STATISTICAL DATA REGARDING STATE COURTS
The National Center for State Courts

Editor’s note: Like the statement from the American Academy of
Appellate Lawyers and the federal-court statistics that precede
them in this issue, the state-court statistics in these charts were
circulated to all attendees in advance of the 2005 National
Conference on Appellate Justice. They informed all of the
presentations and discussions at the National Conference.
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Appellate

Appellate conrts,
as the final arbiters
of disputes, shape

and define the law.

Appellate courts, whether at the intermediate or highest level,
provide review of decisions of lower courts and, as the final arbi-
ters of disputes, shape and define the law. In most statcs, appellate
courts are required to review decisions in criminal cases when the
defendant is sentenced to death. Appellate courts are also respon-
sible for disciplining attorneys and judges for scrious violations of

ethics and conduct.

Most states divide their appellate system into two levels: an inter-
mediate appellate court (IAC), which renders a first level of trial
court review, and a court of last resort (COLR), which handles the
most critical and important matters and appeals from che IACs.
Only eleven states and the District of Columbia function without
an JAC, while two states, Oklahoma and Texas, have more than
one COLR.

Many of the analyses included here make a distincrion between
mandatory and discretionary caseloads in appellate courts. As
the terms imply, mandatory jurisdiction over cases means that an
appellate court is obligated by its state constitution or statutes to
consider the merits of a case. Discretionary jurisdiction means the

court decides whether it will grant review of a case.
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Appeliate court filings show a slight increase for the first time since 1998

»  Total appellate court cascloads include original
proceedings and appeals over which the appdl-
late courts have mandatory or discretionary
jurisdiction. This trend shows annual filing data
for state appellate courts for the last 10 years.

P Between 1993 and 1998 the number of appel-
late court filings increased 17 percent, from
254,000 to 297,000. Over the next five years,
filings declined 6 percent to 278,000.

Total Appellate Court Filings, 1993-2002

100,000

ot
1993

Intermediate appellate courts handle most mandatory appeals .

D Inrermediate appellate courts provide first-
level review, while courts of last resort are
the final arbiters of disputes. This strue-
ture results in intermediate appellate courts
handling the majority of appeals. Where
there is no intermediate appellate court, a
state supreme court conducts first and final
appellate review.

»  The cascloads in IACs and COLRs are
reported here as filings of mandatory
appeals and discretionary petitions.
Mandatory appeals in IACs outnumbered
those in COLRs by a margin of G to 1.
Conversely, there are more than two
discretionary petitions filed in COLRs
for every one filed in IACs.

Fotai Mandatory and Discretionary Caseloads in COLRs
and IACs, 2002

Discretionary [N 27.779
(@2%) [T 7T 60,608

Mandatory [INENEEERR 155029
(68%) [-] 26,655

W Intermediate Appellate Courts
3 Courts of Last Resort
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D States in this table are Total Appellate Casaloads by State, 2002
dmdct:l into tho‘se with Appeais per Tota y o
and without an inter- States 100,000 Populstion _ Appesis Appeais __Patitions Rank
mediate appellate court With Intermediate Appaitats Court
and then ranked accord- Louisiana 283 12,708 29% 71% 24
: . Alabama 1“1 8325 82 18 23
ing to their number of Fiorida 140 23379 83 1”7 4
appeals per 100,000 Puerto Rico 132 5,079 33 67 27
popula(ionA Cascloads Pennsylvania Ak 18,178 83 17 8
h New Jarsey 123 10,548 72 28 ]
are shown as percentages Oregon 120 4213 83 17 28
composed of mandatory Aaska 14 738 74 26 48
appeals and discretion- Ohlo n3 12052 8 12 7
ary peticions Nebraska 108 1,830 82 18 3
Texas 103 22,413 88 14 2
. Kansas 29 2,878 67 33 33
»  When adjusted for Hingis 9 11,885 78 2 5
population, Louisiana Michigan 9 9,429 a4 8 8
(popularion rank 24) Washington B84 5692 70 30 15
ed the hich Kdaho 93 1,248 85 15 a0
reported the highest Kentucky 92 3,783 78 22 26
number of appeals (283 Hawali 92 1,148 94 6 43
per 100,000 population)  ZC0C ® ppot ©  m 2
. o X
and North Carolina
(population rank 11) Calitornia 8 31,206 45 s5 1
ed chel Virginia 88 6,440 1" 89 12
reported the lowest (38 New York 8 18,386 8 2 3
per 100,000 population). Arkansas 83 2256 74 2 3
Wisconsin 83 4,522 75 25 20
. Missouri Y 4,519 86 14 17
»  Proportions of manda- Naw Mexico k] 1.440 s8 a2 a7
tory and discretionary lowa 73 2137 100 ° 1]
caseloads v: i South Carolina 70 2,858 59 41 25
ok i :;am“ Tennessae 65 3,784 81 a9 16
Y, ut scveral states
show 100 percen Maryland 63 3453 63 37 18
da pe di ¢ Georgia 60 5,132 68 32 10
mandatory or discre- Minnesota 59 2942 74 26 21
tionary jurisdiction. Massachusetts 57 3,694 60 40 13
These proportions were utan S5 1,264 100 0 3
Indlana 52 3185 7 23 14
based upon the number Connecticut 49 1,693 7 29 0
of cases reported in cach Mississippl ] 1401 78 22 2
category rather than North Carotina 8 3157 55 45 n
actual mandated juris- Without an Intermediato Appellats Court
diction. Hence, a 100 District of Columbla 268 1,520 26 4 51
percent designation West Virginia 147 2653 0 100 38
. Delaware 89 715 100 [} 46
in one category could Montana 88 798 73 27 45
simply mean that Vermont 88 530 97 3 50
there were no cases Novada b 1729 100 0 3%
filed in the oth Rhode Island 70 754 45 5 a4
tled (n [45 other New Hampshire 64 813 [} 100 42
category in 2002. South Dakota 60 457 84 16 a7
North Dakota 57 363 94 6 49
Maine 57 738 7 24 41

Notes: Oklahoma and Wyoming were unabla to provide data for 2002, States in bluo are the nation’s 10 most populous.
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State appellate courts issued over 38,000 opinions ‘

D Most appeals are resolved by opinions, memoranda/orders, or pre-argument dismissals. While opin-
ions can be rendered through a variety of means, the data here capture only two: signed opinions and
per curiam affirmed opinions. In 2002, 17 courts of last resort issued almost 3,700 such opinions
while 24 intermediate appellate courts issued over 34,500.

»  During 2002, these courts also issued more than 23,000 memoranda/orders and dismissed
approximately 27,000 cases.

Manner of Disposition in 17 Courts of Last Resort and 24 Intermediate Appetlate Courts, 2002

Number of Total — Opinions —— —===-————— Non-Opinion Dispositions

Justices Signed Per Curiam Memo/Order P Other
Courts of Last Resort
Florida 7 2977 95 213 2,669
Nevada 7 2,454 38 61 1,767 588
lowa 8 2,180 180 " 928 1.015 46
District of Columbia 9 1,836 339 575 865 57
Colorado 7 1415 121 1,287 7
Washington 9 1,328 129 892 70 18 19
Puerto Rico 7 1,240 92 44 129 957 18
Indiana 5 1,103 195 18 190 887 13
Hawaii 5 847 191 257 258 141
Rhode Istand 5 818 75 105 70 290 278
Montana 7 792 343 239 210
Detaware 5 713 7 19 546 77
Vermont 5 603 88 388 147
Alaska 5 516 182 68 95 171
South Dakota 5 428 164 167 84 33
Oregon 7 an 80 40 251 20
North Dakota 5 345 189 7 85
Intermediate Appellate Courts
Ohio 68 10,627 6.992 3.389 246
Pennsytvania Superior Ct. 15 8,162 5315 2,835 2
Michigan 28 7.647 212 102 3.636 1,793 1,904
New Jersey 34 7.280 431 3,560 250 3,039
Pennsytvania Commonweatth Ct. 9 4753 1,746 2,722 17 168
Washington 22 4,306 1,846 264 1,593 il 592
Oregon 10 3,844 393 18 1,483 1,660 190
Missouri 32 3,661 1,686 103 1,200 92 580
Wisconsin 18 3,486 761 523 867 1,335
Georgia 12 3,389 1.401 643 567 69 709
Massachusetts 22 2,869 363 1071 618 76 74
Alabamna Ct. of Criminal Appeals 5 2748 122 1,673 578 375
Colorado 16 2,463 2l 1,330 834 8
Maryland 13 2381 144 1179 500 L2l 517
Minnesota 16 2,007 1,324 3 81 609 10
Kansas 10 1,742 1,248 292 204
Tennessee Ct. of Appeals 12 1,504 843 422 4 235
Alapama Ct. of Civil Appeals 5 1,306 323 574 358 51
Tennessee Ct. of Criminal Appeals 12 1,304 890 288 17 109
Connecticut 9 1271 637 262 128 243
fowa g 1,231 1,144 70 14 3
Arkansas 12 1,200 629 43 80 448
New Maxico 10 855 152 541 145 8 2
Alaska 3 302 55 172 N 44
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morarda-orders are: the t t conunon osIton N state courts 43t resort

D The most common dispositions in inter- Manner of Disposition in COLRs v. IACs, 2002
mediate appellate courts are signed opinions
and pre-argument dismissals. Together,

these two actions comprise about two- Memoradum/ordar
thirds of all dispositions in IACs. Opinions Pre-argument
typically include statements of fact, points

of law, rationale, and dicta, while a pre- Signed opinion
argument dismissal is based on a review Teansterred

of briefs rather than oral arguments.
Per curiam opinion - o

C0 7%
P Nearly onc-haif of cascs in appellate courts Other I 5%
of last resort are resolved by a memoran- e
dum /order, which is a simple order based
ona imous opinion. P g 8 Courts of Last Resort & Intermdiate Appetiate Courts

dismissals and signed opinions are the
next most common at 22 pCl'CCI’I[ and

13 percent, respectively.

D The remaining appeals are disposed of by
per curiam opinions (usually a short opinion
issued in the name of the court racher than
specific justices), transfers to another court,
or some other method.
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Mandatory appeals In intermediate appellate courts continued to dechne

[ ] Mandatory civil and criminal Mandatory Civil and Criminal Appesals in 38 Intermediate
) Appeliate Courts, 1993 - 2002
appeals in [ACs, those cascs that

the courts are statutorily required 75.000

to hear, have tracked consistently I
with one another for the last 10 o
years with civil appeals averaging 50.000 Criminal
about 8,000 more filings per year

than criminal appeals. 25,000

D In 2002, mandatory civil and
cnm.ma.l appeals in the 36 inter- 2993 1506 190 2002
mediate appellate courts featured
on this chart continued a decline
that began in 1998, resulting in a
3 percent decrease in civil appeals
and a § percent decrease in crimi-
nal appeals.

Criminal petitions in courts of last resort decreased for second consecutive year

»  Courts of last resort in 15 states Discretionary Criminal and Civil Petitions in 15 Courts of
. . Last Resort, 1993-2002

were able to provide filing data for
discretionary civil and criminal
petitions from 1993 to 2002. For
the ten-year period shown here,
discretionary criminal petitions are 12,000 Lo
up 20 percent despite a 4 percent
decrease over the last two years.

18,000

»  The number of discretionary civil
petitions in the same 15 courts oF
of last resort reached its peak in
1995; the number of filings then
remained constant for three years.
From 1997 to 2001, filings
declined annually. The number
of civil petitions filed in 2002
was virtually the same as in 2001.
Overall, there has been an 8 per-
cent decline in the last 10 years.
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The majonty of states expecite dependency appeals 10 speed

permanent placement

D Forty-four states and the District of Columbia
report having at least some aspect of an expedited
appellate procedure for dependency cases. Only
six states report not having any such procedure.

D Strategies to expedite appeals include developing
a rracking system, devising and implementing
penalties for delay, reducing bricfing schedules,
limiting oral argument, and expediting the assem-
bling of the record and transcript preparation.

D States have formalized expedited processes
through court rules (23 states), statutes
(15 states), or constitutional amendments (one
statc). Internal operating procedures may also
be used to expedite cases. Often, states have
more than one legal process for expediting
dependency appeals. For example, Georgia has
utilized a constitutional amendment, state
statute, and internal operating procedures.

Status of Expedited Procedures as of Julty 2002

® Does not have any aspects of an expedited
appellate procedure (6)

@ Reports aspects of an expedited appellate
procedure (45)

Source: Dependency Appeals: Strategies ko Reduce Delay, 2nd Edition, NCSC, 2003

Termination of parental rights is the most common of expedited dependency appeals

»  Case types that may be classified
as dependency appeals include
termination of parental rights
(TPR), abuse and neglect, adoption,
custody, children in need of assis-
tance, domestic violence cases that
include custody issues, guardianship
of a minor, and visitation appeals.

»  Many states expedite more than
one case type. In fact, most states
expedite two or more case types,
and many cxpedite any appeal that
involves a child-related issue.

Number of States Supporting Expedited Dependency
Appeals by Type of Case

Termination of parental rights [N 37

Abuse and neglect  [TTTTITNAEERNNNNNE oo
Adoption N 19
Custory NN 1o

Child in need of assistance MMM 15

Other NN 14
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Appellate courts are beginning to use alternative dispute resolution

®  Alternative dispute resolution (ADR) consists of dispute resolution processes
outside of (or adjacent to) the traditional court case structure. Processes as diverse
as mediation, arbitration, early neutral evaluation (ENE), summary jury trials,
settlement conferences, parenting classes for divorcing couples, and group or
family conferencing are all considered types of ADR.

D The focus of many appellate court ADR programs is to encourage or require
counsel for the parties to discuss settlement at a conference facilitated by a
non-judicial court employee or other third-party neutral. Although these attorney-
neutrals have different titles depending on the court, their role is primarily that of
a mediator. The conferences are usually held before the filing of appellate briefs
and, in nearly all cases, before oral argument. Some appellate programs are geared
exclusively toward setdement, while other programs also address case management
and procedural issues.

»  Local court rules or procedures identify the criteria each court uses to deter-
mine whether a case is eligible for the program and whether a conference

should be scheduled.

»  In twenty-one states, appellate courts are addressing increasing caseloads by
offering alternative dispute resolution before and during the appeal.

D Case types that are often referred to mediation include general civil (tort, contract,
and real property rights), domestic relations, and workers’ compensation cases.

States Using ADR in Appellate Courts

P

® Appeliate ADR or Settlement Conferences {19)
& NoAppellate ADR Program (32)
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Adminstrative agency appeals have decreased

18 percent over the last tive yoear s

»  Administrative agencies are licensing Agency Appeats in 11 States, 1998-2002
or regulatory bodies that oversee policies
regarding worker’s compensation, unem-
ployment compensation, public utilitics,
historic preservation, etc. These agencies
typically have a combination of legislative,
executive, and judicial functions that they
use to carry out legislatively mandated
policy. Thus, an administrative agency
appeal is an appeal of a decision made by

. of v r 3
one of these agencies. 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

D The number of administrative agency
appeals in 11 state appellate courts has been
declining since 1999. The greatest decline
(-16 percent) occurred in 2001 when the
number of filings fell by almost 1,000 cases.
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TABLE1: Reportod National Caseload for State Appellate Courts, 2002

Reported Caseload _Fled Disposed
Courts of last resort:
. Mandatoryfurisdiction appeals:
A Numberofreported complete cases 26,437 26,993
Nurmber porting complete dat: P
B.  Numbarofrep pl thatil i fonarypettions .................. 2,060 1,562
Number of courts reporting complete data with some discretionary pefitions .................... 4 3
C.  Number ofrep i .. 669 348
Number of courts reportingincompletedata . . . . 3 1
D.  Numberofreported cases that 513 612
Number porti thati 1 1
Il.  Discretionary jurisdiction petitions:
A Number of reported complete petitions. 59,739 58,153
Number of courts reporting complete petitions, . . 47 44
B.  Number ofreported itions that 0 2,265
Number: ing ' iti o 3
C. Number of reported petitions that are incomplets . 1IN 1253
Number petitions . . . 2 1
Intermediats appellate courts:
[ Mandatoryjurisdiction appeals:
A Numberofreported complets cases . . 127,022 132,464
Number i lete dat: » »
B.  Numberofrepor Pl thati i i Y petitions. 27644 3r81o
Number: porting lete d i i ionary petitions . . 7 7
C. Number 4722 4753
Number d 1 1
{l.  Discretionary jurisdiction petitions:
A Number of reported complete pefitions 27,769 27,747
Number i h it 21 2
8. Number e it i VCASES .. .. ...l [ 0
Number of ) that handalory cases. ... .......... 0 0
C.  Number petil Q 0
Number ing i Ppotiti 0 ¢
Summary section for ali appeflate courts:
Reported Filings
_COLR ~ __WC =~ ool
A Number pl 86,176 154,791 240,967
B.  Number ofreps 2,060 7844 29,704
C.  Number 2,040 4712 6,762
D.  Numberofrep 13 0 573
Total

........................................................................ 90,849 187,157 278,006

Reported Dispositions
COLR AC Total
Number i i B 85,146 160,211 245,357

A

B.  Numberof it i casetypes ... . 3,827 37,810 41,637
C.  Number of reps itions thatareincomplete. . .. .............. ... ... 1,601 4753 6,354
D.  Numberofrep: itions that are i dinclude oth YPeS. ... 612 0 612

.- T NN 91,186 202,774 293,960
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TABLE 2: Reported Total Caseload for All State Appellate Courts, 2002

TOTAL CASES FILED
Sum of mandatory Sum of mandatory
cases and cases and
Tom rom . petiionsfiled fledgranted
o iscrot
y 7 it Filed Filed
State/Court name: _casesfled  potifonsfled _granted =~ Number _per judge Nymber perjudge
States with ono or more court of last resort and one intermediate appeliata court
ALASKA
Supreme Court 258 157 21 415 83 2719 58
Court of Appeals 288 35 8 3l 107 292 97
State Total 544 192 27 738 73 Bl n
ARIZONA
Suprome Courl n 1,050 NA 1,227 245
Court of Appeals 3,608 116 NA 3724 169
State Tota 3,785 1,168 4,951 183
ARKANSAS
Supreme Court 20 A 448 110 786 109 430 61
Court of Appeals 1,345 145 18 1,480 124 1,363 114
State Total 1665 * 591 128 2,256 119 1,793 94
CALIFORNIA
Supreme Court 23 8,894 136 A 8.917 1,274 159 2
Courts of Appeal 13,925 8,454 NA 22,378 213
State Total 13,948 17,348 31,296 2719
COLORADO
Supreme Court 1114 1,257 NA 1,368 195
Court of Appeals 2873 NJ NJ 2673 167 2,673 167
State Total 2,784 ¢ 1257 4,041 178
CONNECTICUT
Supreme Court 46 4% 63 545 78 109 16
Appellate Court 1,148 B (8) NA
State Total 1,194 ¢
FLORIDA
Supreme Court 143 2,834 NA 2,717 397
District Courts of Appeal 19,228 1,376 NA 20,602 332
State Total 19,389 4,010 233719 338
GEORGIA
Supreme Court 682 1,190 86 1,872 267 78 110
Court of Appeals 2,828 435 NA 3,260 2712
State Total 3,507 1,625 5132 270
HAWAII
Supreme Court 819 67 NA 886 177
Intermediate Court of Appeals 260 NJ NJ 260 85 260 65
State Totat 1,079 67 1,146 127
IDAHO
Suprems Court s13C 184 NA 75 151
Court of Appeals 491 NJ NJ 491 164 491 164
State Total 1,064 * 184 1,248 156
ILLINOIS*
Supreme Court 7 2,519 98 3,309 473 828 18
Appeliate Court 8676 B 8) NA 8,676 167

State Tota) 9,406 * 11,985 203
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TOTAL CASES DISPOSED
Sumof
Sum of
Total mandatory cases and
Total Total discretionary cases and discretionary
mandatary discretionary petitions discretionary petitions Pointat
cases petitions dgmmnad petitions granted which cases
338 a7 NA 516 COLR 1
266 38 NA 302 IAC 1
605 213 818
173 1,041 NA 1,264 COLR L}
3,444 1 NA 3,565 IAC 6
3617 1,202 4819
M8 A 436 10 784 458 COLR 2
1,062 138 18 1,200 1.080 1aC 2
1,410 © 574 128 1,984 1,538
21 8,78t 74 8,802 95 COLR [}
17.117 8,348 NA 25,465 IAC 2
17,138 17129 34,267
(B) 1415 B NA 1,415 COLR 1
2,483 NJ NJ 2,463 2,463 IAC 1
1415 * 3.878
{8 539 8 NA 539 COLR 1
12711 B (B} NA 1271 1AC 1
1,810
13¢ 2,838 NA 2,977 COLR 1
19,014 1,237 NA 20,251 1AC 1
19,153 4,075 23,228
514 1478 47 1,993 561 COLR 2
2,973 416 NA 3,389 IAC 2
3.487 1,895 5382
s 69 NA 847 COLR 2
204 NJ NJ 204 204 1AC 2
982 69 1.051
812 C 198 NA 810 COLR 1
$07 NJ NJ 507 507 IAC 4
119 198 1317
682 2,407 0 3,089 682 COLR 1
9419 B [t:] NA 9.419 IAC 1
10,101 * 12,508

{continued on next page}
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TABLE 2: Reported Total Caseload for All State Appeltate Courts, 2002 (continued)

TOTAL CASES FILED
Sum of mandatory Sumof mandatory
casesand casas and
iscrationary discretionary petitions
Total petitions filed filed granted
Total Total discretionary
mandatory discetionary  petitions filed Filed Filed

State/Court name: i granted Number Derjudga Number Pet judge
1OWA

Supreme Court 1,076 8 (8) NA 1,076 135

Court of Appeals 1,081 NJ N 1,061 18 1,061 18

Stats Total 2,137 2,137 126
KANSAS

Supreme Court 160 883 9 1,043 149 179 28

Count of Appeals 1,835 B ® NA 1,638 164

State Total 1,785 * 2678 158
KENTUCKY

Supreme Court 413 742 NA 1,155 165

Court of Appeals 2,553 75 NA 2,628 188

State Total 2,968 817 3,783 180
LOUISIANA

Supreme Court r244 3,029 308 3,256 465 633 7%

Courts of Appeal 3,494 5.956 1,665 9.450 178 5,159 97

State Total 371 8,985 197 12,706 212 5682 85
MARYLAND

Court of Appeals 238 A ”m 120 959 137 358 5

Court of Special Appeals 1,928 568 8 2,484 192 1934 149

State Total 2,164 * 1,289 128 3453 m 2,292 115
MASSACHUSETTS

Supreme Judicial Court 290 752 NA 1,042 149

Appeals Court 1911 741 NA 2,852 121

State Total 2,201 1,493 3.694 127
MICHIGAN

Supreme Court 2 2211 NA 2213 325

Court of Appeals 4,109 3,047 NA 7,15 256

State Total 4111 §318 9.429 269
MINNESOTA

Supreme Court 12 674 130 786 112 242 39

Court of Appeals 2,085 9 NA 2,156 135

State Total 2417 785 2,942 128
MISSISSIPPI

Supreme Court 1,099 302 82

Court of Appeals NA NJ NJ

State Total 1,098 302 82 1,401 74 1,161 61
MISSQURI

Supreme Court 182 623 51 805 15 233 3

Court of Appeats 3714 NJ NJ 374 116 3.714 116

State Total 3,898 623 S 4519 116 3,947 10t
NEBRASKA

Supreme Court 75 328 48 403 58 123 18

Court of Appeals 1,427 NJ NJ 1427 238 1,427 238

State Total 1.502 328 48 1,830 14 1,550 119
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TOTAL CASES DISPOSED
Sumof
Sumof mandatory
Total mandatory casesand
Total Total i ionary s
discretionary petitions i petitions Pointat
cases petitions. ted petitions granted which cases

disposed disposed disposed disposed disposed Courttype arecounted

191 1,989 NA 2,180 COLR 1
1234 NJ N 1,231 1.231 IAC ‘
1422 1,989 3411
1059 8 ® NA 1,059 COLR 5
17428 ®) NA 1,742 1AC 5
2801° 2801
298 75 NA 1123 COLR 8
2790 ™ NA 2876 1AC 3
3188 811 3.999
28 3282 181 3450 399 COLR 2
4319 6426 1633 10,745 5952 1AC 2
4537 9.658 1814 14,195 6.351
230 718 NA 948 coLR 2
1,813 568 NA 2381 1aC 2
2043 1,288 1329
204 633 NA 87 COLR 2
2128 71 NA 2,869 ac 2
2332 1,374 3706
2 2052 NA 2054 COLR 1
45833 3014 NA 4633 1ue 1
4635 5,066 6687
121 8 & 204 187 COLR 1
1,909 98 8 2007 1,994 1AC 1
2030 181 151 2211 2181
653 289 NA 042 COLR 2
810 NS Ny 610 610 1AC 2
1263 29 1,552
193 516 51 809 214 COLR '
3.661 Ny NJ 3661 2661 1AC 1
2,854 616 51 €470 3005
® e NA T COLR 1
1311 N NS 1311 1,311 1AC 1
e 1,622

(continued on next page)
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TABLE 2: Reported Total Caseload for All State Appellate Courts, 2002 (continued}

TOTALCASESFILED
Sum of Y S
cases and cases and
discretionary discretionary petitions
ot Total petitions filed filed granted
Total iscretionary
Yy liscreti pet i Filed Filed
State/Court name: cases filed it grantad Number per judge Number per judge
NEW JERSEY
Supreme Court 528 2,949 149 3477 497 877 a
Appeliate Div. of Super. Ct. 7.089 0 NA 7.069 208
State Total 7.587 2,949 10,546 257
NEW MEXICO
Supreme Court 59 515 52 §74 15 m 2
Court of Appeals 781 85 NA 866 87
State Total 840 600 1440 96
NORTH CAROLINA
Supreme Court 107 662 7 769 10 144 bl
Court of Apgeals 1,620 788 138 2,388 199 1,758 147
State Totat 1727 1,430 175 3157 166 1,802 100
OHIO
Supreme Courl 678 1,528 114 2207 315 792 13
Courts of Appeals 10,745 NJ NJ 10,745 158 10,745 158
State Total 11,423 1,528 114 12,952 173 11,537 154
OKLAHOMA®**
Supreme Court 1.339 502 NA 1,841 208
Court of Criminal Appeals 1,462 NJ NJ 1,462 292 1,462 22
Court of Appeals 488 NJ NJ 499 42 499 42
State Total 3.300 502 3,802 148
OREGON
Supreme Court F4il 701 7 932 133 288 41
Court of Appeals 3217 N NJ 3 328 3.217 328
State Total 3,508 701 57 4,209 248 3,567 210
PUERTO RICO
Supreme Court 125 1,029 NA 1,154 185
Circuit Court of Appeals 1,576 2,343 NA 3,925 13
State Total 1701 3378 5,079 127
SOUTH CAROLINA
Supreme Court 213 1,185 NA 1,398 280
Court of Appezls 1.458 NJ NJ 1.458 162 1,458 182
State Total 1671 1,185 2,856 204
TEXAS
Supreme Court 3 1,205 12 1,301 144 118 13
Court of Criminal Appeals A7 1,954 146 9,128 1,014 1323 814
Courts of Appeals 11,984 NJ NJ 11,984 150 11,984 150
State Total 19,167 3,248 258 22413 229 19,425 198
UTAH
Supreme Court 529 B (B) NA 528 106
Court of Appeals 7358 {8} NA 735 105
State Total 1,264 ¢
VIRGINIA
Supreme Court 0 3,026 294 3,026 432 294 42
Count of Appeals 737 2877 388 3414 310 1,122 102

State Total 737 5,703 678 6,440 358 1416 79
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TOTAL CASES DISPOSED
Sumof
Sumof
Total mandatory casesand
Total Total onary jonary
discretionary petitions discretionary petitions Pointat
cases petiions granted petitions granted whichcases
disposed disposed disposed disposed disposed Courttype are counted
536 3.008 NA 3545 COLR 1
7,280 0 NA 7.280 1AC 1
7.816 3,009 10,825
45 457 52 502 97 COLR §
855 B {8) NA 855 IAC s
900 * 1,357
131 601 43 732 174 COLR 2
1,726 s NA 2441 IAC 2
1.857 1318 3173
152 1365 NA 2,117 COLR 1
10,627 NJ NS 10,627 10,627 IAC 1
11,379 1,365 12,744
1,625 502 NA 2127 COLR 1
1.424 NJ NJ 1,424 1,424 COLR 2
737 Nt NJ 37 737 IAC 4
3,788 502 4,288
276 808 NA 1,084 COLR 1
3,844 NJ NJ 3844 3,844 IAC 1
4,120 808 4,928
156 1,084 NA 1,240 COLR 1
1,538 2344 NA 3.882 IAC 1
1,694 3428 5.122
249 1322 NA 1.562 COLR 2
1,438 NJ NJ 1.438 1438 I1AC 4
1,678 1322 3,000
6 1,306 108 1,312 112 COLR 1
6,965 2017 143 8,982 7,108 COLR H
12,399 NJ NJ 12,399 12,399 AC 1
19,370 3323 249 22,693 18,619
NA NA NA COLR 1
NA NA NA 1AC 1
0 2,992 0 2,892 o COLR 1
768 269 NA 3,459 1AC 1
768 5.683 6,451

(continued on next page)



STATISTICAL DATA REGARDING STATE COURTS

TABLE 2: Reported Total Caseload for All State Appellate Courts, 2002 (continued)

TOTAL CASESFILED
Sum of mandatory Sum of mandatory
cases and
discretionary discretionary petitions
Total petitions filed filed granted
Total Totat discretionary
y iscretionary Filed Fied

State/Court name; cases filed petitions filed grantad Number per judge Number per judge
WASHINGTON

Supreme Court 78 1,297 A NA 1,369 152

Court of Appeals 3927 396 NA 4323 197

State Totat 3899 * 1,693 * 5,692 184
WISCONSIN

Supreme Court 54 1,126 L] 1,180 169

Caourt of Appeals 3aaze 8) NA 3,342 208

State Total 3,398 * 4,522 197

States with no intermediats appellate court

DELAWARE

Supreme Court 715 ¢ NA 715 143
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Court of Appeals 1468 54 2 1,520 169 1468 163
MAINE

Supreme Judicial Court 560 178 NA 738 105
MONTANA

Supreme Court 584 214 NA 798 114
NEVADA

Supreme Court 1723 NS NJ 1,723 246 1,723 246
NEW HAMPSHIRE

Supreme Court NJ 813 NA 813 163
NORTH DAKQTA

Supreme Court 340 23 NA 363 73
RHODE ISLAND

Supreme Court 339 415 146 754 151 485 97
SOUTH DAKOTA

Supreme Court 3338 T4 A NA 457 9
VERMONT

Supreme Court 514 16 NA 530 106
WEST VIRGINIA

Supreme Court of Appeals NJ 2,653 %7 2,853 531 757 151
WYOMING****

Supreme Court 283 NJ N 283 §7 283 57
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TOTAL CASES DISPOSED
Sumof
Sumof mandatory
Total mandatory casesand
Total Total discretionary cases and discrati
discretionary petitions discretionary petitions Pointat
cases petiions dgramed petiions granted which cases
disposed disposed isposed disposad disposed Courttype are counted

758 1,253 A NA 1,328 COLR [
3,893 413 NA 4,306 1AC 6
3,968 © 1,666 * 5834

39 1,148 100 1,187 136 COLR [}
3,486 B (8) NA 3486 1AC 6
3525 ¢ 4,673

713 0 NA n3 COLR 1
1,779 §7 NA 1836 COLR 1

600 259 NA 859 COLR 1

584 198 2 792 617 COLR 1
4,866 NJ NJ 1,868 1,868 COLR 2

NJ 93% NA 939 COLR 1

319 26 NA 345 COLR 1

396 a2 NA 818 COLR 1

4288 (B) NA 428 COLR 2

590 13 NA 603 COLR 1

NJ 2,686 1,185 2,686 1,165 COLR 1

mn NJ NJ m mn COLR 1

(continued on next page)



STATISTICAL DATA REGARDING STATE COURTS

TABLE 2: Reported Total Caseload for All State Appellate Courts, 2002 d)
TOTALCASESFILED
Sum of mandatory Sum of mandatory
casss and casesand
Total patitions flsd fledgranted
Total Total i
Y i itic Filed Filad
State/Court name: petitions filed granted Number per judge Number per judge
States with one court of last resort and two intermediate appellats courts
ALABAMA
Suprema Court 1,254 1,130 NA 2,384 265
Court of Civil Appea's 1,293 NJ NJ 1293 | 259 1283 259
Court of Criminal Appeals 2,648 NJ NJ 2,648 530 2,648 530
State Total 6,195 1,130 8,325 333
INDIANA
Supreme Court P43 748 NA 989 198
Court of Appeals 2,055 NA 261 2318 154
Tax Court 14 NJ NJ 141 9 14 9
Stata Total 2,437
NEW YORK
Court of Appeats 292 3.986 NA 4278 1
Appeltats Div. of Sup. Ct. 10,019 B (B} NA 10,019 179
Appeltate Terms of Sup. Ct. 2,089 8 (B} NA 2,089 139
State Total 12,400 * 16,386 210
PENNSYLVANIA
Supreme Court 532 2,70% NA 3233 462
Superior Court 8,160 NJ NJ 8,160 544 8,160 544
Commonwealth Court 4722 A 83 NA 4,785 532
State Total 13414 ° 16,178 522
TENNESSEE
Supreme Court 173 1,056 79 1.228 246 282 50
Court of Criminal Appeals 1111 133 24 1,244 104 1,135 g5
Court of Appeats 1,042 269 51 1311 109 1,083 H
State Total 2,226 1458 154 3,784 130 2,480 86
COURT TYPE: POINTS AT WHICH CASES ARE COUNTED:
1 = Atthe natice of appeal
COLR = Court of jast resort 2 = Atthe filing of trial record
= i 3 = Atthe filing of trial record and complets briefs
ac = Intermediate ilate
" appelate court 4 = Attranster
§ = Other
6 = Varies
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TOTAL CASES DISPOSED
Sumof
Sumof
Total mandatory casesand

Total Total tionary s and ionary
mandatory discretionary petitions discretionary petitions Pointat

cases petitions ranted petitions ted which cases
disposed disposed dguposed dispased &M Courttype are counted

1,334 1,193 NA 2.521 COLR 1
1,306 NJ NJ 1,308 1,306 IAC 1
2,748 NJ NJ 2,748 2,748 IAC 1
5,388 6,581
307 796 95 1,103 402 COLR 6
1,980 NA 261 2241 IAC 6
132 NJ NJ 132 132 IAC 8
2419 356 2,775
176 4,076 17 4,252 293 COLR 1
19,409 B (8} NA 19,109 AC 2
1,928 B (8} NA 1,928 IAC 2
21213+ 25,289
742 2,763 NA 3,505 COLR [}
8,150 NJ NJ 8,150 8,150 IAC 1
4,753 A NA NA IAC 1
13,645 *
255 1,014 NA 1,269 COLR 1
1178 126 NA 1,304 IAC 1
1265 238 NA 1,504 IAC 1
2,698 1,378 4,077
NOTE: {B) = Mandatory and discretionary jurisdiction cases cannot be
separately identified. Data are reported within the jurisdiction where the
NA = Indicates that the data are unavailable. Blank spaces indicate that a court has the majority of ils caseload.

calculation is inappropriate.

NJ = This case type is not handled in this court.

(continued on next page)



STATISTICAL DATA REGARDING STATE COURTS

TABLE 2: Reported Total Caseload for All State Appel

QUALIFYING FOOTNOTES:
An absence of a qualifying footnote indicates that the data are complete.

* See the qualifying footnota for each court within the state. Each footnote has an
effect on the state’s lotal,

** Total mandatory cases filed in the Mississippi Supreme Courl represent
all mandatory cases filed for the state,

*** Oktahoma Supreme Court and Court of Appeals data were not avaitable
for 2002. Data are repeated from 1998,

**** Wyoming appeliate dala were not available for 2002. Data are repeated
from 2001.

A: The following courts' data are incomplete:

Ak Supr Court—Total filed and disposed data
do not include mandatory attorney disciplinary cases and
camﬁnd questions from the federal courts.

Calift Supt Court—Total petitions granted
flad data do not include original proceedings.

Colorado-—Supreme Court—Total mandatory filed data do not include
some reopened cases, some disciplinary matters, and some
interlocutory decisions.

Maryland—Court of Appesis—Total mandatory filed data do not
Includs some clvil, criminal, and original proceedings.

Court—Taotal filed and
disposed dah do not include some administrative sgency cases
and some original procesdings.

South Dakota—Supreme Court—Total discretionary petitions fled data
do not include some advisory opinions, which are reported with
mandmry jurisdiction cases.

Supreme Court—Total dit petitions filed and
disposed data do not include somae civit and criminal discretion-
ary petitions that are reported with mandatory jurisdiction
cases.

B: The foliowing courts’ data are overindusive:

Colorado—Supreme Courl—Total discrationary petitions disposed
da(a mdude all mlndalory lurisdlcﬁon cases,
It Y petitions
disposed daul include all mandatory jurisdiction cases.
—Appellate Couri—Total mandatory filed and disposed data
include discretionary petitions.
Hllinois—Appeliate Court—Total mandatory filed and disposed data

o

include afl discretionary

L St Court—Total filed data include all
ducmwnary petitions.

Ki I Court—Totat y disposed data include

discretionary petitions that were disposed.
—Court of Appeats—Total mandatory filed and disposed data
inciude all discretionary petitions.

Nebraska—Court of Appeais—Total discretionary petitions
disposed data include all mandatory jurisdiction cases.
New Mexico—Court of Appeats—Total mandatory disposed data

include all discretionary petitions.

Courts, 2002

[

New York—Appellate Divisions of Supreme Court—Total mandatory
filed and disposed data include all discretionary petitions.
—Appellata Terms of Supreme Court—Total mandatory fited
and disposed data include discretionary petitions.

South Dakota—Supreme Court—Total mandatory filed data include
discretionary advisory opinions. Total mandatory disposed data
include a!l discretionary petitions that were disposed.

Utah—Supreme Court— Total mandatory fled data include all
discretionary patitions.

—Count of Appeals—Total mandatory filed data include al
dlumlonuy petitlons.

Supe Court—Total filed and disposed data
include some discretionary petitions,
Wisconsin—Court of Appeals—Total mandatory filed and disposed data
inciude ai discrationary petitions.

The following courts’ data are both incomplete and overinclusive:

Idaho—Supreme Court—Total mandatory filed and disposed data
include discretionary original procesdings, but do not include
mandatory interlocutory decisions or advisory cpinions.
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Total Mandatory Filings in 50 States, 1984-2003
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STATISTICAL DATA REGARDING STATE COURTS
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Totat Discretionary Filings in 44 States, 1984-2003
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