If you have issues viewing or accessing this file, please contact us at NCJRS.gov.

u.s, f)epnrtment of Justice
Office of Justice Programs

o “y . Lou13|ana . Mame ) Maryland . Massachusetts
an ¢ Minnesota ¢ Mississippi e Mlssourl . Montana

ska e Nevada o New: Hampshlre ° New Jersey e
bxico ¢ New York e North Carolina  North Dakota e
klahoma . Oregon . Pennsylvama « Rhode Island w
Carelma o South Dakota - Tennessee o Texas- s
Jermont e Virginia e Washmgton o West. Vlrgmla o
g » Conference of State CourtAdmlnlstraters «Al- :
- Alaska e Arizona e Arkansas e: Cahfornla . Col- -
'@ ¢ B Connecticut o Delaware s Dlstnct of-Columbia e,
9 _Georgla o Hawaii e Idaho e IIIm0|s e Indiana e
S o Kentuoky,o'.,.Louusnana o Mame Marylan_




Bureau of Justice
Statistics reports
(Ravised January 1995)

Call toll-free 800-732-3277 to order BJS
reports, lo be added to one of the BJS
mailing lists, or to speak to a reference
spacialist in statistics at the Bureau of
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse,

P.O. Box 179, Annapolis Junction, MD
20701-0179; or fax orders to 410-792-
4358. For drugs and crime dala, call the
Drugs & Crime Data Center & Clearing-
house, 1600 Research Blvd., Rockville,
MD 20850, toll-free 800-666-3332,

BJS maintains these mailing lists;
« Law enforcement reports

«» Federal stalistics

« Drugs and crime data

« Justice expenditure and employment
« Privacy and security of criminal histories
and crimnal justice information poticy
» BJS bulletins and special reports

« State felony courts

» Corrections

« National Crimae Victimization Survey
«» Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Slatistics (annual)

Single coples of reporis are free; uss title
and NCJ number to order. Postage and
handling are charged for bulk orders
of single reports. For single coples of
multiple tities, up to 10 titles are free;
11-40 titles $10; more than 40, §20;
librarles cali for special rates,

Public-use tapes, disks, and CD-ROM's
of BJS data sets and othet criminal justice
data are available from the National
Archive of Criminal Justice Data (formerly
CJAIN), P.O. Box 1248, Ann Arbor, Mi
48106 (toli-free 800-999-0960).

National Crime Victimization
Survey

Violence betweon intimates: Domestic
violance, NGJ-1492589,
11/94
NCVS redesign:
Press release, NCJ-151169, 10/94
Fact sheet, NCJ-151170, 10/94
Questions and answets, NCJ-151171, 10/94
Technlcal background, NCJ+-151172, 10/94
Criminal victimization in the U.S.:
1973-92 trends, NCJ-1470086, 8/94
1992 (final), NCJ-145125, 4/94
Vialent crime: Selected findings,
NCJ-147488, 4/94
Elderly erime victima: Selected findings,
NCJ-147186, 3/94
Violence against women, NC.J-145325, 1/94
Highlights from 20 years of surveying crime
victims: 1973-92, NGJ-144525, 10/93
Crlme and older Amorlcans Information
package, NCJ-140091, 4/93, $15
Crime victimization In clty, suburban,
and rural areas, NCJ-135943, 6/92
School crime, NCJ.131645, 9/91
Teenage victims, NCJ-128129, §/91
The Nation's two crime measures: Unitorm
Crime Reports & the NCS, NGJ-122705, 4/80
Victimization and fear of crime: World
porspectives, NCJ-93872, 1/85, $9.15
Tho National Grime Survey: Working papers,
Vol 1, History, NCJ-76374, 8/82
Vol. ll, Methodology, NCJ-90307, 1/85,$9.90

8JS crime data briofs
}'oggg black male victims, NCJ-147004,
2i

Violence and theft In the workplace,
NCJ-148109, 7/94

Child rape victims, 1992, NGJ-147001, 6/94

Crime and nelghborhoods, NCJ-147005,6/94

Guns and crime: Handgun victinflzation,
flrearm sclf-defonse, and firearm thelt,
NCJ«147003, 5/94

Carjacking, NCJ- 147002, 3/64

Costa of crime to victims, NCJ<145865,2/04

848 bulleling
Crl1mln§l victimization 1892, NCJ- 144776,
19:

Crime and the Natlon'a households, 1992,
NCJ-143288, 993

BJS special repotts
Rinck vistima, NCJ-122562. 480
Hispanile victlms, NCJ- 120507, 1/90
Motor vehicle thelt, NCJ-109978. 3/60
Robbery victims, NGJ-104638. 4/87

Corrections

BJS bulletins and special reports

Capltal punishment 1893, NCJ 150042,
12/94

Prisaners In 1983, NCJ-147036, 6/94

Women In prison, NCJ-145321, 3/94

HIV in U,S, prisons and jalls, NCJ-143202,
6/93

Drug enforcement and treatmont
In prisons, 1980, NCJ-134724, 7/92

Violent State prisonars and thelr victims,
NCJ-124133, 7/90

Prison rule violators, NCJ-120344, 12/89

Recidivism of prisoners released In 1983,
NCJ-116261, 4/89 \

Drug use and crime: State prison inmate
survey, 1986, NCJ-111940, 7/88

Time served In prison and an parole, 1984,
NCJ-108544, 12/87

Profile of State prison inmates, 1986,
NCJ-109926, 1/88

Imprisonment in four countrles,
NC.)-103967, 2/187

Correctional populations in the U,S.:
1992, NCJ-146413, 1/85
1991, NCJ-142729, 8/93

Prisoners at midyear 1994, NCJ-151168, 10/94

Comparing Federal and State prison
Inmates, 1991, NCJ-145864, 10/84

Profile of Inmates in the U.S, and in England
and Wales, 1991, NGJ- 145863, 10/94

National Corrections Reporting Program:
1992, NCJ-145862, 10/94
1991, NCJ-145861, 2/84

Survey of State prison inmates, 1991,
NCJ«136949, 5103

Census of State and Federal correctional
tacllities, 1990, NCJ+137003, 6/92

Prisons and prisoners in the United States,
NCJ-137002, 4/92

State and Federal Inatitutions, 1926-86:
Race of prisaners admitted, NCJ-125618,

8/91
Historical statistics on prisoners,
NGJ-111098, 6/88

Census of jalls and survey
of jall inmates

BJS bullelins and special reporls

Jall Inmates, 1992, NCJ.143284, 8/93

Drunk driving: 1989 Survey of Inmates
of Local Jalls, NC.J-134728, 9/92

Women In Jall, 1989, NCJ-134732, 3/92

Drugs and Jail Inmates, NCJ-130836, 8/91

Profile of jall inmates, 1989,
NCJ-129097, 4/91

Population density In local Jails, 1988,
NCJ-122299, 3/90

Census of local ails, 1988;
Summary and meihodolagy, vol, 1,
NCJ-127992, 3/91
Data for Individual jai’s In the Northeast,
Midwest, South, Wast, vols, 1I-V,
NCJ-130759130762, 9/91
Gensus of local jalls, 1983: Selected
findings, vol, V, NCJ+112795, 11/88

Probation and parole

BJS bulletins and special reports
Probation and parole:
1993 (pross relaase), NCJ-149730, 9/94
1992, NCJ-146412, 9/84

Juvenile corrections

Ehildren In custody: Gensus of publlc end
private Juvenile detention, correctional,
gnd shelter facilitles, 1975-85, NCJ-114065,

/89

Survey of youth In custody, 1987 (special

raport), NCJ-113365, £/88

Expenditure and employment

Justlee expenditure and employment:
1990 (BJS bulletin), NCJ-135777, 8/92
1988 {full roport), NCJ- 125619, 8/91

Justlee varlable pass-through dats, 1980:
Antl-drug abuse formula grants (BJS
tachnical report). NCJ-133018, 3/92

Drugs and crime

State drug resources: 1994 national
directory, NCJ-147700, 10/04
Drugs and crimo facts, 1993, NGJ-146246, /44
Drugs, ¢rime, and the Justice system:
A natlonal raport, NCJ-133652, 5/03
Tachnical appendix, NCJ- 139578, 6/83
Catalog of selected Fodoral publications
on illegal drug and alcohol abuse,
NCGJ-139562, 893

Courts

BJS bullelins

Pretrial release of felony defendants
1992, NCJ-148818, 11/94

Felony sentences In State courts
1992, NCJ-151167, 1/95
1990, NCJ- 140186, 3/93

Prosccutors In State courts
1992, NCJ-145319, 12/93
1990, NCJ-134500, 3/92

Cilminal defense for the poor, 1986,
NCJ-112019, 9/88

BJS special reporis

Felony sentences in the United States,
NCJ-148077, 10/94

Murder In famllies, NCJ-143488, 7/94

Murder in large urban counties, 1988,
NCJ-140614, 3/83

Recidivism of felons on probation,
1986-89, NCJ-134177, 2/92

Felony case processing in State courts,
1986, NCJ«121753, 2/90

Felony defendants in large urban counties;
National Pretrial Reporting Program
1992, NCJ-148826, 11/94
1990, NCJ-141872, §/93

Natlohal Judicial Reporting Program
1990, NCJ-145323, 12/93
1988, NCJ-135945, 1/93

Felons sentenced to probatlon in State
courts, 1986, NCJ-124844, 11/90

Felony defendants in large urban countles,
1988, NC.-122385, 4/90

Felony laws of 60 States and the District of
Columbla, 1986, MCJ-105066, 2/88, $14.60

State court model statistical dictionary:
Suppiement, NCJ-98326, 9/85
1st editlon, NCJ-62320, 9/80, $10.60

Criminal history records

Survey of criminal history Information
systems, 1993, NCJ.148951, 1/85
National Criminal History Improvement
Program announcement, NCJ-161173, 12/94
Use and management of criminal hiatory
record Information: A comprehensive
report, NCJ-143501, 11/93
Report of the National Task Force on
Criminal History Record Disposition
Reporting; NCJ-135836, 6/92
Attornay General's program for improving
the Natlon's criminal history records:
BJS Implementation status report,
NCJ-134722, 3/92
\dentifying felons who attempt to
purchase lirearms, NCJ-144393, 10/89
Identitying persons, other than felons,
who attempt to purchase flrearms,
NCJ-123050, 3/90, $9.90
Assessing completeness and accuracy
of criminal history record Information:
Audit gulde, NCJ-133651, 2/92
Forensic DNA analysls: Issues,
NCJ-1285867, 6/81
Statutes requliring use of criminal history
record informatlon, NC.J-129896, 6/81
Original records of entry, NGJ-126628, 1/91
Strategies foi improving data quality,
NCJ-115339, 5/89
Public access to eriminal history record
Information, NCJ-111458, 11/88
Juvenlio racords and recordkeeping
systems, NCJ-112815, 11/38
Automated fingetprint Identification
systems: Technology and policy Issues,
NGJ-104342, 4/87
Criminal justice "hot" files, NCJ-101850,

12/86
Export witness manual, NCJ.77927, 9/81,
50

BJS/ISEARCH conference proceedings:

National conference on criminal history
record Information: Brady and beyond,
NCJ-151263, 1/95

National conforence on eriminal Justice
bulletin board systems, NCJ-145327,
2194

Natlonal conference on Improving the
quality of criminal history information,
NGJ-133532, 2/92

Criminal justice In the 1990's: The future
of Information management,
NCJ- 121697, 5/90, $7.70

Juvenile and adwit records: One aystem,
one record? NCJ-114347, 1/90

Opon va, confidentlal records,
NCJ-113560, 1788, $7.70

Compendium of State privacy and socurity
togislation:
1994 overview, NCJ-151262, 1.95
1994 full report (1.500pp. microficho §IY
hard copy. NGJ-161623. $184y. 1.495

Law Enforcement Management
and Administrative Statistics

LEMAS, 1990: Data for Individual agencles
with 100 or more otficers, NCJ-134436, 9/92

BJS bullelins and special reporls

Federal law enforcement officers, 1993,
NCJ-151166, 1/95

Census of State and local law enforcement
agencles 1992, NCJ-142072, 7/83

Drug enforcement by police and sherit!s'
departments, 1990, NCJ-134505, 5/92

State and local police departments, 1990,
NCJ- 133284, 2/92

Sheriffs' departments, 1990, NCJ-133283,
2/92

Police departments in large cities, 1987,
NCJ-119220, 8/89

Profile of State and local law enforcement
agencies, 1987, NCJ-113949, 3/89

Federal justice statistics

Federal drug case processing, 1985-91, with
prefiminary data for 1992, NCJ-144392, 3/94

Federal criminal case processing, 1982-91,
wiih prellminary data for 1992,
NC.J-144526, 11/93

Compendlum of Federal Justice statisties:
1990, NCJ-143499, 9/93

Federal offenses and offenders

BJS bulletins and special reporls

Pratrial release of Federal felony
defendants, 1990, NGJ-145322, 2/94

Prosecuting criminal enterprises,
NCJ-142524, 11/93

Federal sentencing in transition, 1986-90,
NCJ-134727, 6/92

Immigration offenses, NCJ-1245486, 8/90

General

BJS bulletins and special reporls
Tracking offenders, 1990, NGJ-148200, 7/94
BJS telephone contacts, '94, NCJ-143707,
11/93

BJS discussion papers:

Sentoncing in the Federal courts: Does
race mattor? Tho transition to
sentencing guldelines, 1986-90

Summary, NCJ-145332, 12/93
Full report, NCJ-145328, 12/93, $5

Performance measures for the criminal
Justice systom: Papors from the BJS-
Princoton Projeet, NCJ- 143505, 10/93

Local prosecutlon of organized crime:
Us/eaol State RICO statutes, NCJ-143502,
10/9

Felony sentencing and Jail characterlstlcs,
NCJ-142523, 6/93

Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics,
1993, NCJ-148211, 9/94, $6
1992, NCJ-143496, 9/93, $6
Enhancing capacities and contronting
controversies In criminal justice:
Proceedings of a BJSRSA conference,
NCJ-145318, 8/94
BJS FY 1994 program plan, NCJ-148138, 6/94
Fircarms and crimes of violence: Selected
findings, NCJ-146844, 2/04
incldent-Based Roponling System:
Demaonstrating the aperational utllity of
Incldent-based data for local crime
analysis: Tacoma, Wash., and Now
Bed{ord, Mass,, NCJ-145660, 6/94
Using NIBRS data to analyze violent crime
(Technical Report), NCJ-144785, 11/03
Directory of automated criminal justice
informatlon systems, 1993t Vol, 1, Law
enforcoment, NCJ:-142645,0/03, $5
Vol, 2, Corractions, courts, probation/
parole, prosecution, NCJ-142646, 9/93, $4
Publications of BJS, 1985-89:
Microficho Hbrary, PRO30014, 5/80, $180
Blbllography, TBO30013, 5/90, $17.50
Publicatlons ol BJS, 1871-84:

Microflche lbrary, PRO30012, 10/66, $203
Bibllography, TBOJ0012, 10/86. $17.50
Report to the Hation on crime and justice:

Second edltion, NGJ-105506, 6/88
Technlea) appendix, NCJ-112011,8/88, $8.40

See order form
on last page




U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs
Bureau of Justice Statistics

State Court
Organization
1993

By David B. Rottman, Project Director
Carol R. Flango, Research Analyst
R. Shedine Lockley, Administrative Secretary

A joint effort of
Conference of State Court Administrators
and National Center for State Courts

January 1995, NCJ-148346

NCJIRS

MAR 2% 1995

148346

U.S. Department of Justice ACQUISITIONS

National Institute of Justice

This document has been reproduced exactly as recaived from tha
parson or organization originating It. Polnts of view or apinions stated In
this documant are those of the authors and do not necessarily represent
the ofilclal pasition or palicies of the National Institute of Justice.

Permission to reproduce this acxgifee material has been
granted by |
Pub.

lic Damain/OJP/BJS
U.S. Department of Justice
to the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS).

Further reproduction outsida of the NCJRS system requires permission
of the sspygit owner,




U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs
Bureau of Justice Statistics

Jan Chaiken, Ph.D.
Director

Report work performed under BJS Grant No., 92-BJ~CX-K019, awarded to the National Center for
State Courts, 300 Newport Avenue, Williamsburg, Virginia 23187-8798, Contents of this document
do not necessarily reflect the views or polices of the Bureau of Justice Statistics or the U.S, Department
of Justice,

Copyright © National Center for State Courts 1995
ISBN 0~89656~145-3
National Center Publication Number R~166.,

Suggested Citation:
David B. Rottman, et al., State Court Organization, 1993, U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice
Statistics, Washington, D.C. USGPO, 1995,

The U.S. Department of Justice authorizes any persons to reproduce, publish, translate or otherwise
use all or any part of the copyrighted material in this publication with the exception of those items
indicating they are copyrighted or printed by any source other than the National Center for State
Courts.




Conference of State Court Administrators
Court Statistics Committee

J. Denis Moran, Chair (1983 to present)
Director of State Courts, Wisconsin

Robert Barnoski (1990 to present)
Manager, Research & Information Services, Office of
the Administrator for the Courts, Washington

John A, Clarke (1988 to present)
Trial Court Administrator, Essex County, New Jersey

Hugh M. Collins (1982 to present)
Judicial Administrator, Louisiana

Howard W. Conyers (1990 to present)
Administrative Director of the Courts, Oklahoma

Robert L. Doss, Jr, (1990 to present)
Administrative Director of the Courts, Georgia

Marc Galanter (1986 to present)
Evjue-Bascom Professor of Law, University of
Wisconsin

Daniel J, Hall (1990 to present)
Director of Planning and Analysis, Office of the State
Court Administrator, Colorado

Judge Aaron Ment (1991 to present)
Chief Court Administrator, Connecticut

William J. O'Brien (1994 to present)
State Court Administrator, Iowa

John T, Olivier (1991 to present)
Deputy Clerk, Supreme Court of Louisiana

Howard P. Schwartz (1992 to present)
Judicial Administrator, Kansas

National Center for State Courts Board of Directors

Warren E. Burger, Honorary Chairperson
Chief Justice of the United States, Retired

Chief Justice Ellen Ash Peters, Chairperson
Supreme Court of Connecticut

Chief Justice Thomas J. Moyers, Chairperson-elect
Supreme Court of Ohio

Judge Aaron Ment, Vice-Chairperson
Chief Court Administrator, Connecticut

K. Kent Batty, Executive Court Administrator
8rd Judicial Circuit Court, Michigan

Judge Thelma Cummings-Moore
Superior Court of Fulton County, Atlanta

Associate Justice Christing Meaders Durham
Supreme Court of Utah

Judge Aubrey Ford, Jr.
District Court of Macon County, Alabama

Sheila Gonzalez
Ventura Superior Municipal Courts, California

Judge Sarah Dickinson Grant
Court of Appeals, Arizona

Judge Marion Guess, Jr,
Probate Court of DeKalb County, Georgia

jit

Nicholas deB. Katzenbach
Riker, Danzig, Sherer, Hyland, and Perretti, New Jersey

Judge William G, Kelly
U.8. District Court Judge, Michigan

Chief Justice Arthur A, McGiverin
Supreme Court of Towa

Mary Campbell McQueen
State Court Administrator, Washington

Norman H, Meyer, Jr,
Chief Deputy Clerk, U.S, District Court, Arizona

William G. Paul
Sr, Vice-President & General Counsel
Phillips Petroleum Company, Oklahoma

District Judge Charles H, Pelton
7th Judicial District, Iowa

Chief Justice Lyle Reid
Supreme Court of Tennessee

Presiding Judge Jesus Rodriguez
San Diego County Superior Court, California

Larry L, Sipes
President, National Center for State Courts

Joseph C. Steele
State Court Administrator, Nebraska




Acknowledgments

This volume is very much a product of the court community. For completing
survey forms, verifying information, and responding to requests for clarification
and elaboration, we are indebted to 52 state court administrators and members of
their staff (the 50 states, District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico); appellate court
clerks, staff attorneys, and a number of individual appellate court judges and
justices; and staff from the Administrative Office of the United States Courts, in
particular David A. Sellers, the Public Information Officer. The sponsorship of the
Conference of State Court Administrators is greatly appreciated, as is the review
and advice provided by the Conference’s Court Statistics Committee., Four
members of that committee were directly involved in the process of designing the
contents of the volume and the various survey instruments used to collect
information: Robert Barnoski, Robert Doss, Judge Aaron Ment, and Denis Moran,
Their participation in meetings that reviewed the document at various stages of its
compilation is particularly appreciated. Given the bulk of the volume and the
nature of the contents, their contribution was above and beyond the ordinary call of
duty as members of a committee, even one on court statistics. Staff of the Bureau of
Justice Statistics were generous with their suggestions and editorial guidance. The
editors of the BJS Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics reviewed an early
outline of the volume’s proposed contents and made helpful suggestions. A similar
review was undertaken by staff of the NCSC’s Information Service. Teb Marvel
commented on a number of the tables concerning appellate courts and sentencing,
Also, we were able to frequently draw on the expertise of our NCSC colleagues
Roger Hanson, William Hewitt, Tom Munsterman, and Brian Ostrom. Nonetheless,
respongibility for the contents of this volume rests with the project staff at the
National Center for State Courts.

Project Staff
David B, Rottman Steve E, Hairston
Project Director Research Analyst
Amy Clark R. Shedina Lockley
Research Assistant Administrative Secretary
Carol R. Flango Nicholas Murphy
Research Analyst Research Assistant
John A. Goerdt Lisa Nicholson

Senior Research Associate Research Assistant




Contents
Acknowledgments v
Introduction 1

Part I: Courts and Judges

1 Appellate Courts in the United
States 13

2 Appellate Court Judges 18

8 Trial Courts and Trial Court Judges
of the United States 20

Part II: Judieial Selection and
Service

4 Selection and Terms of Appellate
Court Judges 82

6 Qualifications to Serve as an
Appellate Court Judge 44

6 Selection and Terms of Trial Court
Judges 48

7 Qualifications to Serve as a Trial
Court Judge 70

8 Judicial Nominating
Commissions 78

9 Provisions for Mandatory Judicial
Education 86

10 Funding Sources for Mandatory
Judicial Education 92

11 Judicial Performance
Evaluation 96

12 Judicial Discipline: Investigating
and Adjudicating Bodies 104

Part III: The Judicial Branch:
Governance, Funding, and
Administration

13 Governanca of the Judicial
Branch 115

14 The Rule Making Authority of
Courts of Last Resort by Specific
Areas 117

16 Judicial Councils and Conferences:
Composition and Function 120

16 Preparation and Submission of the
dJudicial Branch Budget 130

17 Sources of Trial Court Funding by
Selected Expenditure Items 186

18 Administrative Office of the Courts;
Trial Court Responsibilities and
Staffing by Function 166

19 State/Peders] Judicial
Councils 173

20 Statistical Reporting
Requirements 176

Part IV: Appellate Courts:
Jurisdiction, Staffing, and
Procedures

21 Clerks of Appellate Courts;
Numbers and Method of
Selection 188

22 Direct Staff Support to Appellate
Court Judges 187

23 Mandatory and Discretionary
Jurisdiction of Appellate
Courts 191

24 Type of Court Hearing
Adminijstrative Agency
Appeals 196

25 Case Selection and Panel Structure
in Appellate Courts 198

26 Expediting Procedures in Appellate
Courts 207

27 Special Calendars in Appellate
Courts 212

28 Limitations on Oral Argument in
Appellate Courts 215

Part V: Trial Court Adininistration
and Procedures

29 Clerks of Court: Selection,
Numbers, Terms of Office, and
Funding 223

80 The Number of Trial Court
Administrators 232

81 Making the Trial Record;
Electronic Recording of Trial
Proceedings 289

82 The Use of Cameras in Trial and
Appellate Courts 241

33 Tribal Courts 250

vit

Part VI: The Jury

84 Trial Juries: Qualifications and
Source Lists for Juror
Service 256

85 Trial Juries: Exemptions, Excusals,
and Fees 265

86 Trial Juries: Who Conducts Voir
Dire and the Allocation of
Peremptiory Challenges 269

87 Trial Juries: Size and Verdict
Rules 274

88 Grand Juries: Composition and
Functions 280

Part VII: The Sentencing Context

59 Sentencing Statutes; Key
Definitions and Provisions for
Sentence Enhancement 287

40 Jurisdiction for Adjudication and
Sentencing of Felony Cases 294

41 Sentencing Precedures and
Guidelines in Non-Capital Felony
Cases 308

42 Sentencing Procedures in Death
Penalty (Capital) Cages 810

43 The Availability of Intermedinte
Sanctions 812

44 Sentencing Commissions and
Sentencing Guidelines 316

46 Collateral Consequences of a Felony
Conviction 925

46 Characteristics of "RICO"
Statutes 832

47 Good Time Accumulation and
Parole 840

Part VIII: Court Structure Charts

Understanding the Court Structure
Charts 845

Court Structure Charts 347







Purpose, Format, and Method of Compilation

What is the purpose of the volume?

This volume, 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
operate, 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 (pravious 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 sach 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 nct
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
incorporation 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
information on judicial selection and discipline, but
offers more expansive coverage of provisions for
judicial education and judicial performance
evaluation, For example, whether judges are
required te be “law 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 that 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
points of variations within states are noted, such as
methods for judicial selection, sometimes in the table
proper but more often through 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
judges (and in some states, juries) can 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 of
individual trial courts, is the clerk of court an
independently elected official or an appoeintee of the
court (essentially of the bench)? What is the formal
relationship between the clerk of court and the 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 juror fees, Which states have
‘eliminated occupational exemptions from jury
service? What obligations do employers have to pay
the regular salaries of employees who serve on juries?

Information on all of the above topics is available
in the current 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 volume be used?
Tables are divided into seven parts according to
broad topical areas:
M Courts and Judges (Tables 1-3)
@ Judicial Selection and "Terms (Tables 4+12)
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@ The Judicial Branch: Governance, Funding, and
Administration (Tables 18-20)

@ Appellate Courts: Jurisdiction, Staffing, and Procedures
(Tables 21-28)

® Trial Court Administration and Procedures (Tables 29-33)
® The Jury (Tables 84-38)
@ 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 comparahility across states, and
between the state and federal systems, for the specific
subject area being considered. A general cautionary
statement iz 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,
The 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 courts 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 81 circuits
each serving a specific geographical area, Some trial
courts, though, include an entire state within their
geographic jurisdiction, as in the Tax Court of New
Jersey. Appellate courts are more typically statewide
in their jurisdiction, but intermediate appellate
courts are established on a regional basis in Arizona,
California, Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Louisiana,
Missouri, New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, Tennessee,
Texas, Washington, and Wisconsin, In those states,
intermediate appellate courts may establish rules and
procedures that vary between regions (usually called
a district or division), A few states have multiple
intermediate appellate courts (Alabama, New York,
Pennsylvania, and Tennessee) and 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 tepics
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 complement
the information in the tables, The charts depict for
each state the essential structure of the court system

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 availablee One based on
consolidation of structure and jurisdictional
simplicity rates each state on a scale in which four is

in terms of the most
subject matter Figure 1: Organizing States by Appellate Court Structure consolidated
jurisdiction Court of Last Court of Last One Court of Last | Two Courts of Last and 15 is the
and routes of Resort Only Rasort and One Resort and Two Resort and One least
Intermediate Intermediate Intermediate .
appellate Appellate Court Appellate Courts Appellate Court cons‘)hqatefl’ as
review, Delawara Alnska Alabama Oklahoma* shown in Figure
Maine Arlzona New York Texas 2.t
This edition Mississlppi Arkansas Pennsylvania
was prepared g‘;’:tm‘:n ehire gg{g"m" Tennesace A third basis
during a period Nevada ! Connecticut of classification
of change in Rhode Istand Florida is the extent of
the state and 3outh D:kotu georgiiir; state funding,
federal courts, ermon awa with a score of
Deliberations Vx"“v”gi"i“ Idahot one indicating
yoming Illinois .
by Futures Indiana state  funding
Commissions Towa* for all court
and Task Kansas functions and
Forces on genlt‘l“’ky five for a court
Racial and 1\4(’3;51333 gystem that is
Ethnie Bias Massachusetts essentially
and on Gender Michigan funded by local
Bias were Minnesota government
underway in misr‘;‘;ﬁﬂ units (counties
many  states. Now Jersey or
Subgtantial New Mexica municipalities
restructuring North Carolina for the most
of sentencing Igﬁ‘ithn“k“"* part)" Such a
laws was also Om‘;on classification is
oceurring, South Carolina* shown in Figure
There was also Utah 3, Tracing the
a resurgence of Virginia flow of state
interest, last g;“hing““ funding and the
sconsin )
felt powerfully levels of

in the 1970s, in
the
consolidation of trial courts to achieve more effective
and efficient court operations, It was further a period
of gparge 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 there 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

*Court of Last Resort assigns cnses to intexmedinte appellate court

staffing, overall
and by function
for trial courts, is one basis for characterizing a court
system’s egsential organization,

Enpectations 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 uot
necessarily a state-funded system with significant
centralized authority over the judicial branch,
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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.

The initial step in the data collection was a staff
review of the contents of the previous editions, This
was$ undertaken in consultation with the Federal
Judicial Center, staff of the NCSC Information
Service, contacts with the Utilization of Criminal
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How was the volume compiled?

Perspective: In mapping out the contents of what
is the third volume in a geries, 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, while also diminishing
the salience of some items of information. The
underlying perspective, therefore, is that a core set of
topics about courts exists for which comparative
information is in demand, The likely information
needs of managers and administrators within the
judicial branch and of researchers were, also
considered.

One major change that follows from such a
perspective is the decision to include, where
appropriate, information concerning the federal
courts. A more general recognition of other court
systems is made concrete in Table 33, which gives
some rudimentary information on Native American
tribal courts, both appellate and trial. 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 information and to use the administrative
offices of the courts and appellate court clerks as
either the primary source for information 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 Criminal
Justice Statistics; and staff from the Buresu of
Justice Statistics, The ultimate review of the
proposed contents was done by a specially established
subcommittee of the Conference of State Court
Administrator's 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 information spread across 47
tables,

Specific items of information 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 responsibility for
compiling the survey form,




. & 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 abeout 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 mannaer,

. Prctocols were developed for use in searches
of state and federal statutes and court rules in order
to complete tables describing such matters as jury
size and verdict rules, the availability of various
forms of intermediate  sanctions, "RICO"
(Racketeering Influenced and Corrupt Organization)
laws, and the collateral consequences of a feslony
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 (COSCA)
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 COSCA 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 format, 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 t¢ state
administrative offices of the court. Two parcels were
assembled and mailed separately. The first and
largest was mailed in December 1993 and the second

in February 1994, The smaller parcel contained
tables that appeared to be based on survey questions
that were ambiguous or 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, Figure 4 on page 6 agsociates 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 information on multiple topics for which
no individual or 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
court administration, There are some chvious
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 describe,

Finally, 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 information that should
be included in future editions to the attention of the
Director of the Court Statistics Project, National
Center for State Courts, 300 Newport Avenue,
Williamsburg, Virginia 23187-8798.

! Robert W. Tobin and Kenncth G, Pankey, Managing Budget
Cutbacks, Williamsburg, VA: National Center for State
Courts, 1994,

il yictor E. Flango and David B. Rottman, “Measuring Trial
Court Consolidation”, Justice System Journal Vol, 16, No, 1,
1992,

i Robert W. Tobin, Status of State Financing of Courts--
1988, Williamsburg, VA: National Center for State Courts.
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Figure 4: Primary Source of Data Collection
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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, Courts
of last resort (COLR) have final jurisdiction over
appeals, BEach state has a COLR, Oklahoma and
Texas split final appellate review between separate
civil and criminal COLRs. Intermediate appellate
courts (IAC) 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 ntimber 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 IAC, 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 IACs are found in
Alabama (Court of Civil Appeals), Alaska, Hawalii,
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 jurisdiction, but not invariably; in some
states, a special court may exist for such “family 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 caseloads, 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
states (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 vary in whether they
possess jurisdiction across a county or serve a specific
local government unit, such as a city or village,
Jurisdiction beyond a spacific county is rare, except
for those courts with special jurisdiction that applies
statewide (water courts and workers’ compensation
courts are examples).

The information contained in this section is basic
because there is no generic court system in the
United States. Even the nomenclature 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:
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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 by Law Discretion Rules Justice/Judge Location
Alabama
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Criminal IAC X 1 1 1
Appeals
Court of Civil Appeals IAC X 1 1 1
Alaska
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 2
Court of Appeals IAC X 1 1 1
Arizona
Supreme Court COLR X
Court of Appeals IAC X(n) 2 2 2
Arkansas
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 0 1 1
California
Supreme Court COLR X ~ 1 1
Courts of Appeal IAC X ~ 9(a) 9(b)
Colorado
Supretne Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals 1IAC X 1 1 1
Connecticut
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Appellate Court IAC X 1 1 1
Delaware
Supreme Court COLR X 0 1 0
Distriet of Columbia
Court of Appeals COLR ~ ~ - 1 1 1
Fiorida
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 T(a)
District Courts of IAC X 0 5(h) 5(b)
Appeal
Georgia
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appoals IAC X 1 1 1
Hawaii
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1
Intermediate Court of IAC X 1 1 1
Appeals
Idaho
Suprems Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 1 1 1

Legend: COLR=Court of Last Resort; IAC=Intermediate Appellate Court; ~=Not applicable State Court Organization 1993 13




Table 1 -- Appellate Courts in the United States

Does the court sit in cities other

than the state capital? Number of court loontions that have:
Justices/Judges
Yes, Yes, at Separate Permanently
Court Required Court's Administrative Chief Assigned to that

States/Courts: type No by Law Disoretion Rules Justice/Judge Location
Illinois
Suprems Court COLR X 1 1 1
Appellate Court IAC X 5 5 5
Indiana
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 1 1 1
Tax Court 1AC X (a) (a) (n)
Iowa
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 1 1 1
Kansas
Supreme Court COLR X 1(a) 1 1
Court of Appeals 1AC X 1(a) 1 1
Kentucky
Supreme Court COLR X X (rare) 1 1 1
Court of Appoals IAC X X 1 1 1
Louisiana
Supreme Courts COLR X 1 1 1
Courts of Appeal 1AC X ] 5 5
Maine
Supreme Judicial Court | COLR X 1 1 (a)
Maryland
Court of Appeals COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Special Appeals 1AC X 1 1 1
Massachusetts
Supreme Judicial Court | COLR X 1 1 1
Appeals Court 1AC X 1 1 1
Michigan
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals TAC X 1 1(a) ()
Minnesota
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 1 1 1
Mississippi
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Missouri
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1
Court of Appeals 1AC X X 3 3
Montanan
Supreme Court COLR 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 logations that have;
Justices/Judges
Yes, Yes, at Separate Permanently
Court Required Court's Administrative Chief Assigned to that
States/Courts: type No by Law Discretion Rules Justice/Judge Location
Nebraska
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 1 1 1
Nevada
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 IAC X 1 1 1(a)
Superior Court
New Mexico
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 1 1 1 A
New York
Court of Appeals COLR X 1 1
Appellate Divisions of IAC X 4 4
Supreme Court
Appellate Terms of IAC X 8 8 3
Supreme Court
North Carolina
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 1 1
North Dakota
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Ohio
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals 1AC X 12 12 12
Oklahoma
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Criminal COLR X 1 1 1
Appeals
Court of Appeals TAC X 1 1 2(n)
Oregon
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 1 1 1
Pennsylvania
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Superior Court IAC X 1 1 1
Commonwealth Court IAC X 1 1 1
Rhode Island
Supreme Court COLR 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 by Law Discretion Rules Justice/Judge Location
South Caralina
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Court of Appeals TAC X 1 1 1
South Dakota
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Tennessee
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1(a)
Court of Appeals TAC X 1 1 4(a)
Court of Criminal IAC 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 IAC X 14 14 14
Utsh
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1
Court of Appeals 1IAC X 1 1 1
Vermont
Supreme Court COLR (a) 1 1 1
Virginia
Supreme Court COLR X 1
Court of Appeals 1AC X 1 1 4
Washington
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1
Court of Appeals IAC X 3(a) 8(a) 3
West Virginia
Supreme Court of COLR (r) 1 i 1
Appeals
Wisconsin
Supreme Court COLR X (a) 1 1 1
Court of Appeals 1AC X 1 1 1
Wyoming
Supreme Court COLR X 1 1 1
Puerto Rico
Suprems Court COLR X 1 1 1
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Table 1 -- Appellate Courts in the United States

FOOTNOTES:

Arizona:
(a)Division I sits in Phoenix; Division II 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 saven 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 fifteen 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 majority of the
court and, if there is no majority, by the chiefjustice,

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

Kansas;
(a)Both the COLR and IAC operate under the same administrative
rules,

Maine:

(aYl'he justices have parmanent 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 IAC and four
presiding judges, rotating on a monthly basis,

(b)All IAC judges rotate throughout numerous court locations in the
state, although there are four designated districts (1st, 2nd, 3rd, and
4th),

New Jeorsey:
(a)Judges are not assigned permanently to any particular location.

Oklahoma:
(a)Six judges sit in Tulsa and six sit in Oklahoma City,

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

Vermant:
(a)Also 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 once annually at a law school.

Wisconsin:

(a)Although it is not customary, in October of 1993 the Court sat in
Green Bay as part of a more general public information/education
program, It is expected that the Court will continue this practice,
periodici!ly traveling to selected sites in Wisconsin in coming years,
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Table 2 -- Appellate Court Judges

Number of Court of Number of judges in Number of Number of judges in
Last Resort judges states with two COLRs | Intermediate Appellate| states with two YACs
(COLR) Court judges (IAC)

States: Authorized Serving | Authorized Serving | Authorized Serving | Authorized Serving
Alabama 9 9 ~ ~ 3 38 5(a) 5(a)
Alaska b b - o 3 3 ~ ~
Arizona 5 5 - ~ 21 21 ~ ~
Arkansas 7 7 ~ ~ 6 6 - ~
California 7 7 ~ ~ 88 78 ~ ~
Colorado 7 7 - ~ 16 18 ~ ~
Connecticut 7 7 w ~ 9 9 ~ -
Delaware 5 5 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
District of Columbia 9 9 ~ ~ ~- ~ ~ -
Florida 7 7 - ~ 57 56 - -
Georgia 7 7 ~ - 9 9 ~ ~
Hawali 5 4 ~ ~ 3 3 ~ ~
Idaho b 5 ~ ~ 3 3 ~ ~
Illinois 7 1 ~ ~ 42 42 ~
Indiana b 5 - ~ 5 5 1 1
Iowa 9 9 ~ ~ 6 6 -~ -
Kansas 7 7 ~ ~ 10 10 ~ ~
Kentucky 7 7 ~- ~ 14 14 ~ ~
Louisiana 7 8(a) ~ ~ 55 54(a) ~ ~
Maine 7 7 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Maryland 7 7 - ~ 18 18 ~ -
Massachusetts 7 7 ~ ~ 14 14 ~ -
Michigan 7 7 - ~ 24 24 ~ ~
Minnesota 7 7 ~ ~ 16 16 ~ ~
Mississippi 9 9 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Missouri 7 7 ~ - 32 32 - ~
Montana 7 7 - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Nebraska i ki ~ ~ 8 ~ ~
Nevada 5(a) 5 - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
New Hampshire b ] ~ ~ - ~ ~ -
New Jersey 7 7 - ~ 28 28 ~ ~
New Mexico b & ~ ~ 10 10 ~ -
New York 7 6 ~ ~ 48 48 15(a) 15(n)
North Carolina i 7 - - 12 12 ~ ~
North Dakota 5 5 ~ - 3 3 - ~
Ohio 7 7 ~ ~ 66 65 ~ v
Oklahoma 9 9 5 12 12 ~ -
Oregon i 7 10 10 - ~
Pennsylvanin 7 7 - - 16 14 9(a) 9(a)
Rhode Island B 5 ~ - ~ ~ v ~
South Carolina 5 b ~ ~ - “
South Dakota b B ~ ~ ~ ~ - -
Tennessee ] b - ~ 12 12 9(a) 9(a)
Texas 9 9 9 80 80 ~ ~
Utah 5 5 ~ ~ 7 7 “ -
Vermont b 5 ~ ~ ~ P ~ -
Virginla 7 7 ~ w 10 ~ ~ ~
Washington 9 9 ~ ~ 17 ~ ~
West Virginia b b ~ ~ - - - "
Wisconsin 7 i w ~ 16 16 - -
Wyoming b ] ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Puerto Rico 7 7 ~ ~ (n) (n) - ~
Foderal:

US Supreme Court 9 9 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
US Courts of Appeals ~ - ~ 179 160(n) v
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FOOTNOTES:

Table 2 -- Appellate Court Judges

Alabama;
(a)Five judges on Court of Criminal Appeals; 3 judges on Court of
Civil Appeals,

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

New Jersey:
(a)Forty-eight justices on Appellate Divisions of Supreme Court and
15 un Appellate Terms of Supreme Court,

Nevada;
(n)Seven authovized by constitution; 6 authorized by statute.

Pennsylvania:
(a)Fifteen authorized judges on Superior Court and 9 on
commoniealth court,

Tennessee:
(n)Nine judges on the Court of Appeals; 12 Judges on the Court of
Criminal Appeals,

Puerto Rico:

(n)The Puerto Rican Court of Appeals was in function through
November 1992 to August 1993 when it was abolished by law, The
16 appellate judges will continue working on other judicial matters
until the termination of thelr tenure (16 yenrs),

Federsl:

{n)Includes the Court of Appeals for the Pederal Cireuit,
Information is current as of June 1, 1993,
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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 Scnior) Quasi-Judicial Staff
Court
States/Conrts: type | Authorized  Serving Law Trained | Authorized  Serving | Authorized  Serving

Alabama
Circuit Court G 127 127 125 ~ ~ 2 2
District Court L 98 98 96 ~ ~ 22 22
Municipal Court L 222 222 222 ~ ~ ~ ~
Alaska
Superior Court G 31 31 31 8 0 12 1
District Court L 17 17 17 - ~ ~ -

Magistrates ~ 59 42 UNK ~ ~ ~ »
Arizona
Superior Court G 126 125 125 0 0 65 &6
Justice of the Peace Court L 83 83 UNK 0 0 68 68
Municipal Court L Vi 7 UNK 8.8 8.3 71 71
Arkansas ‘
Circuit Court G 34 34 84 0 0 0 0
Chancery and Probate Courts G 33 a3 33 0 0 0 0
Circuit/Chancery Courts(a) G 33 33 a3 0 0 0 0
Municipal Court L 125 112 112 0 0 0 0
City Court L 91 67 0 0 0 0 0
Police Court L b 5 0 0 0 0 0
Court of Common Pleas L 4 4 0 0 0 0 0
California
Superior Court G 789 776 716 ~ - ~ 181
Municipal Court L 619 574 574 ~ - - 166
Justice Court L ~ ~ - 51(n) 51(a) - ~
Colorado
District Court G 116 1156 116 ~ - 0 0
Denver Probate Court G (a) (a) (a) ~ - - ~
Denver Juvenile Court G (b} (b) ) - ~ ~ -
Water Court G (c) (c) (c) - ~ ~- ~
County Court L 93 93 91 63 63 ] 0
Municipal Court L ~250 ~250 ~ " ~ ~ ~
Connectiout
Superlor Court G 150 145 145 53(a) 28.6 733(b) 733
Probate Court L 133 133 ~ - ~ ~ ~
Delaware
Court of Chancery G b ] ] G 0 i 1
Superlor Court G v 17 17 0 0 6 ]
Justice of the Peace Court L b4 b1 6 0 0 0 0
Family Court L 13 13 13 0 0 12 12
Court of Common Pleas L ] 6 6 0 0 0 0
Alderman's Court L 1 11 1 3 3 w ~
Municipal Court of Wilmington L 3 3 3 0 Q b 5
District of Columbin
Superior Court G 59 b8 58 14 9 16 16
Florida(a)
Cireuit Court G 421 419 419 Varies Varies ~ ~
County Court L 241 237 220 - . ~ ~ ~
Georgin
Superior Court G 169 145 145 - ~ ~ ~
Juyvenile Court L 38 88(n) 38(a) 26(b) 26 w -
Civil Court L 2 2 2 0,5(b) 05 - -
State Court L 44 43 43 28(b) 29 - -
Probate Court L 169 1589 14 - - ~ ~
Magistrate Court L 197 197 16 44(b) 113 - -
Munleipal Court of Columbus L 1 1 1 ~ ~ “ ~
County Recordet's Court L 8 8 8 ~ - - -
Munieipal/City Courts of Atlanta L b 6 i3 173(h) 175 ~ =
Hawali
Circuit Court & Family Court G 39 36 35 8 8 ~ -
District Court L 22 20 20 7 7 ~ ~
20 State Court Organization 1993 Legond: G=Goneral Jurisdiction; L=Limited Jurisdiction; UNK=Unknown; ~=Not applicable
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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 ox Sentor) Quasi-Judiocial Staff
Court
States/Courts: type | Authorized Serving Law Trained | Authorized  Serving | Authorized  Serviag
Idaho
District Court G 3 H ~ -
Mapgistrate Division ~ 78 78 ~ ~ ~ ~
Illinois
Circuit Court G 829 826 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Indiana
Superior Court, G 138 138 ~ 1 1 ~ 61
Cireuit 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 L 48 48 ~ ~ ~ ~ 7
Town Court L 256 25 ~ ~ ~- ~ ~
Municipal Court of Marjon L 16 16 - 0 0 ~ 7
Smaller Claims of Marion L 8 8 ~ - ~ 0 0
Towa
District Court G 171 171 1 181 181 100 100
Kansas
District Court G 218 218 160 0 0 0 0
Municipal Court L 223 293 138 0 0 0 0
Kentucky
Circuit Court G 93 93 93 ~ ~ ~
District Court L 125 126 125 ~ ~ 69 69
Louistana
District Court G 193 193 193 0 0 7 7
Justice of the Peace Court L 384 UNK UNK 0 0 0 0
Mayor's Court L 250 UNK UNK 0 0 0 0
City and Parish Courts L 78 78 73 UNK UNK 0 0
Juvenile & Family Courts (¢} 16 16 16 0 0 0 0
Maine
Superior Court G 16 16 16 (a) (a) 0 0
District Court L 26 25 25 ()] (b) 0 0
Probate Court L ~ ~ ~ 16(c) 16(c) ~ ~
Administrative Court L 2 2 2 0 0 0 0
Maryland
Circuit Court G 123 119 119 - - 317 317
District Court L 97 93 93 ~ - 1506 26
Orphan's Court I 66 66 ~ ~ ~ ~ -
Mnassachusetts
Superior Court Dept, G 76 76 76 0 0 - -
District Court Dept. L 168 158 158 0 0 ~ ~
Probate/Family Court Dept. L 43 41 41 0 0 ~ ~
Juvenile Court Dept. L 12(n) 12 12 0 0 ~ ~
Housing Court Dept. L 6 6 6 0 0 ~ ~
Boston Municipal Court Dept. L 11 11 11 0 0 ~ ~
Land Court Dept. L 4 4 4 0 0 ~ ~
Michignn
Circuit Court G 179 179 179 - ~ - -
Recorder's Court of Detroit G 29 28 28 v ~ ~ p
Court of Claims G (a) - ~ ~ ~ - ~
Distriet Court L 269 265 266 ~ ~ ~ -
Probate Court L 93 93 93 7 7 ~ -
_Municipal Court 1, 6 6 6 ~ ~ - -
Minnesota
District Court G 242 242 242 “ ~ 20 25
Mississippi
Circuit Court G 40 40 40 0 0 1 1
Chancery Court G 39 39 39 0 0 ~ ~
CGounty Court L 23 23 23 0 0 0 0
Pamily Court L 1 1 1 0 0 ~ ~
| Municipal Court L ~ - ~ - - “ -
I Justice Court L (1] 1] 0 0 0 0 0

State Cour: Organization 1993

21




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

FTE from Those Who
Arve Judges
Full-time Judges (Part-time ox fenior) Quasi-Judicial Staff
Court
States/Courts: type | Authorized _Serving  Law Trained | Authorized Serving | Autherized  Serving
Missouri
Circuit Court G 309 309 - (a) 12 12
Munieipal Court L 439(b) 305(c) 208(c) ~ ~ ~
Montana
District Court G 37 87 37 37 a7 ~ ~
Workers' Compensation Court G 1 1 ~ 1 1 ~ -
Water Court G 1(a) 1(8) 1(a) 1 1 (a) ~
Justice of the Peace Court L Varies 78 Varies(h) Varies 78 - ~-
Municipal Court L Varies 1 (b) Varies 1 -
City Court L Varies 46 (b) Varies 46 ~
Nebraska
District Court G 50 50 50 ~ ~ 5 B
Separate Juvenile Court ] b 5 5 ~ - 0 0
County Court L 57 67 57 ~ ~ 0 0
Workers' Compensation Court ] 7 7 7 ~ ~ ~ -
Nevada
District Jourt G 46 46 46 0 0 0 0
Justice Court L 65 65 UNK 0 0 0 0
Municipal Court L 18 18 UNK 0 0 0 0
New Hampshire
Superior Court G 29 29 29 0 0 1 11
District Court L 15 15 15 194 194 0 0
Municipal Court L 0 0 0 03 0.3 0 0
Probate Court L 1 1 1 38 3.6 0 0
New Jersey
Superior Court G 404 365(n) 365 121 121 2 2
Tax Court L 10 10 10 v ~ ~ -
Municipal Court L (h) 365(b) 355(b) ~ , ~ ~
New Mexico
District Court G 61 61 61 ~ ~ UNK UNK
Magistrate Court L 69 58 2 ~ - ~ ~
Metropolitan Court L 15 16 16 ~ - ~ -
Municipal Court L 81 81 ~ ~ ~ - -
Probate Court L 33 33 ~ ~ ~ -~ ~ oo
New York
Supreme Court G 287 280(a) 287 61(b) - 12 12
County Court G 124 118(a) 124 ~ ~ - -
Court of Claims L 64(d) 56 64 ~ ~ ~ -
Surrogates' Court L 31 30(a) 81 ~ ~ 18 18
Family Court (outside NYC) L 76 70(a) 76 ~ ~ 60 60
Family Court (NYC) L 47 46(a) 47 ~ ~ 21 21
District Court L 50 47(a) 50 0 0 - -
City Court L 51 50(a) b1 107 101(c) ~ ~
NYC Civil Court L 120 117(a) 120 -~ ~ ~ ~
NYC Criminal Court L 107 106(n) 107 ~ ~ ~ ~
Town and Village Justice Court L 2,242 ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~
North Carolina
Superior Court G 83 83 83 (a) -~ ~ ~
District Court L 179 179 179 (a) ~ - ~
Morth Dakota
District Court G 25 24 24 6 0.20 10 10
County Court L 26 26 26 0 0 2(a) 1(n)
Municipal Court L 0 0 0 85 ~ 0 0
Chio
Court of Common Pleas G 362 ~ - 0 (c) UNK -
Municipal Gourt L 179 ~ - 11PT ~ UNK -
County Court L 0 ~ - 45 PT ~ UNK ~
Court of Claims L ~ (n) ~ ~ - ~ ~
Muayors Court L ~ (b) - ~ ~ ~ -
Oklahoman
District Court G 211(n) 211(n) 211 16 168 0 0
Municlpal Court Not of Record L 350 350 ~ -~ ~ ~ -
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Table 8 -- Trial Courts and Trial Couxrt Judges of the United States

FTE from Those Who
Axe Judges
Ifull-time Judges (Part-time or Senior) Quasi-Judicial Staff
. Court
States/Courts: type | Authorized  Serving  Law Trained | Authorized Serving | Authorized Serving
Oklahoma (con't)
Municipal Criminal Court of Record L 23 23 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Worker's Compensation Court L 9 9 9 0 0 0 0
Court of Tax Review L 26 26(h) o ~ ~ ~ ~
Oregon
Circuit Court G 92 91 91 0 0 12 12
Tax Court G 1 1 1 0 0 0 0
County Court L 6 6 6 0 0 6 6
Justice Court L 25 25 T 10 10 0 0
District Court L 62 62 62 0 0 0 0
Municipal Court L 2 2 2 116 110 0 0
Pennsylvania
Court of Common Pleas G 366 366 366 56 35 ~ ~
Philadelphia Municipal Court L 22 21 21 4 4 ~ -
District Justice Court L 539 523 66 73 5(a) ~ ~
Philadelphia Traffic Court L 6 6 0 1 1 ~ ~
Pittsburgh City Magistrates L 6 6 0 ~ ~ ~ -
Rhode Island
Superior Court G 22 22 22 ~ ~ 2 2
Workers' Compsnsation Court G 10 9 9 ~ ~ 0 0
District Court L 13 12 12 ~ ~ 1 1
Family Court L 1 10 10 ~ ~ 2 2
Probate Court L UNK 39 39 ~ ~ ~ -
_Municipal Court L UNK 17 17 ~ ~ 2 2
South Carolina
Circuit Court G 40 40 40 ~ 4 ~ 19
Family Court L 46 46 46 0 0 0 0
Magistrate Court L - 278 21 ~ ~ 0 0
Probate Court L 46 46 10 0 0 0 0
Municipal Court L ~- 3156 81 ~ ~ 0 0
Administrative Adjudication Court L UNK 7 7 ~ ~ ~ ~
South Dakota
Circuit Court G 36 36 7 8 ~ ~ ~
Tennessee
Circuit Court G 6 76 76 0 0 0 0
Chancery Court G 38 33 33 0 0 0 0
Criminal Court G 29 29 29 0 0 0 0
Probate Court G 3 3 3 0 0 0 0
Juvenile Court L 104 104 104 0 0 0 0
Municipal Court L 170 170 170 0 0 0 0
General Sessions Court L 184 184 134 0 0 0 0
Texns
District Courts G 386 386 385 74(a) 74 48(b) 48
Constitutional County Court L 254 254 87 - - 0 0
County Courts at Law L 162 162 162 ~ - 0 0
Justice of the Peace Court L 884 880 60 ~ ~ 0 0
Municipal Court L 1,214 1,208 377 ~ ~ 0 0
Statutory Probate L 18 18 18 ~ ~ 0 0
Utah
District Court G 88 38 38 16 16 12 12
Circuit Court L 22 22 22 22 22 ~ -
Justice Court L 12 12 12 126 126 ~
Juvenile Court L 14 14 14 14 14
Vermont
Superior Court G 12 11 11 1 ~ ~
District Court G 18 17 17 1 ~ ~ ~
Family Court G ~(a) - 5(b) ~ ~ B(b) 6(b)
Probate Court L ~ - - 19 19() ~ ~
Environmental Court L 1 1 ~ 1 1 ~
| Virginia
| Circuit Court G 136 186 136 ~ ~
 District Court 1, 184 198 193 ~ w
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Table 3 -- Trial Courts and Trial Court Judges of the United States

FTE from Those Who
Avre Judges
Full-time Judges (Part-time or Senior) Quasi-Judicial Staff
Court
States/Courts: type | Authorized Serving Law Trained | Authorized Serving | Autherized  Serving
Washington
Superior Court G 169 167 167 - ~ ~ 374 (a)
District Court L 82 82 82 ~ 14 (a) 14,2 (a) 14.2 (a)
Municipal Court L 14 14 14 82 82(b) ~ 8
West Virginia
Circuit Court G 62 62 62 ~ 3 22 22
Magistrate Court L 154 154 1 0 0 0 0
Municipal Court L ~ o~ ~ 122 122 ~ ~
Wisconsin
Circuit Court G 223 223 223 (a) 12.8(a) (b) 298
Municipal Court L 4 4 4 (c) (c) (c) (c)
Wyoming
District Court G 17 17 17 0 0 23 23
dustice of the Peace Court L 14 14 8 0 0 0 0
Municipal Court L 2 2 2 67 67 0 0
County Court L 18 18 18 0 0 36 36
Puerto Rico
Superior Court G 111 110 110 10 10 - ~
District Court L 96 95 95 - - ~ ~
Municipal Court L 60 59 59 ~ ~ ~ ~
Federal(a)
U.S, District Court G 649 577 ~ ~ 91(b) ~ ~
U.S. Magistrate G 381 363 ~ 102 110(c) ~ ~
U.S. Bankruptey G 326 288 ~ ~ ~ ~ e
FOOTNOTES:
Arkansas: Georgia;

(a)These 33 judges serve both circuit and chancery courts; 20 of
them are primarily responsible for the juvenile division of chancery
court,

California:
(a)Fifty-one are part time judges, (FTE not available,) All 51 are
law trained.

Colorado:

(a)Denver Probate Court has 1 district court judge serving and 1
referee,

(b)Denver Juvenile Court has 3 district court judges serving and 2
commissioners,

(¢)The water court is served by 7 judges from the district court.

Connectiout:

(a)Includes 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 attorney trial referees, 238 fact finders/arbitrators
and 73 small claims commissioners, Adjuncts may work as little as
one day & year or as much as several days per week.

Florida:

(a)The court system uses approximately 50 retired judges on a part-
time basis. County judges are assigned to serve on the circuit
hench,
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(a)Associate judges were formerly referees. There are 18 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,

Massachusetts:
(a)Juvanile court has expanded its number of judges by 21, phased
in over a 3 year period, to a total of 33 by 1995,

Michigan:
(a)Circuit court judges sarve,

Misgouri:

(a)All retired judges, not involved in the practice of law, may serve
a8 senior judges.

(b)This number represents the established municipal courts.
(e)Includes full and part-time judges, There is no information
available to determine whether a judge is full or 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 jurisdiction courts and
cannot be soparated,

Legend: G=General Jurisdiction; L=Limited Jurisdiction; UNK=Unknown; ~=Not applicable

FTE=Full-time Equivalent




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

New Jersey:

(a)Excludes appellate division judges.

(b)Each municipality has authority to appoint a judge; some choose
not to, or a judge 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)These are full-time certificated retired justices of supreme court.
(c)The chief clerks in New York City serve dusl 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)In the district court 2 of the quasi-judicial staff are part-time; 1 is
full-time,

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 special 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 district justices
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 perioed.

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 84 (both authorized and serving) Title IV-D) masters, who
solely handle Title IV-D child support enforcement cases.

Vermont:

(a)District and superior court judges are assigned to preside in
family court,

{h)Magistrates

(c)Nineteen part-time judges of which 11 are law-trained.

Washington:

(a)FTE=full time equivalent.

(b)The number of judicial officers. The hours per month range from
1 to 120, Many judicial officers serve in multiple municipal courts,

Wisconsin:

(2)Reserve judges are retired judges who serve as needed and when
available. FTE reserve judge service estimata includes case-specific
assignments (calculated at an average of 2,6 days per assignment)
and general assignments,

(b)Chief judges and circuit judges control authorization, so AOC has
no knowledge of total authorization.,

(¢)Municipal courts are local option, and locally funded and
administered, In the event of a municipal judicial vacancy, for
whatever reason, the chief judge of the district must either assign
another municipal judge or transfer pending municipal cases to
cireuit 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 terms 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 “during good
behavior” once confirmed by the U.S, Senate unless
they resign or 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, resignation, or death of an incumbent
judge; to select for a full term (often referred to as the
initial selection); 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 IACs are selected in each
state, The 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 eircuit 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 terms 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
bar. 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 s0 as well (Minnesota, North Dakota, and
Ohio, and Washington), as do many with a system of
judicial appointments (Connecticut, Delaware,
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 undertaken,

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 investigate
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.
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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
Alabama
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
Court of Criminal Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
Court of Civil Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
Alaska
Supreme Court COLR Same as full ferm 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 nominating 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 IAC Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
California
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Unopposed retention election Unopposed retention election
Courts of Appeal 1AC Gubernatorial appointment Unopposed retention election Retention election
Colorado
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission
Court of Appeals 1AC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
Jjudicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission
Connecticut
Supreme Court COLR Legislative appointment(a) Legislative appointment(a) Legislative reappointment(a)
Appellate Court IAC Legislative appointment(a) Legislative appointment(a) Legislative reappointment(a)
Delaware
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment
Jjudicial 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 Judicial nominating
Jjudicial nominating commission with | judicial nominating commission with | commission or Presidential
senate confirmation senate confirmation appointment with senate
confirmation
Florlda
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election

judicial nominating commission

Jjudicial nominating commission
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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? Themselves? States/Courts:
Alabama
Statewide 6 yrs Popular election 6 yrs Yes Supreme Court
Statewide 6 yrs Court selection Indefinite Yes Court of Criminal Appeals
Statewide 6yrs Seniority Indefinite Yes Court of Civil Appeals
Alaska
Statewide 10yrs Court selection 3yrs No Supreme Court
Statewide 8yrs Supreme court, Chief 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Justice appointment
Arizona
Statewide 6 yrs Court selection Byrs Yes Supreme Court
County/region 6 yrs Court selection 1to2yrs Yes Court of Appeals
within division
Arkansas
Statewide 8yrs Popular election 8yrs Yes Supreme Court
District 8 yrs Supreme court, Chief 4.yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Justice appoints
California
Statewide 12yrs Gubernatorial appointment 12yrs Yes Supreme Court
District 12yrs Gubernatorial appointment 12 yrs When reconfirmed Courts of Appeal
Colorado
Statewide 10 yrs Court selection Indefinite ~ Supreme Court
Statewide 8yrs Supreme court, Chief At pleasure ~ Court of Appeals
Justice appoints
Connecticut
Statewide 8yrs Legislative appointment 8yrs Yes Suprema Court
Statewide Byrs Supreme court, Chief Indefinite - Appellate Court
Justice appoints
Delaware
Statewide 12yrs Gubernatorial appointment 12yrs Yes Supreme Court
District of Columbia
District of Columbia 15 yrs Judicial nominating 4yrs Yes Court of Appeals
commission appointment
Florida
Statewide 6yrs Court selection 2yrs ~ 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
Floxida (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 appeintment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
judicial nominating commission
Hawaii
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Judicial nomination
Jjudicial nominating commission with | judicial nominating commission with commission reappoints
consent of senate consent of senate
Intermediate Court of IAC Gubernatovial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Judicial nomination
Appeals Jjudicial nominating commission with | judicial nominating commission with commission reappoints
consent of senate consent of senate
Idahe
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
judicial nominating commission
Court of Appeals JIAC Gubernatorial appeintment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
Jjudicial 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 Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
Jjudicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission
Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
judicial nominating commission Jjudicial nominating commission
Tax Court IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
judicial nominating commission Jjudicial nominating commission
Iowa
Supreme Court COLR [ Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernaturial appointment from Retention election
Jjudicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission
Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
judicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission
Kansas
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment {rom Retention election
judicial nominating commission Jjudicial nominating commission
Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
Jjudicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission
Kentucky
Supreme Court COLR Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan electios Nonpartisan election
Court of Appaals IAC Nonpartisan election Nonpartigan 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
Geographic Basis | Length of Term | Justice/Presiding Judge | the Chief Justice/ Succeed
for Selection (yrs) Solected? Presiding Judge? Themselves? States/Courts:
Florida (con’t)
District 6yrs Court selection 2 yrs ~ District Courts of Appeals
Georgia
Statewide 6 yrs Court selection 4yrs ~ Supreme Court
Statewide 6 yrs Rotate by seniority 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Hawaiil
Statewide 10 yrs Judicial Selection 10 yrs Yes Supreme Court
Commission nominates,
governor appoints with
consent of senate
Statewide 10 yrs Judicial Selection 10yrs Yes Intermediate Court of
Commission nominates, Appeals
governor appoints with
qonsent of senate
Idaho
Statewide 6 yrs Court selection 4yrs ~ Supreme Court
Statewide 6 yrs Supreme court, Chief 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Justice appointment
Ilinois
District 10 yrs Court selection 3yrs ~ Supreme Court
District 10 yrs Court selection lyr - Appellate Court
Indianan
Statewide Initial=2; Judicial nominating 6yra ~ Supreme Court
Retention=10 commission appointment
District Initial=2; Chiefjudge by full court b yrs ~ Court of Appenls
Retention=10 selection
Statewide Initial=2; Chief judge by full court 5yrs ~ Tax Court
Retention=10 selaction
Town
Statewide 8yrs Court selection 8 yrs or duration of - Suprome Court
term
Statewide 6 yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Kansas
Statewide 6 yrs Rotation by seniority Indefinite ~ Suprome Court
Statewide 4yrs Supreme court Indefinite Yes Court of Appeals
appointment
Kentuoky
District 8yra Court selection 4 yrs Yes Sujirerme Court
District 8yrs Court selection 4 yrs Yes Court of Appeuls
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Table 4 -- Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges

Judiclal nominating commission

Judicial nominating commission

Court Method of Selection Method of Selection
States/Courts: type for Unoxpired Term for Full Term Method of Retention
Louisiana
Supreme Courts COLR Supreme Court selection(a) Nenpariisan election Nonpartisan election
Courts of Appeal 1AC Supreme Court selection(a) Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
Maine
Suprems Judicial Court. COLR Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial reappointment
' Maryland
Court of Appeals COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
Judicial nominating commission with | judicial nominating commission with
consent of senate consent of senate
Sourt of Special Appeals IAC Gubernatorial, appointment from Gubernatorial, appointment from Retention election
judicial nominating commission with | judicial nominating commission with
consent of senate consent of senate
Massachusetts
Supreme Judicial Court COLR Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Same ag full term
judicial nominating commission with
approval by Governor's council(a)
Appeals Court IAC Same as full term (Gubernatorial appointment from Same as full term
judiclal nominating commission with
approval by Governor's council(n)
Michigan
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
Minnesota
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
Court of Appenls IAC Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan olection
Mississippi
Suprems Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Partisan election
Judicial nominating commission
Missouri
Supreme Court COLR | Gubornatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Rotontion election
Judicinl nominating commission Judicial nominating commission
Court of Appenls IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
Judicial nominating commission Judlicial nominating commission
Montang
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appolntment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election (if
Judleinl nominating commission unopposed, ratontion election)
Nebraska
Suprema Court COLR | Gubernaterial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention alection
Judiclal nominating commission Judielal nominating commission
Court of Appenls 1AC Gubernatorial appointment from Qubernatorial appointment from Rotontion 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
Geographic Basis | Length of Torm | Justice/Presiding Judge | the Chiof Justice/ Suceeed
for Selaction (yrs) Selected? Presiding Judge? Themselves? States/Courts:
Louisiana
District 10 yrs Senjority Duration of service ~ Supreme Courts
District 10 yrs Seniority Duration of service -~ Courts of Appenl
Maine
Statewide 7yrs Gubernatorial appointment 7yrs Yes Supreme Judicial Court
Maryland
Circuit 10yrs Gubernatorial appointment Indefinite ~ Court of Appeals
Cirenit 10 yrs Gubernatorial appointment Indefinite ~ Court of Special Appeals
Massachusetts
Statewide Age 70 Same as full term Age 70 ~ Supreme Judicial Court
Statewide Age 70 Same as full term Age 70 - Appeals Court
Michigan
Statewide Byrs ourt selection 2yrs ~ Supreme Court
District 6yrs Jourt selection 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Minnesota
Statewide Byrs Popular election 6yrs Yes Supreme Court
Statewide 6 yrs Gubernatorial appointment 3yry Yes Jourt of Appeals
Mississippt
Distiict 8yrs Seniority Duration of servica ~ Supreme Court
Missouri
Statewida 12 yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes(n) Supreme Court
District 12 yrs ‘ourt selection 2 yrs (b) Yos Jourt of Appeals
Statewide Montana
8yrs Popular eleetion 8yrs ~ Supreme Court
Nobrnslm
Statewide: Chief | More than 3 yrs for | Gubernatorial appointment | Duration of servieo - Supreme Court
Justices; District: | first election, overy | from judieial nominating
Assoclate Justices 6 yrs thereafter  } commission
All by District Mora than 3 yrs for | Gubernatorial appointment | 1 year as presiding Yoz Jourt of Appenals

firat election, every
6 yrs thereafter

from judicinl nominating
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
Supreme Court COLR { Gubernatorial appeintment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
judicial nominating commission
New Hampshire
Supreme Court COLR Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment with -
approval of elected executive council
New Jdersey
Suprame Court COLR ~ Gubernatorial appointment with Gubernatorial appointment
consent of senate with consent of senate
Appellate Division of TIAC - Chief Justice appointment of Gubernatorial appointment
Superior Court Superior court judge with consent of senate
New Mexico
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment(a) Partisan election Nonpartisan retention slection
Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment(a) Partisan election Nonpartisan retention election
New York
Court of Appeals COLR Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial appointient Gubernatorial reappointment
Appellate Divisions of IAC Gubernatorial appointraent Gubernatorial appointment Gubernatorial reappointment
Supreme Court
Appellate Terms of IAC SCA appointment from lists of SCA appointment from lists of SCA reappointment
Supreme Court Suprems court justices Supreme court justices
North Carolina
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
Court of Appeals 1AC Gubarnatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
Noxth Dakota
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
judicial nominating commission or
elections(a)
Ohio
Suprame Court COLR Gubernntorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
Court of Appenls 1IAC Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
Oklahoma
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election See full term
Jjudicial nominating commission
Court of Criminal Appeals COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election See full term
Judicial nominating commission
Court of Appenls 1AC Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election See full term
Judiclal nominating 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 | Can Chief Judges
Goographic Basis | Length of Term | Justice/Presiding Judge | the Chief Justice/ Succeed
for Selection (yrs) Selected? Presiding Judge? Themselves? States/Courts:
Nevada
Statewide 6 yrs Rotation 1-2yrs (a) Supreme Court
New Hampshire
Statewide Age 70 Gubernatorial appointment Age 70 ~ Supreme Court
with appraval of elected
executive council
New Jersey
Statewide 7, followed by tenure | Gubernatorial appointment | Duration of service ~ Supreme Court
with consent. of senate
Statewide 7, followed by tenure | Suprems court, Chief At pleasure ~ Appellate Division of
Justice appointment Superior Court
New Mexico
Statewide 8yrs Court selection 2yrs Yos Supreme Court
Statewide 8yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals
New York
Statewide 14 yrs Guberratorial appointment 14 yrs ~ Court of Appeals
from judicial nominating
commission
Statewide 6 or duration Gubernatorial appointment | Duration of service Yes Appellate Divisions of
from judicial screening Supreme Court
commission
Stat wide 6 or duration Gubernatorial appointment | Duration of service Yes Appellate Terms of Supreme
from judicial screening Court
commission
North Carolina
Statewide 8 yrs Popular election 8 yrs ~ Supreme Court
Statewide 8yrs Supreme cotirt, chief At pleasure , ~ Court of Appeals
Jjustice appointment
North Dakota
Statewide 10 yrs Selection by ths judges of & yrs or until term Yes Supreme Court
the Supreme and District expires, whichever
Courts oceurs first
Ohio
Statowide 6yrs Popular election 6yrs Yes Suprems Court
District 6yrs Varies Varies Varies Court of Appeals
Oklakoma
District B yrg Court selection 2 yrs ~ Suprems Court
Distriet 6yrs Court selection 2yrs Yes Criminal Appeals
District 6 yrs Court selection lyr Yes Court of Appenls
Oregon
Statewide 6yrs Court selection Byrs 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
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Retention election
Jjudicial nominating commissjon with
consent of senate
Superior Court 1IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Retention election
Jjudicial nominating commission with
consent of senate
Commonwealth Court IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Partisan election Retention election
judicial nominating commission with
consent of senate
Rhode Island
Supreme Court COLR Legislative election Legislative election Legislative election
South Carolina
Supreme Court COLR Legislative election Legislative election Legistative election
Court of Appeals IAC Legisiative election Legislative election Legislativa re-election
South Dakota
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election Retention election
judicial nominating commission
Tennessee
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election Nonpartisan election
Jjudicial nominating commission '
Court of Criminal Appeals 1AC Gubernatorial appeintment from Retention election Nonpartisan election
judicial nominating commission
Texas
Supreme Court COLR Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
Court of Criminal Appeals COLR Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
Courts of Appeals TIAC Gubernatorial appoeintment Partisan election Partisan election
Utah
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
judicial neminating commission with | judielal nominating commission with
consent of senate consent of senate
Court of Appeals 1AC Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
judicial nominating commission with | judicial nominating commission with
consent of senate consent of senate
Vermont
Suprome Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Legislative clection

Jjudictal nominating commission with
consent of senate

judicial nominating commission with
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? Themselves? States/Courts;
Cregon (con't)
Statewide 6yrs Supreme court, Chief 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Justice appointment
Pennsylvania
Statewide 10 yrs Rotation by seniority Duration of term ~- Supreme Court
Statewide 10yrs Court selection byrs No Superior Court
Statewide 10 yrs Court selection Byrs No Commonwealth Court
Rhode Island
Statewide Life Legislative election Life ~ Supreme Court
South Carolina
Statewide 10 yrs Legislative election 10 yrs ~ Supreme Court
Statewide 6 yrs Legislative election 6yrs Yes Court of Appeals
South BDakota
Initial District 8yrs Court selection dyrs ~ Supreme Court
Retention-Statewide
Tennesses
Statewide 8yrs Court selection Full term ~ Supreme Court
Statewide 8yrs Court selection lyr Yes Courts of Appeal
Statewide 8yrs Court selection lyr Yes Court of Criminal Appeals
Texas
Statewide 6 yrs Partisan election 6yrs Yes Supreme Court
Statewide 6 yrs Partisan election 6 yrs Yes Court of Criminal Appeals
District 6 yrs Partisan election 6 yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Utah
Statewide Initial=3 yrs; Court selection 4 yrs Yes Supreme Court
Retention=10 yrs,
Statewide Initial=3 yrs; Cotirt selection 2yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Retention=10 yrs
Vermont
Statewide 6 yrs Gubernatorial appointment 6yrs ~ Supreme Court

from judictal nominating
commission with consent of
senate
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Table 4 -- Selection and Terms of Appellate Court Judges

Court Maethod of Selection Maothod of Selection
States/Courts: type for Unexpired Term for Full Term Method of Retention
Virginia
Supreme Court COLR Legislative appointment Legislative appointment Legislative appointment
Court of Appeals IAC Legislative appointment Legislative appointment Legislative appointment
Washington
Supreme Court COLR Gubernsatorial appeintment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
Court of Appeals IAC Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
West Virginia
Supreme Court of Appeals COLR Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election
Wisconsin
Supreme Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
judicial nominating commission
Court of Appeals 1AC Gubernatorial appointment from Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan election
jndicial nominating commission
Wyoming
Supremse Court COLR | Gubernatorial appointment from Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
Jjudicial nominating commission judicial nominating commission
Puerto Rico
Supreme Court COLR No term Gubernatorial appointment with
senate confirmation
Court of Appeals IAC No term Gubernatorial appointment with
senate confirmation
Federal
US Supreme Court COLR Same as full term Nominated and appointed by the
President with the advice and
consent of the Senate
US Courts of Appeals IAC Same as full term Presidential appointment subject to
senate confirmation
FOOTNOTES:
Alaska: Missouri:

(1) Judge must run 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.

Loujsiana:

(a)Selection ig typically rotated among the judges.
(b) Western and Southern Districts are 2 years; 1 year in Eastern

District.

Nevada:

(a) Not immediately, later, as part of rotation,

New Mexico:

(n) Porson selected by the supreme court is prohibited for running
for that judgeship; election held within 1 year to serve remainder of
term,

Massachusetts:

(n) The Governor's Council is made up of nino people elected by
geographical area and presided over by the Lieutenant Governor,
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(a) The Governor shall select a candidate from a list submitted by
the appellate judges’ nominating commission created by the
constitution.

North Dakota:
(a) The Governor may appoint from a list of nnmes or cull a special
election at his discretion,
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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? Themselves? States/Courts:
Virginia
Statewide 12yrs Seniority Indefinite ~ Supreme Court
Statewide 8yrs Court selection 4 yrs Yes Court of Appeals
Washington
Statewide 6 yrs Justice with shortest term 2yrs - Supreme Court
to serve
District 6 yrs Court selection, however, lyr - Court of Appeals
position rotates among the
8 divisiors
West Virginia
District 12 years Rotation by seniority lyr ~ Supreme Court
Wisconsin
Statewide 10 yrs Seniority Until declined ~ Supreme Court
District 6 yrs Supreme court 3yrs Yes Court of Appeals
appointment
Wyoming
Statewide 8yrs Court selection 2yrs ~ Supreme Court
Puerto Rico
Statewide Age 70 Gubernatorial appointment Age 70 ~ Supreme Court
with senate confirmation
Statewide 16 yis Chief Justice appointment Indefinite ~ Court, of Appeals
Federal
United States Life Seniority Life ~ US Supreme Court
Circuit Life Seniority(a) 7 yrs or until age 70 No US Courts of Appeals
Federal:

(a)The chiefjudge 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 (3) have not served previously as

chief judge.
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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 Attornay
Court of Criminal Appeals IAC N/S N/S N/s 70 Licensed Attorney
Court of Civil Appeals IAC N/S N/s N/s 70 Licensed Attorney
Alaska
Supreme Court COLR N¢S§ 5yrs N/s 70 8 yrs practice
Court of Appeals IAC N/s byrs N/s 70 8 yrs practice
Arizona
Supreme Court COLR N/S 10 yrs 80 70 10 yrs state bar
Court of Appeals 1AC Yes 5yrs 30 70 & yrs state bar
Arkansas
Supreme Court COLR N/S 2yrs 30 N/S 8 yrs practice
Court of Appeals TIAC 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 IAC N/S N/S N/S N/s 10 yrs state bar
Colorado
Supreme Court COLR N/S Yes N/S N/8 5 yrs state bar
Court of Appeals IAC N/S Yes N/s N/S 5 yrs state bar
Connecticut
Supreme Court COLR No Yes 18 70 10 yrs state bar
Appellate Court 1AC No Yes 18 70 10 yrs state bar
Delaware
Supreme Court COLR No Yes N/S N/S "Learned in the Law"
District of Columbia
Court of Appeals COLR 90 days District N/8 4 5 yrs state bar
Florida
Supreme Court COLR (a) Yes N/s 70 10 yrs state bar
District Courts of Appeal TIAC (b) Yes (c) N/S 70 10 yrs state bar
Georgin
Supreme Court COLR N/S Yes N/s N/S(a) 7 yrs state bar
Court of Appeals IAC N/S Yes N/S N/S(a) 7 yrs state bar
Hawali
Supreme Court COLR N/S Yes N/5 70 10 yrs state bar
Intermediate Court of Appeals | IAC N/S Yes N/S 70 10 yrs state bar
Idaho
Supreme Court COLR N/S 2yrs 80 N/S 10 yrs stato bar
Court of Appeals IAC N/S 2yrs 30 N/S 10 yrs state bar
llinois
Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes N/S 5] Licensed Attorney
Appellate Court IAC Yeos Yes N/s 76 Liconsed Attorney
Indiuna
Suprems Court COLR N/S N/S N/S % 10 yrs state bar (n)
Court of Appeals 1AC Yes N/S N/S 5 10 yrs state bar (a)
Tax Court, IAC N/8 N/S N/S N/8 5 yrs state bar
Iowa
Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S N/8 72 State bar member
Court of Appeals 1AC N/S N/8 N/8 72 Stata bur member
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Table 5 -- Qualifications to Sexrve as an Appellate Court Judge

Court Local Stata Minimum | Maximum
States/Courts: type Residemcy | Residency Age Age Legal Credentials
Kansas
Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S 30 70(a) 10 yrs state bar(b)
Court of Appeals 1AC N/s N/S 30 70(a) 10 yrs state bar(b)
Kentucky
Supreme Court COLR 2yrs 2yrs N/S N/S 8 yrs state bar/licensed attorney
Court of Appeals IAC 2 yrs 2yrs N/§ N/S 8 yrs state bar/licensed attorney
Louisiana
Supreme Courts COLR 2yrs 2yrs N/S 70 5 yrs state bar
Courts of Appeal IAC 2yrs 2yrs N/S 70 6 yrs state bar
Maine
Supreme Judicial Court COLR N/S N/8 N/S N/S "Learned in Law"
Maryland
Court of Appeals COLR 6 months B yrs 30 70 State bar member
Court of Special Appeals IAC 6 months Byrs 30 70 State bar member
Massachusetts
Supreine Judieial Court COLR N/S N/S N/S 70 N/S
Appeals Court TAC N/S N/S N/S 70 N/
Michigan
Supreme Court COLR N/s N/8 N/8 70 State bar member
Court of Appeals IAC N/s N/S N/S 70 State bar member
Minnesota
Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S N/S 70 State bar member
Court of Appeals IAC Varies N/S N/S 70 State bar member
Mississippi
Supreme Court COLR N/s b yrs 30 N/S & yrs state bar
Missouri
Supreme Court. COLR N/s State voter 30 70 State bar member
for 9 yrs
Court of Appeals 1AC Yes State voter 30 70 State bar membor
for @ yrs
Montana
Supreme Court COLR N/S 2yrs N/s N/S 6 yrs state bar
Nebraska
Supreme Court COLR Yes N/S 30 N/S 6 yrs practice
Court of Appeals 1AC Yeos N/S 30 N/S b yrs practice
Nevada
Supreme Court COLR N/S 2yrs 26 N/S State bar member
New Hampshire
Supreme Court COLR N/8 N/S N/S 70 N/S
New Jersoy
Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S N/S 70 10 yrs state bar
Appellate Division of Superior [ IAC N/S N/S N/s 70 10 yrs state bar
Court
New Mexico
Supreme Court COLR N/S 3yrs 36 N/S 10 yonrs active practice and/or
Judgeship in any court of the state
| Court of Appeals IAC N/8 Byrs 151 N/S 10 yenrs activo practice and/or
‘ Judgeship in any court of the state
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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
New York
Court of Appeals COLR N/s Yes 18 70 (a) 10 yrs state bar
Appellate Divisions of Supreme | IAC Yes, for Yes 18 70 (a) 10 yrs state bar

Court presiding
judge
Appellate Terms of Supreme 1AC N/S Yes 18 70 (a) 10 yrs state bar
Court

North Carolina
Supreme Court COLR N/s N/s N/s 72 State bar member
Court of Appeals IAC N/S N/s N/S 72 State bar member
North Dakota
Supreme Court COLR N/S Yes N/S N/S State bar member
Court of Appeals JAC N/s N/S N/S N/S N/S
Ohio
Supreme Court COLR No Yes N/S 70 6 yrs practice
Court of Appeals 1AC District N/S N/S 70 6 yrs practice
Oklahoma
Suprems Court COLR lyr N/S 30 N/S B yrs state bar
Court of Criminal Appeals COLR lyr N/S 30 N/S 5 yrs state bar
Court of Appeals IAC () N/S N/S N/S (b)
Oregon
Supreme Court COLR N/S 8yrs N/S 75 State bar member
Court of Appeals 1AC N/s 3yrs N/S 75 State bar member
Pennsylvania
Supreme Court COLR No lyr N/8 70 State bar member
Superior Court IAC No lyr N/S 70 State bar member
Commonwealth Court IAC No lyr N/S 70 State bar member
Rhode Island
Supreme Court COLR N/S N/8 21 N/5 N/S
South Carolina
Supreme Court COLR N/s B yrs 26 72 b yrs state bar
Court of Appeals 1AC N/s Byrs 26 72 B yrs state bar
South Dakota
Supreme Court COLR Yes Yes N/S 70 State bar member
Tennessee
Bupreme Court COLR (a) 5yrs 85 N/S Qualified to practice law
Court of Appeals IAC (b) 5yrs 30 N/S Qualified to practice law
Court of Criminal Appeals IAC (b) byrs 80 N/s Qualified to practice law
Texas
Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S 8b 75 (a)
Court of Criminal Appeals COLR N/s N/S 36 75 (a)
Courts of Appeals IAC N/S N/S 35 7% (a)
Utak
Supreme Court COLR N/s 5 yrs 30 N/8 State bar member
Court of Appeals 1AC N/s 3yrs 26 N/S State bar member
Vermont
Supreme Court; COLR N/s B yrs N/S 70 b yrs state bar
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Table 5 -- Qualifications to Serve as an Appellate Court Judge

Court Local State Minimum | Maximum

States/Courts: type Residency | Residenocy Age Age Legal Credentials
Virginia
Supreme Court COLR N/S N/S N/S N/S B yrs state bar
Court of Appeals IAC N/S N/S N/S N/S 6 yrs state bar
Washington
Supreme Court COLR lyr lyr N/S 76 5 yrs state bar
Court of Appeals IAC lyr lyr N/S 75 & yrs state bar
West Virginia
Supreme Court COLR N/s byrs 30 N/s 10 yrs state bar
Wisconsin
Supreme Court COLR 10 days 10 days N/S N/s b yrs state bar
Court of Appeals IAC 10 days 10 days N/S N/S & yrs state bar
Wyoming
Supreme Court COLR N/S 3 yrs 30 70 9 yrs state bar
Puerto Rico
Supreme Court COLR N/S 6 yrs N/S 70 10 yrs state bar
Federal
US Supreme Court COLR N/S N/s N/S N/S N/S
US Courts of Appeals IAC (a) N/S N/S N/s N/8s
FOOTNOTES:
Florida: Oklahomas

(a)With the possibility of 2 or 3 year extensions,

(b)Initial 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)In the supreme court and court of appeals, & years service as a
general jurisdiction judge may be substituted,

Kanaas:

(a)May complete term in which age 70 is attained.

(b)Relavant legal experience, such as being of member of a law
faculty, may substitute for state bar requirements,

New York:
(a)In appellate courts, the maximum age may boe extended by up to 2
extensions of 8 years each.

(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 a practicing attorney or
as judge of a court of record,

Tennessee:
(a) Not more than 2 from a single grand division,
(b) Must reside in the grand division served,

Texast
(a)Ten years as a lawyer or judge of a court of record may substitute
for practice,

Federal:

(a)Circuit residency is required, excopt in DC, The Federal Judiclal
Circuit judges must reside within 50 miles of DC.
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Table 6 -- Selection and Terms of Trial Court Judges

Court Method of Selection to Fill Method of Selection
States/Courts; type Unexpired Texrm for Full Texrm Method of Retention

Alabama

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

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

Municipal Court L Governing municipal 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 Presiding judge appoints in each Same as full term
judicial district

Arizona

Superior Court G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment(a) )]

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

Municipal Court L Varles Varies Varies

Arkansas

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

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

Municipal Court L Gabernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan

County Court L Gubernatorial appointment Partisan election Partisan election

Police Court L City council Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan

Court of Common Pleas L Gubernatorial appointment Fartisan election Partisan election

City Court L Locally determined Locally determined Locally determined

Californin ‘

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

Munieipal Court L Gubernatorial appointment Nonpartisan election Nonpartisan slection(b)

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

appointment

Colorado

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

Denver Probate Court G Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retention election
Jjudiclal nominating commlssion

Denver Juvenile Court G Same as full term Cubernatorial appointment from Retention election
Jjudicial nominating commission

Water Court, G Samoe as full term Same as full term Same as full torm

County Court L Same as full term Gubernatorial appointment from Retantion elaction