 40 .. Jurisdiction for Adjudication and Senten~ing of Felony Cases 

Can this oourt Can a trial judge Can appellate oourtJ 
sentenoe on It felony alter a sentenoe justioe alter 

conviotion? after the sentence sentence once it has 
bemns? beaun? State/Court: 

West Virginia 

No Yes (a) Circuit Court 

No ~ ~ Magistrate Court 

H H ~ Municipal Court 

Wisconsin 

Yes Yes No Circuit Court 

H - ~ Municipal Court 

Wyoming 

Yes Yes No District Court 

No - H Justice of the Peace Court 

~ .. H Municipal Court 

No - - County Oourt 

Puerto Rico 

Yes Yes Yes Superior Court 

- .. .. District Court 

- .. - Municipal Court - Federal 

Yes Yes(a) Yes U.S. District Courts 
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Table 41 -- Sentencing Procedures and Guidelines in Non-Capital Felony Cases 

Who sets the orl inal sentence? Felony sentenclnR' R'\lldeltnes: -
Trtaljudge Trtaljudge Can the trinI Is there a separRl~,e Are there Rny Date 

without Vmlct with jury judge nIter sentencing sentencing Initially 
States: jurylnuut jury recommendation jury's sentence? hearinltl guldeUnes? enacted 

Alabama Yes No No .. Yes No H 

Alaska Yes No No H Yes Yes 1980 
ArIzona No No Yes H Yes No H 

Arkansas No Yes No Yes Yes(a) Yes 1994(a) 

CaUtornla Yes No No H Yes No .. 
Colorado Yes No No H Yes No H 

Con~ccticut Yes No No H, Yes No H 

Delaware Yes No No H Yes Yes 1987 
District ot Columbia Yes No No H Yes(a) No H 

Florida Yes No No .. Yes Yes 1979 

Georgia Yes No No .. Yes(a) No H 

Hawall Yes No No .. Yes No H 

Idaho Yes No No H Yes No H 

IlUnols Yes No No .. Yes No H 

Indiana No No Yes H Yes No H 

Iowa Yes No No H Yes No H 

Kansas Yes No No .. Yes(a) Yes 1993 
Kentucky No No Yes Yes Yes No H 

Louisiana Yes No No .. No Yes 1992 
Maine Yes No No .... Yes(a) No H -Maryland: Yes No No .. Yes(a) Yes(b) 1983 
Massachusetts Yes No No H Yes No ..., 

Michigan Yes No No .. Yes Yes 1984 
Minnesota Yes No No .. Yes Yes 1978 
Mississippi Yes No No H Yes(a) No .. 
Missouri Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 'No H 

Montana Yes No No .. Yes No .. 
Nebraska Yes No No .. Yes No .. 
Nevada Yes No No .. Yes No .. 
New Hampshire Yes No No H Yes(a) No .. 
New Jersey Yes No No .. Yes Yes 1978 
New Mexico Yes No No .. Yes(a) No (b) 
New¥ork Yes No No .. Yes No .. 
North CaroUna Yes No No - Yes(a) No(b) (b) 
North Dakota Yes No No .. Yes No ~ 

Ohio Yes No No .. Yes(a) No .. 
Oklahoma No Yes No Yes Yes(a) No -
Oregon Yes No No .. Yes(a) Yes 1989 
Pennsylvania Yes No No - Yes Yes 1988 
Rhode Island Yes No No .. Yes Yes 1981 
South Carollna Yes No No .. No No -
South Dakotn Yes No No .. Yes No .. 
Tennessee Yes No No .. Yes Yes 1989 
Texas No Yes No No Yes No .. 
Utah Yes No No .. Yes Yes 1979 
Vermont Yes No No .. Yes No .. 
Virginia No Yes No Yes No Yes 1990 
Washington Yes No No .. Yell Yes 1984 
West Virginia No No Yes .. Yes No .. 
Wiliconsin Yes No No .. Yes Yes 1985 
Wyoming Yes No No .. Yes No .. 
PuertoRlco Yes No No Yes Yes No .. 
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Table 41 -- Sentencing Procedures and Guidelines in Non-Capital Felony Cases 
FOOTNo'rns: -
Arkansas: 
(a)Applies to felonies committed on or afl;er January I, 1994. Prior 
to that tir.le, Arkansrd indeterminate sentencing system was used 
without sentencing guidelines. 

DistrIct of Columbia: 
(a)Thejudge nas the discretion to sentence at the time of the 
verdict. 

'Georgia: 
(a)The judge has the discretion to senWnce at the time of the 
verdict. 

Kam;asl 
(a)For "no parole~ cases only. 

Maine: 
(a)Thejudge has the discretion to sentence at the time of the 
verdict. 

Maryland: 
(a)The judge has the discretion to sentence at the time oftna 
verdict. 
(b)Maryland's district court does not have sentencing guidelines. 

Mississippi: 
(a)The judge has tho discretion to sentence at the time of the 
• .. erdlct. 

New Hampshire: 
(a)Thejudge has the discretion to sentence at the time of the 
verdict. 

New Mexico: 
(a)The judge has the discretion to sentence at the time orthe 
verdict. 
(b)The Sentencing GuidE)lines Commission was established in 1988 
to develop and adopt guidelines, but these guidelines shall have no 
force or effect until enacted into law by the legislature. No 
guidelines have yet been enacted. The commission was repeated 
and reinstated as Criminnl and Juvenile Justico Coordinating 
Council by the 1994 LegiSlative Session, 41st legislative, second 
session. 

NO'I,'th Carolina: 
(a)Unleaa def!mdant waives the hearing. 
(b)The Sentencing and Policy Advisory Committee was established 
in 1990, structured sentencing legislation was enacted on July 1, 
1993, and became effective on October 1, 1994. 

Ohio: 
(a)Thejudge has the discretion tJ) sentence at the time of the 
verdict. 

Oklahoma: 
(a)A separate sentencing hearing is only conducted if the defenckllt 
is a 'repeat offender; prior convictions are then taken into account. 

Oregon: 
(a)Thejudge has the discretion to !lentence at the time of the 
verdict. 
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Table 42 •• Sentencing Procedures in Death Penalty (Capital) Cases 

If jury faUs to agree, 
Must the jury be is life without Can the jv,dge alter 

States: Who sets the o-rilrlnal sentence? unanimous? parole automatic? jury's sentence? 
Alabama Judge with jury recommendation Yes(a) No(a) Yes 
Alaska No death penalty ~ ~ ~ 

Arizona Judge with jury recommendation Yes N/S ~ 

Arkansas(a) Verdict jury Yes Yes No 
California Verdict jury(a) Yes No (new jury) (a) Yes(b) 

Colorndo Verdict jury Yes N/S Yes(a) 
Conneoticut Verdict jury(a) Yes ~ No 
Delawnre Judge with jury recommendation No N/S Yes 
District of Columbia No death penalty .. ~ ~ 

Flol'idn Judge with jury rec:ommendation No, majority N/S Yes 

Georgia .Judge with jury recommendation(a) Yes N/S No(a) 
Hawaii No death penalty ~ ~ ~ 

Idaho Trial judge without jury Input ~ ~ .. 
Illinois(a) Verdict jury Yes N/S No 
Indiann Judge with jury reconunendation Yes N/S ~ 

Iowa No death penalty .. ~ ~ 

Knnsas No death penalty(a) .. ~ .. 
Kentuclty Judge with jury recommendation Yes N/S ~ 

Louisiana Verdict jury Yes Yes No 
Maine No death penalty .. ~ .. 
Maryland Verdict jury Yes N/S No 
Massaohusetts No death penalty ~ .. .. 
Michigan No death penalty ~ .. ~ 

Minnesota No death penalty .. .. ~ 

Missis!Jippi Verdict jury Yes N/S No 
Missouri Verdict jury or judge(a) Yes Yes No 
Montana 'frial judge without jury input .. N/S ~ 

Nebraska Trial judge without jury input(a) .. N/S .. 
Nevada Verdict jury Yes N/S Yes 
New Hampshire 'I'rial judge without jury input Yes(a) .. .. 
New Jersey Verdict jury Yes Yes No(a) 
New Mexioo Verdict jury or trial judge(a) Yes (b) No 
NewYorlt No death penalty ~ ~ -
North Carolina(a) Verdict jury(b) Yes No(c) No 
North Dakota No death penalty ~ ~ '" 
Ohio Judge without jury input(a) - N/S ~ 

Oklahoma Verdict jury Yes No(a) Yes 
Oregon Verdict jury Yes Yes No 
Pennsylvania Verdi'.1tjury Yes N/S No(a) 
Rhode Isiand No death penalty ~ ~ .. 
South Cnrolinll Verdict jury Yes Yes Yes 
South Daltota Verdict jury Yes N/S No 
Tennessee Verdlctjl1ry Yes Yes No 
Texas Verdict jury Yes(a) N/S No 
Utnh Verdl.ctjury Yes(a) No(n) .... 

Vermont No denth penalty ~ ~ .. 
Virginia Verdict jury Yes N/S Yes 
Washington Verdict jury YI'S N/S No 
West Virginia No death penalty .. ~ ~ 

Wisconsin No death penalty .. .... .. 
Wyoming Verdict jury Yell Yes No 
Puerto Rico No death penalty .. .. ... 
Federal Courts(a) Verdict jury Yes N/S No 
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Table 42 n Sentencing Procedures in Death Penalty (Capital) Cases 

FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a)Unanimous on conviction but not necessary on recommended 
sentence. Alabama has a bifurcated death penalty process. Jury 
must be unanimous in guilt phase but unanimity not required in 
sentencing recommendation phase. 

Arkansas: 
(a)Jury verdict must contain written fmdings of certain enumerated 
aggravating circumstances. 

California: 
(a)If the jury cannot agree unanimously that one or more special 
circumstances are true, the court shall dismiss the jury and order a 
new jury impaneled. 
(b)Down, not up 

Colorado: 
(a)Jury's verdict is binding upon the court unless "clearly erroneous 
and contrary to the weight of the evidence," in which case the court 
shall sentence the defendant to life imprisonment. 

Conneoticut: 
(a)Can be the court if the defendant moves for the court to hear the 
death penalty phase of the case and the court approves, and the 
p~osecutlon consents. 

Georgia: 
(a)Where there is a trial by jury, the judge may not impose the death 
sentence unless the verdict contains at least one statutory 
aggravating circumstance and a recommendation that such a 
sentence be imposed. 

Illinois: 
(a)Sentellcing phase is bifurcated into a phase to the existence of 
statutory aggravating factors justUYing eligibility for the death 
penalty followed by a separate phase to determine whether the 
penaltywlll actually be imposed. 

Kansas: 
(a)1994 legislation; created the crime of capital murder and provided 
for a sentence of death under certain circumstances: 1994 Kan. Sess. 
Laws 252. 

Misso\U'l; 
(a)Defendant may waive trial by jury. Judge may accept guilty plea 
or find the defendant guilty and assess the death penalty. 

Nebraska: 
(a)Chlef Justice may be requested by the trial judge to appoint two 
other trial judges to crel}.te sentencing panel of three. 

New Hampshire: 
(a)Determination ofgullt only. 

New Jersey: 
(a)Verdict must be a sentence of death if the jury fmds ut least one 
aggravating circumstance and no mitigating circumstance, or, 
aggravating circumstances which outweigh mitigating 
circumstances. 

New Mexioo: 
(a)Upon finding of beyond a reasonable doubt and specification of at 
least one aggravating circumstance. 
(b)Life=at least 30 years without parole. 

North Carolina: 
(a)Jury considers evidence of aggravating and mitigating 
circumstance(s). Whenjury recommends death, it must make 
written fmdings showing that the statutory aggravating 
circumstance(s) were found beyond a reasonable doubt, are 
sufficiently substantial to call for the death penalty, and that any 
mitigating circumstance(s) do not outweigh the aggravating 
circumstance(s). 
(b)Jury renders a sentence recommendation, and the judge imposes 
such sentence. 
(c)Judge shall impose sentence aflire imprisonment (which carries 
possibility of parole after 20 years). 

Ohio: 
(a)Court or three.judge panel makes fmal determination. Defendant 
may elect to have the panel ofthreejuciges ifhe waives trial by jury, 
or trial judge, ifhe is tried by jury, dete!mine the existence of 
aggravating circumstances. 

OWahoma: 
(a)Life or life without parole as determined by the judge 

Pennsylvania: 
(a)Verdict must be a sentence of death if the jury fmds at least one 
aggravating circumstance and no mitigating circumstance, or, 
aggravating circumstances which outweigh mitigating 
circumstances. 

Texas: 
(a)Requires a jury determination even when defendant pleads 
guilty. 

Utah: 
(a)Ifthejury is unable to impose the death sentence, the court shall 
instruct the jury to determine by unanImous vote whether the 
penalty oflife imprisonment without parole should be imposed. If 
the jury is unable to agree, the court will sentence to life 
imprisonment. 

Federal CO\l.l:'tSI 
(a)lncludes U.S. Military. 

Legend: 
H = Not applicable: Generally, during the "aggravation and penalty" 
phase the defendant may elect sentencing by the judge, sentencing 
jury, or a new jury if "good causel! is shown. 

N/S = None stated: All states have bifurcated trials in cases where 
the death penalty may be imposed: the sentencing phase is distinct 
from the guilt phase, and this more resembles a second trial with 
special burden of proof and evidentiary rules. 
28·1865 
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Table 43 .- The Availability of Intermediate Sanctions 

Intensive Electronic 
Probation Monitoring 

Supervision Work House Program Shock 
States: -(IPS) Release Arrest (EMP) Incarceration Other 

Alabama Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Supervised Intensive Restitution 

Alaska Yes No No Yes No None 

Arizona Yes Yes; local No Yes; local option Yes Day Reporting Center, Day Fines 
option (Phoenix), Community Service Program 

(Local option) 

Arkansas Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Community Punishment Programs 

California Yes Yes Yes Yes No Weekend Sentencing 
(as condition (as condition 
of probation) of probation) 

Colorado Yes Yes Yes Yes No None 

Connecticut Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Community Service Program, Day 
Reporting Center, Day Fines 

Delaware Yes Yes Yes Yes No None 

District of Columbia Yes Yes, except Yes Yes Yes Community Servico Program, Weekend 
convicted Sentence 
felons not 

eligible 

Florida Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Nonsecure, residential and secure drug 
treatment; workcamps, probation and 
restitution centers 

Georgia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Restitution, Community Service, Weekend 
Sentences 

Hawaii Yes Yes, Srd Yes Yes Nu None 
Circuit only 

Idaho Yes No Yes No No None 

Illinois Yes Yes Yes No No Community Service Program. 
Diversionary Treatment Program for 
Substance Abuse. 

Indiana No Yes Yes Yes No None 

Iowa Yes Yes No Yes No None 

Kansas Yes No Yes Yes Yes Residential Community Corrections 

Kentucky Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes None 

LOl1~siana Yes Yes Yes No(a) Yes Community Rehabilitation Center; 
Community Service Program 

Maine Yes Yes No No No None 

Maryland Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes. Split None 
, Sentencing 

Massachusetts No Yes No Yes No Day Reporting Center; Community 
Service Program 

Michigan No Yes Yes Yes No None 

Minnesota Yes Yes Yes Yell No Day Reporting Center, Diversionary 
'l'l'eatment Program operated privately by 
court referral 

Mississippi Yes No Yes No Yes None 

Missouri Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes None 

Montana Yes No Yes Yes No None 
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Table 43 •• The Availability of Intermediate Sanctions 

Intensive Electronic 
Probation Monitoring 

Snpervision WOfk House Program Shook 
States: (IPS) Release Arrest ~MP.l Inoaroeration Other 

Nebraska Yes Yes No Yes Yes None 

Nevada No Yes Yes Yes Yes Community Service, Residential Centers 

New Hampshire Yes Yes Yes(a) Yea(b) Yes None 

New Jersey Yes No Yes Yes Yes, as part of Diversionary Treatment Programs, 
ISP Supervised Community Service Programs, 

Juvenile Residential Center (County), 
SLAP 

New Mexico Yes Yes Yes Yes No NO'le 

NewYol'k Yes Yes No No Yes New York: City and Richmond County 
have instituted day fme programs. 

North Carolina Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Community Service, Diversionary 
Treatment, Residential Community 
Corrections, Weekend Sentencing 

North Dakota No No No No No None 

Ohio Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Commtll1ity.based Corrections', 
Community Service, Goodtime, Treatment 

Oklahoma Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Commtll1ity Service; 'l'reatment Programs; 
Residential Commtll1ity Corrections; 
Weekend Sentencing 

Oregon Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Day Fines (Portland) 

Pennsylvania No No No No No None 

Rhode Island Yes (1994) Yes Yes Yes (within No None 
house arrest) 

South Carolina Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes None 

South Dakota Yes Yes Yes No No None 

Tennessee Yes Yes No No No Community Service Program 

Texas Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Residential Community Corrections (used 
to relieve overcrowding) 

Utah Yes Yes Yes Yes No None 

Vermont Yes Yes Yes Yes No None 

Virginia Yes Yes, except No No No None 
convicted 
felons not 

eligible 

Washington Yes No No No No Diversionary treatment program for 
nonviolent sex offenders. 

West Virginia Yes Yes, only if Yes Yes No None 
authorized 

sentence Is 1 
year or less 

Wisconsin Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes(a) (b) 

Wyoming Yes No Yes Yes Yes None 

PuertoRioo Yes No Yes no No Restitution fme 

Federal (a) Yes Yes Yes, "Curfew Yes No Drug Treatment Program; Community 
Parole" Service Program(b), Restltution(c) 

.. 
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Table 43 .. The Availability of Intermediate Sanctions 

FOOTNOTES: 

Louisi ana: 
(a)R.S. 15:571.82, providing for pilot programs for alternatives to 
imprisonment, including the use of electronic monitoring devlcell. 

New Hampshire: 
(a)ln conjunction with electronic monitoring. 
(b)In conjunction with house arrest. 

Wisconsin: 
(a)Wisconsin has one "boot camp" environment for non.violent, 
alcohol Bud other drug abuse offenders who are not dealers, 
operated by the Department of Corrections. Another camp, for 
juvenile first·time offenders, is being developed by the Department 
of Health and Social Services. 
(b)Other options include: AODA treatment, mental health 
treatment, community service, restitution, and other programs as 
prescribed by the Department of Corrections. 

Federal: 
(a)There are two federal systems since the Sentencing Commission 
Guidelines became effective in 1987. Prisoners sentenced under the 
Guidelines may not be eligible for the same alternatives as those 
sentenced under Parole Commission authority. 
(b) Federal Community Service Program: Subject to budgetary 
constraint.Oj. Parole date advanced by 60 days for 400 hours of 
community service. 
(c) Restitution: Federal law presumes the appropriateness of 
restitution orders, judges must provide reasons when not doing so. 
'rhe first $100,000,000 in f~deral fines collected each year is paid to 
Victims Compensation I,Und. 

DEFINITIONS: 

Community Service Program: 
An exception to unconstitutional servitude, requires offenders to pay 
for their crimes while helping others by working "pro bono" for 
nonprofit or tax·supported agencies. 

Day Fines: 
Court determine the monetary penalties under a formula that 
multiples a set number of days by an amount of money determined 
on the basis of an offender's ability to pay. Unlike restitution, fines 
do not compensate the victim, but are paid to treasury. 

Day Reporting Centers: 
Offender resides in community but there continues to be a high 
degree of control through daily reporting, intensive surveillance, 
and strict enforcement of program conditions. 
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Diversionary Treatment Prof,'l'ams: 
Programs respond to need for treatment of drug and alcohol abuse, 
and sex offenders. Mostly limited to non·violent crimes, includes 
group therapy, probation, and supervised professional treatment. 

Electronic Monitoring Program (EMF): 
Requires offender to wear an electronic bracelet around wrist or 
ankle, location is verified either by telephone or by continuous radio 
signal. 

Good Time Credit: 
Except for Georgia, Hawaii, Idaho, Pennsylvania, Utah and 
Wisconsin, all states and federal government award good time credit 
to prisoners. Varies from 4.5 days per month (Federal) to 75 days 
per month served (Alabama). 

House Arrest: 
Offenders legally ordered to remain in their residences for the 
duration of their sentences. Usually, they may leave for medical 
reasons, employment or approved treatment. 

Intensive Probation Supervision (IPS): 
Offenders are closely supervised on small caseloads; in most 
programs they must pay victims restitution and perform community 
service, hold ajob, submit to random urine and alcohol testing, and 
pay a probation supervision fee. 

Residential Community Corrections: 
Also known as ''halfway houses," prerelease programs that serve to 
facilitate prisoners' successful reintegration into communities. 
Many include job counseling. Many states use to relieve 
overcrowding. 

Shock Incarceration: 
Young, rust offenders sentenced to "boot camp" correctional 
facilities where they are confIDed for short periods under rigid 
standards and strict military discipline. 

Weekend Sentencing: 
A type of "intermittent incarceration," judge orders an offender to 
serve an incarceration term inside the institution on certain days of 
the week, generally weekends. 

Work Release: 
Also known as "intermittent incarceration," offenders leave 
institution in morning, work, and return in evening for counseling, 
social activities, and sleep. Usually not imposed in violent, sex or 
drug offenses. 

-----------------------------------------------



Table 44 •• Sentencing Commissions and Sentencing Guidelines 

Commission: Commission: 
States: Commission: Name Date Established Authorization Commission: Membership 

Alabama No state sentencing commission ~ ~ ... 

Alaska Sentencing Commission 1990·6130/93(a) Statutory 14 including Attorney General, Public 
Defender, Chief Justice, legislative leaders, 
and representatives onaw enforcement, 
victim's rights, Alaska natives, corrections, 
and academia. 3 year terms. 

Arizona No state sentencing commission ... ... ... 

Arltansas Sentencing Commission 1993 Statutory 9 voting members composed of judges, 
prosecu,ting attorneys, public defenders 
and private citizens appointed by the 
Governor to 5 year terms 

Callforni a(a) No state sentencing commission ... ... ~ 

Colol'ado No state sentencing commission ... ~ ... 

Connectiout Sentence Review Division 1957 Statutory 3 Superior court judges appointed by Chief 
Justice 

Delaware Sentencing Accountability 1983 Executive Order Varies 
Commission 

Dish'lct of Columbia No state sentencing commisslon(a) ~ ... ~ 

Florida Sentencing Guidelines Commission 1982 Statutory 17 members appointed by Chief Justice, 
legislative leadership and Governor 

Georgia Superior Court Sentence Review 1977 Statutory 2 panels of 3 judges appointed by President 
Panel of Council of Superior Court judges, 3 

month terms 

Hawaii No state flentencing commission ... ~ ... 

Idaho No state sentencing commission ... ... ... 

Illinois No state sentencing commission ~ ... ... 

Indiana No state sentencing commission ... ~ ... 

Iowa No state sentencing commission ... ... ... 

Kansas Kansas Sentencing Commission 1989 Statutory 16 members including representatives 
from judicial and executive branches, 
corrections, the bar and 2 members of the 
public appointed by the Governor 
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Table 44 n Sentencing Commissions and Sentencing Guidelines 

Commission: Jurisdiction GuideUnes? GuideUnes: Mandatory 
Commission: Responstbtllties (Advise 6l" Review) (Date Established) or Voluntarv? States: 

- .. None - Alabama 

Evaluate effect ofsentcncing laws Advisory Yes (for some May deviate according to Alaskn 
and make recommendations for offenses) enumerated aggravating, 
improvement, submit yearly repOrts mitigating factors. 

.. None - Arizonn 

Evaluate effect of sentencing laws Review Yes (1994) May deviate Arkansas 
and make revisions to sentencing 
standards 

- .. None .. Californin 

.. None ... Colorado 

Review sentences Review felonies with sentences None - Connecticut 
greater than 8 years. No 
appeals. Decisions are binding 
on lower courts, 

Review sentencing procedures, Advisory, statewide with focus Yes May deviate Delawnre 
prepare alternatives on Superior court felonies 

- - .. - District of Columbia 

Construct, promUlgate and review Advisory, noncapital felonies Yes (1979) Mandatory, either party may Florldn 
sentencing guidelines, recommend appeal a sentence that departs 
revisions from the statutorily presumed 

one. 

Review sentences Review sentences of 12 or more None .. Georgin 
years had without a jury. No 
appeals. Decisions are binding 
on lower courts. 

. - ... Yes(a) Voluntary Hawaii 

-.. - None .. Idaho 

.. - Guidelines for "class May deviate Illinois 
X" felonies 

- .. None - Indiana 

.. - None .. lown 

Implement and enforce Kansas Review and Advisory Effective 7/1198 Presumptive; however, may Kansas 
Sentencing Guidelines deviate with sufficient 

justlflcation. 
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Table 44 .. Sentencing Commissions and Sentencing Guidelines 

Commission: Commission: 
State Commission: Name Date Established Authoriza tion Commission: Membership 

Kentucky No state sentencing commission N - .. 
Louisiana Sentencing Commission 1987 Statutory 22 members including 4 legislature 

members, 14 appointed by the governor to 
include members of the judiciary and" 
nonvoting members from the criminal 
justice field 

Maine No state sentencing commission N - N 

Maryland Sentencing Guideline Board 1983 Judicial States' attorney, public defender, 
Conference legislative leaders, parole board and others 

appointed by Chief Judge of the Court of 
Appeals Representatives from Circuit 
court, public defender, states' attorney 

Massachusetts No state sentencing commission N N N 

Miohigan State Guidelines Advisory 1979 COLR 5 circuit judges, 
Committee Administrative 1 supel'vlsingjustlce 

Order 

Minnesota Sentencing Guidelines Commission 1978 Statlltory Chief justice, Court of Appeals judge, 2 
District court judges appointed by CJ, 
public defender, county attorney, 
representatives from law enforcement and 
corrections, and 2 members of the public 
chosen by the Governor. "year terms. 

Mississippi No state sentencing commission N N N 

-Missouri Sentencing Commission 1990 Statutory 1 appointment by speaker of house, one by 
president pro tern of senate, five by 
governor from following: public defender 
commission; citizens' organizations; board 
of probation and parole; and prosecutors. 
Two members are appointed by Supreme 
Court. 

Montana Sentence Roview Division 1967 Statutory 3 District Court judges appointed by Chief 
Justice for 3 year torms 

Nebraska No state sentencing commission - ... N 

Nevada No state sentencing commission ... N ... 

New Hampshire Sentence Heview Division 1975 Statutory Chief justice of the superior court appoints 
3 superior court justices, senior justices, or 
retired justices for 3 year terms 

New Jersey No statt) sentencing commission ... N ... 

I 
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Table 44 .. Sentencing Commissions and Sentencing Guidelines 

Commissiom Jw:isdiction Guidelines? Guidelines; Mandato\'y 
Commissiom Responsibilities _(Advise or Review) (Date Established) or Vohtntarv? Stato 

N N None N Kentucky 

Clnssify all offense punishable by Advisory. All oflimses greater January 31, 1992 Advisory Louisiana 
more thnn 6 months, adopt advisory than 6 months 
guidelines and revise them 
periodically 

N - None - Maine 

Review guidelines Advisory, all circuit court cases Yes (1983) Voluntary Maryland 

- - None N Massachusetts 

Review, revIse and recommend Advisory, felonies--dccisions Yes (1984) Mandatory use-may depart with Michigan 
guidelines to Supreme Court are binding on lower courts. reason 

Establish guidelines and Advisory, felonies Yes (1978) May depart from gUidelines only Minnesota 
modify as necessary with written justification. 10 

offense categories 

N N None - Mississippi 

Commission is to determine whether Review None N Missouri 
and to what extent sentencing 
disparities exist among circuit courts. 
An annual report is made to the 
governor, speaker of house and 
president pro tern of the Senate 
through 1995. 

Review specific sentences, can Review felonies, no appeals. None N Montana 
inareose, decrease or affirm. Decisions are binding on lower 

courts. 

- .. None .. Nebraska 

N .. Nom, .. Nevada 

Sentence review (a) None .. New Hampshire 

N N No (Has - New Jersey 
presumptive terms) 
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Table 44 .. Sentencing Commissions and Sentencing Guidelines 

Commission: Commission: 
State Commission: Name Date Established Authorization Commission: Membel'shiu 

New Mexico Sentencing Guidelines Commission 1988 Statutory H 

NewYorlt No state sentencing commission H ~ H 

North Carolina Sentencing and Policy Advisory 1990 Statutory (a) 
Commission 

North Dakota No state sentencing commission N N ... 

Ohio State Sentencing Commission ... - Chief Justice chairs, appoints judges. 
Governor and legislative leaders appoint 
other members specified by statute.(a) 

Oklahoma No state sentencing commission H N H 

Oregon Advisory Commission on Prison 1977 Statutory Equal numbers of Board ofPnrole 
Terms and Parole Standards members and circuit judges appointed by 

Chief Justice and the legal counsel to the 
governor who may only vote to break a tie. 

15 members, 5 by virtue oroffice, 9 
State Sentencing Guidelines Board 1987 Statutory appointee\ by governor (including 5 public 
(for offense on or after 1111189) members). 

Pennsylvnnia Commission on Sentencing 1981 Statutory 2 members ofl-Iouse nnd 2 from the 
Senate, 4 judges of record chosen by the 
Chief Justice, a district attorney, a 
defense attorney, and a professor of law or 
criminologist chosen by the Governor. 2 
year terms. 

Rhode Island Sentence Guidelines Committee 1981 Court Order 1 justice, 1 superior court, 1 family court 
and 1 district court judge, public defender, 
attorney general, state court administrator 
and 1 academic. 

South Carolina Sentencing Guidelines Commission 1989 Statutory One justice and 2 circuit court judges, 3 
members ofthe senate, 3 members of the 
House, 11 criminal attorney, dean oflaw 
school, attorney general, a solicitor !Uu14 
nonvoting law enforcement and corrections 
representatives. 4 year term. 

South Dakota No state sentencing commission H ... N 
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Table 44 .. Sentencing Commissions and Sentencing Guidelines 

Commission: Jurisdiction Guidelines? Guidelines: Mandatory 
Commission: Responsibillties (Advise or Review) I (Date Established) or Voluntary? State 

Studies criminal law Ill1d sentencing Advisory-has not been funded None ~ Now Mexico 
Ill1d sets policy for several years and is defunct 

although statute has not been 
repealed. 

~ ~ None ~ New York 

(b) Advisory, felonies and Yes (adopted 711198: Mandatory North Carolina 
misdemelll10rs effective 1/1/95) 

... ... ~ ~ ... 

Conduct review of sentencing Advise Ill1d review None ... Ohio 
recommend revisions; conduct 
ongoing review of sentencing issues. 

~ ~ Nane ~ Oklahoma 

Creation of rules establishing ranges Advisory, felonies Yes May deviate Oregon 
of sentences to be served prior to 
parole release for offenses before 
1111189. 

Adopts guidelines to control ... Yes, 1111189 Mandatory-May deviate for 
sentencing for all felonies committed substantial and compelling 
on or after 1111189. reasons 

'~._l""'If"'I~ 

Adopts guIdelines for sentencing, Advisory, all criminal except Yes, 19H2 Either prosecution or defense Pennsylvania 
systematically monitors complilll1ce homicide can appllal sentence that is not 
with guIdelines and mandatory the statutorily presumed one. 
sentencing laws. 

Develop and review benchmark Advisory, felonIes Yes (1981) May deviate Rhode Island 
sentences "Benchmark 

sentences" 

Prescribe advisory sentencIng Statewide for all felonies Yes, 111194 May deviate South Carolirta 
guidelines and recommend chlll1ges 
in the classification system. 

... ... None ... South Dal(ota 
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Table 44 ~~ Sentencing Commissions and Sentencing Guidelines 

Commission; Commission: 
State Commission: Name Date Established Authorization Commission: Membership 

Tennessee Sentencing Commission 1986 Statutory 15 meml>ers include 4 judges, attorney 
general, a lawyer, a h\w enforcement 
officer, a citizen appointed by the 
Governor, House and Senate speakers, 
HOllse and Sonate JUdiciary chairmen, 
and Chairman of Pur ole Board. 

,,~ 

Texas No state sentencing commission ~ ~ ~ 

Utah Sentencing Commission 1983 Statutory 19 members: 2 members on-louse and 
Senate, representatives from Corrections, 
Board of Par dons, legal defender, 
attorney general, sheriff's association, 
polit:o, a rehabilitutlon professional, 2 
victim's rights members, a citizen, 3 
judges, one appellate. 

Vel'mont No state sentencing commission ~ - ~ 

Virginia No state sentel'lCing commission ~ ... ~ 

Washington Sentencing Guidelines Commission 1981 Statutory 15 members include Directors of 
Corrections and Financial Management, 
Chuirman ofIndeterminate Sentence 
Board, 2 prosecuting attorneys, 2 defense 
attorneys,4 superior court, judges, 3 lay 
persons, one chieflaw enforcement officer. 

West Virginia No state sentencing commission ... ... ... 

Wisconsin Sentencing Guidelines Commission 1984 Statutory 17 members Include 4 circuit judges 
appointed by Chief Justice, Secretary of 
the Department of Corrections, Parole 
Commlflslon Chair, attorney general, 
public defende!', fl district attorney, a 
defense attorney, 

-Wyoming No state sentencing commission ... ~ ~ 

Puerto Rico No state sentencing commission ... ... ... 

Federal Courts Sentencing Commlssion(n) 1984 Statutory, 7 voting, 2 non.voting ex officio members: 
creates nn Prosident chooses with ndvlce and consent 
independent orSenate. Voting members to include nt 
agency inJudlclnl lenst 3 federnljudges. Attorney Genernl is 
branch. ex officio membor. 6 year staggered terms. 

I 
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Table 44 .. Sentencing Commissions and Sentencing Guidelines 

Commission: Jurisdiotion Guidelines? Guidelines: Mandatory 
Commission: Responsibilities (Advise or Review) (Date Established) or Voluntary? State 

ClassifY criminal offenses, revise Statewide for all criminal 1111/89 Mandatory Tennessee 
criminal code, develop sentencing offenses 
guidelines; collect/develop/maintain 
statistical information relating to 
sentencing; monitor/review the 
criminal justice system and conduct 
studies regarding to "truth in 
sentencing." 

~ - None N Texas 

Respond to public comment, enhance Advisory, all criminal offenses Yes, 7/1185 May deviate Utah 
discretion of sentencing judges while 
preserving role of Board of Pardons 

... - Yes May deviate Vermont 

-
" - None - Vir/:linia 

... - Yes (1984) Mandatory. 15 oflense Washington 
categories. Must impose within 
range unless finds a substantial 
lU"'ld compelling reason to justilY 
departure. 

... - Yes (court May de"l'iate West Virginia 
established, 

'.u..J:w: 
Advisory body for sentencing Advisory, certain felonies Yes (1985) Voluntary Wisconsin 
guidelines development 

... ... None ... Wyoming 

... ... ... ... Puerto Rico 

Establish sentencing policies and Advisory, federal criminal Yes (effective 1987) Mandatory. 43 orrense Federal Courts 
practices. Authority to submit system. Decisions are binding (a) categories. For atypical cuses, 
guideline amendments euch year. on lower courts. may d6'part but must specify 

reasons. Subject to appellato 
review. 
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'Table 44 •• Sentencing Commissions and Sentencing Guidelines 

FOOTNOTES: 
W7n 

Alaska: 
(a)The act creating the Sentencing Commission is repealed by its 
own terms on June 30, 1993. 

California: 
(a)Sentence review for disparity abolished. 

District of Columbial 
(a)Sentencing Guidelines Commission established in 1984 and 
discharged as a formal entity in January 1992. 

HawIlH: 
(a)Use of special division's volunttll'y guidelines held to constitute 
unlawful substitute for legislatively required exercise ofindl':-idual 
judicial discretion. State v. Nunes 824 PM 837(1992). 

New Hampshire: 
(a)Upon appeal, reviews felony sentences with or without a hearing; 
review judgment as relates to sentence; review co~j\mctive 
sentences, amend judgment as relates to renten':e, take any other 
action authorized at, time judgment sentence was imposed. 

North Carolina: 
(a)l Chief Justice Appointee (Chair); 1 judge each: ~urt of Appeals, 
SUpljrlor Court, District Court: 8 each: House and Senate; attorney 
general; 1 each: district attorney, defense attorney, sheriff, police 
chief, county commissioner; 1 representative each: academic 
community, Bar Association, business community, Community 
Sentencing, Corrections Department, Crime Control and Public 
Safety Department, Justice l<'all()wship Task Force, Parole 
Commission, public at large, Victim Assistance Network; 1 
appointee each: lieutenant Govf.lrnor, Commission Chair 
(b)Revamp current sentem ing laws by recommending structured 
sentencing policies for felons and misdemeanants; develop 
comprehensive community corrections strategy; outline correctional 
costs of new sentencing pollcy; and study restitution polley as part of 
criminal justice system. 
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Ohio: 
(a)'l\venty members serve 4 year terms: 1 executive branch, a 
judicial branch, 4 legislative branch, 4 local government, and 2 
members of the public. 

Federal: 
(a)Commission created pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 
1984 (pL. 98-473), Guidelines effective 1987 (28 U.S.C. 991 et seq.). 
Parole abolished. 

Definition of Commission: 

Commissions may either be a body that reviews actual individual 
sentences (review) or a policy. making body that develops and 
maintains guidelines for future use (advisory). 

I 



Table 45 .. Collateral Consequences of a Felony Conviction 

Criminal Public Jury Duty Firearm 
States: Votin~ Rights Parental Rights Rellistratlon Employment Seme,e Ownershl,u 

Alabama Forfeit Convictioll a factor Yes, for habitual Barred Forfeit, if the crime Forfeit 
to be considered offenders (3 or involved moral 

more) turpitude 

Alaslta Restorable, at fmal Terminated, for No Restorable Forfeit Forfeit 
discharge sexual or chUd 

abuse 

Arizona Restorable, at fmal Conviction a factor Yes Restorable Restorable Forfeit, for violent 
discharge to be considered felony 

Arkansas Forfeit Terminated, for No Barred Forfeit Forfeit 
abandonment, 
neglect or 
unfitness 

California Restorable, at fmal Conviction a factor Yes, for sex Restorable Forfeit Forfeit 
discharge to be considered to offenders 

showtmfit 

" Colorado Restored, at end of Terminated, where No Restorable Forfeit For~eit, for violent 
incarceration unfit, long term felony within IlRst 

confinement (6+ 10yoars 
yrs.) 

Connecticut(a) Restorable, at fmal Terminated, for No May not be a Forfeit, for 7 years Forfeit 
discharge abandonment or candidate or hold 

neglect public office until 
regain status as 

an elector 

Delaware I Restorable, at fmal Terminated, If No Barred Forfeit Forfeit 
discharge involved or harmed 

child 

District of Columbia Restored, at end of Terminated, for No Restorable Forfeit, for 10 Forfoit, for violent 
Incarceration abandonment years after felony 

probation! parole 
ended 

Florida Forfeit Terminated, for Yes, sex offenders Restorable Forfeit Restorahle 
abandonment alsolmder 

separate statute 

-Georgia Restorable, nt final Conviction a factor No Barred for at Forfeit, to the Forfeit 
discharge to be considered least 10 years if extent r.o longer 

felony involved "upright citizen II, 
moral turpitUde. Grand Jury forfeit 

Restorable, Ifno pardon or 
thereafter restoration of 
election Jf rights. 

appointment to 
office efhoner or 

trust. 
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Table 45 .. Collateral Consequences of a Felony Conviction 

Criminal Public Jury Duty Firearm 
States: Votinll Rillhta Parental Rights Rellistration Employment Service Ownership 

Hawaii Restored, at end of Terminated, for No Restorable Forfeit Forfeit 
incarceration abandonment or 

neglect 

Idaho(a) Restored, at end of Terminated, for Yes, for certain Restorable Forfeit, iflost the Forfeit 
incarceration abandonment, sex. crimes right to vote 

neglect or abUlle 

Illinois Restorable, at final Conviction a factor No Restorable, after Must be "free of Forfeit 
discharge to be considered 5 years for legal exception" 

perjury 

Indiana Restored, at end of Terminated,lfin No Restorable Forfeit, while Forfeit 
incarceration best interest of the serving time 

child 

Iowa Forfeit Terminated, for No Barred No effect Forfeit 
abandonment 

Kansas Restorable, at fmal Conviction a factor Yes, for habitual Restorable Forfeit, if Forfeit, if 
discharge to be considered to sex offenders convicted within convicted within 

show unfit past 10 years past 5 years 

-Kentuclty Forfeit Terminated, for No Restorable, Forfeit, if indicted Forfeit 
abandonment, barred ifbribery or convicted 
neglect or libuse 

Louisiana Restorable, at fmal Conviction a factor No(a) Restorable, Forfeit, if indicted Forfeit 
dischargo to be considered however see R.S. or convicted 

42:1411·42:1414 

Maine No 'rerminated, for No Restorable No effect l~orfeitj for 
abandonment or concealed 
neglect firearms. May 

apply for hunting 
license 5 years 
after discharge 

Maryland Restorable, at rmal 'ferminated,lfin No Restorable Forfeit, if [med Forfeit 
discharge best interest of the over $500 or 

child or abandoned sentenced to 6+ 
months 

Massachusetts Forfeit only for Terminated, Ifin No Restorable Forfeit, for Forfeit 
corrupt election best interest of the 7y08r6 
practices child 

Michigan Rostored at end of Terminated, lfin No Restorable Forfeit" while Forfeit 
incarceration best Interest of the serving sentenco 

child 
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Table 45 .. Collateral Consequences of Felony Conviction 

Criminal Public Jury Duty Firearm 
States: Voting- Rig-hts Parental Rights Reg'istration Employment Service Ownership 

Minnesota Rest<,rable at final Terminated, for 1':io Restorable Restored, when Forfeit, for 10 
discharge abandonment civil rights years allor 

restored imprisonment 

Mississippi Forfeit Conviction a factor No Barred Forfeit, if convicted Forfeit 
to be considered of "infamous" crime 

or sale of alcohol 

Missouri Restored at end of Conviction a factor No Restorable except Forfeit Forfeit for violent 
incarceration except to be considered for felony felony 
for felony connected connected with 
,vith right of right of suffrage 
sl.1ffrage 

-Montana Restored at end of Terminated, for Yes, for sex Restorable Forfeit Forfeit 
incarceration abandonment, offenders 

neglect or abuse 

Nebraska Restorable, at fmal Terminated, for No Restorable Forfeit Forfeit 
discharge abandonment or 

neglect 

Nevada Forfeit, but Conviction a factor Yes Restorable Forfeit, but Forfeit 
restorable to be considered restorable 

New Hnmpshire Restorable, at fmal Conviction a factor Yell (b) Restorable(c) No elfect Forfeit 
discharge(a) to be considered for 

instability 

New.Jel'sey Restorable, at fmal Terminated, for No Restorable Restorable Forfeit 
discharge abandonment, 

neglect or abuse 

-New Mexico Forfeit Terminated, for No Barred from Forfeit, iflost right Forfeit 
abandonment, elected office to vote 
neglect or abuse 
only if incarcerated 
and primary 
custodian of child 

NewYork(n) Restorable, at fmnl Terminated, for No Restorable Forfeit Forfeit 
discharge abandonment 

-
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Table 45 .. Collateral Consequences of a Felony Conviction 

Criminal Public I Jury Duty Firearm 
States: Votinl!' Ril!'hts Parental Ril!'hts lRel!'istration Employment Servioe Ownership 

North Carolina Restorable, at fmal Subject to No Hestorable Not "qualified" and Forfeit, for violent 
discharge termination for subject to felony for 5 years, 

abandonment challenge for cau~e except that 
fll'earms may be 
possessed within 
own home or 
lawful place of 
business.(a) 

North Dakota Hestored at end of Terminated, for No Restorable Forfeit Forfeit 
incarceration abandonment or 

neglect 

Ohio Restored at end of Terminated, for No Barred Forfeit Forfeit, for violent 
incarceration abandonment felony 

-Oklahoma Restorable, at fmal Conviction a factor Yes, for sex Hestorable Hestorable Forfeit 
discharge to be considered offenders 

Oregon Restored at end of Terminated, if Yes, for sex Restorable Restorable Forfeit 
incarceration incarcerated 3+ offenders 

years and in best 
interest of child 

Pennsylvania Restored at end of Terminated, for No Restorable Forfeit .Forfeit 
incarceration abandonment or 

neglect 

Rhode Island(n) Forfeit Terminated, for Yes, for sex Barred Restorable Forfeit 
tmfit, abusive or offenders 
abandonment 

South Carolina Restorable, at fmal Terminated, for No Barred Forfeit Forfeit, for violent 
discharge abandonment, felony 

neglect or abuse 

South Dakota Forfeit Terminated, for No Restorable Restorable Forfeit, for violent 
incarceration felony within past 
deprives child of 15 years 
companionship 
during critical 
years 

Tennessee Forfeit if convicted Terminated, for Yes Restorable Forfeit Forfeit, for violent 
of an infamous abandonment, or drug felony 
crime neglect or abuse 

Texas Restorable, at final Terminated, If Yes, for sex Restorable Forfeit Forfeit, for violent 
discharge abandonment or offenders felony or threat 

neglect thereof 
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Table 45 .. Collateral Consequences of Felony Conviction 

Criminal Public Jury Duty Fil'ennn 
Stntes: Voting Rights Parental Rights Registration Employment Service Ownership 

Utah Forfeit if convicted Conviction a factor Yes Restorable Forfeit Forfeit, for violent 
of treason, bribery, to be considered felony 
election fraud 

Vennont No effect Terminated, for No Restorable Forfeit FOl'feit, for violent 
abandonment felony 

Virginia Forfeit 'rerminated, if No Restorable Forfeit Forfeit, for violent 
abandonment or felony 
neglect 

Washington Restorable, at fmal Tetminated, ifin Yes, for sex Restorable Restorable Forfeit, for violent 
discharge best interest of the offenders felony 

child 

West Virginia Restorable, at fmal Conviction a factor No Restorable Forfeit, if convicted Forfeit 
discharge to be considered of perjury or 

"infamous" crime 

Wisconsin Restorable, at fmal (a) No Restorable Restorable Forfeit, for violent 
discharge felony or attempt 

Wyoming Restorable, at fmal Conviction a factor No Restorable Forfeit Forfeit 
discharge to be considered 

Puerto Rico No Conviction a factor No Restorable Forfeit Forfeit 
to be considered 

Federal Courts Dependent on state Dependent on state No Restorable, unless Forfeit, unless Forfeit, unless 
law law there is a clear state has state has 

nexus with official substantially substantially 
duties restored civil restored civil 

rights rights 
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Table 45 •. Collateral Consequences of a Felony Conviction 

FOOTNOTES: -
Connecticut: 
(a)Exception, civil rights are not impaired for failure to pay support 
(a felony). 

Idaho: 
(a)Still has "civil death" statutes for felons sentenced to life 
imprisonment. lIowever, these laws have been partially abrogated 
by holdings of appellate courts that denial ofacc(3ss to courts is a 
violation of equal protection. 

Louisiana: 
(a)See, R.S. 15:542 et. seq., regarding registration of sex offenders. 

New Hampshire: 
(a) Except bribery, tr(lason, or willful violation of £llection laws which 
require restoration by Supreme Court. 
(b)Aggravated felonious and felonious sexual assault only. 
(c)Barred from elected otlice, restorable at final discharge. 

New York: 
(a)Still has "civil death" statutes for felons sentenced to life 
impritlonment. However, these laws have been partially abrogated 
by holdings of appellate courts that denial of access to cou.rts is a 
violation of equal protection. 
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-
North Carolina: 
(a)5 years from the last of these events: conviction of that felony; 
unconditional discharge from prison; or termination of suspended 
sentence, probation, or parole. Applies to handguns, certain 
firearms (e.g., excludes most long rifles and long shotguns), and any 
weapons of mass destruction. 

Rhode Island: 
(a)Still have "civil death" statutes for felons sentenced to life 
imprisonment. However, these laws have heen partially abrogated 
by holdings of appellate courts that denial of access to courts is a 
violation of equal protection. 

Wisconsin: 
(a)May terminate ifparent has caused deat.h/injury to a 
child/children resulting in a felony conviction. 



--------------.-----------------------------------~-

Table 46 •. Characteristics of "RICO" Statutes 

Name of Act (Year Definition of Definition of "Pattern of 
States: Adopted) "Enterprise" Racketeerinlt' "Racketeering Activity" 

Federal Federal Racketeer Includes any individual, Requires at least 2 acts of Any act or threat which is 
Influenced and partnership, corporation, racketeering activity, one of which chargeable under state law 
Corrupt Organization association, or other legal occurred after tho effective date of and which is punishable by 
Act (18 U.S.C. 1961 - entity, and any union or this chapter and the last of which imprisonment for more 
1968) (1970) group of individuals occurred within 10 years aaer the than 1 year, any act 

associated in fact although commission of the prior act of indictable under Titles 18, 
not a legal entity. racketeering activity. 29, the Currency and 

Foreign Transaction 
Reporting Act, or 'l'itle 11 
ifofTense involves fraud. 

Arizona(a) Arizona Anti- Same as Federal No pattern requirement Only refers to state felony 
Racketeering Act crimes 
(1978) 

CaUfornia(a) California Control of No enterprise requirement At least 2 incidents of Only refers to state felony 
Profits of Organized racketeering activity embrace the crimes 
Crime Act (1982) same or similar purposes, results, 

participants, victims or methods of 
commission, and are not isolated 
incidents. 

Colorado Colorado Organized Includes licit as weU as Similar to Federal except, acto Similar to Federal except 
Crime Control Act illicit enterprises (and must b", related to the enterprise, state does not require state 
(1981) governmental as well as but not close enough to constitute felony predicate acts 

other entities). a single event. 

Connecticut Similar to Federal 20 years/$25,OOO plus At least 2 incidents of Only refers to state felony 
forfeiture of property. racketeering activity embrace the crimes 

same or similar pu.rposes, results, 
participants, victims or methods of 
commission, and are not Isolated 
incidents. 

Delaware Delaware Racketeer Includes licit as weU as Similar to Federal Except, acts Similar to Federal except 
Influenced and illicit enterprises (and must be related to the enterpriso, state does not require state 
Corrupt Organizations governmental as well as but not close enough to constitute felony predicate acts 
Act (1986) other entities). a single event 

Florida Florida Racketeer Includes licit as well as The mdividual acts of Similar to Federal except 
Influenced and illicit enterprises (and racketeering conduct embrace state does not require state 
Corrupt Organizations governmental as well as identical or similar intents, felony predicate acta 
Act (1979) other entities). results, accomplices, victims or 

methods of commission, and are 
not isolated Incidents, 

Georgia Georgia Racketeer Includes licit, as well as The individual acts of Same as Federal except for 
Influenced and llIiclt enterprises (and racketeering conduct embrace Currency and Foreib'l1 
Corrupt Organizations governmental as woll as Idcntical or similar intents, Transaction Reporting Act 
Act (1980) other entitles), rosults, accomplices, victims or provision 

methods of commission, and are 
not isolated incidents, 
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Table 46 .. Characteristics of "RICO" Statutes 

Time 
Between Criminal Penalties: Government Civil ~ivate Right 
Incidents Prohibited Activities: Maximum SentencelFines Remedies? of Action? States: 
10 years (a) investing in an enterprisej (b) 20 years (andlor life if Includes prohibition Treble Damages Federal 

acquiring an interest in or violation is based on a and restraint orders, 
maintaining control over an racketeering activity for which reasonable restrictions 
enterprisej (c) participating in the the maximum is life) and 2x on future acUvities, 
affairs of an enterprise through a profits or proceeds, forfeiture, and judicial dissolution 
pattern of racketeering activity/ and attorney fees. or reorganization of 
unlawflt1 debt collection; (d) any enterprise. 
conspiring to (a)-(c). 

10 years Similar to Federal except deletes 5 yearsl$150,00O Yes, same as Federal Treble Damages Al'izona(n) 
"collection of unlawful debt" 
element. No "conspiracy" element 

10 years Requires a conviction for engaging No separate punishment No None Cnlifol'1lin(n) 
in a pattern of criminal except forfeiture 
profiteering activity, which will 
lead to forfeiture penalties. 

10 years Alternative to proving 50 yearsl$25,000 Yes, same as Federal Treble Damages Colorndo 
"enterprise" element is by showing 
that the proceeds from the pattern 
of racketeering activity were used 
to acquire real or personal 
property. 

5yeara Alternative to proving 25 years/$150,000 Yes, same as Federal None Connecticut 
"enterprise" element is by showing 
that the proceeds from the pattern 
of racketeering activity were used 
to acquire real or personal 
property. No conspiracy element. 

10 years Alternative to proving IIcollection 20 yearsl$25,000 Yes, same as Federal '{'reble and Delaware 
of unlawful debt" element is by Punitive 
showing that the proceeds from 
the pattern of racketeering 
activity were used to acquire an 
interest in, maintain control of, or 
invest in nn enterprise or real or 
personal property. 

5 years Alternative to proving 30 yearsl$lO,OOO Yes, same as Federal InjtIDctions Only Florida 
lIenterprise" element is by In Jieu of a fine, 3 times the 
showing that the proceeds from gross value gained or 3 times 
the pattern of racketeering the gross value lost 
nctivity Were used to acquire real 
or personal property. 

4 years Similar to Federal tlxcept deletes 20 yearsl$25,OOO or 3 times Yes, same as Federal 'rrebJeand Georgia 
"coUectlon of unlawful debt" amount of pecuniary value Punitive 
element gained 
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Table 46 .. Characteristics of "RICO" Statutes 

Name of Aot (Year Definition of Definition ofl'Pattern of 
States: Adopted) ''Enterpriliell Racketeerlngll "Racketeering Activity' 

Hawall Hawaii Racketeer Same as Federal No pattern requirement Only refers to state felony 
Influenced and crimes 
Corrupt Organizations 
Act (1972) 

Idaho Idaho Racketeering Includes licit as well as The Individual ncts of State only requires state 
Act (1981) illicit enterprises (and racketeering conduct embrace violations, but does not 

governmental as well as identical or similar intents, require felony predicate 
other entities). results, accomplices, victims or acts 

methods of commission, and are 
not isolated incidents. 

Illinois Narcotics Profit Same as Federal Similar to Federal except that State only includes felony 
Forfeiture Act (1982) state refers to pattern of criminal offenses involving 

"narcotics" activity. controlled substances 

Indiana Indiana Racketeer Same as Federal The individual ~cts of State only requires state 
Influenced and racketeering conduct embrace violations, but does not 
Corrupt Organizl\tions Identical or similar intents, require felony predicate 
Act (1980) results, accomplices, victims or acts 

methods of commission, and are 
not isolated incidents. 

Louisiana Louisiana hlcludes licit as well as At least 2 Incidents of State includes criminal 
Racketeering Act illicit enterprises (and racketeering activity embracing offenses involving 
(1988), amended in governmental as well as the same or similar purposes, controlled substances, 1st 
1992 other entitles). results, participants, victims or and 2nd degree murder, 

methods of commission, and are aggravated kidnapping. 
not isolated incidents. 

Mississippi Mississippi Racketeer Includes licit as well as The individual acts of State only requires state 
Influenced and Illicit enterprises (and racketeering conduct embrace violations, but does not 
Corrupt Organizations governmental as well as Identical or similar intents, require felony predicate 
Act (1986) other entitles). results, accomplices, victims or acts 

methods of commission, and are 
not isolated incidents. 

--_. 
Nevada Nevada Racketeer Includes licit as well as The individual acts of Only tefers to state felony 

Influenced and illicit enterprises (and racketeering conduct embrace crimes 
Corrupt Organizations governmental as well as identical or similar patterns, 
Act (1983) other entities). intents, results, accomplices, 

victims or methods ol'commission, 
and are not'isolated incidents. 

New Jersey New Jersey Racketeer Includes licit as well as At least 2 incidents of Similar to Federal except 
Influenced and ilIlcit enterprises (and racketeering activity embrace the state does not reqUire state 
Corrupt Organizations govermnental as welIns same or similar purposes, results, felony predicate acts 
Act (1981) other entities). participants, victims or methods of 

commiaslon, and are not isolated 
incidents. 

New Mexico New Mexico Includes licit as well as Similar t.o F!)(\eral except that Only refers to state felony 
Racketeering Act illicit enterprises (and state requires an intent to crimes 
(1978) governmental as well ns accomplish any of the prohibited 

othllr entitles). acts. 

'-
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Table 46 .. Characteristics of "RICO" Statutes 

Time 
Between Criminal Penalties: Government Civil Private Right 
Inoidents Prohibited Activities: Mnximum SentencelFines Remedies? of Action? States: 
10 years Similar to Federal except no 10 yearsl$10,OOO Yes, same as Federal Damages and Hawaii 

"conspiracy" element Reasonable Fees 

5 years Similar to Federal except deletes 14 yearsl$25,OOO In addition, allows for Treble Damages Idaho 
"collection of unlawful debtt' the forfeiture of 
element corporate charters and 

the cancellation of 
registrations and 
licenses. 

5 years Similar to Federal except deletes 15 years/$250,OOO Yes, same as Federal Treble Damages Illinois 
"collection of unlawful debt" 
element. Statute relates solely to 
narcotics racketeering 

5 years Similar to Federal except deletes 5 years/$10,00O No None Indiana 
"collection of unlawful debt" 
element. No "conspiracy" element. 

5 years (a) 50 yearsl$I,OOO,OOO Yes, same as Federal Treble and Louisiana 
Plrnitive 

5 years Actor must have the "intent" to do 20 yearsl$25,000 Yes, Bame as Federal Treble Damages Mississippi 
the prohibited activities. 
Alternative to proving 
"enterprise" element is by 
ahowingthat the proceeds from 
the pattern of racketeering 
activity wore used to acquire real 
or personal property. 

5 years Similar to Federal except tleletes 20 yearsl$25,000 Yes, same as Federal Treble Damages Nevada 
"collection of unlawful debtll 

element 

10 years Same as Federal 20 yearsl$10,OOO Yell, same as Federal Treble Damages New Jersey 

5yeara .. 9 years/$10,OOO Yes, same as I"ederal Treble Dntnagos Now Moxlco 

-
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Table 46 -- Characteristics of "RICO" Statutes 

Name of Act (Year Definition of Definition of"Pattel'J1 of 
States: Adopted) "Enterpriseil Racketeering" "RncketeerinJr Activity" 

NewYorlt Organized Crime Same as Federal Similar to Federal, except acts (at Only refers to state felony 
Control Act (1986) least 3) must be related to the crimes 

enterprise, but not close enough to 
constitute a single event. 

North Carolina North Carolina Includes licit as well as At least 2 incidents of Same as Federal except for 
Racketeer Influenced illicit enterprises (and racketeering activity embrace the Currency and Foreign 
and Corrupt IJovernrnentnl as well as same or similar purposes, results, Transaction Reporting Act 
Organizations Act other entities). participants, victims or methods of provision 
(1986) t.'ommission, and are not isolated 

incidents. 

North Dnltota North Dakota Same as Federal Similar to Federal Only refers to state felony 
Racketeer Influenced crimes 
and Corrupt 
Organizations Act 
(1987) 

Ohio Ohio Corrupt Activity Includes licit as well as Similar to Federal except, acts Same as Federlll except for 
Act (1986) illicit enterprises (and must be related to the enterprise, Currency and Foreign 

governmental as well as but not close enough to constitute 'I'ransaction Reporting Act 
other entities). a single event. provision 

Oklahoma Oklahoma Corrupt Includes licit as well as Similar to Federal except, acts Stote only requires state 
Organizations illicit enterprises (and must be related to the enterprise, violations, but does not 
Prevention Act (1988) governmental as well as but not close enough to constitute require felony predicate 

other entities). a single event. acts 

Oregon Oregon Racketeer Includes licit as well as The individual acts of Similar to Ferleral oxcept 
Influenced and illicit enterprises (aml racketeering conduct embrace state does not require state 
Corrupt Organizations governmentul as weUlis Identical or similar patterns, felony predlcnte acts 
Act (1981) other entities). intents, results, accomplices, 

victims or methods of commission, 
and nro not isolated incidents. 

Pennsylvania Pennsylvanin Same as Federal Similar to Federal State only requires state 
Racketeer Influenced violations, but does not 
and Corrupt require felony predicate 
Organizations Act acts 
(1973) 

Rhode Island Rhode Islund Same as Federal No pattern requirement Only rllfers to state felony 
Hacketoor Influenced crimes 
and Corrupt 
Organizutions Act 
(1979) 

TennessC(j 'rennessee Racketeet· Includes licit as well as 'I'ho individual acts of State only Inc\udllS 
Influenced and Illicit enterprises (and rllcketeering conduct embrace crimitlOl offenses Involving 
Corrupt Organizations governmental as well as Identical or similar pattentS, controlled substances 
Act (1989) oth~r entities). intents, results, accomplices, 

victims or methods of commission, 
and aro not Isolated Incidents. 

386 "lIttle Court Orgaltizatlott 1993 



Table 46 .... Characteristics of "RICO" Statutes 

Time 
Between Criminal Penalties: Government Civil Private Right 
Incident Prohibited Activities: Maximum SentencelFines Remedies? of Action? States: 
10 years Crime of "enterprise corruption" 25 yearsl$30,OOO Yes, same as Federal 'l'reble Damages New York 

includes use or Investment of 
illicit racketeering/debt collection 
Income in the acquisition afany 
interest in any enterprise or to 
acquire or maintain any Interest 
In or control of any enterprise. 

4 yenrs Similar to F'edernl except deletes No separate penalty except Yes, same as Federal Treble Damages North Carolina 
"collection of unlawful debt" forfeiture. 
element 

10yoars Similar to Federal except no 10 yearsl$lO,OOO Yes, same as FedAral Treble Damages North Daltota 
"conspiracy" element 

6ymus Similar to Federal except no 25 yearsl$lO,OOO Yes, same as Federal 'l'reble Damages Ohio 
"conspiracy" element 

3 years Alternative to proving 10 years/3x value Yes, same as Federal None Oldahoma 
"enterprise" element Is by 
showing that the proceeds from 
the pattern of racketeering 
nctlvity Were used to acquire real 
or personal property. 

5 years Alternative to proving 20 years/$100,OOO Yes, same as Federal Treble Damages Oregon 
"enterprise" elemC'nt is by 
showing that the proceeds from 
the pattern of racketeering 
activity were used to acquire real 
or personal property. 

NIH Similar to Federal except deletes 20 years/$25,OOO Only forfeiture, None Pennsylvania 
"collection ofunlllwful debt" dissolution of the 
element enterprise and 

suspension or 
rovocation of char tors. 

10 years Similar to Federal except no 10 yellrsl$10,OOO Yes, Bame as Federal Treble Damages Rhode Island 
"consplrClcy"element 

2yoars Alternative to proving 25 yenrs/$250,OOO Yes, same CIS Federal None Tennessee 
"enterprise" element Is by 
ahowing that tho proceeds from 
the pattorn of raclctltoering 
acHvltywore Use(\ to ncquiro ronl 
or personal property. 
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Tablu 46 •• Characteristics of "RICO" Statutes 

Name of Act (Year Definition of 
States: Adopted) ''En terprise" 

Utah Idaho Pattern of Includes licit as weU as 
Unlawful Activity Act illicit enterprises (and 
(1981) governmental as well as 

other entities). 

Washington Washington Criminal Includes licit as well as 
Profiteering Act (1985) illicit enterprises (and 

governmental as weI! as 
other entitles;. 

Wisconsin Wisconsin Orgnnized Includes licit as well as 
Crime Control Act l1Jiclt enterprises (and 
(1982) governmental as well as 

other entities). 

FOOTNOTES: 

Note: The following do not have a RICO statute: Alabama, 
Alaslta, ArltRnsas, District of Columbia, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentuclty, Maine, Maryland, Massaohusotts, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebraslta, New Hampshh'e, 
South Cal:ollna, South Dakota, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and Wyoming,. 

A\'lzona; 
(a)Funds received from fines, forfeitures, etc. are placer} In an "nnt!· 
racketeering revolving fund" which Is used to fund gnng preventil"n, 
drug prevention and educational programs. 

California; 
(a)Funds received from forfeiture or sale proceeds are deposited In a 
children'S trust fund. 
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Definition of "Pnttern of 
Raoketeering' "Racketeering Activity" 

At least 3 Incidents of Same as Federal except for 
racketeering activity embrace the Currency nnd Foreign 
same or similar purposes, results, Trnnsactlon Reporting Act 
partlclpnnts, victims or methods of provision 
commission, and are not isolated 
incidents. 

The indlvld\llli acts of Only refers to state felony 
racketeering conduct embrace crimes 
identical or similar patterns, 
intents, results, accomplices, 
victims or methods of commission, 
nnd are not Isolated incidents. 

At least 3 individual acts of Same as Federal except for 
racketeering conduct embrace Currency and Foreign 
identical or similar patterns, 'l'rnnsactlon Reporting Act 
intents, results, accomplices, provision 
victims or methoc\s of commission, 
nnd are not Isolated incidents. 

-
Louisiana; 
(a)The law attempts to prohibit racketeering activity; to prohibit the 
Use or Investment of proceeds knowingly received from a pattern of 
racketeering activity, or the proceeds derived therefrom, in the 
acqulsltlon of Immovable property or in the estl\bllshment or 
operation ofnn enterprise; to prohibit the acquisition or 
maintennnce of nn intereat In or control of nn enterprise or 
Immovable property through a pattern of racketeering activity; to 
prohibit participation In nn enterprise thnugh a pattern of 
racketeering activity by persons employed by or associated with all 
enterprise, to prohibit conspiring to commit such violations. 



Table 46 .. Characteristics of "RICO" Statutes 

Time 
, 

Bet-ween Criminal Penalties: Government Civil Private Right 
Inoidents Prohibited Aotivities: Maximum Sentenoe/Flnes Remedies? of Aotion? States: 
5 years Similar to Federal except deletes 15 yearsl$10,OOO Yes, same as Federal Double Damages Utah 

Itcollection of 1m lawful debt" 
element 

5 years illicit :!ctlvities include the Varies Yes, same as Federal Treble Damages Wushingtc.n. 
extortionate extension or 
collection of credit, collection of 
unlawful debt, trafficking in stolen 
property, leading organized crime 
and influencing the outcome of 
sporting events. 

7 years Similar to Federal except deletes 20 yearsl$lO,OOO Yes, same as Federal Doubla and Wisoonsin 
"collection ofunlnwful debt" Punitive 
element. No Itconspiracy" 
element. 
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~ 
Table 47 .N Good Time Accumulation and Parole 

I 

Do incarcerated felons If yes, at what rate does "good Is there a parole board with 
Statl.ll!l: accumulate "I{ood time"? time" accrue? discretionarv release authority? 

Alabama(a) Yes Day for day Yes 
Alaska Yes 1 day for 3 days served Yes 

Arizona(a) Yes Varies No 

Arkansas Yes Day for day Yes 

California Yes (a) Yes(b) 

Colorado Yes Day for day Yes 
Connecticut Yes (a) Yes 

Delaware Yes 25% maximum of sentence Limited (advisory) 

District of Columbia Yes (a) Yes 

Florida Yes (a) Yes 

Georgia No ~ Yes 
Hawaii Yes (a) Yes 

Idaho Yes H Yes 

Illinois Yes (a) (b) 

Indiana Yes Day for day Yes 

Iowa Yes Day for day Yea 
Kansas No(a) H No(b) 

Kentucky Yes Varies Yes 

Louisiana Yes (a) Yes 
Maine Yes Varies (a) 

Mal'yland Yes (a) Yes 
Massachusetts Yes (a) Yes 
Michigan Yes Up to 7 days/month Yes 
Minnesota No H Yes 
Mississippi Yes Day for day Yes 

MlssOlU'i Yes (a) Yes 
Montana Yes (a) Yes 
Nebraska Yes Day for day Yes 
Nevada Yes (a) Yes 
New Haml)shire Yes (a) Yes 

New Jersey Yes 1. day for 2 days served Yes 
New Moxico Yes Varies Yes 
NewYorlt Yes 1 day for 2 days served Yes 
North CR):olina Yes Day for day Yes 
North Dakota Yes Day for day Yes 

Ohio Yes (a) Yes 
Oldahoma Yes Varies Yes 
Oregon No H (a) 

Pennsylvania No H Yes 
Rhode Island(a) Yes Varies(b) Yes 
South Carolina(a) Yes (b) Yes 
South Dakota Yes (a) Yes 
Tennessee Yes (a) Yes 
Texas Yes Varies(a) Yes 
Utah Yes (a) Yes 
Vel'IUOnt(a) Yes Day for day Yes 
Virglnin Yes (a) Yes 
Washington Yes 1 day for 3 days served No 
West Virginia Yes Varies Yes 
Wisconsin Yes (a) YeS 
Wyoming Yes Day for day Yes 
Puerto Rico Yes (a) Yes 
Federnl Courts No H Yes 
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Table 47 .. Good Time Accumulation and Parole 
FOOTNOTES: 

Alabama: 
(a) Governor does have power to commute a LWOP sentence to a 
term of years. 

Arizona: 
(a)Governor does not have power to commute a LWOP sentence to a 
term of years. 

California: 
(a)Under "work credit" up to day for day, for certain crimes, 
maximum credits of up to one day fllr two days service. 
(b)Fol' "life" sentences only. 

Connecticut: 
(a)For offenses committed after 7/1/83, 10 days/month for first 5 
years, and 12 days/month for each month therea.fter. 

District of Columbia: 
(a)Institutional depending on sentence length from 5·10 days per 
month, educated 3·5 days per month, meritorious 3 days per month. 

Florida: 
(a)Baslc good time accrued 10 days/month at up to 20 days/month, 
administered at varying levels of up to 60 days. 

Hawaii: 
(a)Varles by paroling authority. 

Illinois: 
(a)Illinois now has three ways "good time" can be accrued: 1) Day 
for Day Good Time; 2) Meritorious Good Time (up to a maximum of 
180 daYR); 3) Earned Time (lh day earned for each day of attendance 
in an education program, a substance abuse program or a 
correctional industries program) however, the time is earned only if 
the offender successfully completes the program. 
(b)For inmates sentenced under prior, indeterminate sentence is 
law. 

Kansas: 
(a)Up to 20 percent ofincarceration time may be applied to post
release supervision time. 
(b)There is a parole board, but ifhas no discretion in the release of 
prisoners,just in the supervision of them. 

Louisiana: 
(a) One day accrued for each 2 days of good time, if wages forfeited 
day for day. 

Maine: 
(a)Parole was abolished in 1976, but the Parole Board still exits for 
pre·1976 cases. 

Maryland: 
(a)Five days good time, plus 5 days work good time, plus I) days 
education good time accrual possible in one month. 

Massach usetts: 
(a)Differs for length of sentence: 2lh days accrued per month for 4·12 
month sentence, up to 12lh days accrual per month for 4+ years 
sentence. 

Montana: 
(a)Minimum of 10 years. 

Ohio) 
(a)In reformatory 30 days served, accrue 12 days good time, in 
penitentiary 30 days accrue 8 days (no accrual in some instances, 
however, changes have been proposed). 

Oregon: 
(a)Yes/no (presentence guidelines yes; post·sentence guidelineClno). 

Rhode Island: 
(a)Governor does not have power to commute a LWOP sentence to a 
term of years. 
(b)The Corrections Administration Department decides. 

South Carolina: 
(a)Governor does not have power to commute a LWOP sentence to a 
term of years. 
(b)Twenty days for 30 days served, in addition: 1 day for 2 days 
work credits; 1 day for 2 days education credit. 

South Dakota: 
(a)Has a graduated scale of reductions from sentence for good 
conduct. 

Tennessee: 
(a)Not more thnn 8 days per month for good behavior, and not more 
than 8 days per month fOl' program performance. 

Texas: 
(a)Varies, up to Institutional Divisional of Texas Department of 
Criminal Justice. 

Utah: 
(a)Five days for 30 days served; !fless than 30 days, 2 days for every 
10 days served. 

Virginia: 
(a)For crimes committed after July 1981; Level I: day for day; Level 
IT: 20 days good time/30 days served; Level Ill: 20 days good time/30 
days served: Level IV: no good time. Extraordinary good time may 
also b(' available up to 5 days/month. 

Vermont: 
(a) Governor does not have power to commute a LWOP sentence to a 
term of years. 

Wisconsin: 
(a)'l'hls credit can be reduced by a specific number of penalty days 
for each infraction: 10 days for 1st offense; 20 days for 2nd offense, 
40 days for 3rd and subsequent offenses. 

Puerto Rico: 
(a)For good behavior (1) for a sentence not ill excess ofl5 yoars, 12 
days per month; (2) for n sentence of 15 years or more, 13 days por 
month. 
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Understanding the Court Structure Charts 

The court structure charts summarize in a one
page diagram the key features of each state's court 
organization. The format meets two objectives: (1) it 
is comprehensive, indicating all court systems in the 
state and their inten'elationships, and (2) it describes 
the jurisdiction of the court systems, using a standard 
set of terminology and symbols. The court structure 
charts employ the common terminology developed by 
the National Center for State Court's Court Statistics 
Project for reporting caseload statistics. 

The first chart is a prototype. It represents a 
state court organization in which there is one of each 
of the four court system levels recognized by the 
Court Statistics Project: courts of last resort, 
intennediate appellate courts, general jurisdiction 
trial courts, and limited jurisdiction trial courts. 
Routes of appeal from one court to another are 
indicated by lines, with an arrow showing which 
court receives the appeal 01' petition. 

The charts also provide basic descriptive 
information, such as the number of authorized 
justices, judges, and magistrates (01' other judicial 
officers), Each court system's subject matter 
jurisdiction is indicated using the Court Statistics 
Project case types. Information is also provided on 
the use of districts, circuits, or divisions in organizing 
the courts within the system and the number of 
courts. 

The case types, which define a court system's 
subject matter jurisdiction, require the most 
explanation. 

Appellate Courts 
The rectangle representing each appellate court 

contains infonnation on the number of authorized 
justices; the number of geographic divisions, if any; 
whether court decisions are made en banc, in panels, 
or both; and the Court Statistics Project case types 
that are heard by the court. The case types are 
shown separately for mandatory and discretionary 
cases. The case types themselves are defined in other 
Court Statistics Project publications, especially 1984 
State Appellate Court Jurisdiction Guide for 
Statistical Reporting and State Court Model 
Statistical Dictionary: 1989 Edition. 

An appellate court can have both mandatory and 
discretionary jurisdiction over the same Court 
Statistics Project case type. This arises, in part, 
because the Court Statistics Project case types are 
defined broadly in order to be applicable to every 
state's courts. There are, for example, only two 
appellate Court Statistics Project case types for 
criminal appeals: capital and non capital. A court 
may have mandatory jurisdiction over felony cases, 
but discretionary jurisdiction over misdemeanors. 
The list of case types would include "criminar' for 
both mandatory and discretionary jurisdiction. The 
duplication of a case type under both headings can 
also occur if appeals from one lower court for that 
case type are mandatory, while appeals from another 
lower court are discretionary. Also, statutory 
provisions or court rules in some states automatically 
convert a mandatory appeal into a discretionary 
petition-for example, when an appeal is not filed 
within a specified time limit. A more comprehensive 
description of each appellate court's subject matter 
jurisdiction can be found in the 1984 State Appellate 
Court Jurisdiction Guide for Statistical Reporting. 

Trial Courts 
The l'ectangle representing each trial court also 

lists the applicable Court Statistics Project case types. 
These include civil, criminal, traffic/other violation, 
and juvenile. Where a case type is simply listed, it 
means that the court system shares jurisdiction over 
it with other courts. The presence of exclusive 
jurisdiction is always explicitly stated. 

The absence of a case type from a list means that 
the court does not have that subject matter 
jurisdiction. The dollar amount jurisdiction is shown 
where there is an upper or a lower limit to the cases 
that can be filed in a court. A dollar limit is not listed 
if a court does not have a minimum or maximum 
dollar amount jurisdiction for general civil cases. In 
criminal cases, jurisdiction is distinguished between 
"felony," where the court can tty a felony case to 
verdict and sentencing, and "preliminary hearings," 
which applies to those limited jurisdiction courts that 
can conduct preliminary hearings that bind a 
defendant over for trial in a higher COUl't. 
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Trial courts can have what is termed incidental 
appellate jurisdiction. The presence of such 
jurisdiction over the decisions of other courts is noted 
in the list of case types as either "civil appeals/' 
"criminal appeals," or "administrative agency 
appeals." A trial court that hears appeals directly 
from an administrative agency has an "N' in the 
upper right corner of the rectangle. 

For each trial court, the chart states the 
authorized number of judges and whether the court 
can impanel a jury. The rectangle representing the 
court also indicates the number of districts, divisions, 
or circuits into which the court system is divided. 
These subdivisions are stated using the court 
system's own terminology. The descriptions, 
therefore, are not standardized across states or court 
systems. 

Some trial courts are totally funded from local 
sources and some receive some form of state funds. 
Locally funded court systems are drawn with broken 
lines. A solid line indicates some or all of the funding 
is derived from state funds. 

Symbols and Abbreviations 
An "A" in the upper right cornel' of a rectangle, 

representing either an appellate or a trial court, 
indicates that the court receives appeals directly from 
the decisions of an administrative agency. Where 
"administrative agency appeals" is listed as a case 
type, it indicates that the court hears appeals from 
decisions of another court on an administrative 
agency's actions. It is possible for a court to have 
both an "N' designation and to have "administrative 
agency appeals" listed as a case type. Such a court 
hears appeals directly from an administrative agency 
e'A") and has appellate jurisdiction over the decisions 
of a lower court that has already reviewed the 
decision of the administrative agency. 

The number of justices or judges is sometimes 
stated as "FTE." This represents llfull-time 
equivalent" authorized judicial positions. "DWIIDUI" 
stands for "driving while intoxicated/driving under 
the influence.)' The "SC" abbreviation stands for 
"small claims/' The dollar amount jurisdiction for 
civil cases is indicated in parentheses with a dollar 
sign. Where the small claims dollar amount 
jurisdiction is different, it is noted. 
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The court structure charts are convenient 
summaries. They do n('l; substitute for the detailed 
descriptive material contained in the 47 tables of 
State Court Organization, 1993, Moreover, they are 
based on the Court Statistics Project's terminology 
and categories. This means that a state may have 
established courts that are not included in these 
charts. Some states have courts of special jurisdiction 
to receive complaints on matters that are more 
typically directed to administrative boards and 
agencies. Since these courts adjudicate matters that 
do not fall within the Court Statistics Project case 
types, they are not included in the charts. The 
existence of such courts, however, is recognized in a 
footnote to the state's court structure chart. 

------------------- I 



STATE COURT STRUCTURE PROTOTYPE, 1993 

COURT OF LAST RESORT 

Number of justices 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction. 
• Discretionary jurisdiction 

INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURT 
(number of courts) 

Number of judges 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction. 

COURT OF GENERAL JURISDICTION 
(number of courts) 

Number of judges 
CSP case types: 
• Civil. 
• Criminal. 
• Traffic/other violation. 
• Juvenile. 

,Jury trial/no Jury trial. 

COURT OF LIMITED JURISDICTION 
(number of courts) 

Number of Judges 
CSP case types: 
• Civil. 
• Criminal. 
• Traffic/other violation. 
• JUVenile. 

Jury trial/no jury trial. 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate appellate court 

Court of general jurisdiction 

Court of limited jurisdiction 
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ALABAMA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUFREME COURT 

9 justices sit In panels of 5 
CSP case types: 
, Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, disciplinary, 

original proceeding cases. 
, Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, 

Juvenile, advisory opinion, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases, 

COURT OF CIVIL APPEALS 

3 judges sit en banc 
CSP case types: 

f 

, Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, administrative agency, Juvenile, 
original proceeding cases. 

• No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

CIRCUIT COURT (40 circuits) 

127 judges 
CSP case types: 

t 
COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

5 judges sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
, Mandatory Jurisdiction In criminal, Juvenile, original 

proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 
, No discretionary jurisdiction, 

A 

, Tort, contract, real property rights ($1 ,500/no maximum). Domestic 
relations, civil appeals Jurisdiction. 

• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. Exclusive criminal eppeals Jurisdiction. 
• Juvenile. 
Jury trials. 

I-------t---, j~ 
I PROBATE COURT (89 counties) I 

I 68 Judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I ' exclusive mental health, estate I W Jurisdiction: adoption: real property rights. I 
I I LNo jury tria',:. ____ ..- __ .J 

DISTRICT COURT (67 districts) 

98 judges 
CSP case types: 

I--J--------, 
I MUNICIPAL COURT (257 courts) I 

I 228 judges : 
CSP case types: 

I ' Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. I 
I ' Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. I 
I Exclusive ordinance violation Jurisdiction. I 
L!0 Jury trla~ _______ .J 

, Tort, contract, real property rights ($1,500/5,000). Exclusive small ctalms 
Jurisdiction ($1,500). URESA. 

, Felony, misdemeanor, DWIIDUI. 
• Moving trafflc, miscellaneous traffic. 
• JUVenile. 
, Preliminary hearings. 
No Jury trials. 
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ALASKA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

5 Justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
I Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary cases, 
I Discretionary Jurisdiction In criminal, juvenile, original proceeding, Inte~ocutory 

deCisions, certified questions from lederal cou~s, 

COURT OF APPEALS 

3 judges sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
I Mandatory Jurisdiction in criminal, Juvenile, original proceeding, Interiocutory 

decision cases, 
I Discretionary Jurisdiction In criminal, Juvenile, original proceeding, Interiocutory 

decision cases, 

\' 

SUPERIOR COURT (15 courts In 4 districts) A 

32 judges, 5 masters 
CSP case types: 
I Tort, contract, excluslvo domestic relations (except domestic Violence), 

Exclusive real property rights, estate, mental heallh, administrative agency, civil 
appeals, miscellaneous civil JUrisdiction, 

I Exclusive lelony, criminal appeals Jurisdiction, 
I Juvenile, 
Jury trials In most cases, 

I' 

DISTRICT COURT (56 locations In 4 districts) 

16 judges, 59 magistrates 
CSP caGe types: 
I Tort, contract ($0/10,000·50,000), domestic Violence, smail 

claims Jurisdiction ($5,000), 
I Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI jurisdiction, 
I Exclusive traffic/other violation JurlsdlcUon, except for uncontested parking 

violations (which ara handled administratively), 
I Emergoncy Juvenile, 
I Preliminary hearings, 
Jury trials in most cases, 

re-

r---

Court of last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Court 01 limited 
Jurisdiction 
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ARIZONA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

5 justices sit en banc 
.. CSP case types: 

,......-~.. • Mandatory Jurisdiction in civil. capital criminal. dls~lplinary. certified questions 
from federal courts. original proceeding cases, 

• Discretionary jurisdiction In civil. noncapital criminal. administrative agency. 
juvenile. original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. tax appeals, 

COURT OF APPEALS (2 divisions) 

21 judges sit In panels 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil. noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, 

juvenile. original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases, 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In administrative agency cases, 

SUPERIOR COURT (15 counties) 

126 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property ($5,ooO/no maximum), domestic 

relations. exclusive estate. mental health. appeals. miscella
neous civil jurisdiction, 

• Misdemeanor, miscellaneous criminal, Exclusive felony. 
crlminai appeals jurisdiction, 

• Juvenile, 
Jury trials, 

A 

A 

TAX COURT 

Superior court judge 
serves 
CSP case types: 
• AdministratiVe agency 

appeals, 

JUSTICE OF THI: PEACE COURT (83 precincts) 

83 judges 

;MUNI;A~~~~-RT(85Clti~~)- - - - i 
I 136 full and part-time judges I 

CSP case types: 
• Tort. contract, real property rights ($0/5,000). domestic 

violence, Exclusive small claims jurisdiction ($1,500), 
• Misdemeanor, DWIIDUI, miscellaneoUS criminal 

jurisdiction, 
• Moving traffic, parking. miscellaneous traffic, 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In small claims. 
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CSP case types: 
I · Domestic violence, I 
I . Mlsdomeanor, DWIIDUI, I 
I • Moving traffic. parking, miscellaneous traffic, Exclusive I 

ordinance violation Jurisdiction, 
I I 
I I 
LJ~tr~, _______ ~ ___ -' 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Courts of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
JuriSdiction 
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ARKANSAS COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 justices sit en bane 

CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction in civil, criminai, administrative agency, lawyer disciplinary, 

certified questions from federal courts, original proceeding, Inte~oclJtory decision cases. 
o Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapital criminal, administrative agency cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

6 judges sit In panels and en bane 
CSP case types: 
o Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, Interlocutory decision 

cases. 
o No discretionary Jurlsdlcllon. 

I 

A 

CIRcun' COURT (24 circuits) 

34 Judges' 

CHANCERY AND PROBATE COURT (24 circuits) 

33 judges' 

CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract. real property rights ($100/no maximum), 

miscellaneous civil. Exclusive civil appeals jurisdiction. r--
• Misdemeanor, OWI/DUI, miscellaneous criminal. Exclusive 

felony, criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials. 

CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights. Exclusive domestic 

relations, estate, mental health jurisdiction. 
• Exclusive juvenile Jurisdiction. 

No jury trlais. 

rMUNICIPALC~RT(12;;'ourtS)- - - - - -, rCOONTYCOURT(~O;S)- - - - - --I 

I 112 judges I I 75 Judges I 
I CSP case types: I I CSP case types: I 
I . Contract, real property rights ($0/3,000). small claims I I · Real property rights. miscellaneous civil. I 
, Jurisdiction ($3.000). ,:-+--', I 
I · Misdemeanor, OWI/OUI. I I I 

o Traffic/other violation. 
I · Preliminary hearings. I I I 
L!0ju~a~ __________ -1 L NOJu~a!:. ____________ -1 

r P'ffi:ICECOURT (5-;urts) - - - - - - -, r ciTY COURT(~~) - - - - - - - -, 

, 5 Judges I I 67 Judges I 
I CSP case types: I I CSP case types: I 
I · Contract. real property rights ($0/300). I I • Contract, raal property rights ($0/300). I 

o Misdemeanor. OWIIDUI. I 0 Misdemeanor, OWI/DUI, I 
I · Traffic/olher violation. I 0 Traffic/other violation. 
I I I 0 Preliminary hearings. I 
L~~!rytrla~ __________ -1 LNojurytrla~ __________ -1 

~OURTO~~ONPL~S~~;----I ~UST~~M~~-------I 
I 4 judges I 'I 55 justices of the peace I 
I CSP case types: I CSP case types: I 
, • Contract ($500/1,000). I I · Small claims ($01300). I 
I I I · Misdemeanor. I 
LJurytr~. ___________ -1 L!0jurytria::. ___________ -1 
• Thirty-three additional judges sorve both circuit and chancery courts, 27 or which afe primarily responsible for the Juvenile division or chancery court. 

Court of 
last resort 

intermediate 
appellate court 

Courts of 
general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts or 
limited 
Jurisdiction 
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CALIFORNIA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT A 

7 Justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: Court of last resort 
• Mandatory Jurisdicllon in capital, criminal, disciplinary cases. 
• Discrellonary Jurisdiction in civil, noncapllal criminal, admInistrative agency, 

Juvenile, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

COURTS OF APPEAL (6 courts/districts) A 

88 Justices sit In panels 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurlsdlcllon In civil, noncapllal crlmlnat, administrative agency, Juvenile 

cases. 
• Discrellonary Jurisdiction In administrative agency, original 

proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT (58 counties) 

789 judges, 117 commissioners, and 23 referees 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($25,000lno maximum), miscellaneous civil. 

Exclusive domestic relations, cstate, mental health, civil appeals Jurisdiction. 
• Felony, DWIJDUI. Exclusive crIminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
o Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials. 

I 
MUNICIPAL COURT (91 courts) 

623 Judges, 163 commissioners and 7 referees 
CSP case types: 

I 
JUSTICE COURT (47 courts) 

47 judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/25,000), small • Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/25,000), small 
claims ($5,O00), miscellaneous civil. 

• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
• Traffic/other violation. 
o Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In small claims and Infraction cases. 
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claims ($5,000), miscellaneous civil. 
• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
o Traffic/other vlolallon. 
o Preliminary hearIngs. 
Jury Irlals except In small claims and Infraclfon cases. 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
Jurisdiction 
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COLORADO COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 Justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, advisory 
opinion, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

• Discretionary jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, advisory 
opinion, original proceeding cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

16 judges sit In panels 
OSP case types: 

A 

• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, 
juvenile cases. 

• No discretionary jurisdiction. 

I 
DISTRICT COURT (22 districts) A 

114 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights, estate, 

civil appeals, mental health, miscellaneous 
civil. Exclusive domestic relations 
jurisdiction, 

• Criminal appeals, miscellaneous criminal. 
Exclusive felony Jurisdiction. 

• Exclusive juvenile jurisdiction 
except In Denvor. 

Jury trials except In appeals. 

WATER COURT (7 districts) 

7 district Judges serve 
CS? case types: 

__ • Real property rights. 
Jury trials, 

COUNTY COURT (63 counties) 

114 judges (62 full·Ume, 52 part·l1me) 
CSP case types: 

DENVER PROBATE COURT 

1 district court judge serves, 
1 magistrate 
CSP case types: 

I 
DENVER JUVENILE COURT 

3 district court judges sarve, 2 
maglstratlls 
CSP case types: 

• Exclusive estate, mental health 
jurisdiction In Denver. 

• Exclusive adoption, support/custody 
jurisdiction In 

Jury trials, 

Denver. 
• Exclusive juvenile jurisdiction 

In Denver. 

Jury trials, 

I ~unlclpal Court 
Lrecord 

rMUNICiPAL COURT (2~urtG) - - -, 

I -250 judges I 
I CSP case types: I 

• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/10,000). Exclusive 
small claims Jurisdiction ($3,500). 

I . Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. I 
ExclUsive ordinance Violation Jurisdiction. I 

Municipal Court of 'I , • Felony, criminal appeals. ExclUsive misdemeanor, OWl! 
record 

I I 
I I 
LN~rytrla~ _______ .J 

DUI jurisdiction. 
• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In small claims and appeals. 

Court of 
last resort 

Intennedlate 
appellate 
court 

Courts of general 
jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
Jurisdiction 
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CONNECTICUT COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 Justices sit In panels of 5 (membership rotates dally): upon order of chief Justice. 6 
or 7 may sit on panel 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil. criminal. judge disciplinary cases, 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil. noncapltal criminal. administrative agency r.ases, 

~------'-------------T--------------------~ 

APPELLATE COURT A 

9 judges sit In panels of 3 (membership rotales dally. may sit en banc) 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil. noncapltal criminal. administrative agency 

(workers' compensation). juvenile. lawyer disciplinary, original proceeding cases, 
• Dlscretlo~ary Jurisdiction In administrative agency (zoning only) cases, 

SUPERIOR COURT (12 districts and 21 geographical areas (or 
civil/criminal maHers. and 14 districts for juvenile matters) 
150 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Support/custody, paternity. miscellaneous domestic relations. mental health. 

miscellaneous civil, Exclusive tort, contract. real property rights. small claims 
($2.000), marriage dissolution. domestic Violence. administrative agency 
appealR (except workers' compensation), 

• Exclusive criminal Jurisdiction, 
• Exclusive traffic/other Violation Jurisdiction, except (or uncontested parking 

(which Is handled administratively), 
• Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction, 
Jury trials In most ceses, 

A 

I MoBATECO;T~a;urts) - - - - - - - - - --, 

I 133 judges I 
I~~_ I 
I . Support/custody, paternity. miscellaneous domestic relations, mental health. I 
I miscellaneous civil, Exclusive adoption, estate Jurisdiction, I 

No jlJry trials, L __________________ ~ 
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DELAWARE COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

r--------------------------------------------------------, SUPREME COURT 

5 justices sit In panels and en bane 
cSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, e."lmlnal, disciplinary, advisory opinions for the executive and legislature, original proceeding 

cases, 
• Olscretionary jurisdiction In civil, noncapllal criminal, certified questions from federal courts, 

Interlocutory decision cases, 

COURT OF CHANCERY (3 counties) 

1 chanC(~~~' and 4 vlce·chancellors 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights, mental 

health, Exclusive estate jurisdiction, 

No Jury trials, 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
(3 counties) 

5 judges 
CSP cese types: 
• Tort, contract, real proporty rlghls, 

miscellaneous civil ($0/15,000), 
• Felony, misdemeanor, 
• Pre:lmlnary hearings, 
Jury trials In some cases, 
(No jury trials In New Castle,) 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURT 
(19 courts) 

53 jusllces of the peace and 1 chIef magistrate 
CSP case types: 
• Real property rights ($0/5,000), small claims 

($5,000), 
• Misdemeanor, OWIIDUI. 
• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. 
Jury Irlals In some cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT (3 counties) 

17 judges 
CSP case types: • 
• Tort, contract, real property rights, mental 

health, miscellaneous ciVil, Exclusive civil 
appeals jurisdiction, 

A 

• Felony, misdemeanor. Exclusive criminal 
appeals, miscellaneous criminal jurisdiction, 

Jury trials except In appeals, 
'"--,--------.--_ .... 

FAMILY COURT (3 counties) 

13 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Exclusive domestic rolallons jurisdiction. 
• Misdemeanor. 
• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic Quvenlle), 
• Exclusive juvenile jurisdiction. 

No jury trials. 

IALo"eRMANoS ~URT(11 ;;n-;) - -, 

1 16 aldermen and 1 mayor 1 
I CSP case types: 1 
1 • Misdemeanor, OWlfOUI. 1 

1-----+-----
1
' • Traffic/other violation. 1 

I I 
1 I 
~o Jury trl~ _______ .-.J 

r'-MUNICIPAlcOiiRTOF WIL~NGTON(1 c/ty)- -- -, 

I 3 jud!!!!! (2 full·tlme, 1 parl·tlme) I 
CSP case types: 1 

I · MIsdemeanor, DWIIDUI. I 
I • Traffic/othor violation. 1 
I · Preliminary hearings. I 
~oJurytrla::' __________ -.J 

Court of last resort 

Courts of general 
jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
jurisdiction 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

,-----------------------------------'----, 
COURT OF APPEALS 

9 judges sit In panels and en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, 

disciplinary, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

A 

• Discretionary jurisdiction In small claims, minor criminal, original proceeding 
cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT 

59 judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Exclusive civil Jurisdiction ($2,001/no maximum). Small claims jurisdiction 
($2,000). 

• Exclusive criminal jurisdiction. 
• Exclusive traffic/other violation jurisdiction, except for most parking cases 

(which are handled administratively). 
• ~xcluslve juvenile jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
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FLORIDA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT A 

7 justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 

~ 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, 

disciplinary, advisory opinion cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, 

Juvenile, advisory opinion, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

~ 

DISTRICT COURTS OF APPEAL (5 courts) A 

57 judges sit In 3·judge panels 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, 

original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, Juvenile, original proceeding, 

Interlocutory decision cases. 

CIRCUIT COURT (20 circuits) 

421 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($15,001/no maximum), 

miscellaneous civil. Exclusive domestic relations, mental health, estate, civil 
'----- appeals jurisdiction. 

• Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, miscellaneous criminal. Exclusive felony, criminal 
appeals Jurisdiction. 

• JUVenile. 
, Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In appeals. 

~ 

COUNTY COURT (67 counties) 

241 Judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($2,500/$15,000), miscellaneous civil. 

Exclusive small claims jurisdiction ($2,500). 
• Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, miscellaneous criminal. 
• Exclusive traffic/other violation Jurisdiction, except parking (which 

Is handled administratively). 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In miscellaneous traffic. 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
jurisdiction 

Court of limited 
jurisdiction 
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SUPREME COURT 
7 Justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 

GEORGIA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

• Mandatary jurisdiction In civil, capital criminal, juvenile, disciplinary, certified questions from federal courts, 
original proceeding cases. 

• Discretionary jurisdiction in civil, noncapital criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original proceeding, 
interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 
9 judges sit In panels and en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, 

original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original proceeding, 

interlocutory decision cases. 

I ~ 

SUPERIOR COURT (46 circuits) 
159 judges authorized 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, civil appeals, miscellaneous civil. exclusive real property rights, 

domestic relations Jurisdiction. 
• Mlsdemeanor,OWI/OUI. exclUsive felony, crimlnai appeals. 
• Traffic/other violation, except for parkIng. 
Jury trials. 

~ 

..... 

A 

I-

-

Court of 
last resort 

-
-

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Only for c ounties 
- w/populati an aver 
- 1oo,OOOw here 

probate ju dgels 
atlomeyp racticing 
at least 7 years. 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

-,J ______ , _ 
I PROBATE COURT I 

'CIVIL COU~Blbb a; Richmond c-;t!es) ~ - , , ___ 1 ___ , 
I 3 Judges II COUNTY RECORDER'S COURT I 

I (159 courts) I 
I 159 judges I 

H CSP case types: II (4 courts) I 
I . Tort, contract ($0/7,5OO'()125,OOO), smail claims ($0/ II 8 judges I 

I CSP case types: I 
I . Mental health, estate, II---I-...J 

miscellaneous civil. I 

7,500'()/25,OOO). I CSP case types: I 
I . Preliminary hearings. I . OWI/OUI. 
LJury bials in civil ~e:.. ______ .J I . Tra~clother violation. I 

I . Misdemeanor, OWI/OUI. I 
I . Moving traffic, miscellaneous I 

traffic. 
I Jury bials only In counties I 
I with popUlations greater I 
L th~ 100,000. ____ .J 

" - - - - - - - - - - -,I · Prehminaryhearings. I 
MUNICIPAL COURT (1 court In Columbus) I No jury trials. 

I lJudge IL--------.J 
I CSP case types: I 

l..J • Tort, contract ($017,500), small claims I ~ - - - - - - -, 
I ($017,500). MAGISTRATE COURT 
I . Misdemeanor. II (159 courts) I 
I . Preliminary hearings. II 159 chief magistrates, and 304 I , - - - - - - - , 
LJury trials in civil cases. I I magistrates, 29 o.f whom also serve I MUNICIPAL COURTS AND THE I 

- - - - - - - - - - - -I state probate juvenile civil or I CITY COURT OF ATLANTA I 
'STATE COURT (62 C;;;S) - - - -, I munldpal courts. " I I (~381 courts) I 
I 43 full·time and 44 part·time Judges I I CSP case types: I I ~381 judges I 

I I CSP type • I I' Tart, contract ($0/5,000), small L I I CSP case types: I 
'-~ case s. L.t-J claims ($0/5,000). L........I 

I . Tort, contract, sm?1I claims, civil appeals, I I. Misdemeanor. I I: ~~~~~~er violation. I 
H miscellaneous civil.. I I· Ordinance vlolaUon. I I I I 

I 
· Misdemeanor, OWI/OUI, cnmlnal appeals. I . Prellmln hearin s • Pre Imlnary hearings. 
• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. I ary g • I I No Jury trials except In Atlanta City I 

I · Preliminary hearings. I L No Jury trla~ ____ .J L court~ _____ .J 
LJurytrials. _____ ~ ___ .J 
'JUVENILE COURT (159;-rt;) - - - ,- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --, 

I 17 (ull·time, 34 part·tirne (2 01 whom also serve as state court Judges), and 42 associate Juvenile court Judges. Superior court judges serve In the I 
I counties without Independent Juvenile courts. I 

I I C, SP case types: I 
-, Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. 

I . Juvenile. I 
I~~~ I L.... ________________________________ ......J 
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SUPREME COURT 

5 justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 

HAWAII COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

A 

• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, certified 
questions from federal courts, original proceeding cases. 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, admlnlslrative agency, juvenile, original proceeding, 
Interlocutory decision cases. 

INTERMEDIATE COURT OF APPEALS 

3 judges sit en banc 
CSP case typ~s: 

I 
I 
I 
I , 

A 

• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, 
original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases assigned to It by the 
supreme court. 

• No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

CIRCUIT COURT AND FAMILY COURT (4 circuits) A 

25 Judges and 14 district family judges. One first circuit judge hears contested land 
matters and tax appeals. 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights, miscellaneous civil ($5,Ooo/no maximum) 

[concurrent from $5,Ooo·10,ooo)J. Exclusive domestic relations, mental health, 
estate. administrative agency appeals Jurisdiction, 

• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, miscellaneous criminal. 
• Moving traffic. miscellaneous traffic. 
• Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials. 

DISTRICT COURT (4 circuits) 

22 judges and 33 per diem judges' 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0110,000) [concurrent from 5,OO().10,Ooo (civil nonJury)), 

miscellaneous civil. Exclusive small claims Jurisdiction ($0/2,500). 
• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, 
• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. Exclusive parking. ordinance violation Jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
No Jury trials. 

Indicates assignment or cases. 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate appellate 
court 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Court or limited 
Jurisdiction 

• Some per diem Judges are assigned to serve as per diem district and family court Judges In the first circuit. 
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SUPREME COURT 

5 Justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 

IDAHO COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil. criminal. administrative agency. Juvenile. 
disciplinary. original proceeding cases. 

A 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil. noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, 
Juvenile. certified quesllons from federal courts. original proceeding, Interlocutory 
decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

3 judges sit en bane 
CSP case types: 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Y 

• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil. noncapital criminal. juvenile. original proceeding 
cases assigned by the supreme court. 

• No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

DISTRiCT COURT ('l districts) 

34 district Judges. 75 lawyers. and 3 nonlawyer magistrates 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Exclusive civil jurisdiction (Including civil appeals) ($O/no maximum; Magistrates 
division: $0/10,000). Small claims jurisdiction ($3.000). 

L....-- • Exclusive criminal Jurisdiction (Including criminal appeals). 
• Exclusive traffic/other vlolallon jurbdlcllon. 
• Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury Irlals except In small claims. 

- - Indicates assignment of cases. 
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ILLINOIS COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory JUrisdiction in civil, criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, 

disciplinary, original proceeding, interlocutory decision cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, 

juvenile, certified questions from federal courts, original proceeding, interlocutory 
decision cases. 

APPELLATE COURT (5 districts) 

42 authorized judges plus 12 supplemontal judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Mandatory jurlsdlctlon In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, 
original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, Interlocutory deelslon cases. 

CIRCUIT COURT (2.~ clrcuit~) 

447 authorized circuit, 384 associate jUdges, and 50 permissive associate judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Exclusive civil Jurisdiction (Including administrative agency appeals), small cialms 
Jurisdiction ($2,500). 

• Exclusive criminal Jurisdiction. 
• Exclusive traffic/other violation jurlsdlcUon. 
• exclusive juvenile Jurisdiction, 
• Preliminary hearings, 
Jury trials permissible In most cases. 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
jurisdiction 
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INDIANA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

5 justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
o Mandatory jurisdiction In civil. criminal. disciplinary, original proceeding cases. 
o Discretionary jurisdiction In civil. noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, juvenile. original proceeding cases. 

TAX COURT 

1 judge 
CSP case types: 

t 
A COURT OF APPEALS (5 courts) 

15 judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

o Administrative agency 
appeals. 

o Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, noncapital criminal. administrative agency. juvenile, 
original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

o Discretionary Jurisdiction In Interlocutory decision cases. 

f 
SUPERIOR COURT (151 courts) 

150 judges 
CSP case types; 

A 

o Tort, contract, real property rights, small 
rJalms ($3,000), domestic relations, mental 
health, estate, civil appeals, miscellaneous 
civil. 

• FoaiOlly, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, criminal 
appeals. 

o Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. 
o Juvenile. 
o Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except small claims. 

COUNTY COURT (22 courts) 

22 Judges 
CSP case types: 
o Tort. contract, real property rights ($01 

10,000), small claims ($3,000), mental 
health, miscellaneous civil. 

- 0 Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
o Traffic/other violation. 
o Preliminary hearings. 

Jury trials except small claims. 

rem COURT (4~urtS) - - - I 
, 48 judges I 
, CSP case types: I 
I • Tort, contract ($0/500·2,500) (most are I 
I $500 maXimum). I 

o Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
I · Traffic/olher violation. I 
I 0 Preliminary hearings. I 
LJury trials. ______ .J 
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• 
PROBATE COURT 
(1 court) (St. Joseph) 

1 judge 
CSP case types: 
o Adoption, estate, 

miscellaneoUS civil. 
o Juvenile. 

Jury trll1ls. 

,---1---, 
I TOWN COURT (25 courts) , 

" 

25 Judges I 
CSP case types: I 

I · Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. I 
I 0 Traffic/other violation. I 
I . Preliminary hearings. I 

I I 
LJury trlals. _____ .J 

CIRCUIT COURT (97 courts) 

95 Judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

o Tort, contract, real property rights, small 
claims ($3,000), domestic relations, mental 
health, estate, civil appeals, miscellaneous 
civil. 

o Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, criminal 
appeals. 

o Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. 
o Juvenile. 
o Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except small claims. 

MUNICIPAL COURT OF MARION 
COUNTY (16 courts) 

16 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract. real property rights ($0/ 

20.000), mental health, civil trlai court 
appeals, miscellaneous civil. -

o Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
o Traffic/other violation. 

Jury trlal~. 

, ___ 1 ____ , 
. I SMALL CLAIMS COURT OF MARION I 
, COUNTY (8 courts) , 

, 8 Judges , 

, CSP case types: , 
I 0 Small claims ($3,000). , 
, 0 Miscellaneous civil, I 

I I 
LNo Jury trial:... _____ .J 

Court of 
last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate 
courts 

Courts of 
general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of 
limited 
Jurisdiction 



-

IOWA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

9 justices sit In panels and en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, 

disciplinary, certified questions from fedoral courts, original proceeding cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original 

proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I , 

6 Judges sit In panels and en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original 

proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases assigned by the supreme court. 
• No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

DISTRICT COURT (8 districts In 99 counties) A 

8 chief Judges, 101 district judges, 50 district associate judges, 26 senior judges, 11 
associate Juvenile Judges, 135 palt·time magistrates, 1 associate probate judge 
CSP case types: 
• Exclusive civil Jurisdiction (Including trial court appeals). Small claims Jurisdiction 

($2,000). 
• Exclusive criminal Jurisdiction (Including criminal appeals). 
• Exclusive trafflc/other violation Jurisdiction except for uncontested parking, 
• Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction, 
• Preliminary hearings, 
Jury trials except In small claims, Juvenile, equity cases, city and county ordinance 
violations, mental health cases. 

- - Indicates assignment of cases. 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 
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-III-

-

KANSAS COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 Justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, disciplinary, 

certified questions from federal courts, original proceeding cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenllo, original 

proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS A 

10 judges generally sit In panels 
CSP case types: 
o Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, admlnlstratlv8 agency, Juvenile, original 

proceeding, criminal Interlocutory decision cases. 
o Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil Interlocutory decision cases • 

• 

DISTRICT COURT (31 districts) A 

149 judges and 69 magistrates 
CSP case types: 
o Exclusive civil jurlsdlcllon (Including civil Rppeals). Small claims Jurisdiction 

($1,000). 
o Exclusive criminal Jurisdiction (Including criminal appaals). 
o Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. 
o Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
o Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In small claims. 

~ 

------------------I MUNICIPAL COURT (352 cities) -, 

I 242 judges I 
I~~_ I 
I 0 Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic, DWIIDUI. Exclusive ordinance violation, I 
I parking Jurisdiction. I 
L No jury trials. _______________ .-J 
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KENTUCKY COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 Justices sit en bane 

CSP case types: 
r-+ • Mandatory jurisdiction In capital and other criminal (death, life, 

20 yr+ sentence), disciplinary, certified questions from federal 
courts, original proceeding C'.ases. 

• Discretionary jurisdiction In civil. noncapital criminal, administrative agency. 
Juvenile, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

A 

COURT OF APPEALS 

14 judges generally sit In panels, but sit en bane In a policy making capacity. 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil. noncapllal criminal, original proceeding casas. 
• Discretionary jurisdiction In civil. noncapltal criminal. administrative agency, 

original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases • 

• 

CIRCUIT COURT (56 JLldlclal circuits) A 
93 judges 

'-
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($4,Ooo/no maXimum), URESA, estato. 

Exclusive marriage dissolution, support/custody, adoption, miscellaneous domestic 
relations, civil appeals, miscellaneous civil jurisdiction. 

• Mlsdemeanot. Exclusive felony, criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials except In appeals. 

DISTRICT COURT (59 Judicial districts) 

125 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/4,000), URESA, estate. Exclusive paternity, 

domestic violence, mental health, small claims Jurisdiction ($1,500). 
• Misdemeanor, OWIIDUI Jurisdiction. 
• EXclusive traffic/other violation jUrlsdlclion. 
• exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings, 
,Iurl trials In most cases, 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Court of limited 
Jurisdiction 
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~--- ~--~-------------, 

LOUISIANA COURT STRUCTURE,1993 

SUPREME COURT 

8' Justices sit en banc 

r-+ cSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, disciplinary cases, 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, certified 

questions from federal courts, Interlocutory decision cases, 

+ 
COURTS OF APPEAL (5 courts) A 

54' judges sit In panels 
cSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, noncapital criminal, administrative agency, JUvenile, original 

proceeding cases, 
, Discretionary Jurisdiction In original proceeding cases, 

J 
DISTRICT COURTS 

216 judges 

DISTRICT COURT (42 districts) A 

193 fudges, 7 commissioners 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights, adoption, mental health, marriage dissolution, support! 

custody, paternity, Exclusive estate, civil trial court appeals, miscellaneous civil jurisdiction, 
• Misdemeanor, DWIIDUI, Exclusive felony, criminal ,appeals Jurisdiction, 
I Traffic/other Violation, 

~ • JUVenile. 
Jury trials In most cases. 

JUVENILE COURT (4 courts) FAMILY COURT (lin East Baton Rouge) 

12 JUdges 4 judges 
CSP case types: CSP case types: 
• URESA, adoption, mental • URESA, adoption, mental health, marriage 

health. 
• Juvenile. 

dissolution, supportlcustody, paternity, 
domestic violence • 

• Juvenile. 
No jury trials. No jury trials. 

I J 

'JUsTice OFTHE PEAcE' 'MAYQ;s 70URT -, 
I COURT I I (-250 courts) 
I (-390 courts) I I -250 judges (mayors) 
I ~390 Justices of Ihe peace I I CSP case types: 
I CSP case types: I I . Traffic/othor Violation, 

I · Tort, contract, real I I 
property rights ($0/ 

I 1,200), small claims I I 
I ($1,200). I I 
I · Traffic/other violation. I I 

I I I I 
I I I I L!0 jury trial:.. __ .J LN~ry trla~ __ .J 

-
CITY At~D PARISH COURTS 
(53 courts) 

73 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/ 

10,000), New Orleans ($0/20,000): small 
claims ($2,000), paternity, miscellaneous 
domesllc relations, civil appeals of JOP 
decisions. 

I Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
o TraffiC/other violation. 
• Juvenile (except for status petition). 
• Preliminary hearings. 
No jury trials, 

• Tho supreme court has 7 elected Justices and 1 justice aSSigned from the courts of appeal. The assigned Justice would bring 
the number of courts of appeal judges to 55. (This IiSslgnmenlls by state statute.) 
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MAINE COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT SITIING AS LAW COURT 

7 justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 

A 

o Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, disciplinary, 
advisory opInIon, origInal proceeding, Interlocutory decIsIon cases. 

o Discretionary jurIsdiction In criminal extradillon, administrative agency, origInal 
proceeding cases. 

o Sentence review panel: review of criminal sentences of one year or more. 

SUPERIOR COURT (16 counties) A 
16 Justices 
CSP case types: 
o Tort, contract, real property rights, marriage dissolution, support/custody, 

URESA, miscellaneous civil. Exclusive paternity, civil appeals jurisdiction. 
• Felony, misdemeanor, oWl/oUI. Exclusive criminal appeals, mlscella. 

neous criminal, juvenile appeals JurIsdiction. 
Jury trIals In some cases. 

j 

DISTRICT COURT (13 dIstricts) 

25 Judges 

rpROBATE"COUR'r (16 ;;rt; - - - -, 

, 16 part·tlme JUdgeS, ' 
, CSP case types: CSP case types: 

• jort, contract, real property rights ($0/30,000), 
domestic relations (except for adoption). 
Exclusive small claims ($3,000), mental health 
lurlsdlctlon. 

o Felony, mIsdemeanor, OWl/oUi. 
• Moving traffic, ordinance violation. Exclusive 

parking, miscellaneous traffic jurisdiction. 
• Original JUVenile Jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
No Jury trials. 

ADMINISTRATIVE COURT 

2 Judgas 
CSP case types: 

, • Domestic violence, miscellaneous domestlc , 
, relations. Exclusive adopllon, estate lurlsdlctlon. I 
I , 
I I 
I , 
I , 
I , 
LNoJurytrla~ ________ .J 

A 

, Appeals of admlnlstrallve agency cases. 
No lury trials. 

Court of last resort 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
lurlsdlctlon 
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MARYLAND COURT STRUCTURE,1993 

COURT OF APPEALS 

7 Judges sit en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, 

certified questions from federal r.ourts, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision 
cases. 

• Dlscrellonary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, 
Juvenile. Interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF St'ECIAL APPEALS 

13 judges sit In panels and en banc 
CSP case types: .... 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, adm!nlstraUve agency, Juvenile, 

Interlocutory decision cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, original proceeding cases • 

• 

CIRCUIT COURT (8 circuits In 24 counties) A 

123 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($2,5OO/no maximum), estate, miscellaneous civil. 

Domestic relations, mental health, civil appeals Jurisdiction. 
'--- • Felony, misdemeanor, miscellaneous criminal. Exclusive criminal appeals 

Jurlsdlcllon. 
• Juvenile except In Montgomery County. 
Jury trials In most cases. 

DISTRICT COURT (12 districts In 24 counties) 

97 judges 
CSP case types: 

l 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($2,500/20.000), 

miscellaneous civil. Domestic violence. Exclusive 
small claims Jurisdiction ($2,500). 

• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
• exclusive moving traffic, ordinance violation, 

miscellaneous traffic jurisdiction. 
• Juvenile In Montgomery County. 
No jury trials. 
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Juvenile In Montgomery County 

IO;HAN'SC'OURT(22;ntl;)- - --, 

I 66 judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I · Estate, except where such cases aro handled by I 
I circuit court In Montgomery !ll1d Harford counties. I 
I I 
I I 
I. I 
I I 
~oju~a~ _________ -.J 

Court of last resort 

Intennealale 
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MASSACHUSETTS COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

r------------------------------------------, SUPREltlE JUDICIAL COURT 

7 justices sit on the court, and:; justices sit en banc 

CSP case types: 

A 

• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, judge disciplinary, advisory opinion, original 
proceeding cases. 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, 
Intertucutory decision cases. 

APPEALS COURT 

14 justices sit In panels 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, juvenile cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In Interlocutory decision cases. 

r---<--~--------------------__ ~ ____ ~ ____________________ , 
ntlAL COURT OF THE COMMONWEALTH 

320 Justices 

SUPERIOR COURT A 
DEPARTMEN7 (23 locations In 
14 counties) 

76 Justices 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property 

rights, civil appeals, 
miscellaneous civil. 

• Felony, miscellaneous 
criminal. 

Jury trials. 

DISTRICT COURT DEPARTMENT 
(6& geographical divisions) 

168 justices 
CSt-' case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($O/no 

maximum), small claims ($1.500), 
support/custody, paternity, domestic 
violence, mental health, civil trial court 
appeals, miscellaneous civil. 

• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, criminal 
appeals. 

• Traffic/other Violation. 
• Juvenile. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials. 

HOUSING COURT LANDCCURT 
DEPARTMENT (Worces· DEPARTMENT 

BOSTON MUNICIPAL COURT 
DEPARTMENT (Boston) 

11jusllces 

CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($O/no 

maximum), small claims ($1,500), 
suppa ":custody, domestic; Violence, 
mental health, civil trial court appeals, 
and miscellaneous civil. 

• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, criminal 
appeals. 

• Traffic/other vlolallon. 

Jury trials. 

PROBATE AND FAMILY 
COURT DEPARTMENT 

JUVENILE COURT 
DEPARTMENT 
(Boston, Bristol, 
Springfield and 
Worcester counties) 

ter, Hampden. Boston, 
Essex, Middlesex. 

(1 statewide court) (20 locations In 14 

12 justices 

CSP case types: 
• Juvenile. 

Jury trials. 

Bristol. and Plymouth 
counties) 

6 justices 
CSP case types: 
• Real property rights. small 

claims ($1,500). 
• Misdemeanor. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In small claims. 

4 Justices counties) 

CSP case types: 43 jusllces 
• Real property rights. CSP case types: 

• Support/custody, paternity, 
domestic violence, mlscella· 
neous civil. Exclusive 
marriage dlssolullon, 
adoption, estate jurlf,dlction. 

No jury trials. No jury trials. . .' 

Court of last resort 

l lntermedlate 
appellate court 

--1 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 
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MICHIGAN COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 Justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In judge disciplinary cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, lawyer 

disciplinary, advisory opinion, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

24 Judges sit li1 panels 
CSP case types: 

... • Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, 

Juvenile, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF CLAtMS A 
This Is a function of the 30th 
Circuit Court. 
CSP case types: 
• AdministratiVe agency appeals 

Involving claims against the 
state. 

No jury trials. 

I 
DISTRICT COURT 
(101 ~';jtrlcts) 

259 Judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property 

rights ($0/10,000), small 
claims ($1,750), 

• Felony, misdemeanor, DWII 
DUI, 

• Moving traffic, miscellaneous 
traffic, ordinance violation. 

• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials In most cases, 
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CIRCUIT COURT (56 circuits) A 

179 Judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($10,Ooo/nc 

maxlmu!l1), paternity, administrative agency 
appeals, miscellaneous civil. Exclusive 
marriage dissolUtion, supporV 
custody, civil trial court appeals Jurisdiction. 

• Felony, OWI/OUI, miscellaneoUS criminal, 
criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 

Jury trials. 

IpiWBATE70URT (78 -;rts) -"l 
I 107 Judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I · Paternity, domestic violence, I 
I miscellaneoUS civil. Exclusive I 

adoption, miscellaneoUS domestic 
I relationt, mental health, estate. I 
I · Moving traffic, mlscellaneou.s traffic. I 
I 

· Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. I 
• Preliminary hearings ijuvenlle). 

I I 
Ls~e jury trialS.:... ____ J 

I 
RECORDER'S COURT OF 
DETROIT (1 court) 

29 Judges 
cSP case types: 
• Felony, OWI/DUI, mlscella· 

neous criminal, criminal 
appeals Jurisdiction. 

• Preliminary hearings. 

Jury trials. 

IMUNI~ALCOu'RT(5~rtS) -"l 
I 6 judges I 
I cSP case types: I 
I . Tort, contract, real property rights I 
I ($0/1,500), small claims ($1,750). I 

• Felony, mlsdumeanor, DWIIDUI, 
I . Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic, I 
I ordinance violation. I 
I . Preliminary hearings. I 

I I 
LJUry t~ In most c~s.:... __ J 

l 

Court of last 
resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Courts of 
general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of 
limited 
Jurisdiction 

l 



MINNESOTA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT A 
7 Justices sit en bane 

-..... CSP case types: 
o Mandatory Jurisdiction In criminal, administrative agency, disciplinary, certified 

questions from federal court cases, 
o Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original 

PI oceedlng cases. 

" 

COURT OF APPEALS A 
16 judges sit en bane and In panels 
CSP case types: 
o Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile cases. 
o Discretionary Jurisdiction In ciVil, criminal, Juvenile, original proceeding cases. 

~ 

DISTRICT COURT (10 districts) 

242 judges 
CSP case types: 

'---
o Tort, contract, real property rights, domestic relations, small claims (conciliation 

division: $0/5,000), mentat health, estate, miscellaneous civil, 
o Criminal, 
o Traffic/other violation, 
o Juvenile, 

Jury trials except In small claims. 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 
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MISSISSIPPI COURT STRUCTURE,1993 

SUPREME COURT A 

9 Justices sit In panels and en banc 
CSP case types: Court of 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, last resort 

original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In certified questions from federal court cases. 

I 
CIRCUIT COURT (20 districts) 

40 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($2001 

no maximum), paternity, civil appeals. 
• Felony, misdemeanor, appeals, miscellaneous 

criminal. 

Jury trials, 

A 

, _____ 1 _____ -, 
I COUNTY COURT (19 counties) I 

I 23 judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I · Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/50,000), I 
I paternity, civil appeals. I 

---.J • Misdemeanor. 
I . Juvenile. 
I · Preliminary hearings. 
LJury trlals. _____ _ 

I 
I 

__ .J 

r MUNI;ALCOuRT (168 courts) - - -, 

I 102 Judges, 165 mayors I 
I CSP case types: I 
I • Misdemeanor. I 
I . Traffic/other violation. I 

I I 
L_Jury~. _________ .J 

372 State Court Organization 1993 

CHANCERY COURT (20 districts) 

39 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, conliact, real property rights, marriage 

dissolution, supporVcustody, paternity, estate, 
mental health, civil appeals. 

• Hears juvenile If no county court. 
• Appeals on record. 
Jury trials (limited). 

, 

rFAMILYC~RT(1 cou~)- - - - - -, -, 

I 1 judge I 
If no county I CSP case types: I 

court I' Adoption, paternity. I 
I . Juvenile. I 
I 
I I 
L JUry trial of adults. _______ .J 

r-----l-----, JUSTICE COURT (92 courts) I 

I 191 judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I . Tort, contract, real property rights I 

($0/1,000). 
I · Misdemeanor. I 
I . Preliminary hoarlngs. I 
~urytrlals. _________ .J 

Courts of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of 
limited 
Jurisdiction 



MISSOURI COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 justices sit en bane 

r--+ CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In capllal criminal and original proceeding cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, capllal criminal, administrative 

agency, Juvenile, original proceeding cases. 

~ 

COURT OF ItPPEALS (3 districts) A 
32 Judges sit 111 paneis 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, capltJI criminal, administrative 

agency, juvenile, original proceeding, and interlocutory decision cases. 
• No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

II' 

CIRCUIT COURT (45 circuits) A 
134 circuit and 175 associate circuit judges 
CSP case types: 
• Exclusive civii Jurisdiction (Including civil appeals) ($O/no maximum: associate division: 

$0115,000). Small claims jurisdiction ($1,500). '---
• Exclusive criminal jurisdiction. 
• Traffic/other violation JUrisdiction. 
• Exclusive juvenile jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials In most cases. 

---------
rMUNICIPAL COURT (417 courts) 

I 336 municipal judges 

I CSP case types: 

j~ 

'----------- I 
I 
I I . Municipal traffic/ordinance violations. I 

L!0jUrytrla~ ________________ .J 

Court of last resort 

intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
jurisdiction 

Court of limited 
jurisdiction 
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MONTANA COURT STRUCTURE,1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 Justices sit en banc and in panels 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, Juvenile, disciplinary cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In administrative agency, certified questions from federal 

courts, original proceeding cases. 

WATER COURT 
(4 divisions) 

1 chief judge, 6 water judges 
CSP case types: 
• Real property rights, 

limited to adjudication of 
existing water rights. 

No jury triais. 

DISTRICT COURT (56 counties) A 

37 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($50/no maximum). 

Exclusive domestic reiatlons, menta! health, estate, civil 
appeals, miscellaneoUS civil Jurisdiction. 

• Misdemeanor. Exclusive felony, criminal appeals. 
• Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials. 

WORKERS' 
COMPENSATION COURT 

1 Judge 
CSP case types: 
• Limited to workers' 

compensation disputes. 

No jury trials, 

r JUsTICE OFTHE P~E COURT (56 c;ntles) "l 
I 76 Justices of the peaca, 32 of those also serve as I 

rMUNICIPAL COURT (leo;) - - - - "l 
I 1judge I 

I city court Judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I . Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/5,000), I 

small claims ($3,000). 
I . Misdemeanor, DWIIDUI. I 
I . Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. I 
L Jury trials e~p~ S~I ~m.:.. ___ .J 

I CSP case types: I 
I . Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/5,000). I 
I . Misdemeanor, DWIIDUI. I 

• Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. 
I I 
I I 
~urytrlals. ________ .J 

r CITY cOuRT (65 cities) - - - - - "l 
I 47 judges plus 32 JOP who also serve as city court I 
I Judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I . Tort, contract, reai property rights ($0/500). I 

• Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, 
I · Moving traffic, parking, mlccellaneous traffic, I 
I eX(1Jslve ordinance violation, parking Jurisdiction, I 
LJurytri~'~m~ca~. _____ .J 
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NEBRASKA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 justices sit In panels and en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction over civil, criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, disciplinary. original 

proceodlng cases. 
• Discretionary jurisdiction over civil, administrative agency, certified questions from federal 

courts, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases, 

COURT OF APPEALS' 

6 judges sit In panels of 3 

CSP case types: 

A 

r----t .. ~ • Mandatory jurisdiction over civil, criminal, administrative JoI-II----, 
agency, juvenile, disciplinary, original proceeding cases. 

SEPARATE JUVENILE COURT 
(3 counties) 

5 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Juvenhe. 

No Jury trials. 

• Dlscretiol1ary jurisdiction over ciVil, administrative agency, 
certlned questions from federal courts, original 
proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

DISTRICT COURT (21 districts) 

50 judges 
CSP case tyP'6S: 
• Tort, contrClct, real property rights, civil appeals, 

miscelianetlUS civil. Exclusive domestic relations (except 
adoption), mental health jurisdiction. 

• Misdemeanor, OWI/DUI. Exclusive felony, criminal 
appeals, miscellaneous criminal jurisdiction. 

Jury trials exce'pt In appeals. 

~-----'-------r---------------J 

COUNTY COURT (93 courts In 21 districts) 

57 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0115,000), 

small claims ($1,800). Exclusive adoption, 
estate jurisdiction. 

• Misdemeanor, DWIIDUI. 
• Traffic/other violation. 
• JUvenile. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In parking and small claims. 

'The Nebraska Court of Appeals was established September 6,1991. 

WORKERS' COMPENSAnON 
COURT (1 court) 

7 jUdges 
CSP case types: 
• Limited to workers' 

compensation disputes. 

No Jury trials. 

Court of 
last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
jurisdiction 
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NEVADA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

5 justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, 

disciplinary, original proceeding, Intertocutory decision cases. 
• No discretionary jurL~dlction. 

DISTRICT COURT (9 districts) 

46 judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Tort, contract, real property rights ($7,5OO/no maximum). Exclusive domestic 
relations, mental health, estate, civil appeals, miscellaneous civil Jurisdiction. 

• Felony, misdemeanor, DWIJDUI. Exclusive criminal appeals, miscellaneous 
criminal Jurisdiction. 

• Extluslve Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
Jury tr!al~ In most cases. 

'JUSTiCe roURT (56 to;;) - - - -- - -, 

I 65 justices of the peace I 
I CSP case types: I 
I · Tort, contract, real property rights ($017,5t'O), small I 
I claims ($3,500). I 

• Misdemeanor, DWIJDUI. 
I . Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. I 
I . Preliminary hearings. I 
L JUry trials ~Pt In ~1I~I~and p~n~s~ __ J 

876 State Court Organization 1993 

'MUNICIPA~0uRT(19Inco;;;j ;;S/tow; -, 
I 28 judges (11 also serve as JOP) I 
I CSP case types: I 
I . Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/2,500), small I 
I claims ($2,500). I 

• Exclusive ordinance violation Jurisdiction. 
I I 
~ojurytria~ _________ J 

Court of 
last resort 

CourtCi1 
general Jurisdiction 

Courts of 
limited 
Jurisdiction 



NEW HAMPSHIRE COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

1 chief Justice, 4 Justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 
• No mandatory Jurisdiction. 
• Dlscrl)t/onary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapital criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, 

disciplinary, advisory opinions for the state executive 
and legislature, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT (10 counties: 11 courts) 

1 chIef Justice, 28 authorized Justices: 11 full· time marital masters 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($1,5OO/no maximum), miscellaneous civil. 

Exclusive marriage dissolution, paternity, support/custody Jurisdiction. 
• Exclusive felony, criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials. 

PROBATE COURT (10 counties) 

9 Judges, 1 administrative judge" 
CSP case types: 
• Miscellaneous domestic relations, 

miscellaneous cMI. Exclusive adoption, mental 
health, estate Jurisdiction. 

No Jury trials. 

I 

A 

A 

DISTRICT COURT (40 districts) 

86 authorized full·tlme and part·tlme judges, 1 
administrative judge" 

MUNICIPAL COURT (3 munlci;.'alltles)' 

4 part·tlme justices 

CSP case types; 
• Tort, contract, real property rlghls ($0/25,000), 

small claims ($2,500), domestic violence. 
• Misdemeanor, DWIIDUi. 
• Traffic/other violation. 
• exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
District court lury trla!s In one c~unty for two years. 
Legislature will dotermlne continuation andlor 
expansion of program. 

CSP case types: 
I Real property rights, small claims ($2,500), 

miscellaneoUS civil. 
I Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
I Traffic/other vIolation. 
I PrelimInary hearings. 

No jury trials. 

• The municipal court Is being phased out (by statute) upon retiremenl and/or resignation of sitting justices. 
*' Administrative judges also 511 on the bench. 

Court of last resort 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
Jurisdiction 
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NEW JERSEY COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, disciplinary, 

original proceeding cases. 
• Discretionary jurisdiction In civil, noncapital criminal, administrative agency appeals. 

juvenile, disciplinary, certified questions from federal courts, Interlocutory decision 
cases. 

, 

APPELLATE DIVISION OF SUPERIOR COURT 

30 judges sit In 7 panels (parts) 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal crlmlnal,juvenlle, administrative agency 

cases. 
• Discretionary jurisdiction In Interlocutory decision cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT: CIVIL, FAMILY, GENERAL EQUITY, AND CRIMINAL DIVISIONS 
(15 vicinages In 21 counties) 

372 jUdges, 21 surrogates also serve as deputy superior court clerks 
CSP case types: 
• exclusive civil jurisdiction ($O/no maximum: special civil part: $0/7 ,500) (uncontest,.~d 

estate cases are handled by the surrogates). Small cla!ms jurisdiction ($1,500). 
• Felony. Exclusive criminal appeals, miscellaneous criminal Jurisdiction. 
• exclusive Juvenile jurisdiction. 
Jury trials In most cases. 

A 

A 

r MUNICIPALcOURT (535-CO-;;rts; Whichw;;e '"l 
I mUlti-municipal) I 

TAXCOURT* A 

I 355 Judges, of which approximately 14 are full·tlme I 
I CSP case types: I 

12judgos 
CSP case types: 
• Statenocai tax matters. 

I · Felony, misdemeanor, DWIIDUI Jurisdiction. I 
I · exclusive trafflc/other violation Jurisdiction. I 
L!0 jury trla~ _________ --l No jury trlais, 

Court of last resort 

Intemlediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
jurisdiction 

• Tax court Is considered a limited Jurisdiction court because of Its specialized subjllc! matter. Nevertheless, It receives appeals from administrative 
bodies and Its cases are appealed to the Intermediate appellate court. Tax court judges have the same general qualifications and terms of service 
as superior court judges and can be cross assigned. 
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NEW MEXICO COURT STRUCTURE,1993 

SUPREME COURT A 

5 Justices sit In panels 
CSP case types: 
o Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, disciplinary, original Court of last resort 

proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 
o Discretionary jurlsdlcllon In civil, noncapllal criminal, admlnlstrallve agancy, juvenile, 

certified quesllons from federal court cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

10 judges sit In panels 
CSP case types: 

A 

o Mandatory JurisdictIon In civil, noncapital criminal, admlnlstrallve agency, Juvenile 
cases. 

• Dlscrellonary jurlsdicUon In Interlocutory decision cases. 
~--------------------~---------------------.--

DISTRICT COURT (13 districts) 

61 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights, estate. Exclusive domestic relations, mental health, 

civil appeals, miscellaneous civil jurlsdicllon. 
o Misdemeanor. Exclusive felony, criminal appeals jurisdiction. 
• exclusive juvenile jurisdlcllon. 
Jury trials. 

MAGISTRAiE COURT (32 magistrate districts) 

58 judges (2 part·time) 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/5,000). 
o Misdemeanor, OWIIDUI. 
o Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. 
o Preliminary hearings. 

Jury trials. 

I MUNICiPM:"'cOURT (8~UnICIPalitl; -I 
I 82 judges I 
, CSP case types: I 
I · Traffic/other violation. I 
I I 
LN~rytrl~ _______ .J 

BERNALILLO COUNTY 
METROPOLITAN COURT 

15 judges 
CSP case types: 
o Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/5,000). 
• Misdemeanor, OWI/DUI. 
• Traffic/other Violation. 
o Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In traffic. 

rp;BATE-C-OURT (33 ;~;;)- - -I 
" 33 judges I 

CSP case types: I 
I 0 Estate. (Hears uncontested cases. I 
I Contested caseS go to dlstrlct court). I 
LNOjurytrfa!:. _______ .J 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
jurlsdlcllon 

Courts of limited 
Jurisdiction 
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NEW YORK COURT STRUCTURE, 1993* 

COURT OF APPEALS 
7 judges 
CSP case types: 
, MandatoI)' Jurisdiction in civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original proceeding cases. 
, Discretionary jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, original proceeding cases. 

• • 
APPELLNE DIVISIONS OF SUPREME COURT A 
(4 courts/divisions) 
46lustlces sit In panels In four departments 
CSP case types: 

... , Mandalory jurisdiction In civil, crimi nat, administrative agency, 
juvenile, lawyer disciplinary, original proceeding, Interlocutory 
decision cases. 

• Discretionary jUrisdiction In civil, criminal, Juvenile, original 
proceeding, InleriocutOl}' decision cases. 

3rd & 4th 
departments 

SUPREME COURT (12 districts) A 
597 FTE comblnod supreme court, acting supremo court and county 
court judges, 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights, miscellaneous civl!. exclusive 

marriage dissolution Jurisdiction, 
• Felony, DWUDUI, miscellaneous criminal, 
Jury trials. 

I I 

APPELLATE TERMS OF SUPREME COURT 
(3 terms/1st and 2nd departments) 
15 Justices sit In panels In three tenns 
CSP case types: 

.-.... 
1st & 2nd 
departments 

• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, juvenile, Interlocutory <If-
decision cases. 

• Discretionary JUrisdiction In criminal, Juvenile, Interlocutory 
decision cases. 

I 
COUNTY COURT (57 counties outside NYC) 
597 FTE combined supreme court and county court judges. 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, conlract, reat property rights, miscellaneous civil ($01 

25,000). Trial court appeals Jurisdiction. 
• Felony, DWI/DUI, miscellaneous criminal, criminal appeals. 

Jury lrials. 

COURT OF CLAIMS (1 court) 
64ludges, 46 act as supreme court Judges 
CSP case types: 

SURROGATES' COURT (62 counties) 
78 surrogates 
CSP case types: 

l 
Court of last 
resort 

J 

l 
Intennediate 
appellate 
courts 

J 
l 

Courts of 
general 
jurisdiction 

J 

• Tort, contract, real property rights 
Involving the state, 

• Adoption, estate. 
Jury trials In estate. 

3rd & 41h oopr 1st & 2nd 
departments 

No lury trials. 

FAMILY COURT (62 counleHncludes 
NYC Family Court) 
165 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Domestic relations (except marriage 

dissolution), guardianship. exclusive 
domestic Violence Jurisdiction. 

• exclusive Juv3nlle lurtsdiction. 

No Jury trials. 

CIVIL COURT OF THE CtTY OF NEW 'fORK 
(1 court) 
120 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tori, contract, real property rights ($0/25,000), 

small claims ($2,000), miscellaneous civil, 
admlnls~ative agency appeals. 

Jury trials. 

DISTRICT COURT (Nassau and Suffolk counties) 
50 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/15,000), small claims 

($2,000), administrative agency appeals. 
• Felony, misdemeanor, DWIIDUI. 
• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic, ordinance violation. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In traffic. 

CRIMINAL COURT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
(1 court) 
107 Judges 
CSP case types: 
• Misdemeanor, OWI/DUI. 
• Moving traffic, ordinance violation, miscellaneous 

traffic. 
• Preliminary hearings. 

Jury trials for hlghesllevel misdemeanor. 

CITY COURT (79 courts In 61 cities) 
156judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/15,000), 

small cialms ($3,000). 
• Felony, misdemeanor, DWUDUI. 
• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic, ordinance 

Violation. 
• Preliminary hearlngs. 
Jury trials for hlghesllevel misdemeanor. 

r- .J..._ 
I TOWN AND VILLAGE JUSTICE COURT 
I (1.467 courts) 

-, 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 2,242lustices 

I 
I 
I 

CSP cese types: 
• lort, contract, real property rights ($011.000), 

small claims ($3,000). 
• Misdemeanot, DWUDUI, miscellaneous criminal. 

I · Traffic/other vlo!ation. I 
I · Preliminary hearings. I 
LJurytria~ ~1~S~ ____ .J 

• Unless othef'{.ise noted numbers ronect statutory authorlzaUon. Many judges sit In mora than one court so the number of Judgeships Indicated In this chart doss not reflect the 
actual number of ludges In the system, 
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---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------.--------------

~ 

NORTH CAROLINA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT A 

7 justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, 

Interlocutory decision cases. 
• Discretionary jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, advl$ory 

opinions for the executive and legislature, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision 
cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS A 

12 judges sit In panels 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, 

disciplinary, original proceeding cases. 
t Discretionary jurisdiction In civil, non capital criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, 

original proceeding, Int(lrlocutory decision cases • 

• 

SUPERIOR COURT A 
(44 districts for administrative purposes: 60 districts for elective purposes) 

83 judges and 100 clerks with estate Jurisdiction 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights (over $10,000/no maximum), 

miscellaneous civil cases. Exclusive adoption, estate, administrative agency appeals 
Jurisdiction. 

• Misdemeanor, exclusive (elony, crlmlnat appeals Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials. 

DISTRICT COURT (38 districts) 

179 judges and 658 magistrates, of which approximately 45 magistrates are part-tlmo 
asp case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/10,000), Exclusive small claims ($2,000), 

domestic relations (except adoption), mental health, miscellaneous civil jurisdiction. 
• Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI Jurisdiction. 
• Traffic/othor violation Jurisdiction. 
• Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials In civil cases only. 

... 

Court of last re$ort 

Intennedlate 
appellate court 

Court of goneral 
Jurisdiction 

Court of IImUed 
Jurisdiction 
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NORTH DAKOTA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

5 justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, 

orl91il81 proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 
• No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

: , 
COURT OF APPEALS' (Temporary) 

3·judge panels 
CSP case types; 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction (supreme court assigned) In civil, 

noncapitat criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, 
original proceeding, Interlocutory d~~JsIQn cases. 

• No discretionary jurisdiction. 
'---

DtS'l'RICT COURT (7 judicial districts In 53 counties) 

24 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights, guardianship. Exclusive domestic 

relations, appeals of administrative agency cases, miscellaneous civil 
Jurisdiction. 

• Misdemeanor, miscellaneous criminal. Exclusive 
felony jurisdiction, 

• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. 
• ExclUsive juvenile jurfsdlctlon. 
Jury trfals In many casas. 

A 

ICOUNTY COURT (5~0~e;) - - -, IMUWICrPALCOURT(112Inc;O;;;dcltle;) , 

" 26 Judges , " 102 Judges " 
CSP case types: 'CSP case types: 

, • Tort, contract, roal property rights ($O( , I · OWI/OUI. , 
I 10.000), estate. Exclusive small claims , I . Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. , 

($3,000), mental health jurfsdlction. f'"'I'-, Exclusive ordinance violation Jurisdiction. I 
I . Misdemeanor, OWI/OUI, criminal appeals. I 
I . Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneoUS traffic. I I I 
I ' Preliminary hearings. I I I 
L:urytrl~ e~Pt In ~II~I~ ca~s. __ -.I ~o Jury trla~ _______ .J 

- - Indlcetes assignment of cases. 

• Effective July 1, 1987 through January 1, 1996, a temporary court of appeals Is established to exercise appellate and original 
jurlsdlcllon as delegated by the supreme court. 
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OHIO COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

r------------------------.------------------~ 
SUPREME COURT A 
7 justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In ciVil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, Court of last resort 

original proceeding cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, Juvenile, original proceeding, 

Interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS (12 courts) 

65 judges sit In panels of 3 members each 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original 

proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 
• No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

A 

ICOORT OF COMMON PLF.AS (88 courtS)- - - - - - - _. - - A1 
'I 362 judges " 

CSP case types: 
I • Tort, contract, real property rights ($500/no maximum), appeals of administrative I 
I agency cases, miscellaneous civil. Exclusive domestic relations, mental health, estate I 

jurlsdlctlon. 
I . Felony, miscellaneous criminal Jurlsdlct/on. I 
I . TraffirJother violation Jurisdiction Ouvenlle cases :.Inly). I 
I . exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. I 
LJurytrlals In m~c~s~ _____________ -' 

MUNI~LCOUR;;18courtS)- - -, ICOUN'IT COO RT (49 courts)- - --

, 201 judges " ,'55 judges , 
Iw~~ w~~ I 
I . Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/10,000), I ,. Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/3,000), I 
, small claims ($2,000), miscellaneous civil. I I small claims ($2,000), miscellaneous civil. I 
I . Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, criminal • FeIMY, mlsdsmeanor, DWI/DUI, criminal 

appeals. , I appeals, , 
, • Traffic/other violation, I I' TraffirJother violation, except for parking cases. , 
I . Preliminary hearings, I ,. Preliminary hearings. , 

LJurytrlalsl~ostca~. ____ -r L:~ry~rlalsl~~ostcasesi ____ ~ _-' 

I~ MAYORS COURT 1 •• i,-;';;'1
1- - " 

COURT OF CLAIMS (1 court) -441 mayors 

2 judges sit on temporary assignment , CSP case types: , 
CSP c'Ise types: I · DWIIDUI, I 
• Miscellaneous civil (actions against the state; I' TraffirJother violation. I 

victims of crime cases). I I 
L. Jury trials. L!~~ry trla~ _______ -' 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited Jurisdiction 
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OKLAHOMA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

A SUPREME COURT 

9 Justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

5 judges s\; en bane 
CSP case types: o Mandatory Jurisdiction in civil, administrative agency, 

juvenile, disciplinary, advisory opinion. orlgll1al 
proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

o MandatolY Jurisdiction in criminal, juvenile, original 
proceeding cases. 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, administrative agency, 
Juvenile, Interlocutory decision cases. 

• Discretionary jurisdiction in Interlocutory decision cases. 

I 
I 
1 , 

COURT OF APPEALS (4 courts) 

12 judges sit in four pennanent divisions of 
3 members each 

CSP case types: 
o Mandtltor1 jurisdiction in civil, 

administrative agency, Juvenile, original 
proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases 
that are assigned by the supreme court. 

o No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

DISTRICT COURT (26 districts) 

71 district, 77 associate district, and 63 special judges 
CSP case types: 
• Exclusive civil jurisdiction, except for concurrent 

'I" 

A 

jurisdiction In appe~ls of administrative agency cases; small claims 
jurisdiction ($3,000). 

• Exclusive criminal Jurisdiction (InrJudlng criminal appeals). 
o Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic, ordinance violation. 
o Exclusive JUVenile J'Jrlsdlction. 
Jury trials • 

COURT OF TAX REVIEW A 
(1 court) 

3 district court Judges serve 
CSP case types: 
• Appeals of administrative agoncy 

cases. 
No jury trials. 

- -Indicates assignment of cases. 

• _J _____ -, 
I MUNICIPAL COURT NOT I 
I OF RECORD (340 courts) I 
I Approximately 350 full·time and part· I 
I time judges I 
I CSP case Iypes: I 
I • Traffic/other violation. I 
~ury trials. _____ ..J 

r MUNICIPALCRI~NAi: COURT oF! 
I RECORD I 
I (2 courts) I 
I 8 full·tlme and 'iij part·tlme judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I . Traffic/olher violation. I 
LJurytrlals, _____ ..J 

Oklahoma has a workers' compensallon court, which hears complaints that are handled exclusively by administrative agencles in other 
states. 
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OREGON COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In capital criminal, administrative agency, disciplinary, original proceeding 

cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, 

certified questions from federal courts, original proceeding cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS A 

10 judges sit in panels and en banc 

~~- ~ • Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, noncapital criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original proceeding, 
interlocutory decision cases. 

• No discretionary jurisdiction. 

TAX COURT A 
(1 court with regular and 
small claims divisions) 

1 judge 
CSP case types: 
• Appeals of admlnlstra· 

tlve agency cases. 

No jury trials. 

rCOUN~OURT- -
I (8 courts) I 
I 8 judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I · Adoption, mental I 

health, estate. 
I . Juvenile. I 
L!0 jury trlals~ _ -' 

I 
CIRCUIT COURT (22 judicial districts In 36 counties) 

92 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($ 1 O,ooOlno maximum), adoption, 

estate, civil appeals, mental health. Exclusive domestic relations 
(except adoption), miscellaneous civil jurisdiction. 

• Misdemeanor. ExclUsive felony, criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
• Ordinance violation. 
• Juvenile. 
Jury trials for most case types. 

If no district court exists 
In the county 

I 
"JUSTICEcOURT - II 

(35 courts) 

I 33 justices of the peace I 
I CSP case types: I 
I . Tort, contract, real I 
I property rights ($2001 I 
I 2,500), small claims I 

($0/2,500). 
I · Misdemeanor, OWl! I 
I DW. I 
I . Moving traffic, I 

parking, mlscella· I 
I neous traffic. 

If no district court exists In 
the county 

rMUNICIPA~~;R;-1 
I (112 courts) I 
I 94 judges I 
I CSP case types: ~ 
I . Misdemeanor, OWl! I 
I DUI. I 

• Traffic/other Violation. 
I Jury trials for some case I 
I types. I 
L _____ .J 

DISTRICT COURT (30 
counties with a district 
court) 

63 judges 
OSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real 

property rights ($2001 
10,000), small claims 
($0/2,500), 
miscellaneous civil. 

• Misdemeanor, OWl! 
DUI. 

• Traffic/other violation. 
I . Preliminary hearings. ,1----------11>1 • Preliminary hearings. 

I Jury trials for some case I 
Ltypes. ___ -' 

Jury Irlals (or some case 
types. '-, ________ -...1 

Court of 
last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Courts of general 
jurtsdlcllon 

Courts of limited 
Jurisdiction 
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PENNSYLVANIA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 Justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
• M~ndatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, disciplinary, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision 

cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapital criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision 

cases. 

t 
COMMONWEALTH COURT 

9 authorized judges sit In panels and en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, noncapital criminal, 

administrative agency, original proceeding, 
Interlocutory decision cases Involving the common
wealth. 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, administrative 
agency, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision 
cases Involving the commonwealth. 

A 

t 
SUPERIOR COURT 

15 authorized judges silln panels and en banc 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, noncapital criminal, 

Juvenile, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision 
cases. 

• Discretionary jurisdiction /n c/vll, noncapltal criminal, 
Juvenile, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision 
cases. 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS (60 districts In 67 counties) 

366 judges 

A 

CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights, miscellaneous civil. Exclusive domestic relations, 

estate, mental health, civil appeals Jurisdiction. 1-----' 
• Misdemeanor, DWIIDUI. Exclusive felony, criminal appeals, miscellaneous criminal 

jurisdiction. 
o Exctuslve juvenile jurisdiction. 
Jury trials In most cases. 

t 
PHILADELPHIA MUNICIPAL COURT 
(1st district) 

22 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Real property rights ($0/5,000), domestic Violence, 

miscellaneous ciVil. Exclusive small claims Jurisdiction 
($5,000). 

o Felony, misdemeanor, DWIIDUI. 
o Ordinance violation. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
No jury trials. 

I 
PHILADELPHIA TRAFFIC COURT 
(1st district) 

6 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. 

No jury trials. 
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t 
DISTRICT JUSTICE COURT (538 courts) 

550 district Justices 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/4,000). 
• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
o Traffic/other vlolaUon. 
• Preliminary hearings. 

No jury trials. 

'PiTTSBURGH ;TY-;AGISTRA-;E's- - --, 
I (5th district) I 
I 6 magistrates I 
I CSP caS'l types: I 
I · Real property rights. I 

o Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
I 0 Tmfficlother violation. I 
I · Preliminary hearings. I 
LNojU~~ _________ .J 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate courts 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
Jurisdiction 



PUERTO RICO COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 justices 
CSP case types: 
I Reviews judgments and decisions of court of first Instance, and cases 

on appeal or review before the superior court. 
I Reviews rulings of the registrar of property and rulings of certain administrative 

agencies. 

SUPERIOR COURT (12 districts) 

111 Judges 
CS P case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($50,000/no maximum), domestic relations, and 

miscellaneous civil. Exclusive estate and civil appeals Jurisdiction. 
• Misdemeanor. Exclusive felony and criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
I exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials In crimina! cases. 

~ 

DISTRICT COURT (38 courts) 

96 judges 
CSP case types: 
I Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/50,000), marriage dissolution, domestic Violence, 

miscellaneoUS domestic relations, and miscellaneous civil. 
I Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
• Traffic/other Violation (except parking). 
• Preliminary hearings, 
No jury trials. 

,~ 

MUNICIPAL COURT (53 courts) 

6Ojudgf)s 
CSP case types: 
• Traffic/other violation. 
No jury trials. 

Note: Since June 30, 1991, the Justice of the peace court was eliminated according to Law #17 of July 21, 
1990. This Jurisdiction is now with the municipal court. 

Court of last resort 

Court of general Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited jurisdiction 
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SUPREME COURT 

5 justices .It en banc 
CSP case types: 

RHODE ISLAND COURT STRUCTURE,1993 

A 

• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, juvenile, disciplinary, advisory opinion, original proceeding 
cases, 

• Discretionary jurisdiction In administrative agency appeals, Intertocutory decision, original proceeding cases. 

• • 

WORKERS' COMPENSATION COURT 

10 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Administrative agency appeals 

(workers' compensation). 

DISTRICT COURT (4 divisions) 

13 judges, 1 master 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Tort, contract, real property rights ($1,5001 
5,000-10,000), appeals of administrative 
agency cases. Exclusive small claims ($1,500), 
mental health. 

• Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
, Ordinance violation. Exclusive moving traffic 

for those cases not handled administratively. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
No jury trials. 

SUPERIOR COURT 
(4 divisions) 

2'1 justices, 2 masters 
CSP case tipes: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights 

($5,000/no maximum), civil appeals, 
miscellaneous civil. 

• Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. Exclusive 
felony, criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 

Jury trials. 

FAMILY COURT (4 divisions) 

11 judges, 2 masters 
CSP case types: 
• Exclusive domestic relations 

Jurisdiction. 
• !:xcluslve juvenile jurisdiction. 

Jury trials. 

A 

r----L----, r----L----, 
ADMINISTRA fiVE 
ADJUDICATION COURT 

I MUNICIPAL COURT (14 courts) I I PROBATE COURT (39 cities/towns) I 

I 17 judges, 2 magistrates II II 39 judges I 
7 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Traffic/other vlolaUon. 
No lury trials. 

~! cSP case types: CSP case types: I 
I . Ordinance violation. Exclusive I I . Exclusive estate jurisdiction. I 
I parking Jurisdiction. I I I 
LNo Jury tria::" _____ .J L!0 ju~a::" _____ .J 
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SOUTH CAROLINA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

5 Justices sit en banc 
___ CSP case types: ldI-
r--""'" • Mandatory Jurisdiction in civil, criminal, Juvenile, disciplinary, certified questions from federai ccurts, I~ 

original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction in civil, noncapital criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original proceeding, 

interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

I 
I , 

6 judges sit In panels and en banc 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction in ciVil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, original proceeding 

cases assigned by the supreme court. 
• No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

CIRCUIT COURT (16 circuits) 

40 judges and 20 masters-In-equity 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Tort, contract, real property righls, miscellaneous civil. Exclusive civil appeals jurisdiction. 
• Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. Exclusive felony, criminal appeals, miscellaneous criminal Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials except In apptl!:is. 

FAMILY COURT (16 circuits) 

46 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Miscellaneous civil. Exclusive domestic 

relations Jurisdiction. 
• Traffie/other violation Quvenlle cases only). 
• Juvenile. 

No jury trials. 

'MAGISTRATE COURT (286 court; - -I 
1 282 magistrates I 

1 CSP case types: 1 

I • Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/2,500). 1 

I 
Small claims ($2,500). 1 

• Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
I • Traffic/other violation. 1 
I · Preliminary hearings. I 
~urytrlals. ________ .J 

'PROBATE COURT (46 C;;;S) - - -I 'MUNICIPALC'OURT (202 courts) - - -I 
I 46 judges I I ~300 judges 1 
I CSP case types: ;.-1 _--1. __ 1 CSP case types: I 

1 • exclusive mental health, estate urlsdlctlon. I 1 • Misdemeanor, DWIIDUI. 1 
1 1 1 • Traffic/other violation. 1 
1 1 I • Preliminary hearings. 1 
LNojurytrlal:... _______ .J ~urytrlals. _ ~,,.. ______ .J 

- - Indicates ass/gnmenl of cases. 

Court of last resorl 

intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
Jurisdiction 
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SOUTH DAKOTA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

5 justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, 

original proceeding cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In advisory opinions for the staie executive, Interlocutory 

decision, original proceeding cases. 

CIRCUIT COURT (8 circuits) A 

36 judges, 17 law magistrates, 7 part·time law magistrates, 83 full·time clerk magistrates, and 
49 part·tlme clerk magistrates 
CSP case types: 
• Exclusive civil Jurisdiction (Including civil appeals). Small claims Jurisdiction ($4,000). 
• Exclusive criminal jurisdiction (Including criminal appeals). 
• Exclusive traffic/other violation jurisdiction (except for uncontested parking, which Is 

handled administratively). 
• Exclusive juvenile Jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials except In small claims. 
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TENNESSEE COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

5 justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, noncapltal criminal, Juvenile, original proceeding, 

Inte~ocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS (3 dlvlslolh~' 

12 judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, administrative agency, 
juvenile cases. 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction in Interlocutory decision 
cases. 

t 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS (31 districts) 

CIRCUIT COURT A PROBATE COURT 
(95 counties) (2 courts) 

77 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real 

property rlghls ($50/00 
maximum), small claims, 
civil appeals jurisdiction. 

• Criminal. 
• Moving Iraffic. 

miscellaneous traffic. 
Jury trials. 

3 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Estale. 
• Administrative agency 

appeals. 

No Jury trials. 

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS (3) 

9 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory jurisdiction In capital criminal, Juvenile, 

original proceeding cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In Interlocutory decision 

cases. 

CHANCERY COURT A 

33 chancellors 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contracl, real property 

rights ($50/no maximum) 
(except small claims). 

Jury trials. 

CRIMINAL COURT 

29 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Criminal (Including 

criminal appeals). 

Jury trials. 

~--------------~--------------~-------------~--------------,~ 

I"JUVENILE 'COU* (98 co;s)- , 

I 104 judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I . support Icustody, paternity, I 
I 

miscellaneous domestic relallons, I 
mental health. 

I . JUvenile. I 
l,NO jury trlal~ ____ -' 

I"MUNICIPAL"CO~ - --, 
I (-300 courts) I 
I -170 judges I 
I CSP case types: I 

• Misdemeanor, DWIIOUI. 
I . Traffic/other violation. I 
I I 
LNojUrylrlal~ ____ -' 

I" GENERALSESSioNs COURT (93 c~tles: 2 addj;nal co-;iles h;; a trlail 
I jusllce court) I 
I 134 general sessions judges and 16 municipal court judges with general I 
I sessions Jurisdiction. I 
I CSP case types: I 
I, • Tort, contract, real property rights ($Olvaries), marriage dissolutlori, supporV I 

~----------I cuslody, mental heal/h, estale (probale) cases. Exclusive small claims 
Jurisdiction ($0/10,000-15,000). 

• Misdemeanor, DWIIOUI. 
• Traffic/other violation. 
• JUVenile. 

I 
I 
I 

I . Preliminary hearings. I 
~olurytrl~ ______________ -, 

Court of 
lasl resort 

Intermediate 
appellals courts 

Courts of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
Jurlsdlcllon 
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-- --------~-~------ --------_._----------------

TEXAS COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 
9 justices sit en banc 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, administrative 

agency, Juvenile, certified questions from federal 
courts, original proceeding cases. 

~---------.-----.--------~, .. ---
J 

COURTS OF APPEALS (14 courts) 
80 Justices sit In panels 
CSP case types: 

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
9 judges sit en bane 
CSP case typos: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In criminal, original 

proceeding casss. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In noncapltal criminal, 

original proceeding cases and certified questions 
from federal court. 

• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original 
proceeding. Interloclltory decision cases. 

• No discretionary Jurisdiction. 

DISTRICT COURTS (386 courts) 366 judges 

DISTRICT COURT (376 courts) A 
376 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real prClperty rights ($200/no 

maximum), domestic relations, estate, 
miscellaneous civil. Exclusive admlnlstratfve 
agency appeals Jurisdiction. 

• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, mlscella· 
neous criminal. 

• Juvenile. 
Jury trials. 

CRIMINAL DISTRICT COURT 
(10 courts) 
10 judges 
CSP case types: 
, Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, mlscella· 

neous criminal cases. 

Jury trials. 

I---

~OUNTY.LEVEL COU~ (434 ~urts) 434 jU'rdg_e_S _____ -,__ l+-
I r-CONsnrUTIONAL COUNTY COURT PROBATE COURT COUNTY COURT ATLAW(167 ~rt; I 

I (254 courts) (18 courts) 167 judges I 
I 254 judges 18 judges CSP case types: I 
I CSP case types: CSP case types: • Tort, contract, real property rights ($2001 I 
I 

. Tort, contract, real property rights ($2001 • Estate. varies), estate, mental health, civil trial 
5,000), domestic relations, estate, mental • Mental health. court appeals, miscellaneous civil. I 

I health, civil trial court appeals, mlscella· • Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, criminal appeals. I 
I neous civil. • MOVing traffic, miscellaneous traffic. I 

• Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI, criminal appeals. • Juvenile. 
I . Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. I 
I . Juvenile. I 
L Jury trlals. _________ L--J_ury_trla_ls_. ___ ...I __ Jury trials. ________ .J 

'MUNICIPAL COURT" (847 c;rt~ - - - -, 

I 1,216 judges I 
IJUST~;-THE ;EA; COURr (885 ;;rt; -, 

I 885 Judges I 
I CSP case types: I I CSP case types: I 

:-J . Misdemeanor. I 
• Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. Exclusive I 

ordinance violation Jurisdiction. 
I . Preliminary hearings. I 
I I 
LJUrylrl~. __________ .J 

I . Tort, contract, real property rights (SO/5,000), small I 
claims ($0/5,000), mental health. '-

• Misdemeanor. 
I . Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. I 
I . Preliminary hearings. I 
LJUryt~. __________ .J 

• Some municipal and justice of the peace courts may appeal to the district court. 

L92 St.t, Co.," Orga.i,.ti •• 19.' 
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UTAH COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT A 

5 Justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: Court of 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disCiplinary, original last resort 

proceeding cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In Interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS 

7 Justices sit In panels of 3 
CSP case types: 

t 
A 

• Mandatory JUrisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original proceeding 
cases. 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction In Interlocutory decision cases. 

DISTRICT COURT (8 districts In 29 counties) 

39 judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract, real property rights. Exclusive domestic relations, estate, 

mental heallh, miscellaneous civil Jurisdiction. 
• Felony, misdemeanor. Exclusive criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials In most case types. 

A 

CIRCUIT COURT (4 circuits In 13 counties) r~'USTICE COURT (m citlesi;untles)- - - -, 

21/udges 1 135 judges 1 

CSP case types: 1 CSP case types: I 
• Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/20,000), small ... 1 • Tort, contract ($0/1,000), small claims ($5,000). 1 

claims ($5,000). !ooI ... II---'1 · Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 1 
• Felony, misdemeanor, DWI/OUI. exclusive • Traffic/other violation. 

miscellaneous criminal Jurisdiction. I . Preliminary hearings. I 
• Traffic/other violation, 1 I 
Jury trials except In small claims and parking cases, LJury tr~ In so~ ~ type:... _____ J 

JUVENILE COURT (8 Juvenile court districts) 

19 judges 
CSP CIIse types: 
• ExclUsive juvenile jurisdiction. 
No Jury trials. 

Intermediate 
appellate coult 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of IImhed 
jurisdiction 
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SUPREME COURT 

5jus\lces sit en bane 
CSP case types: 

VERMONT COURT STRUCTURE,1993 

A 

• Mandatory jurisdiction In civil, criminal, adt1llnlstratlvl/ agency, juvenile, original proceeding, 
Interlocutory decision cases. 

• OlscreHonary Jurisdiction In Interlocutory decision cases. 

FAMILY COURT' 
(14 counties) 

Judges assigned from the 
12 superior and 19 district judges, 
5 child support magistrates 
CSP case types: 
• Paternity, URESA, marriage 

dissolution, supporVcustody, 
domestic violence, miscella
neous domestic relations, 
mental health. 

• Exclusive juvenile. 
No jury trials. 

ENVIRONMENTAL COURT*' 

1 judge 
CSP case types: 

" 

• Administrative agency appeals. 

No jury trials. 

SUPERtOR COURT 
(14 counties) 

12 judges 
CSP case types: 

A DISTRICT COURT
(4 circuits) 

19 Judges 
CSP case types: 

• Exclusive tort, contract, real 
property rights ($O/no maximum), 
miscellaneous civil. Civil appeals 
jurisdiction. 

• Exclusive small claims jurisdiction 
($2,000). 

• Felony. Exclusive misdemeanor, 
DWIIDUljurlsdlction. 

• Felony. 

Jury trials. 

,,. 

• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic, 
ordinance vlolallon jurisdiction. 

Jury trials. 

PROBATE COURT (19 districts) 

19 judges (part-time) 
CSP case types: 
• Mental health, miscellaneous domeslic relalions, 

miscellaneoUS civil. Exclusive adoplion, estate 
jurisdiction. 

No Jury trials. 

• Vermont established a family court In 1990 • 

.. Vermont established an environmental court In 1990. 

... The district court, although created as a court of limltad jurisdiction, has steadily Increased Its scope to Include almosl all criminal matters. In 
1983, the district court was granted jurisdiction over all criminal cases, and has become the court of general jurisdiction for most criminal 
matters. A small number of appeals go to the superior court. Effective July 1, 1990, most traffic offenses became civil Violations and were 
placed In the jurisdiction of the Vermont Traffic Bureau. 
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r+ 

'---

VIRGINIA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT A 

7 Justices sit en banc and In panels 
CSP case types: 
, Mandatory Jurisdiction In capital criminal, administrative agency, disciplinary cases. 
, Discretionary jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency. JUvenile, 

disciplinary, original proceeding. Interlocutory decision ('.ases. 

COURT OF APPEALS A 

10 ludges sit In panels 
CSP case types: 
, Mandatory Jurisdiction In some civil, some administrative agency, some original proceedlrlg 

cases. 
, Discretionary lurlsdlction In noncapltal criminal cases. 

\' 

CIRCUIT COURT (31 circuits, 122 courts) A 

141 Judge~ 
CSP case types: 
' Tort, contract, real property rights ($0. 1 ,OOO/no maximum), mental health, administratiVe 

agency appeals, mIscellaneous civil, domestic relations, civil appeals from tnal courts, estate 
Jurisdiction. 

, Misdemeanor, crIminal appeals. Exclusive felony JurisdIction. 
, Ordinance violation. 
Jury trials. .-

f' 

DtSTRICT COURT (204 general district, Juvenile, and domestic relations courts)' 

118 FTE general dIstrict and 84 FTE juvenile and domestic relations judges 
CSP case types: 
, Tort, contract, real property rights ($0/7,000), support/custody, URESA, domestic vlolenco, 

miscellaneous domestic relations, mental health, small claims In Fairfax County. 
, Felony, misdemeanor. Exclusive DWI/DUI jurisdiction. 
, Ordinance vIolation. Exclusive moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic Jurisdiction. 
, Exclusive juvenile Jurisdiction, 
, Preliminary hearings. 
No JUry trials. 

Court of last resort 

Intermediate 
appellate court 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Court of limited 
jurisdiction 

• The district court Is referred to as the juvetdle and domestic relations court when hearing juvenile and domestic relations cases, and 
as the general district court for the balance of the cases. 

NOTE: A family court pilot prolee: authorized by le91slation passed In the 1989 session of the general assembly became operational on 
January 2, 1990, and concluded Its two-year pilot operation on December 31, 1991. 

State Court Organizatioll 1993 395 

I 



WASHINGTON COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

9 Justices sit en bane and In panels 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, certified questions from 

federal court cases. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, juvenile, 

disciplinary, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS (3 courts/divisions) 

17 Judges sit In panels 
CSP case types: 

I 

• Mandatcry Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, original 
proceeding cases. 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction In administrative agency, Interlocutory decision cases. 

SUPERIOR COURT (30 districts In 39 counties) 

157 judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Tort, contract ($O/no maximum). Exclusive real property rights ($O/no maximum), domestic 
relations, estate, mental health, civil appeals, miscellaneous civil Jurisdiction. 

• Exclusive felony, criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
• Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 

• 

'MUNICIPALcOURT(122cltles) - --I 

I
I 102 judges I 

CSP case types: I 
I · Domestic violence. I 
I . Misdemeanor, DWIIDUI. I 
I . Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic, I 

and ordinance violation. 
I I 
I I 
LJUry trials ~Pt In InfraCtlon~d parking. _ J 

I 

'DISTRICT COURT (50 courts;-64locatlo'ns for 1 
I 39 counlles)' I 
I 110 judges I 
I CSP case types: I 
I · Tort, contract ($0/25,000), domesllc violence. I 
I Exclusive small claims Jurisdiction ($2,500). I 

, Misdemeanor, DWI/DUI. 
I . Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous I 
I (nontraffic) violations. I 
I . Preliminary hearings. I 
~Ury trials e~i1t In traffic and ~rklng. ___ .J 

• District court provides services to municipalities that do not have a municipal court. 
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WEST VIRGINIA COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREMe COURT OF APPEALS 

5 Justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 
• No mandatory Jurisdiction. 

A 

• Discretionary Jurisdiction In civil, noncapltal criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, 
disciplinary, certified questions from federal courts, original proceeding, Interlocutory decision 
cases. 

CIRCUIT COURT (31 circuits) 

62 judges 
CSP case types: 

I' 

A 

• Tort, contract ($300/no maximum), domestic relations. Exclusive real property rights, mental 
health, estate, civil appeals Jurisdiction. 

• Misdemeanor, DWIIOUI. Exclusive felony, criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
• Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials. 

MAGISTRATE COURT (55 counties) 

154 magistrates 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, contract ($0/3,000), domestic violence. 

r MUNICIPAL COURT(12~ourtS) - -

I 122 judges (part·time) 
I CSP case types: 

• OWIIDUI. 

-, 
I 
I 

I 
slve : • Misdemeanor, OWIIOUI. 

! 
• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. Exclu 

• Moving traffic, miscellaneous traffic. parking, ordinance violation jurisdiction. 
• Preliminary hearings. I I Jury trials. LJury trials. _______ _ --1 

Court of last resort 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
Jurisdiction 
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WISCONSIN COURT STRUCTURE, 1993 

SUPREME COURT 

7 Justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 
• No mandatory Jurisdiction. 
• Discretionary Jurisdiction in civil, criminal, administrative agency, disciplinary, certified 

questions from federal courts, original proceeding, Juvenile cases. 

COURT OF APPEALS (4 districts) 

13 judges sit In 3·judge districts (one 4·jlldge district) 
CSP case types: 
• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, juvenile cases. 

. • Discretionary Jurisdiction In Interlocutory decision cases • 

~ 

CIRCUiT COURT (69 circuits) A 

223 judges 
CSP case types: 
• exclusive civil Jurisdiction (Including ctyll appeals). Smail claims Jurisdiction ($2,000). 
• DWI/DUI. Exclusive felony, mlsdemaanor Jurisdiction. 
• Contested moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. Ordinance violations If no municipal 

court. 
• Exclusive Juvenile Jurisdiction. 
Jury trials In most cases. 

~ 

__________ L... __________ 

I MUNICIPAL COURT (197 courts) -, 

I 202 judges I 
I~~~ I 
I • DWIJDUI (first offense). I 
I . Traffic/other violation. I 
LNojurytrl~ _______________ • ___ .J 
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WYOMING COURT STRUCTURE, i993 

SUPREME COURT 

5 Justices sit en bane 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Mandatory Jurisdiction In civil, criminal, administrative agency, Juvenile, disciplinary, certified 
questions from federal courts, original proceeding cases. 

• Discretionary JUrisdiction In extraordinary writs, writs of certiorari on appeals from limited 
jurisdiction courts. 

DISTRICT COURT (9 dlstrlcls) 

17 judges 
CSP case types: 

A 

• Tort. conlract, reai property rights ($1,ooO-7,ooO/no maximum [depends on whether appeai Is 
from county court or justice of Ihe peace court)). Exclusive domestic relations (except for 
domestic violence), mental health, estate, civil appeais, miscellaneous civil jurisdiction. 

• Exclusive felony, criminal appeals Jurisdiction. 
• Exclusive Juvenile jurisdiction. 
Jury trials. 

'JUSTiCE OFTHE PEACECOURT - -, 
I (14 courts in 11 counties) I 
I 14 Justices of the peace (part·time) I 
I cSP case types: I 

'MUNtCIPAL COURT(eO courts) - - - , 

II 2 judges (full·tlme), 73 jUdges (part.time) I 

I 
CSP case types: I 
• DWIIDUI. I 

I . Tort, contract, real property rights I 
I . (M$0/3,000), small claims ($2,000). I 

isdemeanor, DWIJDUI. 
I • Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous trafficJ I 

I . Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic. I 
I Exclusive ordinance violation jurisdiction. I 
I I 

I other violation. I 
I . Preliminary hearings. I 
LJuryt~~Ptln~lIclal~ ___ -l 

I I 
LJUrytrlals. ________ J 

I COUNTY COURT (14 courts In 12 counties) 

I 18 Judges 
CSP case types: 
• Tort, conlract, real property rights ($0/7,000), small claims ($2,000), 

domestic violence. 
• Misdemeanor, DWIJDUI. 
• Moving traffic, parking, miscellaneous traffic Violation. 
• Preliminary hearings. 
Jury trials excopt In small claims. 

Court of last resort 

Court of general 
Jurisdiction 

Courts of limited 
jurisdiction 
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Want on-line access to 

The Automated Index 01 
Criminal Justice Information Systems? 

Then call the SEARCH·BBS! 
9161392·4640 

What Is the SEARCH·BBS? 
The SEARCH·BBS is an 
electronic bulletin board 
system available free to 
criminal Justice profession· 
als nationwide· It's a 
national forum and 
communications network 
that gives you access to on· 
line databases, an events 
calendar, downloadable 
software, indispensable 
justice publications, 
electronic mail message 
areas, and the Internet· 
The SEARCH·BBS is a 
service of SEARCH, The 
National Consortium for 
Justice Information and 
Statistics, and Is funded by 
the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics. U.S. Department 
of Justice 

On·llne Access to the 
Automated Index 
Selecting hardware and 
software for your agency 
can be a complex and 
frustrating task • The 
SEARCH·BBS helps by 
pro~iding on· line access to 
the Automated Index of 
Criminal Justice Information 
Systems. a database 
containing profiles of 
automated criminal justice 
agencies and descriptions 
of computerized Information 
systems designed specifi
cally for use by justice 
agencies· The Automated 
Index database enables 
you to quickly identify public 
domain and commercial 
sc,fl\vare systems that meet 
specific needs. and to 
Identify agencies with 
practical experience with 
those systems· Agencies 
and vendors can update the 
Automated Index with 
information about their 
organizations and software 
products 

HoW to Reach Us 
Any justice professional 
with a computer. a modem 
and a communications 
package can reach the 
SEARCH·BBS 24 hours a 
day, 7 days a week· The 
SEARCH·BBS supports 
modems of 1200. 2400, 
4800 and 9600 bits per 
second (v.32 and v.42 
compatible) 

1. Set your system 
parameters to: 

.t 8 data bits 

.t 1 stop bit 

.t No parity 

2. 0IaI916/392-4640 

3. Log on to the SEARCH· 
BBS 

The menu·driven system is 
easy to use, and first·time 
callers may register on·line 

For more information, call SEARCH 01 916/392-2550 



Call 800-732-3277 for 
free and timely reports 
BJS National Update 

Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics 

Report to the Nation on Crime and Justice 

BJS Bulletins and Special Reports 

Drugs and crime data 

National Crime Victimization SUNey reports 

Law enforcement reports 

Prosecution and adjudication in State courts 

Corrections reports: jails, prisons, 
probation, parole 

Privacy and security of criminal justice 
history data and policy 

Federal justice case processing: investigation, 
prosecution, adjudication, corrections 

International statistics 

Justice expenditure and employment 

Your toll-free line to the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Clearinghouse is sponsored by the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
U.S. Department of Justice 

I 



Highlights fronl 20 Years 
of Surveying Crime~ Victims 
ON SLIDE!,! 
The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) cornmeml:lrates the 20th 
anniversary of the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) 
by offering color slides to accompany its landmalrk report Highlights 
from 20 Years of Surveying Crime Victims: The National Crime 
Victimization Survey, 1973-92. These slides were specially designed 
for classroom use, training, and public presentations. 

More than 40 slides Illustrate the charts and graphs presented In the publication. Each slide is 
coded for ready reference to the full text of the report. Also included is a reproducible paper set 
of the slides (with supporting data tables) for creating overhead transparencies. 

Slide topics answer the frequently 
asked questions: 

• How much crime occurs? 

• What are the trends in crime? 

• Who are the victims of crime? 

II How much crime occurs In schools? 

• To what extent are weapons Involved in crime? 

• Are most crimes reported to the police? 

Order your slides TODAY! 
Just fill out and return this ad to: 

Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse 
P.O. Box 179 

AnnapoliS Junction, MD 20701-0179 

Or fax to: (410) 792-4358 

lJ YESI Please send me Highlights from 20 Years of Surveying Crime Victims on slides (NOJ 148140) 

Ie 1 PHyment of $25 onclosed [! Oheck [] Money Order (Make payable to NOJRS) 
Please bill my: [] NOJRS Deposit Account # .. __________________ _ 

l J VISA [] MasterOard # Exp. date ____ _ 
Signature ________________________ _ 

1'1 Government Purchase Order # ___________ (Add $1.95 for processing) 
Ship to: Name: _____________ Organization: _________ _ 

Address: ___________________________ _ 

City, State, ZIP: _________________________ _ 
Telephone:~) _________________________ _ 



-
Bureau of Justice 
Statistics reports 

Correctloml 
BJS bulletins and special reports 

(Revised January 1995) Capital punlshmont1993, NCJ 150042. 
12194 

Call toll-freo 600-732-3277 to order BJS Prlsonere In 1993, NCJ·147036. 6194 
reports, to be added to one of the BJS Women 111 prison, NCJ·145321. 3194 
m6iiing lists, or to spflak to a reference HIV In U.S. prlsona and /a1l8, NCJ·143292. 
specialist In statistics at the Bureau of Dr~g~nforc(jmonl and treatment 
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse, In prlaons, 1990, NCJ.134724. 7192 
P.O. Box 179. Annapolis Junction, MD Violent State prisoners and thQlr Victims, 
2070'1-0179; or/aX orders to 410-792- NCJ.124133.7190 
4358. For drugs and crime data, call the Prison rUlo Violators, NCJ.120344.12189 
Drugs & Crime Data Conter & Clearing- Recidivism of prlsonere released In 1963, 
houso, 1600 Research Blvd" Rockville. NCJ·116261.4/69 
MD 20650, toll-free 800.666.3332. Drug use and crlmo: Statc! prison Inmate 

BurvoY,1986, NCJ·111940, 7/aa 
BJS maintains these mailing lists: Time sorved In prison encj on parolo, 1984, 
• law enforcement reports NCJ.l08544.12/87 
• Federal statistics Profilo of Stato prison Inmates, 1986, 
• Drugs and crime datil NCJ·l09926,l/88 
• Justice expenditure and employment Imprisonment In four countries, 
• Privacy and security 01 criminal histories NCJ·l03967.2/67 
and criminal Justice Information policy Correctional populations In the U,S.: 
• BJS bulletins and special reports 1992, NCJ·146413. 1/95 
• State felony courts 1991, NCJ·142729. 8/93 
• CQrrections Prlsonors at midyear 1994, NCJ·151168.10/94 
• National Crime Vlctlmlzallon Survey Comparing Fedoral and State prison 

Inmates, 1991, NCJ·145864. 10194 
• SourcebDok of Criminal Justice Profllo of Inmatosln tho U.S. and In England 
Statistics (annual) and Walos,1991, NCJ.145853,10/94 
Single caples of reports are free; use title National Corrections Reporting Program: 
and NCJ number to order. Postage and 1992, NCJ·145862. 10/94 

1991, NCJ·145861. 2194 
handling are charged for bulk ordl,rs Survey of State prison Inmates, 1£191, 
of Single reporls. For single caples of NCJ.136949,5/93 
multiple titles, up to 10 tlUIlS are freo; Consus of State and Federal correctional 
11-40 titles $10; marl) than 40, $20; faclllll~s,1990, NCJ·137003, 6/92 
libraries call for speclat rates. PrlsoM and prisoners In tho United States, 

NCJ·137002.4/92 
Publlc·use tapes, disks. and CD·ROM's State and Federal Institution a, 1926.86: 
of BJS data sets and other criminal justice Rnco of prlsonors admillod, NCJ.125618. 
data are available tram the Nallonal 6/91 
Archive of Criminal Justice Data (formerly Hletorlcal statlsticB on prisoners, 
CJAIN), P.O. Box 1248, Ann Arbor, MI NCJ·l11098.6/86 
46106 (toll-free 800-999·0960). 

Natlona/ Cl'lme V/ctlmlzatlon 
Survey 
Vlolonco between Inllmatos: Domostic 

viole nco. NCJ.149259. 
11/94 

NCVS redesign: 
Pross roleaso, NCJ.151169, 10/94 
Fact sheet, NCJ.151170, 10/94 
Que_lions and ansWers, NCJ·151171. 10/94 
Technical background, NCJ.15117l!. 10/94 

Criminal victimization In the U.S.: 
1973·92 tronds, NCJ·147006, 8/~ 
1992 (final). NCJ.145125, 4/94 

Violent crime: Selected findings, 
NCJ·147486.4/94 

Elderly crlmo victims: Solectod findings, 
NCJ·147186.3I94 

I Vlolenco against worMn, NCJ·145325, 1/94 
Highlights from 20 years of survoylng crlmo 

vlcllms: 1973·92, NCJ·144525. 10/93 
Crime and older Amorlcanslnformallon 

Census of Jails and survey 
of Jail Inmates 
BJS bulletins and s~ocial reports 

Jail Inmates, 1992, NCJ·143284. 6193 
Orunk driving: 1989 Survey 01 Inmates 

of ,"ocal Jails, NC,j·134728. 9/92 
Womon In ,011,1989, NCJ·134732. 3192 
Drugs and /aUlnmates, NCJ·130836. 8/91 
Profile of/allinmutos, 1969, 

NCJ.129097.4/91 
Population denalty In loeal/alls, 1908, 

NCJ·1?2299.3/90 
Cens~sl'f focal/ails, 1908: 
Summ~ry nnd mothodology, vol. I, 

NCJ·127992.3/91 
Data for Individual/ails In the Northeast, 

Mldw\\,t, South, West, Vola. II·V, 
NCJ·130759·130762.9/91 

Cen8ue of loeal/alls, 1983: Solected 
findings, Vol. V, NCJ·112795. 11/88 

Probation and parole 
pack ago, NCJ·140091. 4/93. $15 

Crime vlcllmlzatlol\ In city, SUburban, BJS bullellns and special reports 
and rural aroao, NCJ.135943, 6192 Probation and parOIOI 

SQhool crime, NCJ.131645. 0/91 1993 (preBs reloaso). NCJ·140730. 9/94 
Teenage victims, NCJ.128129. 5/91 1992, NCJ·146412, 0/94 
The Nation's two crlmo measurea: Uniform 

Crlmo Reports & tho NCS. NCJ.122705, 4/90 Juvenile corrections 
Victimization nnd foar of crime: World Children In custody: Consus of public and 

perspactlves, NCJ·93872, 1/65, $9.15 priVate JUvenile dotentlon correctional 
Tho Natiol18l Crime survoy: Working papors, and sheltor facilities 1975.8" NCJ.114065 

Vol. I, ftlstory, NCJ·75374. 8/82 6/89 ,u, • 
Vol. II, Mothodology, NCJ·90307.1J8S.$9.90 Survoy 01 youth In CUstody, 1987 (spoclnl 

BJS arimo data briefs roport), NCJ.113365, 9/86 
Young black malo victims, NCJ.147004, 
12/94 
Vlolanoe and thellin Iho workplaco, 

NCJ·148199,7/94 
Child rapll Victims, 1992, NCJ.147001. 6/94 
Crlmo and nolghborhoods, NCJ'147005.6194 
GUhs and crlmo: Handgun vlctlmllation, 

firearm solf·dofonso, and flroarm theft, 

Expenditure and employment 
Justico oxpondlture and employmont: 

1990 (BJS bullatln). NCJ.13S777. 0/92 
1988 (full report), NCJ·125619, 8191 

Juotico variable pass·through dato, 1990: 
Anti·drug abuso formUla granta (BJS 
lochnllUll roport). NCJ·133018. 3/92 NCJ·147003. 5/94 

Carjacking, NCJ·147002, 3194 
Costs of crime to vlctlmo, NCJ.14566S,2I94 Drugs and crime 

BJS bul/olins 
Criminal victimization 1992, NCJ.144776, 

11193 
Crlmo and tho Natloil's housoholds, 1992, 

NCJ.143286. 9/93 
f)JS spaCial ropol ts 

Black Victims, NCJ·122562. 4/90 
Hispanic victims, NCJ.120507. 1190 
Motor vehlclo theil, NCJ·l 09078. 3180 
Hobbery Victim., NCJ·l04638, 4/87 

State drug rosourcos: 1994 national 
directory, NCJ.147706.10/94 

Drugs and crlmo facto, 1993, NCJ·146246. 0/94 
Drugs, crlmo, end tho JUBtiCO systom: 

A national report, NCJ·1336S2. 6/93 
fochnlcal appondlx, NC.'·139570. 6193 

Catalog ofselocted Fodoral pubtr~t)lIon8 
on IlIogol drug and alcohOl abulo\), 
NCJ·139562,6I03 

Courts 
BJS bullotlm 

Pretrial release of folony defendants 
1992, NCJ·148818, 11194 

FllloIW sentences In State courts 
1992, NCJ·151167. 1/95 
1990, NCJ'140186, 3193 

Prosecutors In State courts 
1992, NCJ·145319. 12193 
1990, NCJ·134500. 31>12 

Criminal defense for the poor, 1966. 
NCJ.112919.9/S8 

BJS spllc/al reports 
Felony sentonces In the United States, 

NCJ·149077.10/94 
Murder In families, NCJ·143498. 7/94 
Murder In large urban coUnties, 1988, 

NCJ.140614.3I93 
Rocldlvlsm 01 felona on probation, 

1986·89, NCJ·134177. 2192 
Falony case procef,slng In Slale courts, 

1986, NCJ·1217U3. 2190 
Felony defondants In large urban countles: 

National Pretrial Roportlng Program 
1992, NCJ·148826. 11/94 
1990, NCJ·141872. 5/93 

National Judicial Reporting Program 
1990, NCJ·145323. 12193 
190a, NCJ·135945. 1/93 

Folona senten cod to probaUon In State 
coUrts,1986, NCJ·124944.11/90 

Felony defendants In largo urban countlos, 
1988, NCJ·122385. 4/90 

Felony laws of 50 States and the Dlstrlcl of 
ColUmbia, 1988, NCJ·l05066. 2188. $14.60 

State court modolstatistlcal dictionary: 
Supplemont, NCJ·98326. 9/85 
lsi odltlon, NCJ·62320. 9/80. $10.60 

Criminal history records 
Survey of criminal history Information 

systems, 1993, NCJ·148951, 1195 
National CrIminal History Improvement 

Program announcoment, NCJ·161173. 12194 
Use and management 01 criminal history 

record InformatloOl A comprohenslve 
roport, NCJ·143501.11/93 

Report of tho National Task Forco on 
Criminal History Record DispOSition 
Roportlng, NCJ·135830. 6192 

Attorney Genoral's program for Improving 
the Nation's criminal history rocords: 

BJS Implomentatlon stalus report, 
NCJ'134722,3/92 

Idontltylng felons who attemplto 
purchase flroarms, NCJ··144393. 10/89 

Idenlilying porsons, othor than folons, 
Who attempt to purchase IIroarms, 
NCJ·123050. 3190, $9.90 

ASBosslng complotenass and accuracy 
of criminal history rocord Informatlon: 
Audit guido, NCJ.133651. 2192 

Forensic DNA analyols: laaues, 
NCJ·128567.6/91 

Statutes reqUiring USI) of criminal history 
record Information, NCJ.129896. 6191 

Original records of entry, NCJ·125626, 1191 
Stratoglos for Improving dato qual!ty, 

NCJ·115339,5/69 
Public ac,~eS8 to criminal history rocord 

Information, NCJ·111458. 11188 
Juvenile records and recordkooplng 

systems, NCJ·112815,11/88 
Automated flngerprlntidentilicatlon 

sysloms: Technology and policy Issuos, 
NCJ·l04342. 4/67 

Crlmlnal/ustlco "hot" fIIas, NCJ·l01850. 
12186 

Export wltnoss manual, NCJ·77927. 0/81. 
$11.50 

BJS/SEARCH conferonco proceedings: 
National conferenco on crlmlnat history 

record Information: Brady and beyond, 
NCJ·151263.1/95 

National conforonce on crlmlnal/ustlce 
bulletin board systems, NCJ·145327. 
2/94 

National conforenco on Improving tho 
quality of criminal history Information, 
NCJ·133532.2I92 

Crlmlnallustlco In tho 1990's: The IUluro 
of Information managoment, 
NCJ·121697. 6/90, $7.70 

Juvonlle and adult rocords: Ono systom, 
one rtlcord? NCJ·114947. 1190 

Opon vs. confidential records, 
NCJ·113560, 1100. $7.70 

Compondlum 01 Stato privacy and security 
loglslatlon: 

1994 overvlaw, NCJ·151262.1/95 
1994 fUll report (1.500pp. mlcrollcho $2, 

hord copy, NCJ·151623. $164).1/95 

Law Enforcement Management 
and Administrative Statistics 
LEMAS,1990: Data for Individual agencies 

with 100 or moro officers, NCJ·134436, 9/92 
BJS bUlletins and sp('clal reports 

Federal law enforcement officers, 1993, 
NCJ·<·1t~6. 1/95 

CensY_lIf State and locellsw enforcement 
agencies 1992, NCJ·142972. 7/93 

Drug enforcement by police and sheriffs' 
departments, 1990, NCJ·134505. 5/92 

State and local police departments, 1990, 
NCJ·133284,2I92 

Sherlffa' departments, 1990, NCJ·133283. 
2192 

Police dopartmentsln largo cltlus, 1987, 
NCJ·119220.8/89 

Profile of State and local law onforcement 
agoncleo,1987, NCJ·113949, 3/89 

Federal Justice statistics 
Federal drug case procosslng, 1985·91, with 

preliminary data lor 1992, NCJ·144392, 3194 
Federal criminal coso proceSsing, 1982·91, 

with prollmlnary data for 1992, 
NCJ'144526, 11193 

Compllnllium 01 Fedoral/ustlce statistics: 
19DO, NCJ·143499. 9/93 

Federal offenses and offer.1ers 
BJS bulletins and special reporls 

Protrlal reloaso of Fedoral falollY 
defondants, 1990, NCJ·145322. 2/94 

Prosecuting criminal onterprlses, 
NCJ·142524.11/93 

Fedoralsentonclng In tranSition, 1986·90, 
NCJ·134727.6I92 

Immigration offensos, NCJ·124546, 6/90 

General 
BJS bulletins and special roports 

Tracking offondors,1990, NCJ·148200, 7/94 
BJS tol~phone ~ontact8,'94, NCJ.143707. 

11/93 

BJS discussion papars: 
Sentonclng In tho Fedoral courts: Does 

raco l11atter? Tho transition to 
sentonclng guldellnos, 1986·90 

Summary, NCJ·145332, 12193 
Full roport, NCJ·145328, 12193. $5 

Porformance measuros for thl) criminal 
lustlce system: Pap~rs from the BJS
Prlncoton Pr%ct, NCJ·143505. 10/93 

Local prosecution of organized crime: 
Use of Stato RICO 8tatUt08, NCJ.143502, 
10/93 

Folony aontonclng and /011 charactorlstlcs, 
NCJ.142623,6/93 

Sourcobook 01 crlmlnal/ustlco statistics, 
1993, NCJ·t40211. 9/94. $6 
1992, NCJ·143496. 9/93. $6 

Enhancing capacities and confronting 
controvorslosln crlmlnal/ustlco: 
Procoedlngs of a DJS/JRSA conferonco, 
NCJ·145316,8/94 

BJS FY 1994 program plan, NCJ·140108. 6194 
Firearms and crlmos of vlolenco: Selectod 

findings, NCJ·146044. 2/94 
Incldent·Basod Reporting System: 

Demonstrating the otJerational utility of 
Incident· based data for locnl crime 
analyala: Tacoma, Wash., and Now 
Bedfcrd, Mass., NCJ.145060. 6194 

Using NIBRS data to analyze vlolont crime 
(Tor-hnlenl Report), NCJ·144785. 11103 

Dlroctory 01 automated crlmlnal/ustlco 
Information systems, 1993: Vol. 1, Law 
onforcemont, NCJ·142645.9/93. $5 
Vol. 2, Corrections, courts, probatlonl 
perole, prosecution, NCJ·142646. 9/93. $4 

PUblicationo of BJS, 1905·89: 
Microfiche library, PR030014. 5/90. $100 
Bibliography, TB030013. 5/90, $17.60 

Publications of IlJS, 1971.84: 
Mlcrollche library, PR030012. 10/86, $203 
Bibliography, T8030012. 10106. $17.50 

Report to tho Nation on crlmo and /ustlce: 
Socond odltlon, NCJ·l 05500, 6/88 
Technical appondlx, NCJ·112011. 8/66. $8.40 

See order form 
on ~ast page 



Please put me on the mailing list for: 

[J Current BJS Publications Catalog 
[J Law enforcement reports-

National data on State and local 
police and sheriffs' departments: 
operations, equipment, personnel, 
salarIes, spending, policies, and 
programs 

o Federal statistics - Federal case 
processing: Investigation through 
prosecution, adJudication, sentencing, 
Incarceration 

[J Drugs and crime - Sentencing and 
time served by drug offenders, drug 
use at time of crime by jail Inmates 
and State prisoners, and other quality 
data on drugs, crime, and law 
enforcement 

To be added to any BJS mailing 
list, please fill In this page and 
fax to (410) 792·4356 or fold, 
stamp, and mall to the address 
below . 

. You will receive an annual 
renewal card. If you do not 
return It, we must drop you 
from the mailing list. 

-
o Justice expenditure and employ. 

ment - Spending and staffing by 
Federal/Statellocal governments and 
by function (pollee, courts, correc
tions, etc.) 

o Privacy and security of criminal 
history Information and Informa 
tlon policy - New Stata legislation: 
maintaining and releasing Intelligence 
and Investigative records; data quality 

[] BJS bulletins & special reports
Timely reports of the most current 
Justice data 

[] State felony courts - Defendant 
demographics and criminal history; 
pretrial release, prosecution, adjudi
cation, and sentencing: State felony 
laws; Indigent defense 

-
r:J Corrections reports - Results of 

sample surveys and censuses of Jails, 
prisons, parole, probation, and other 
corrections data 

[] National Crime Victimization 
Survey reports -~ The only ongoing 
national survey of crime victims 

[J Sourcebook of Criminal Justice 
Statistics (annual) - Broad-based 
data from 150+ sources (400+ tables, 
100+ figures, subject Index, anno 
tated bibliography, addresses of 
sources) 

o Send me a slgnup form for the 
NIJ Catalog (free 6 times a year), 
which abstracts both private and 
government criminal justice publica
tions and lists upcoming conferences 
and training sessions In the field. 

Name: __ ~~ __ ~ ____ ~ __ 

Title: ____________ _ 

Organization: 

Street or box: ____ , __________ _ 

City, State, ZIP: ., ___ _ 

Daytime voice phone: ( __ )_ 

INTERNET address: __ 

, ___ Fax no: (--J-------

I am Interested In receiving BJS reports electronically: __ yes __ no 

I am Interested in receiving BJS reports on CD·ROM: _yes __ no 

To order copies of recent 
BJS reports, attach a list 
of titles and NC,J order 
numbers. Criminal Justice Interest: _, ___ , _______ __ 

Title and organization If home ___ • ___ _ 

U.S. Department of Justice 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Washington, D.C. 20531 

address Is used above ________ , 

Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse 
P.O. Box 179, Dept. BJS 
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701·0179 

Place 
first-class 

stamp 
here 



--------------------------------------------------------------------------

mr 

Reserve YOLtr copy today! 

Law Enforcement Manclgement 
and Adn1inist'falUVe StalListics, 1993: 
Data for Individual State and Local 
Agencies wi:th 100 or More Officers 

The 2nd comprehensive report 
of data providt9d by local 
law enforceme!nt agencies -
avail/able in eal~ly'1995 
if you send in ~,our order now! 

• Personnel data: number of full·time 
sworn and civilian employe(3s, sworn 
employeE~s per 10,000 residents, 
percent change since 1990 in number 
of full·time employees: job classifica
tions; educational, residency, and 
training rt3quirements for recruits 

• Operations data: Enforcement and 
Investigative functions, type of 911 
systems, lockup facilities, special 
functions 

• Vehicles: number of cars operated, 
ratio of cars to officers, vehicle use 
policies, vehicles other than cars. 

l'-llr' .. _.ulh ..... 
~',I 'r" .f'! f· ... ' 

~ -.-.-.-.~-.- .~--- - ---- -_ .. - -_. __ ._- -"-~ ~ .. -Law Enforcement Management 
and Administrative Staru.1ics, 1993: 
Data for Individual State and Local 
Agencies with 100 or More Officers 

-

• Computerization: Types of 
computers and Automated Fingerprint 
Identifications System facilities 
operated; types of compllterized 
mformation tiles maintained 

" Programs and policies: Special units 
fm youth and family problems; 
additional special units; written policy 
directives 

• Expenditure and pay data: operating 
expenditures, starting salaries, special 
and overtime pay, collective bargain
ing, membership organizations 

• Weapons clnd armor: Types of 
sidearms authorized or supplied; body 
armor policiels and types of nonlethal • Drug enforcement activities; 

r----- ---------" 
Notice of change 
in distribution 
policy 

Because of the increased cost of 
printing, postage, shipping, and 
handling, BJS can no longer mail 
large documents without a specific 
individual order. 

Readers will continue to receive 
Bulletins and Special Reports but 
must order large final reports such 
as Law Enforcement Management 
and Administrative Stat/sties by 
using the order form on this page. 

weapons authorized applicant and employee drug testing 
policies 

I i Yes! Send me 1 copy of NCJ 148825 
Law Enforcement Management and Administrative 
Statistics, 1993 

Name 

Organization 

Address 

City, State, ZIP 

Daytime phone: 

, Fax to 410·792·435~\ or mail to: 

I Bureau of .Justlce Statistics Clearinghouse 
P.O. Box 179 
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701-0179 



Questions ab.lut drugs 
and crime? 

Call1 .. 80D-666··3332 

Drugs & Crime Data Center 
& Clearinghouse 
1600 Reseatrch Boul(9vard 
Rockville, MD 20850 

Official Business 

To order this report 
or ask about other 
crime and justicE~ data: 

Call1-80Q..732 ... 32'i7 

Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Clearinghouse 
Box 6000 
Rockville, MD 20850 

Or call the BJS section of the 
NCJRS electronic bulletin board 
for the latest data releases: 

1 "301 "738-8895 

U,S, Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 

Penalty for Private Use $300 SPECIAL FOURTH·CLASS RATE 
POSTAGE & FEES PAID 

DOJ/BJS 
Permit No. G·91 

Washington, D.C. 20531 




