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Dear Mr. ~emos: 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of a 
35-state app~llate court survey conducted for 
Associate Justice Thomas H. Tongue of the Oregon 
Supreme Court by David· C. Steelman, Senior Staff 
Attorney, at our .office. 'The survey contains' the 
most current information available on the treatment 
of ~etitions for certiorari and oral argument cases 
aval1able at this time. It is our intention to 
distribute this report as a research product of the 
National Appellate Project. The opportunity to 
gather such data is a tribute to the continUing 
support and confidence shown in the Center by the 
Law Enforcement. Assl stance .Admi ni strat ion and by 
the Charles E. Culpeper Foundation~, 

If we may provide any further information on 
this report or its preparation, please call upon 
us .. 

Very :~ruly yours, 

I . ,,' j ' (oJ ".. .. 
·.~_I .. ·, (-<'r .. ..;· 

. Samuel Domenic Conti 
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Edward B. McConnell 
Director 
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Preface 

This volume is one of a series of technical assistance 
reports prepared as part of the National Center for 
State Courts' Appellate Justice Improvement Project. 
The National Center is grateful for the continuing 
suppor,t and encouragement of the Law Enforcement 
Assistance Administration and the Charles E. Culpeper 
Foundation which have made these reports possible . 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of just{ces. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdictiori. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Reference: 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Reference: 

B. "'Disposition of Petitions for Review. or Certiorari' 

1. The number of petitions received, 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
'during 1978. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance pr denial • 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

5. Ar~ such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

_..... . •. ---""--r ................. ~.~--' . ,-
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6. Are any of such procedures deSigned 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 
I 

Di spos it i on of Cases Hep:f.d on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
; n FY 197~-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curi~m opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e.' Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed-between 
oral, argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please des:ribe. ' 

6. 

7. 

Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? ,(If 
so, please attach copies.) 

-Are a~y of.such.p~ocedures designed to 
expedlte dlSposltlon of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

'If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Additional Information 

l. 

2. 

Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
-ass i stance. 

3. ' 

4. 

Further comments. 

Date completed. 

IF IF IF 
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Court: Alabama 

SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURT~ OF APPEAL 

Supreme Court 

lA. Description of Court 

l. 

2. 

3. 

Number of justfces. 

Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

9· 

1 (CJ 2) 

2 

Petitions for certiorari to-be granted only (1) as of right 
in capital cases (see B below); (2) validity of. 
constitutional~ statutory or ordinance provision; (3) cases 
affecting constitution~l, ~tati or c6unty office~s;(4) 
first impression cases; (5) decision confl~cting with prior 
Alabama. Supreme Court decisi'on on same point; (6) if ... 
petitioner seeks to overturn Supreme Court precedent relied 
on in intermediate court. Bypass provision: on designation 
by Supreme Court Chief Justice with advice of Supreme Court 
and intermediate court president judge. 

Reference: Alabama-Code, §§'12-3-14 and 12-3-15., 
Appellate Rule 5. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

~etition.for certiorar~ to ~e granted as of right on 
lntermedlate court afflrmatlon of death sentence. All 
civil matters [but those (1) at law, valued at $10,000 or 
less; (2) workmen's compensation cases; (3) domestic 
relations cases; (4) administrative appeals othern than 
Public Service Commission cases*] are within Supreme Court 
jurisdiction. (*i.e., PSC cases are within Supreme Court 
direct jurisdiction.) - . 

Reference: Alabama Code, §§12-3-l4 and 12-3-15. " 
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B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

l. The number of petitions received 
during 197,9. (FY 10/1/78 - 9/30/79) 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
durir'!g 1978. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

I 

119 

248 

55 

89 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

File 14 days after intermediate court deni'al of rehearing motion. 

5. 'Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed No? 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

. 7. If s,o, please describe and att.;ich copies. 

c. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

l. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979 • 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished 6pinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

4 

213 

339.opinions written 

(several) 

(all pub 1 i shed) 
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3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures. for'handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

Printed calend'ar to notify counsel 'of argument date; court 
permission required for more than 30 minutes. Arguments 
4 days/mo. October - J~ne, with 7 cases/day, 1 hr./case. Sit in 
panels but for certiorari, capital, rate and constitutional 
cases (then en banc). Opinions assigned on rotating basis to 
judges. 

5. Are such proced~res formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so,please describe and attach, copies., 

Additional Information 

No? 

1. Name, address and phone number of 'person or persons respondi ng. . 

2. Names, addresses ar1d phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

'3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Alaska Supreme Court (see comment) 

A. Descrip~ion of Court 

B. 

1. Number of justices. 5 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

2 

2 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Review of court of appeals criminal decisions* 
discretionary. Review of Superior Court civil decisions in 
cases appealed from district court is discretionary. . 
(*whether appel1-1ed in case originally heard in'dfstrict or 
superior court) 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Civil cases initiated in supe'rior court appealable as of 
,right to superior court. 

Reference: 

Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. '(petitions for review filed) 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

Total filings: 656 
141 ' 

150 

50* 

100* 

*These numbers may include some original actions -- e.g., attorney 
discipline, contested bar admission. 

6 , 
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. 3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

1. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

, Pisposition of C,ases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases' decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion.(opinions published) 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

. c.· By njemorap.dum opinion • 

d •. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

2~4 

(some) 

(some) 

memo not 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 237 
oral ~rgument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

published 

Counsel notified by letter and form of argument date; not more 

5. 

than 30 minutes. " 

Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 
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6. Are any of such procedures designed to yes 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7~ If so, please describe and attach copies. 

One page opinion and judgment forms used. for one-issue cases~ 
Any judge not meeting 6 month deadline for completion of 
opionion has paycheck withheld. 

D. Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

·2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may.give further 
assistance •. 

3. Further comments. 

Intermediate court (court of appealsj created 1980. 

4. Date completed. December la, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL· 

Court: Arizona Supreme Court 

,A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 5 

2. Number of law clerks. 

. 3. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

Jurisdiction . 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

2 

5 

Court ~an grant request for review in any cas~;'no appeal 
of r.ight from intermediate appellate court. Bypass: 
Supreme Court can transfer to itself cases from 
intermediate court. 

Reference: 
Arizona Revised Statutes, Constitutional Article 6, §6; 
§§12-120.23 and 12-120.24. 

. b •. 'Other Jurisdiction: 

Direct appeal where death or life imprisonment 'actually 
imposed. Original jurisdiction in disputes between 
counties; extraordinary writs to state officers; issuance 
of injunctions and writs to exercise appellate and revisory 
jurisdiction. All j~stice and. police court cases involving 

,tax, impost, assessment, toll, statute or ordinance are 
appealable direct to Supreme Court. 

Reference: 
Arizona Revised Statutes, Constitution Article 6, §5, 
§ 12 - 120.21. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979.(petitions for review) 

Total filings: 1,000 
Transfers from Inter­
mediate Court: 93 

668 
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The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. A110wed.(terminations by opini~n) 

b. Denied.(termi~ations by other means) 

. 3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

682 

62 

620 

I, 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe.-

15 days after denial or rehearing motion to file petition. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or . 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwi se? , 

7. If s9, please describe and attach copies. 

, yes 

15 days to petition for review of intermediate curt decision or 
order • 

C~ , Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral 'argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. ' Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. .By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinio~. 

e. Without opinion. 

20.1 

(some) 

38 

(memo opinions) 

opinion required for' 
- . all submi tted cases. . 
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3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition; 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. 

Notice of argument d~te by form letter. 30 minute argumerit in 
civil cases. 

Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? . (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures desi~ned to yes 
expedite dlsposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach 'cop.ies. 

Oral argument of criminal cases only by court permission. 

[1 

r-
D~ Additional Information"'" 
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2. 

3. 

4. 

Name, addres',s and' phone number of person or persons, responding., 

Names, addresses and phones of other people who may g,ivefurther 
assistance. 

Further comments. 
" 

Date completed. December JO, 1980 

# # # 

J1 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Arkansas Supreme Court (see comment) 

A. Description of Court 

1. Numbe~ of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

'7 

1 

1 

I, 

Certior,ari review of intermediate'court decisions. Bypass 
under R~le 29(3). 
*"Certain motions or petitions" are also heard without 
prior involvement of intermediate court: "rule on the 
clerk" ~otions, where cle~k ~ejects late filing~. 

. Reference: 

Arkansas Supr~me Court Rule 29. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Direct appeal to Supreme'Cou~t in tonstitutional cases; 
capital and serious felong (30 + years) cases; public 
utility rate cases and appeals from public service, 
transportation and pollution control commissions. 
Petitions for PCR. . 
Original jurisdiction: quo warranto, prohibition~ 
injunction, mandamus; regulation of law practice~ election 
challenges. 

Reference: 

Arkansas Supreme Court Rules 29, 37.4 

'S. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1978. 
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! l 2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1978. 

a. Allowed. 

l b. Denied. 

! j 3. The average number of days elapsed 
between fil ing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

U 4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please 

5. Are such procedures formalized [. 

U into rules, published or 
unpublished? ( If so, please attach 
copies.) 

lJ 6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 

U for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Ll C-. Di spos it ion of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

n 1 • Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1977-78. 

Ii 2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 
j 

a. By written opinion. 

[. b. By per curiam opinion. 
!-J 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

J' d. 'By unpublished opinion., 

n' e. Without,opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 

f1 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling di spos it i on of 
J cases. Please describe. - ,I 
'"; 
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5~ Are such'procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

I, 

6. Are any of sUGh procedures designed to yes 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Counsel must obtain permission for oral argument. 

D. Additional Information 

·1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. ' 

. 3~ Further comments. 

Intermediate .court created 'after 1978. 

4. Date completed. . December '19, 1980 

# # # 
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Court: 

SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Ca1iforni~Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 7 

2. Number of law clerks. 

3. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

3 (CJ 4) 

11 

Review by certiorari of all intermediate court decisions •. 
Bypass provision: Supreme Court can transfer jur-i;;diction' 
to itself before intermediate court decision. 
Discretionary direct review of PUC decisions. 

Reference: 

California Constitution, Article 6, §§10, 12; California 
Public Utilities Code, §§1756, 1759; California Rules of 
Court, Rules 28, 29, 56, 56.5, 58, 60, 976. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Automatic appellate jurisdiction where death sentence 
imposed. 

Original jurisdiction to issue extraordinary writs 
.(mandamus, certiorari, prohibition). 

Reference: 

California Constitution. Article 6, §§10, 11; California 
Cod~of Civil Procedures, §1108; California Rules of Court, 
Rules 56, 56.5, 60. 

. B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1 •. The number of petitions received 2970 
·during 1979. 
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2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

The number of petitions acted on 2970 
during 1979. 

a. Allowed. 193 

b. Denied. 2777 

The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action oy allowance or denial. 

Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

Each petition is assigned to a justice, crimi~al case~ to. the 
chief justice and civil cases to one of the SlX assoclate . 
justices •. A law clerk prepares an extensive memoran~um, WhlCh 
includes a recommended disposition. The memorandum.1S 
circulated to the remaining justices, the case is discussed in a 
weekly conference, and the justices ~ote. 

Must be filed 10 days after finality of intermediate court 
opin)on. 

Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

Are .any of such procedures designed yes 
.' to expedjte disposition of petitions 

for review either by deadlines or 
other~ise? 

Deadline for justices to write opinions. 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

'Pethion must be filed within 10 days after intermediate court 
r~ling. 

c. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral ArSument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 123 

b. By per curiam opinion. (some) 
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c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. 

.6. 

7. 

Notice by photocopy letter and calendar. 
minutes. 

Are such procedures formalized into , 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach capies.) 

Are any of such procedures 'des i gned to. 
exp~dite dispositian of cases~ eithe~ 
by deadlines or atherwise? 

If so, p1eas~ describe and attach copies. 

D. Additional Information 

publication 
required for all 
submitted cases 

1 

Not more than 30 

1-

2. 

Name, address and phone number of person or persons re.sponding. 

Names, addresses and phones of other people .who may give further 
assistance. 

. 3. 

4. 

. ' 

,Further comments. 

Date completed. December 10, 1980 

II # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL' 

Court: Colorado ~upreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

'l~ Numb~r of justice~. 7 

2. Number of law clerks. 

3. 

a. Per justice. 1 (CJ 2) 

o b. Central staff. 

Jurisdiction. 

a. Disc;ret,ionary Jurisdicti,an: , 

b. 

Review of intermediate caurt decision is only by 
certiorari. Supreme Court can also arder that case nat yet 
dec ided .i n i nte.rmed i ate <;ourt be' cert if i ed to Supreme Court. 

Reference: 

'Colorado Revised Statutes, §§13-4. - 108, 13-4 - '109; Bill 
Dreiling Mator Co.V. Court of Appeals, 171 Colo. 448~8 
P. 2d 37 (1970). 

Other Jurisdiction: 

Following cases not appealable to. intermediate court: 
(1). district caurt criminal cases; 
(2) Denver juveni1~ ·court::cases. 're,:. contrib,ut-lngJo'. 
delinquency; 
(3) . constitutionality of statute, municipal char'ter, or 

,ordinance; 
(4) PUC decisions; 
'(5) 'habeas corpus wri ts . , 
(6) . water cases inva1ving priorities ar 'adjudications; 
(7) cases appealed fram county court to. district. or 
sup~ri or court. 

Reference: 

Colorado Revised Statutes §13-4-102. 
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B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 
Appeals: 182* Original 'Jurisdiction: 384 
(*includes 89 t~ansferred from intermediate court 
before decision there.) 

1. The number of pet it ions recei ved 375 
during FY ending in 1979 

2. The number of petitioQS acted qn 
during 1979. 

3 •. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied.' 

The average nurriber of days. elapsed. 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

Petition Tor Certification within 30 days. 

5. Are such Pfocedu.res.formalized . 
into rules, publ.ished or .' . 
unpublishedt·(Ifso, please_attach 
copies.) 

6. 

7. 

Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite 'disposition of.pstitions 
fo~ review ejther by deadllnes or 
oth~rwise? 

If so, please describe and attach copies. 

c. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument. 

(i I 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of. cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 
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e. Without ~pinion.(required if submitted) 587 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final dispositionr 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

Notice by letter; 30 minites maximum for argument.-

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, pl~ase attach copie~.) 

. 6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases,' either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies • 

D. Additional Information 

l. 

2 .• 

Nam.e,. addre~.s and .phone number of .pers.on Of. per:son~. re:spond.ing. 

Names" addresses.and.phol']es of. oth~r people, Who .. m.ay g.ive fur.ther 
assistance. . 

, ',3. 

4. 

Fu'rthercomments. 

Date completed. December 10, 1980 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Connecticut Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 6 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionar~ Jurisdiction: 

1 

6 

if certified by Supreme Court or intermedi~te Court, review 
of: 
(1) .civil matters of $7,500 or les.s; 
(2) criminal matters of $1,000/1 year or less penalty 
(3) . ordjnance viol~tions..· . 
Supreme .Court decisions on administrative ,appeals reviewed 
only on certification by two Supreme'Court judges. 

Reference: 

Connecticut General Statutes Annotated, §5l~19~a, 51-197f. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 
. . . 

Direct appeals as of right from trial court, except those 
within jurisdiction of intermediate. court. 

Reference: 

connecticut Gene~a1 Statutes Annotated, §§51-197a. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 65 
during FY 1977-78. 

2: The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 
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C. 

3. 

a. A 1 fowed. 

b. Denied. 

The avera~e number of days elapsed 
between fl1ing of .petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedur~s for handling petitions. Please describe. 

File petition within 20 days after finality of intermediate 
court opinion. 

Administrative appeals heard on approval by two judges. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of' petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

'.7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Disposition of Cases He~rd on Oral Argument 

l. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during FY 1977-78. 

a. By written opinion~ 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion.(opinion requlred 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 
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5. 

6. 

Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

Notice by calendar; not over 60 minutes. 

Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either -
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

'2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Florida Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 7 

2. Number of law clerks. 

3. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

Jurisdiction. (see comment) 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

2 (CJ 3) 

o 

Review by certiorari only of intermediate court decisions 
(1) affecting class of constitutional or state officers, 
(2) passing on question certified by intermediate court as 
of great public interest, or (3) conflicting with another 
appe 11 ate court dec i s i on. ' 

No apparent bypass provision to review case before 
intermediate court decision on matter within its 
jurisdiction. ' 

Reference: Florida Statutes Annotated, Constitution 
Article 5, §3. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Appeal of right from intermediate court-Only on' validity of 
constitu~ion~l provision, federal statute or treaty, or 
state statute. Direct appeal from trial court only for 
final judgment imposing' death penalty or passing on 
validity of constitutiona'l, statute or tr,eaty provision. 

Reference: Florida Statutes Annotated, Constitution 
Artlcle 5, §3. '_ 

B. Di spos;'t i on of Pet it ions for Revi ew or Cert i orari (See COlTlllent) 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

24 

1,672 

1,631 <*,., 

, 



L 

r 
["'; 

r.~ 
[: 

[ 

[" 

L 
r' , , 

L. 

[ 
['; 
., 

': 
f--'j 

'. 
LJ 

[I 
'.J 

" 
r' • '1 

.,. j ._' 

0 
: i [1 
~.~ J 

n 
L D ii 

,.;: 

~ [l 
.J 

"·~_' __ ··r 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

.4. Procedures for handling petitions. Ple~se desc~ibe. 

30 days from finality below. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) . 

6. ,Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

. , 7. If so, please describe and at~ach copies. 

C. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral ,Argument (See Comment) 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. ,Number of cases decided during 1979. (Tota1 FY 1979: 468) 

3. 

4. 

\ 

a. By written opinion. ' 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion" 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

, Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

(some) , ' 

(all published?) 

(opinions not 
required) 

'20 ,minutes to argue. Oral arguments heard en banc only for' 
appe~ls involving capital cases, validity of state or federal 
statute, or provisions of state or federal constitution. 
Otherwise, five justices consititute a quorum, with concurrence 

25 
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of four justices necessary for a decision. Qualified judges assigned 
.to temporary duty may be substituted for·requiredjustices. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, publis~ed or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadltnes or otherwise? 

7. If sO;'p1ease describe and attach copies. 

Chief Justice decides ad hoc which cases to expedite. 

D. Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of per~on or persons responding. 

. 2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments • 

A proposed constitutional amendment to change Supreme Court 
juri~diction was approved by voters in March, 1980. 

As set forth in the newly-amended Article 5 to the State 
Constitution, the Supreme Court's discretionary jurisdiction now 
includes: 

(a) review of written opinions by intermediate appellate court; 
and 

.(b) review of certified questions from the intermediate court 
or the federal appellate courts. 

Itso,ther jurisdiction is as follows: 

(a) appeals from trial court final judgm~nts where death 
penalty imposed; 

(b) review of intermediate appellate court decisions declaring 
state constitutional or statutory provision invalid; 

(c) review of judgments entered in proceedings for validation 
of bonds; 

·(d) review of Public Service CommissiQn decisions involving 
electric, gas or telephone service; 

(e) issuance of extraordinary writs and those necessary to 
exercise its jurisdiction. 

26 
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Because most recent data was obtained from diffe~ent sources, 
the number of discretionary jurisdiction cases fi led and 
disposed is reported for calendar year 1979, while the nu~ber of 
of oral ar.gument cases decided is for the fiscal year endlng 
1979 •• 

Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL. 

Court: Georgia Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

7 

2 (CJ 3) 

o 
·3. Jurisdiction. 

a. 'Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Review of intermediate court decisions only by certiorari., 
Supreme Court can also require other cases to be certified 
from intermediate court before decision there. 

Reference: Georgia Code Annotated, Constitution Article 6, §2-3704. -

. b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Al1:cases involving: (1) construction of federal or state 
constitution or federal treaty; (2) title to land; (3) 
e~uity cases; (4) construction of wills; (5) capital ' 
felonies; (6) habeas corpus; (7) divorce and alimony· (8) 
extraordinary remedies., . ' 

Reference: Georgia Code Annotated~ Constitution Article 6, 92-3'04. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

: 28 
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c. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedures for handli.ng petitions. Please describe. 

Must be filed within 30 days after denial of motion for 
rehearing. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

Are any of such procedures des~g~ed 
to expedite'disposition of,petltlons 
for review either by deadllnes or 
otherwi se? 

If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. 'Number of cases'heard on oral argument, 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number Of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

3. 

4. 

b.," By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

( s'ome) 

(some) 

Notice 'by printed calendar. 20 minutes maximum; some limited to 
10 minutes. 
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5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to Yes 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

,7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Two-term rule: all cases must be cleared within two terms (court 
has three terms per year). Clerk monitors filings; time limits 
strictly enforced. 

D. Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed.' December, 1.0, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Hawaii Supreme Court (see comment) 

A. pescription of Court 

1. Number of justices. .5 

2. 

3. 

Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Centra) staff. 

Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

2 (CJ 3) 

1 

Questions of first impression; novel legal question; 
constitution; validity of statute, ordinance or regulation; 
inconsistency between supreme and intermediate courts; and 
capital cases, may be heard directly by supreme court in 
its discretion. Appeals frqm intermediat~ tourt only by 
certiorari. ' 

Reference: Hawaii Statutes Ch. 602 

b. Other jurisdiction: See Above 

Reference: Hawaii Statutes Ch. 602 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

T " 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. A 11o\lJed. 

b. D~nied. 

3. The aver'age number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 
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5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unp~blished? (If so, please attach 
coples.) . . 

6. Are any ?f su~h pr?c~dures designed 
to eXpe?lte ?lSPosltlon of petitions 
for reVlew elther by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 
• 1 • Number of cases heard on oral argument 

in FY 1978'-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average humber of days elapsed between 
.oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

(some) 

(some) 

(some) 

(no requirement of 
written opinion) 

Notice by phone call and printed notl"ce,' 30 " mlnutes to argue. 
5. Are such procedures formalized into 

rules, pub~ished or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are a~y of.such.procedures designed to 
expedlte dlSposltion of cases either 
by deadlines or otherwise? ' 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 
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D. Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

Intermediate court created 1980. 

4. Date cbmpleted. December 10, 1980 

# # # 

33 

-.. ---.. --,.~~~ '_~h==~_W.,~=-~~"""'-""'~ .. ' ,~ 

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

j-U---: 
I II 

I 1 

11' 

U 
f I 
II 
U 
u 
u 
U. 
II 
U 

I r j , 
I 

I t 1 

II 
r 1 

r 1 

[1 

rl ' 

SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEA~ 

Court: Idaho Supreme Court (see comment) 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 5 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 2 

b. Central staff. 1 

'3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Petitions for review or certiorari. 

b. Other (If so, please describe). Yes 

At present, all appellate cases. 

B~ Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
d~ring 1979. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

a. A'llowed. 

b. Denied. 

The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 
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7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

C. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

3. 

4. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

'Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument aQd final disposition. 

Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

Notice by form letter; 30 minutes to argue. 

,5. Are such prcicedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpu~lished? (If 
so, please a.ttach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

188 

(some) 

(written opinion 
requ i red if case 
submitted) 

Yes 

Expedited calendar: staff attorney screens for one-issue 
appeals, and such cases are scheduled for hearing 2 months later 
if the Supreme Court unanimously approves staff attorney 
recommendation. 

D. Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 
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2. Names, addresses and phones of oth~r people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

Intermediate court to begin operation in 1981. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Il~inois Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

B. 

1. Number of justices. 7 

2. Number of law clerks. 

'3. 

a. Per justice. 2 

1 b. Centr~l staff • 

Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Appeal from intermediate court only by leave of Supreme 
Court, except as set forth below. 

Bypass: If public intere~t r~qui~es prompt determination, 
Supreme Court or one of ltS Justlces may order appeal. 
direct to Supreme Court. 

Reference: Illinois Revised Statutes, Ch. 37, §32.2; 
Ch. 110A,§302; Supreme Court Rule 302. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Trial court imposition of death penalty appealable direct 
to Supreme Court. 

Appeal of righ~ fr~m intermed~ate court when federal or 
Illinois constltutlonal questlon arises for first time and 
as the result of appellate court action, or upon 
intermediate court certification that matter is of such 
impor~ance as to require Supreme Court decision. 

Reference: Illinois Revised Statutes, Constitution 
Artlcle 6, §4; Ch. 37, §32.2. 

Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1978. 
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2. 

, 3. 

The number of petitions acted on 
during 1978. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Den i ed. 

The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

158 

831 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

File within 21 days after decision below final, or 7 days after 
disposition of rehearing petition. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed Yes? 
to expedite disposition of petitions. 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

If leave to appeal granted, appellant may stand on brief below. 
Extension motions discouraged. 

C., Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1978. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. 

d •. 

e. 

By memorandum opinion. 

By unpublished opinion. 

Without opinion. 
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3~ Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedure& for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

Notice by letter and calendar; 30 minutes maximum, with 10 
minutes to rebu~. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases,either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

[ 
D. Additional Information 
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1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones 6f other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

Intermediate appellate court for southern Illinois has 
. accelerated docket program in which the courtls chief justice 

informs counsel which justice has been assigned to write the 
opfnion in a case, and when it is due. If the justice fails to 
meet the opinion deadline, he or she must make a written 
explanation. 

4. . Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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Court: 

SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL' 

Indiana Supreme Court 

. A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

·3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

5 

2 

2 

Certiorari from intermediate court decision if (1) contrary 
to Supreme Court ruling; (2) new question of law; (3) 
conflict among intermediate court districts; (4) review of 
precedent relied on; (5) failure to.answer each substantial 
question. . 

Bypass provision: Supreme Court can order transfer before 
decision on important question. 

Reference: Indiana Constitution Article 7, §4; Appellate 
Rules 4, 11. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Appellate jurisdiction: felonies with 10+ years penalty; 
constitutionality of statute; denial of release in habeas 
corpus proceedings. 

Original jurisdiction: mandamus and prohibition; attorney 
practlce and dlsclpllne; judge discipline. 

Reference: Indiana Constitution Article 7, §6; Appellate 
Rule 4. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 
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2. The number of petitioni acted ori 
during 1979. 

3. 

,4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

20 days from denial below of rehearing petition to file for 
review. 

Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Di spos it i on of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. 

2. 

" v. 

Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

Number of cases decided during 1978. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Wi~hout opinion. 

Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

41 
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4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

Notice by. form letter; 30 minutes maximum to argue. 

5. Ar~ such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures deSigned to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Iowa Supreme .Court (see comment) 

A. Description of Court 

l. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Centra 1 staff. 

9 

1 

7 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdictioh: 

b. 

All appeals are di rect to Supreme Court, wh i ch then, or.ders 
transfer as necessary to intermediate court. 

On party motion, Supreme Court may further review 
intermediate court decision. 

Discretionary review exercised only on appeals from 
intermediate court, original certiorari, and attorney 
discipline. 

Reference: Iowa Code §§684.2, 684.32. 

Other Jurisdiction: 

By rule, court should retain cases involving (1) 
constitutionality of statue, ordinance or rule; (2) 
substantial issue in conflict with Supreme Court or 

. intermediat~ court published decision; (3) substantial 
issue of first impression; (4) urgent public issue; (5) 
life imprisonment case; (6) lawyer discipline; (7) matters 
appropriate for summary disposition. ' 

Most decisions (88% in 1979) on matters appealed as of 
right. 

Reference: Iowa Rules of Appellate Procedure, Rule 40l! 

43 

. . , . 
'--~~-~g . -, ~e-,-~~~~~~1':--'-:"'::::-:-~,-.;--;'·'-;:-'1""---·-----·-~\o. 

" , , 

, 

t I 
! I 
11 

U 
11 

II 
II 

I II 
U 
[1. 

I 1 

! 1 

j 

11· ,l 

~ 
. ~ 11 

f1 
! 

~ t! 

. ~ II 
'I I I 

1.1-

c. Comments: 

Appellate review may be discretionary or as of right. 
Supreme Court decides which appeals of right to dismiss as 
frivolous or for procedural defects and which are of 
sufficient moment to merit Supreme Court review rather than 
being transferred to Court of'Appeals. It may then, in its 
discretion, grant further review of a Court of Appeals 
decision. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number' of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

142 

3. 

4. 

5. 

a. Allowed. .26 

( Does not include interlocutory appeals or, attorney 
disciplinary matters.) 

b. Denied. 116 

(D6es not include 98 denials of permisson.to appeal 
interlocutory ruling.) 

The average number of days elapsed 
. between filing of petition and 

action by allowance or denial. 

Action must be 
taken with i n 30 
days of 
intermed.i ate court 
decision. 

Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

Central staff attorneys screen cases and make recommendations to 
3-judge Supreme Court panel, who then recommend to full court 
which cases to dispose summarily, which to transfer to 
intermediate court, and which to retain, by 2/3 vote. Motion to 
resist transfer or to reconsider denial of intermediate court 
review, heard en banc (5/9 vote to hear). 

Are such procedures formalized 
into rules; published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

44 

Yes 

, 



c. 

6. 

7. 

Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwi se?· 

If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Yes 

Intermediate court opinion final unless Supreme Couft acts on 
petition within 30 days. Two-stage screening: central staff 
attorneys, 3-judge panel. (See attached copy of rule) 

Disposition'of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

l. 

2. 

Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978~79. 

Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 265 

b. By per curiam opinion. 25 (some) 

(Substantial decrease from 1977.and 1978.) 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

(pe.r . curi am not 
published) 

(no requi~ement to 
write opinions) 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

152 days (from date 
ready for 
submission, i.e., 
to be argued wi th i.n 
30 days, to opinion) 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

.. ' 

Except for most complex and controversial cases, oral arguments 
heard by·5-judge divisions. Draft opinions circulated to whole 
cc~rt, and although most cases are decided by divisions, any 2 
~udges can require en banc decision any time prior to final 
opinion approval. (228 of 290 decisions in 1979 made by 5-judge 
divisions.) . 
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5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

·7.. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Yes 

Yes 

Screening attorneys write memoranda on whether (a) to sit en 
bane or in division for any cases; (b) whether and how long to 
allow for argument; 3-jUdge panel recommends to court what to 
do. (Average oral argument time: 35 minutes.) 

D. Additional Infor~ation 
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1. Name, address and phone number of persqn or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

Intermediate court began hearing cases in 1977.' 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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~!. - Five j~dges. nine judge court. en banc. 

'RULE'l2. APPl,ICATION TO; SUPREME cCOUR.'! Rl& cFtJR.TRER REVI:EW 

"(a) ,Preparation of memo~anda. Central. staff research attorneys 
of,the supreme court shall prepare a memorandum on ~ach application for 
further revi~ of a court of appeals dec.ision. . ApPeI?-dix 2 is the form 
of a memorandum. 

,,-

'.the memorandum. shall describe the status» issues and facts in­
vol:ved in th~ application and analyze the issues presented. 

The memorandum shall also contain recommendations regarding a 
ruling on the application, the scope of submission, whether supplemental 
briefs should be required, the manner of submission' and the amount of 
oral argument which should be allowed. 

The memorandum only constitutes the staff atto'rney's views. The 
recommendation to the supreme court shalL be made independently by a 
panel of justices of the supreme court under subdivisions (b) and (c) 
of this rule. The memorandum shall not contain a recommendation as to 
the ultimate resurt if further review is granted • . ' 

The memorandu~ shall be circulated to all members of the supreme 
court. 

. . " 

The cover page of a memorandum through the general case description 
may be made aV'lilable to the public. The remainde~ of t.he memorandum. 
shall be confidential. 1I 

neb) Review by rotating. panel. Each application .for further review:t 
resistance, previously filed briefs and appendix. and memorandum shall 
be examined by a rotating panel of three justices, which sha11 -make a 
recommendation to the supreme court. If granting is recommended~ the 
scope and manner of submission also shall be recommended. n . 

. " 

U(c) . Court conference. The supreme court: en bane shall consider 
each application for further review» resistance and memorandum in a 
conference. The af~irmative vote of at ~east. five justices shal1 be 

required to grant an appl~cation for further reVie~. If an 
application 4s" granted. tlie supre:ne court shall determine the 
scope" and manner of' submission." (Supreme Court Rules, Rule 12» 

'Vest Desk Copy, September 1979). 

.. 

;' 
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B. 

SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Kansas Supreme Court 

A· Description of Court 

1. Num~er of justices. 
7 

2. Numbe~ of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. o 
3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary J~risdiction: 

Any intermediate court decision ' 
petition. revlewable on approval of 

Bypass: transfer from intermediate 
questiOns. court on important 

Reference: Kansas Constitution , Art. 3, §2. 
b. Other Jurisd:ction: 

Original: quo warranto, mandamus, habeas corpus. 

Appellate: Class A and B felonies, life sentences 
constltutlonal questions. and 

Reference: Kansas Constitution , Art. 3, §2. 
Disposition of Petitions for R eview or Certiorari 

Appeals: 257* Orig. Jurisdiction: 33 

1. The,number of petitions received 
d~rlng FY 1978-79. . 120 

*in~l~des 136 transferred from . 
declslon there. lntermediate court before 

48' , 
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2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Den i ed. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

113 

11 

102 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

File within thirty days after opinion below. 

5. Are such pr6cedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedure~ designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
'otherwi se? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

C. 'Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in.FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. (Total FY 79: 27l) 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

., . 

.. ' 

49 
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271 

(some) 

(some) 

23: 4 dismissals 
by court, 19 
voluntary 
dismissals. " 

, . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. (FY 
1977-78; from IIreadiness ll to decision): 
civil case~, 9.1 months; criminal cases, 
5.2 months. 

Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

Are such 'procedures formalized into 
rules,'published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

If so, please describe and attach co~ies. 

D. Additional Information 

1. 

2. 

Name, address and phone number of person or persons r~sponding. 

Names, addresses and phones of .other people who may give further 
assistance. 

Howard Schwartz (9l3) 296-2258 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Kentucky Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

7 

1 (CJ 3) 

3 

All cases but capital and serious crimes reviewable on 
approval of petition from intermediate court or 
administrative agency. 

Reference: Kentucky Constitution § 110; Kentucky Revised 
Statutes §§ 22A. 010-22A.030. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: Appellate: Capital Cases and felonies 
(ZO-p 1 us year.5). 

Reference: Kentucky Constitution §§ 110-111; KRS §§22A 
o IO-Z2A. 030. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1978. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition -and 
action by allowance or denial. 

51 

486 

123 

342 

"------ -7 / 

! 
1 

~ 
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4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please des,cribe. 

If no petition for rehearing below, 40 days to seek review. 
Staff attorneys screen motions for discretionary review, then 
court decides which to grant. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwi se?, 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

_ C. ' 'Di spos it i on of Cas,es Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1978. 

3. 

4. 

a. _ 

b. 

c. 

'd. 

By written opinion. 

By per curiam opinion. 

By memorandum opinion. 

By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

Average number of days elapsed between 
o~al argument and final disposition~ 

Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

227 

(some) 

(some) 

No requirement that 
all cases be decided 
by opini(;m. 

Notice by court order; argument in all cases unless court 

5. 

directs otherwise. Oral arguments every third week (3-4 days, 4 
cases/day) After hearing, court decides; case assigned to major 
judge. Opinions usually ready by next sitting for oral argument. 

Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

52 
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6. Are any of such procedures designed, to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by'de'a'dlines or otherwise? 

yes 

7. If so, please'describe and attach copies. 

Chief Justices law clerk screens cases to recommend those for 
oral argument, though most are argued, and to recommend those 
for memo opinion. Opinions usually completed within one month. 

D. Additional Information 

1. 

2. 

, 3. 

4. 

Name, address and phone number of persOn or persons responding. 

Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

Further comments. 

Date completed. December 10, 1980 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL, 

Court: Louisiana Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

, 3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discreti""pry Jurisdiction: 

7 

3 

9 

State Court may, by writ of certiorari, order any case 
decided by intermediate court to be certified for review. 

# ## Reference: Louisiana Constitution, Article 5, §ll. 
L] 
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B. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: , 

Appeal of right from intermediate courts if conflict with 
State Court precedent or with intermediate court of another 
cir~uit on issue not yet decided by State Court. 

Direct app~al from trial court in all criminal' cases with 
penalty of $500 or 6 months or more, including death and 
hard labor sentences, and from cases re: constitutionality 
of tax ordinance or statute. 

Reference: Louisiana Constitution Article 5, §§ 5, 11. 

Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number-of petitions received 
during 1979. (writs filed) 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

54 

2,271 

2,052 

529 Dismissed: 11 
Not Considered: 50 

1,462 
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C. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, pubJished or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 
Total Opinlons 1979 
Appeals: opinions: 217; per curiam: 217 
Writs: opinions: 178 
Original Jurisdiction: opinions 11 
Other opinions: 1 ' 
Other per curiam: 44 
Rehearings: opinions 18 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978:-79. 

2. Num,ber of cases decided during. 1979~ 

a. By written opinion.(total opinions) 

. b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion • 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

. Notice by pri nted docket and pri nted calendar 

55 

425 

261 
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5. 

6. 

7. 

Are such'procedures formalized into· 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

. ' 

Are any of su€h procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

If so, please describe and attach copies. 

D. Additional lnformation 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

'2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # .# 

56 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Maryland Court of Appeals 

A. Description of Court 

B: 

. 1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

3. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Centra 1. staff. 

Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

1 (CJ 2) 

o 

Writ of certiorari for review of intermediate court 
decisions.* Bypass provision: on party or State Courts 
own motion., 

*Includes review of circuit court decision'if that court 
acted in an appellate capacity for case from district court. 

Reference: Maryland Courts & Judicial Procedure Code 
Annotat~d §§ 12-201, 12-203, 12-305, 12-307. 

b •. ' Other Jurisdiction: 

Exclusive appellate jurisdiction of questions of law 
certified under- Uniform Certification of Questions of Law 
Act. 

Reference: Maryland Courts and JUdicial Procedure Code 
Annotated §12-307. 

Disposition of Petitions for Review or Cerfiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1978-1979 court year. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

, a. A 11 owed. 

b. "Denied. 

57 
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483 

463 

101 

357 (not included 
here: 3 dismissed, 
2 withdrawn) 
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3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. 

5. 

Pr'ocedures for handl ing petitions. Please describe. 

Are such procedures formalized 

6. 

into rul,es, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies. ) 

Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. 

2. 

Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

Number of cases decided,during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
s~, please attach copies.) 

6. "Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

58 
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D •. Additional Information 

'1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding.' 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

Further comments. 

Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court 

A! Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 7 

2. Number, of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

1 (CJ 2) 

3 

3. Jurisdittion. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Concurrent jurisdiction with intermediate court of all 
trial court appe1as •. Further review by certiorari of 
intermediate court decisions • 

Reference: Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 211, §3; 
Chapter 211 A, §§ 10, 11. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Certain original equity jurisdiction; original authority to 
remove certain court officers. 

Reference: Massachusetts General Laws Chapter'211, §§3, 4, 
4A, 17; Chapter 213, § lA;.Chapter 214, §l. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a., A 11 owed. 

b. Denied. 

3.' The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 
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4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

central staff, consisting of former SJC law clerks, review all 
appeal cases to recommend those proper for SJC appellate review. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed yes 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
othe-rwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Summary calendar used in 1978 (suspended in 1980), to screen 
appeals to identify those for which summary decision can be 
entered without opinion. 

C. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Arg~ 

J. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1975-76. 

2. Number of cases decided during FY 1975-76. 

a. By written o~inion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c • By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. ,Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

,6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

61 
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90.7 days 
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7. If so, please describe and attach ~opies. 

Any appeal ready for oral argume t b y~ar (gil ,through 8131) will b ~ ~ February 1 of any court 
ar~u~ents that year. Each jUs~' ea~ b~fore completi~n of oral 
op1nlOn from the date of its l~e as 20 days to wnte an 
file a request with the clerk a(slgnm~nt to h~m" or else he must 
approval of the quorum for a t,open or ~ubllC lnspection) for lme extenslon. 

D. Additional Information 

1. Name, . address and h ' p one number of person or persons responding •. 

2. Nam~s, addresses and phones of other peo 1 asslstance. p e who may give further 

Daniel Johnedis, Esq., New Courthouse , Boston, (617) 725-8030. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Michigan Supreme Court 

~. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 7 

2. Numbe~ of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

2 (CJ 3) 

10 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Appeals from intermediate court decisions, byap'plication 
and leave granted by state court. 

Bypass on showing of sUbstantial question, significant 
public interest, legal principle of major significance or 
substantial harm. 

Reference: Michigan Constitution Article 3, §4; Michigan 
Court Rules S52, 853. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Review of judicial or bar discipline decisions. Orders in 
nature of perogative units. 

Reference: Michigan Statutes Annotated. § 27A.217; 
Michigan,Court Rules 711, 851. 

Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. 

2. 

The number of petitions received 
during 1978. 

The number of petitions acted on 
.duri ng 1979. 

a. Allowed.(inc~udes leave granted for 
oral argument and final orders with-

;568 

1381 

out opinions) 230 

63 
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b. Denied.(excludes 34 dismissals and 
withdrawals) 1151 

3. The average number,of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedures for·handling petitions. Please describe. 

Petitions to appeal are accompanied by full briefs and a full 
record. A case is assigned to one of the court's 10 experienced 
staff attorneys, who prepares an extensive memorandum and 
recommends granting or denying the petition. The memorandum is 
circulated to all judges, and the staff attorney recommendation 
becomes final within a specified time (about 2 weeks) unless a 
judge holds the case for discussiGn. A case held is taken up in 
conference where the court votes whether to grant the petition. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of suc~ procedures designe~ yes 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwi se? 

7. If so, plea~e describe and attach copies. 

Under Rules 852.2 (4) (g) and'853.2 (4), leaves to appealar~ 
disposed without formal 'opinion but with specific reasons stated 
in order for action taken. No oral argument for such cases. 

Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion • 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

64 
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3. Average number of days elapsed betw.een 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Pr,ocedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Pleas~ describe.-

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

D. Additional Information 

1 •. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. 

. 3. 

. . 4. 

Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

Further comments . 

Date completed • December 10 , 1980 . 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Minnesota Supreme Court (see comment) 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number. of 1 aw clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. FUrther comments. 

9 

1 

4 

Intermediate court under consideration, for 1982 referendum 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 

" . 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Missouri Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of Justices. 7 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a.. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

1 

o 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Cer~iorari to review intermediate court decisions. On 
Supreme Court order, important questions transferable 
before intermediate court decision. 

Reference: 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Exclusive jurisdiction regarding (1) validity of 
constitutional, statutory or treaty provision; (2) 
construction of state reserve laws; (3) title to state 
office; and (4) capital cases. ' 

Reference: Missouri Constitution, Art. V, if dissenting 
judge in intermediate court certifies i~s.majority ~pinion 
to be contrary to a prior appellate dec1s10n, case 1S 
transferable to supreme court, §§3, 10. 

B. Disposition of Petitions-for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of pet it ions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petiti ons acted on 
during 1979. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

67 
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3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and· 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please descri~e. 

5. Are such procedures 'formalized 
into rules~ published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attac~ 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to' expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

C. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. 

2. 

Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

Number of cases decided during FY·1977-78. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. B~ unpublished' opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7 •. If so, please describe and ~ttach copies. 

68 
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D. Additional Information 

\. . ,..' 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2.. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December la, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Nevada Supreme Court (see comments) 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 5 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 1 

b. Central staff. 5 

3. Further comments. 

Intermediate Court public referendum, 1980. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

.# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: New Jersey Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a., Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

7 

2 (CJ 3) 

2 

Appeals on certification by petition or court's own motion 
to intermediate court, without authorization to provide by 
rule for certification to lower courts. Appeals by State 
court'leave from interlocutor.y orders (a) of trial courts 
in capital cases; (b) of intermediate, court to prevent 
irreparable injury; and (c) on certification to 
intermediate court. 

Reference: New Jersey Constitution Article 6, §5, par. 1.; 
!; 2:2-1 (b), 2:2-2, 2:12. 

b. Other Jurisdiction~ 

Appeal of right from intermediate court if (a) substantial 
constitution question; (b) dissenting opinion in 
intermediate court. 

/ Reference: New Jersey Consititution Article 6, §5. par. 1; 
!. 2:2-1 (a). 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

Cert. Pet. Cert. Mot. App.Leave 
granted. 

1. The number of petitions 
for certification 
received during 
FY 1978-79 916 

2. The number of petitions 
acted on during FY 78-79. 975 

71 

.. ' .-

12 132 

52 132 

, a. Grant and remand 4 

b. Allowed 105 20 16 

c. Dismiss before 
perfection 100 

d. Denied. 766 32 116 

3. For 183 appeals decided, days from judgement below to NOA or 
grant of certification (date of certification granted used 
in large majority of cases. Mean: 106 

Median: 92 
Range: 0-345 

4. Procedure for handling petitions. Please 
describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized yes 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

'6. Are any of'such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so,please describe and attach copies. 

C. Disposition of Cases Heard on 'Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 144 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during FY 1978-79 

a. By written opini on. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion.(dismissed after 

93 by written 
opinion 

35 

argument) 15 

3. ,Average number Jf days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition.* 

*date of decision. 

72 

Mean: 128 
Median: 108 
Range: 8-608 days 
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4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5.. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Additional Information 

----------

1. Name, address and phone nu~ber of perSon or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistal)ce. 

Robert Lipscher (609) 292-4636. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December· 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: New Mexico Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

B. 

1. Number of justices. 5 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

By writ of certiorari or certification by intermediate 
court, state court reviews intermediate court decisions if 
(1) in conflict with state court or other intermediate 
court decision; (2) significant constitution question; (3) 
issue of substantial public interest. 

Reference: New Mexico Statutes § 34-5-14 (See§16-7-14) 

. b. Other Jurisdi~tion: 

Direct appellate review of death penalty or life 
imprisonment. 
Original jurisdication of extrqordinary writs and attorney 
practice. 

Reference: New Mexico Constitution Article 6, § 3; 
Statutes, Chapter 18. 

Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied/Quashed. 

74 

182 

166 

22 

144 

, 
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3. The" average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and' 
action by allowance or denial. 

4.' Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

5. Are such proc~dures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are' any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 149 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By-~ritten opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memQrandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion., 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 

oral argument and final' dispositio~. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed ~o 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

71" .) 
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74.8, 
(Submission to 
opinion or decision) 
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7. If ~o, please describe and attach copies. 

D. Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 

76 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: New York 'Court of Appeals 

A. Description of Court 

B. 

--'~--,r--"7 ".. 1-
-.~ . . 

1. Number of justices. 7 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Centr,a 1 staff. 

2 (CJ3) 

7 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary JUrisdiction: 

Court may review intermed'iate court judgment or order on 
leave or certification by court of appeals or intermediate 
court. 

Reference: New York Constitution, Article 6, §3. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Direct ~ppeal of r'ight from trial court to review validity 
of constitutional or statutory' provision. Review by right 
of intermediate court civil decision if constitutional 
question, if dessent, or if reversal of trial court. 
Limited review of fact questions. 

Reference: New York Constitution, Article 6, §3. 

Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

3. The average. number of days, elapsed 
between filing 'of petition and 
action by allowanc~ or denial. 

71 

.. ' 
. ,-

--~---------~,\,--------~--~-------------------
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C. 

< •• ,., 

/ 
.. ,-'----,-' -,'-~.--~-~----

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

Pro~edures for handling petitiqns. Please describe. 

Civi~ motions f~r.leave to appeal require vote and decision of 
all Judges~ Crlmlnal leave applications, however, are allocated 
among. the J~dges for one-judge decisions. (About one third of 
matter~ asslgned to each judge require oral hearing in addition 
to reVlew of.re~ord.) All cases screened by central staff for 
sua sponte dlsmlssal if jurisdiction absent" central staff also 
prepare memoranda on motions. ' 

Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so please attach 
copies.) , 

Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

If so, plea~e describe and attach copies. 

Di spos it i on of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

l. 

2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in 1978. 

Number of cases decided during 1978. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

'e. Without opinion (includes decisions 
with no opinion and those adopting 
opinion below. 

Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describ.e. ' 

"Hot bench" approach; see C. 7 beltiw. 

Are such ~rocedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

73 

539 

557 

175 

28 

217 

.137 

4-6 weeks for 90-95% 
of cases. 
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6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

All judges study briefs and'r~cords.befor~ oral argument, and 
they meet in conference for flrst dlSCUSSlon of any case one day 
after argument. Three weeks later, after discussions and 
written exchanges, conference again fpr all cases. 

Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names~ addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments., 

4. Date completed. December 1 0, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: North Carolina Supreme Court 

A. 

B. 

Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

7 

l(CJ 2) 

0, 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction~ 

Cases of Significant public interest and those involving 
major legal principles. Most cases only after review from 
intermediate Court. 

Bypass directly from trial courts, when liklihood of 
substantial harm if delay, when appellate workload such 
that justice requires it, or when intermediate court 
decision appears likely to conflict with state court 
decision. 

Reference': North Carol ina General Statutes §7A-31 • 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Cases on appeal by right from intermediate court (PUC rate 
cases, contitutional cases and those where dissent in 
intermediate court). 

Appeals by right from gen~ral trial court (capital cases). 

Reference: North' Carolina General Statutes §§7A-27, 7A-30. 

Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received during 
1978-1979. (Review of intermediate 
court decision, review before inter­
mediate court decision, certiorari) 

80 

414 (not included: 
in this are 62 
appeals for 
further review 
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2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. 'Allolf:ed. 

b. Denied. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

63 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any ~f such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of netitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach ccipies. 

C. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
. in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979; 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By pe~curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.} 

81 

162 

- ---- ~-----~ -----

tJ 

I) 

l' I! 
j 
I 

1 
1 

I 
I 

! 
j 
l 

1 
1 

I 
! 
\ 

\ 

1 

. , t 

" 

'I 
I 

: j 

/ ' 

I 

U 

[J / 

U 

r J 

Ll 

LI 

( l 

U 

[I' 

Q 

[1 

['I 
[J 

fl 
[ j 

[ I 

['1 

U 
[1 
[1 ! 
·-'i 

6. 

7. 

Are' any of such procedures deSigned to 
expedite disposition of cases,' either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

If so, p~ease describe and attach copies. 

Informal rule creates peer pressure for prompt opinions. 

D. Additional Information 

1. N~me, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Ohio Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

7 

4 Justices: 2 
3 Justices: 1 

5 

In cases of great public interest, State Court may order 
court of appeals to certify record to state court for 
review of court of appeals decision. Where a court of 
appeals finds its decision in conflict with that of another 
court of appeals in state, it certifies case to state court 
and state court must review. 

No bypass provision. 

Reference: Ohio Rev~sed Code Annotat~d, Constitution 
Artlcle 4, §§ 2,3 (Baldwin, 1971) 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Appeal of right from court of appeals in cases (1) 
originating in court of appeals; (2) where d~ath penalty 
affirmed; (3) involving constitutional questlons. 

Administrative appeals as of right to State Court. 

Original jurisdiction re: extraordina~y writs, practice of 
law, constitutional challenge re: electors. 

Reference:. Revised Code Annotated, Constitutional Article 
4§§ 1, 2; Article 6, § 3. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

, -
.... '. 

1 •. The number of motions to certify and 
for leave to appeal received 
during 1979. 

33 

. . , 
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2. 

3. 

The number of petitions acted 9n 
during 1979. 

a. 'A 110wed. 

b. Denied. 

The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

1366 

"146 

1220 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

'. C. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. ~y memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opin~on. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 'into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

84 
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6. Ar~ any of such procedures des~gned to 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

D. Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Oklahoma Supreme Court (see comment) 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 9 

2 • Number of 1 aw clerk s • 

3. 

a. 

b. 

Per justice. 

Centra 1 staff. 

1 

4 

Jurisdiction. 

a. 

b. 

Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

All civil appeals filed with supreme court, which then 
assigns some of such cases to civil intermediate court. It 
can recall cases so assigned before decision below, or it 
can review intermediate court decisions on grant of 
certiorari. 

~eference: Oklahoma Constitution, Article 7, §§l, 4; 
Oklahoma Statutes, Tit. 20, §30.l. 

Other Jurisdiction: 

Direct appeal of civil cases from trial court. Beyond 
superintendence control, no authority to review decisions 
by intermediate criminal appeals court. 

Reference: Oklahoma Constitution, Art. 7, §4~ See Dancy V. 
Owens, 126 Oklahoma 37, 258 P. 899 (1927) 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 181 
during 1977. 

2. " The number of petitions acted on 188 
during 1977., 

a. Allowed. 39 

b. Denied. 146 (other 
dispositions: 3) 

86 
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3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and, 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

Review of civil intermediate court decisions require decision by 
majority o.f court to grant certiorari. 

5. Are such procedures formal,ized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) -

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to exp~dite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

C. 'Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By'memorandum opinion., 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e., Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6.. Are any of such procedures designed to 
. expedite disposition of cases either 

by deadlines or otherwise? ' 
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7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Additional Information 

1.' 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

Further comments. 

The Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals is an intermediate court 
with exclusive and final appellate jurisdiction of criminal 
matters. 

Date'completed. December 10, 1980 

# # #, 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: . Oregon Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction:, 

7 

1 

5 

By grant of petition, review of any intermediate court 
decision. 

Reference: Oregon Revised Statutes, §2.5l0. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Extraordinary writs. 

, Reference: Oregon Constitution, Article 7, Amend., §2. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

Vote of three judges re~uired for grant of review petition. 
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5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

C. Disposltion of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By 'written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d; By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

,'3; Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition ,of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed ~o 
expedite disposition 'of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

D. Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

90 
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~ 2. d phones of other people who may "ive further Names, addresses an ~ 

assistance. 

December 10, 1980. 
[] 3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 

WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Pennsylvania Supreme Court 

A. 

B. 

Description of Court 

l. 

2. 

3. 

, 

Number of justices. 7 

Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 4-5 

b. Central staff. o 

Jurisdiction. 

a. 

b. 

Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Final orders of intermediate courts (other than set out 
below), on allowance by two justices on petition by any 
party. 
Bypass: On own motion or party petition, state court may 
order important matter pending in any other court to be 
transferred to it. Also, review of special prosecutions or 
investigations. *Any matter reassigned pursuant to 42 PA 
C.S.§§503(a), 70l(b). 

Reference: Pa C.S. §§ 724, 726;. See Pa R.A.P., Rules 341 
(5), 702 (b) 3331. . 

Other Jurisdiction: 

Extraordinary writs • 

Reference:42 Pa C.S.§ 721, 722, 723, 725. *Under 42 Pa. 
C.S. §503(a), the .Supreme Court is authorized to assign 
reassign, by general rule, classes of matters among the 
courts, and all incdnsistent statut~s are thereby 
suspended. See Also, 42 Pa. C.S. §701 (b). 

and 

Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

.1. 

2. 

The number of petitions received 
during 1978. 

The number of petitions acted on 
during 1978. 

a. Allowed. ' 
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,3. 

b. Denied. 

The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

971 

4." Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
intb rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

yes 

Thirty days after opinion in intermediate court is final, 
petition must be filed with state court. 

c. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

. .. ~, 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 292 
in 1978. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1978. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 
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6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, 'either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Additional Information 

1. 

2. 

Name, address and phone number of.person.or persons responding. 

Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: South Carolina Supreme Court (see comment) 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a.' Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Reference: 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

5 

1 

6 

Once intermediate appellate court is created, state court 
review of criminal cases only by certiorari. Direct appeal 
in civil cases. 

Reference: 

B. Disposition 'Of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 
during 1979. 

3. 

4. 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

The average number of.d~ys elapsed 
between filing of petltlon and 
action by allowance or denial. 

Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

.... 
95 '. 
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C. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review, either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

DispOSition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1'978-79. 

2. Number of, cases dec i ded dur i ng 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion.' 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average n~mber of ~ays elapsed between 
oral argument and final d~sposition. 

4. Procedures for han.dling dispOSition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite dispOSition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. . Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further assistance. 
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3. Further comments. 

Intermediate court operations de~ayed? 

4. Date completed. December. 10. 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE .COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Tennessee Supreme Court 

A. 

B. 

Description of Court 

l. 

2. 

3. 

Number of justices. 5 

Number of law clet'ks. 

a. 

b. 

Per justice. 

Centt'al staff. 

1 

2 

Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionat'y Jurisdiction: 

Review of decisions by either of state's two (civil and 
criminal) intermediate courts ;s by writ of certiorari. 

Reference: Tennessee Code An~otated §§16-452; 26-819. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Direct jurisdiction of cases involving constitutionality of 
statute or ordinance, right to hold public office, 
workmen's compensatiqn, state revenue, mandamos, and. where 
trial court facts are stipulated. 

Reference: Tennessee Cdde Annotated §§ 16-304, 16-408, and 
16-448. 

Disposition of Petitiorys for Review or Certiorari 

l. The number of petitions received 675 

during 1978. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 675 

during 1978. 

a •. Allowed. 82 

b. Denied. .585 

·3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or de~ial. 
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4. Procedures for handling petitions. Please describe. 

Vote of two justices required for grant of petition. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

Tennessee Rules of Appellate Procedure, Rule 11 (e). 

Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

c. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1978. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By,memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished npini6n. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between' 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures forma Ti zed into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such'procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases, eJther 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 
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D. Additional Information 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Texas Supreme Court (see comment) 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a., Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Reference: 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

9 

1 (CJ 2) 

4 

No criminal cases. Intermediate court cases reviewed if 
there is a dissent or a conflict among intermediate civil 
court decisions or with supreme court precedent. Review 
also for construction or validity of statute, state revenue 
or cases involving ~ailroad commission. 

Reference: Vernon's Texas Statutes Annotated, Article 1728. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

Total cases passed on: 1040 

1. The number of, petitions received 822 
during 1979. (applications for writ of 
error) 

2. The number-of petitions acted on 776 
during 1979. 

a. A110wed.(granted) 

b. Denied.(refused or dismissed) 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
. between filing of petition and 

action by allowance or denial. 

101 

134 
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C. 

4. Procedures for handling petiti9ns. Please describe. 

Court reviews in conferenc8 9 with application granted if three 
or more justices vote that there was an error in intermediate 

. court. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite' disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
inFY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpub 1, i shed opi n.i on .. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4.' Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe •. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed io 
expedite disposition of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and, attach copies. 

102 

93 . 

20 

i ~ 
i 



[ 

[, 

,,// 

[ 

[ 
~ 
~ 

[ 

t 
C' 
[ 

[ 

[ 

[' ! , 

o 
Dl , .{ 

u 
u 
U 

'I 
I 

D. 

~~---

Addition~l Information 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding. 

Name~, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
ass i stance. . 

Further comments. 

Cr,'m,'nal Appeals is a court of last resort The Texas Court of 
wjthout an intermediate appellate court. 

Date completed. December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

Court: Washington Supreme Court 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 9 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. Central staff. 3 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

Except ~s set forth in 3b below, review of any case decided 
by intermediate court is in supreme court discretion. 
Supreme court can order transfer of case pending in 
intermediate court. Direct appeal' in cases of broad public 
import. 

Reference: Rev. Code of Washington Ann. §2.06.030. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

Appeal by right from intermediate court decision if trial 
court reversed by l.ess'than unanimous decision. Direct 
appeal in cases involving constitutional ~uestions; 
validity of statute; death penalty; direct conflict among 
appellate decisions; or public revenues. 

Reference: Rev. Code of Washington Ann. §§ 2.04.010 and 
2.0$.030. 

B. DispOSition o~ Petitions for Review or Certiorari, 

1. The number of petitions received 
dur'; ng 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted on 337 during 1978. 

a. Allowed. 63 
b. Denied. 274 
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3 •. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 

4. ProcedureS for handling petitions. Please describe. 

The petition for review is assigned by rotation to a five-judge 
panel and to one justice on the panel. With the help of his law 
clerk, the justice prepares a memorandum, which is sent to his 
eight colleagues. All justices also receive the briefs filed in 
the intermediate court. The case is then discussed by the 
five-judge panel in conference. The panel decides the petition 
i~ an unanimous vote is achieved. If not, the petition is 
discussed in an en banc conference and decided by majority vote. 

5. Are such procedures formalized 
into rules, published or 
unpublished? (If so, please attach 
copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for review either by deadlines or 
otherwise? 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 

C. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1978. 

a. By written opinion. 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion .• 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e.Without opinion. 

3.. Average number of days elapsed between 
oral argument and final disposition. 

4. Procedures for handling disposition of 
cases. Please describe. 

105 
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5. Are such procedu~es formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, pJease attach copies.) , 

6. 

7. 

Are a~y of.such.p~ocedures designed to 
expedlte dlSposltlon Of cases, either 
by deadlines or otherwise? ' 

If so, please describe and attach cop1 es • 

Additional Information 

l. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

. Name, address ~nd phone number of person or pers'ons responding. 
Names; addresses and phones of other people who'may . 
assistance. glve further 

Further comments. 

Date completed. 
December 10, 1980 

# # # 
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SURVEY OF STATE SUPREME COURTS 
WITH INTERMEDIATE COURTS OF APPEAL 

.Court: Wi scans in Supreme Court (see comment) 

A. Description of Court 

1. Number of justices. 

2. Number of law clerks. 

a. Per justice. 

b. ,Central staff. 

3. Jurisdiction. 

a. Discretionary Jurisdiction: 

7 

1 (CJ 2) 

4 

Supreme Court may grant leave to appeal from decision of 
intermediate appellate court, or it may grant petition for 
direct review without intermediate court decision. 

Reference: Laws of Wisconsin, Ch. 187. 

b. Other Jurisdiction: 

May have original jurisdiction in elections, bond questions 
and issuance of ~xtraordinary writs. 

Reference: See Wisconsin Constitution Art.· 7, §3; Wisconsin 
Statutes Annotated §251.10. 

B. Disposition of Petitions for Review or Certiorari 

, .' 

1. The number of petitions received 
during 1979. 

2. The number of petitions acted 'on 
during 1979.· 

a. Allowed. 

b. Denied. 

3. The average number of days elapsed 
between filing.of petition and 
action by allowance or denial. 
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4 •. Procedures for,handling peti,tions. Please describe. 

5. Ar~ such procedures formalized 
into. ru 1 es, pub lished or .,_ 
unpubl is·hed? (If so, please attach 
copies.) _ 

6. Are any of such procedures designed 
to expedite disposition of petitions 
for, review either by deadlines or 
qtherwise? 

7. If so; please describe and attach copies. 

C. Disposition of Cases Heard on Oral Argument 

1. Number of cases heard on oral argument 
in FY 1978-79. 

2. Number of cases decided during 1979. 

a. By written opinion . 

b. By per curiam opinion. 

c. By memorandum opinion. 

d. By unpublished opinion. 

e. Without opinion. 

3. Average number of days elapsed between 
o~al argument and final 'disposition. (1977 
flgures, before creation of intermediate 
court. ) 

4. Proc~dures ~or handling disposition of 
,cases. Please describe. 

5. Are such procedures formalized into 
rules, published or unpublished? (If 
so, please attach copies.) 

6. Are any of such procedures designed to 
expedite disposition of cases,·either 
by. deadlines or otherwise? _ . ' 

7. If so, please describe and attach copies. 
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D. Additional Information 

..... 

1. Name, address and phone number of person or persons responding .. 

2. Names, addresses and phones of other people who may give further 
assistance. 

3. Further comments. 

Intermediate court created August 1978. 

4. Date completed. December 10, 1980. 

# # # 
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