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This agvance report presents selected
.caseflow data for gerieral jurisdictioncourts
for 1975, . The data included in this report
were extracted from the forthcoming State
Court Caseload Statistics: Annual Report,
1975, which was prepared by the National
Court Statistics Project of the National
Cehter for State Courts in close cooperation
with the Conference of State Court Admin-
istrators. The data were collected from
published annual reports provided by the
States and from unpublished material
requested from and supplied by the State
court administrators and appellate court
clerks. )

The District of Columbia and 43 States
reported that more than 6 million criminal,
civil, and Juvemle cases were filed in their"
courts of general jurisdiction in 1975. 1
cases accounted For‘ 63 percent of these; .
ommtnal 28 per'cenh and Juvemle, slightly
more than 8 percent, :

The distribution of the pending caseload
at the end of 1975 looked considerably dif-
-ferent from that for cases ﬁled. Whereas
there were twice as many civil as criminal
cases filed, there were 4 1/2 tifnes as many
ClVll as criminal cases reported pendmg at
the end of 1975, Some of this differance is

to be expected because civil matters tend to

be protragted (for exammple, probating a
will)." Also, the Speedy Trial-Act and simi~-

TMore cases were filed in these courts
than the figures indicate because some
courts did not report for certain types of
cases filed; for example, a court that had
jurisdiction over all types of cases may
have reported the number of filings for
only one or two types,
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lar State and locai provisions may cause

criminal cases to move. through the system -

more quickly than civil cases.

Thirty=four States and the District of
Columbia? reported.data on pending cases
for the beginning and end of the 1975 judicial
year, Not all categories of cases were
included in the pending data for some of
these; however, data were available far the
same types of cases to calculate both begin-
ning anhd end. pendmg data for 1975, Thus it
is possible to examine the change in pending
cases for the year.

Of the 35 States that did report the num-
ber. of cases pending at the beginning and .
end of 1975, only 5 reported a decrease in

“that period. These decreases ranged from

less than.1 percent to 22 percent. The
median percent ircrease for those States
reporting an increase was 10,5 percent,
with 25 of these 30 States having an mcr'eaee
of less than 20 percent.

Looking at total cases only, howcver*
masks some interesting patterns thatemerge
when civil and criminal cases are examined

separately. Although there were 4“/2 times

as many civil cases pending as criminal
cases, percentincreases in the pending
criminal caseload were greater than in the
pending civil caseload. The median percent
increase for criminal cases was 16 com-~
pared with 10 for civil cases, ,
Thirty-one States and the District of
Columbia indicated that they handle all or
some of their juvenile cases in general
Of these, 22 reported

2The District of Columbia is treated as a

~ State in the remainder oF this report unless

otherwise noted

pas




some data for juvenile cases, but only 14
~(including D.C.) reported, pendmg data for
‘both the beginning and the end of 1975. Of

the 14, & reported a decrease in the pending

fjuvenité caseload, ranging from 18.8 per-
cent to 0.8 percent. The percent increase
for the r‘emammg nine States ranged from
sllghtl\less than 5 percent to 70 percent,
with a median of 29 percent. This is con-
siderably higher than the median percent
increase in civil or criminal cases. How-

- ever, only half of the States handling -
_]uvemle cases in their general jurisdiction
courts reported pending case data for the
beginnhing and end of 1975. Moreover,
juvenile cases are frequently heard in
limited and special jurisdiction courts,
which are not included in these data.

Methodology

General jurisdiction court data were .
compiled from published and unpublished
‘data r‘ecey\/ed from the States. In addition
to review of these materials, instructions
used by the States to collect caseload-
statistics from their respectiye courts were
reviewed. Additional information was
secured from.appropriate personnel in

., each of the 50 States and the District of
Columbia as necessary.

To improve the comparability of data

from State to State, standard categories
awere established and:the State-produced

data were classified accordingly. The data

were then submitted to the appropriate

State court administrators and the appellate

gourt clerk offices for review and verifica-
. tion. :

“Definitions

Case-~the unit of count for courtworkload
data. Because the caseload data were '
collected from already published State

* sources that used different definitions, the
definition of case in this report varies from

» State to State. In general jurisdiction
courts the’ predominant unit of count used in
civil cases is the complaint action or peti-

tion. In criminal cases, most genéral

Jumsdtctmn courts use either the numbeb of.

ofF gover\r\ 'nent authorized or establlshed

one or more judicial officers, which has [

‘These are trial courts whose légal jurisdic-

‘mum of $500-in controversy; criminal

indictments/infor matlons/complamts or the
number of defendants on each md1ctm°ht/
mf’or‘mahon/complamt The data tables in
this report are footnoted to mdmate c.ach
State's definition of case. , J
Cour‘t—--an agency. of the Jud1c1al br*anch v

&

by statute or. ._const1tut1on and conswhng oF By

the authority to decide upon controversies = - J
in law and disputed rwad:ter‘c of. F'lct br‘ought
before it, - ‘ :

A counrt was consmer‘ed to be a gener‘al
jurisdiction trial court - if it met one oF the 1‘

following-criteria:. {
——the individual State cons1der~s it to be

a general Jumsdlcmon court;
--felony cases are tried and t’elony
sentences given; or i
—-~the judges of the court are gen er*al
* jurisdiction court judges sitting on
temporary assignmen t., Lo T
All other trial courts were ¢lassified as
limited or special jurisdiction courts.

tion covers only a particular class of cases,
such as probate, juvenile, traffic, or cases
where the amount in conhtroversy is below a i
prescribed sum or is subject to specific . ;'
exception, For.example, civil jurisdiction !
may be limited to civil cases with a maxi- |

jurisdiction may be limited to cases with-a
ma ximum $ 500 fine or B-~month sentence.,

Filing~~the commencement of a judicial
proceeding by formally entering a document
or a piece of mFor\matlon into the oFﬁCIal

record of a court,

Dlspositlon——the action which tenrmpates '
the jurisdiction. of a par~t1cu1ar‘ cour't over a
pehson or a case., ' B

‘Pending--the status of a case that has
not been terminated or disposed of by the
court, Begmmng pendmg is the number of
cases pendmg in a particular ¢ourt’ at the
beginning of a r*eportmg peridd, End. pend-
mg is the number of cases pending in.a
par‘tmcular‘ court at the. end of a r*epor*tmg
period, "

Indlctment—-—a For‘mal wmtten accusatmn 3
made by a grand jury and filed in a c;our*,t ;

. e
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“commiitted a specific offense(s).

alleging that a speuﬁed per‘son(s) has .

ment usually represents the begmnmg of a

cri minal case,

Infor matxon——a formal wmtten accusatlon
made by a prosecutor and ﬁled in a court,
alleging that a specified per‘son(s) has com—
mltted a spemﬁc of’f“ehse(s)

L‘imita'tions ‘of data’.~

“To classﬁy the gr‘eat dwer‘mty of data
provided by the States - gtandard categor‘les

- were established by the National Court -

Statistics Project, and the State-produced
data were classified accordingly., The data
were then submitted to the appr*opmate State
court administrators or appellate ‘court
clerks for review and verification. How-
ever, there was no way of vemfymg whether
the data Lmtlally r‘epor'ted were complete or
accur‘ate.

Variations in reference periods

This report reflects court organizations'
and jurisdictions as they existed in 1975.
Mence; caution should be used ih attempting
to compare the data in this report with a
State's current data without ascertaining
whether or not the otﬂgamzatmn or JUI"ISdIC‘-
tional characteristics of that State's court’
system have been: altered sihce 1975,

Some States report data by calendar
yearr and some by fiscal year. Hence, even
within the 1975 period used in'this P’eport .

the time spahs covered are not always ‘

dmectly compar*able R

\/amatmns in Jumsdmtlon
: (l

Genel"al Jumsdmtwn courts vary wxdely
in the kinds of cases over which they have
jurisdiction, ' As one: example, genenal
Jumsd1ct1on courts in States with unified
tmal courts may hedr all cases:from par*k—.
mq v1olat10ns to the largest civil cases.
An adJacent State may have general Jums—
diction courts with a criminal division
heamng felony matters onl¥ (after prf‘ellm-

An indict— -

imary hearing in a limited jurisdiction
court) and a civil division hearing only civil
cases involving more than $10,000.
civil and criminal cases are handled at the ,
general jurisdiction‘level in each State, hut .
gereral jurisdiction courts may have civil
JUI"ISdICthh only, crimiral Jumsdlc’aon only,
or both, depending on the State.
_» general jurisdiction courts handle juvenile
matters; others do not. ’
general jurisdiction court statistics, the
differences in the types of cases handled
both within and between States must be taken -
into consideration.

Both

Some Sys

In'comparing

Variations in definitions

- Definition problems abound in general
jurisdiction court data.
in this report have been chosen for practical
purposes as a means of ola551f’y1ng the data
gathered,

The definitions used

»:f»:{/ 7\)’}

General jur‘isdictioh court data have

problems concerning the unit of count used,
especially in criminal cases.
common unit of count in genenal Jumsdwtlcm
criminal cases, used in-21 States, is the -
“number of informations, indictments, or
complaints; some States count criminal
cases when the complaint is filed, while
others require an information or indictment
before a criminal case is counted, There
are 19 States that count the number of
defendants on each information, indictment,
or complaint; orie State counts the case
number-assigned at arr‘a1 gnment- one State
simply counts a "case,

The most

Units.of count for civil cases in gener‘al

JUI"ISd’LCtlon courts present far fewer pr*ob-n
1ems.
civil case at the point of filing.
counts civil cases at the ﬁlmg qf a note of =
issue; one when the case is placed on the
calendar; and yet another‘ at time .of first
answer,
have a specific.unit of count for civil cases.
A few have mdlcated that prescribed umt-of
count deﬁmtlons are not followed umfor‘mly
by their local courts.

There are 41 States that count a-
One State

One State r‘epor*ts that it does not

i
Information on unit of count used For

general jurisdiction courts is provided in the
table in this report.




Number of cuvul crlmmal and juvemle cases pending at the begmnmg of 1975 fuled and

Unit of count Beginnlng pending - Filed
States and courts Civil ~Criminal Civil Criminal Juvenile Total Civit Criminal Juvenile :
Alabama~—Circuit 1T 1 45,686 10,540 NE 56,226 75,669 25,777 NH ;
Alaska—Superior i 2 4,426 451 N/A 4,8778 9,283 1,078 1,386 ;
Artzena—~Superior 1 1 | 54,8442 4,024 780° 60,028 83,5999 13,6862 3,256° |
Arkansas~TOTAL ] 46,7003 6,881 [OF 53,5908 58,441 . 12,987 [C3) |
Slrcuit //1 2. 13,854 ~ © 6,881 () 20,785 19,808 12,987 (b)Y
Chancery & Probate Jal NH 32, 8555 N NH 32,8558 36,633 ©UNH A
Catifornia~Superior ] 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A 467,092 57,656 . 77,722 ¢
Coldrado—TOTAL. . : 84,166 7,460 7,188 78,761 84,801 14,5689 21,798
 District® i 1 68,704 7,460 7,135 70,2804 82,545% 14,669 21,798
‘Water 1 NH . B,482 NH NH 8,462 2,256 N NH
Cannectleut~Superior > ,’:l 1 81,960 2,202 NH 34,162 25,176 4,941 NH .
Delaware—TOTAL M 14,817 1,734 " NH 13,361 9,623 4,087 NH
“Superior A 1. 4,807 1,734 NH 6,041 7,178 4,087 NH
Ohancef‘y 1 N . 7:31C NH NH 7,310 2,450 NH NH
tf‘ictofColumbia—Super‘ior 2 3 10,2598 3,609% 1,617 17,485%8 171,959 34,246™ 7,756
rtor\da—circuit 1 ! 203,683 42,463 15,271 261,367 254,148 82,822 62,811 -
Georgia—Superior N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A !
Hawall=TOTAL 19,1456 1,845 2,959 23,949 16,903 2,085 7,739 3
Cireuit | 1.0 19,028 1,845 2,959 23, 829 * 16,665 2,086 7,739 ;
. Land® 4 NH : 65 NH NH 65 49 NH NH
T T 1 NH 55 NH NH 55 189 NH NH
ldahq-—TOTAL i7, 931*5 5,87357 1,9027 85,4067 15 37,224 34,602* 7,523
Distrigt 1 1 7.53118 . orel alt 8,01aT8 9,701 a,094 17
Magistrats 1 3 10,700 4,504%T ‘1».899’r 17,193% 27,523 31,508* 7,608
Nlinols—Clreutt 1 4. N/A N/A N/A N/A 632,664 520,847* 27,983
Trdiana—TOTAL NZA N/A N/A N/A N/ZA N/A N/A |
Cirguik N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/ZA NM ’
Superior N/A N/ZA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A _N/A N/A
Gr{minal  N/A N/A NH N/A NH N/A NH CNZA NH
Towa—District 1 B 46,2318 14,1847 N/ZA 60,4159 124,185 89,925 5,685
Kansas—District 1 4 18,809 1,810 NH 20,119 35,312 5,728 NH
Kentucky=-Circuit 1 1 75,628 10,825 NH 86,453 58,859 12,782 NH
LCovisiana—District™ 1 6 N/A N/A NH N/A 122,633 212,528 NH i
Malne—Supertor 1 4 7,394 4,100 NH 11,494 5,168 8,734 NH
~Maryland—Circutt 1 2 N/ZA N/A N/A N/A 57,330 29,726 25,210 i
Magsachusetts—Superior 1 2 85,801 37,967 NH 123,268 32,247 35,483 NH j
Michigan—TOTAL 100,274 15,3618 NH 115,686%3 133,180 57,130%% NH |
“Circuit 1 3 100, 043 8,804 NH 108, 847 182,202 27,576 NH :
Recorder's . NH 3 NH 6,557*8 NH 6,B5745 NH 29,554*8 N |
‘Clairns .1 NH 231 NH NH 231 978 NH NH :
Minnesota—Disteict 3 . 7 7,237 1,287 N/A B, 484% 21,842 7,881 NZA
Mississippi—TOTAL i N/A N/A N/A N/A 52,889 7,445 N/A ’
Cireuit 1 2" N/A N/A NH N/A 15,223 © 7,445 NH
‘Chancery 1 NH N/A NH N/A N/A 37,666 ___NH N/A
Migsourt—Circuit™ 1 2 58,093 8,765 8,217 76,075 74,314 17,760 18,751
Montana—District N/A N/ZA N/ZA N/A N/A N/A N/A CON/A N/ZA
Nebraska—District 1 1 N/A N/A NH N/A 15,229 6,643 NH
Nevada—District N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/ZA N/A N/A N/A
New Harmpshire—Superior B 7 16,835 3,773 NH 20,608 17,398 6,821 NH
- NewJersey-~Superior & County 4 2 ' 43,9588 23,178 NH 67,133 63,231 31,500 NH
New Mexico—District 1 2 19,798 4,818 2,120 28,831 30,874 4,71 5,454 ;
New York—Suprérme &Courity 1 1 63,156 N/A NH 68, 1665 119,009 35,754 NH "
North Carolina~Superior 3 7 18,5179 16,387 NR 59,844 10,9190 53,505 NH
Nerth Dakota—District 1 2 3,873 273 224 4,370 6,430 1,076 ;-
Ohto—~Common Pleas 1 1 172, 1608 6,009 21,822 199, 5908 249,822 31,554 194,288
Qklahorma-—District 1 2 109,256 32,427*8 2,047 143,729%8 157,853 66,716% 8,311
Oregon—T071AL 38,767 4,019T N7A 43,7869 47,064 14,360 11,308
7 Cireutt 1 5 .. 39,671P 4.019% N/A 43,6905 46,832 14,360 11,305
Taxd 1 NH ‘96 NH NH 96 232 NH NH
Pennsylvan!a—Common Pleas ’
& Philadeiphta Municipal « 1 1 40, 840" 28,064 4,388 78,292 143,882" 109,894 39,882
- Rhode Island—=Superionr - 1 2 N/A N/A NH N/A 6,542 3,865 NH
South Garelina~Cirauit, N/A N/A 7 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/ZA N/A
South Dakota~Circuits 1 2 N/A N/A N/A N/ZA N/A - N/A 4,210
Tarnessee~TQTAL 7 54 1717 14,9481 NH 69,1197 80,724 29,462 NH
Ciretilt & eriminal 1 2 // 35,  agot 14,948 NH 50, "ooat 46,589 29,462 CNH j
Ghancery 1 NH | 15,481t NH NH 15,451T 29,569 NH NH j
Law and équity * 1 NH 2,740 NH NH 2,740t 4,566 . NH NH
o Texas—DistrictU 1 1 " 246,045 68,720 5,764 820, 520 264,588 80,792 11,919
Utah=—District 1 4 7,817 81 NH 7,898 26,029 2,648 NH
Marmoht—TOTAL 22,120 4,009* . e87 26,8987 21,748 16,954% 968
Superior 1 2 6,529 20 NH 6,540 6,275 44 NH
District 1 4 G168, 691 3,089* 267 - 19,847* 15,473 i6,910* 968 '
Virginta=Clreuit’ 1 1 “ . 79,088T 11,420 NH 90,4787 162,988 - 41,644 NH
Washington-—Superior 1 1 v N/A N/A N/A N/A 90,663 14,048 11,929
West Virglaia=Clrcuit N/ZA NZA N/A N/ZA N/A CONZA N/A N/A N/A
. Wiscansin—Gireult & County 1 Ca 90,9238  20,461* N/A 111,384*€ | 192,2438 - - 55,710* N/A .
. Wyoming=District 1 2 i N/A N/A N/A N/A ,937" 1,820 N/A
a Gutde to UNIT OF COUNT columns: : g
N Civil cases Bl Crirninal cases
i - 1. Filing of a petition or co;nplalnt. 1. The rumber of defendants on each inferma- 4. The number of {nformations, indictments,
2. Placement on the juny o \nonjury ca\endar-. tion or {ndictment, or complalnts.
8. Filing of note of issue. ) 2, The number of informations or indictments, 8. The case.
4, Fliing.of fiFst answars.. / : 3, The number of defendants on each inferma~ - 6. The case number.assigned at arraignment,
B, No conslatant definition used. tion, indictment, or cornplaint, . 7. No consistent definition used.
. SEE ALPHABETICAL FOOTNOTES ON PAGES 6-7, ‘ . :
4
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disposed during 1975, and pending at the and of 1975 in courts of general iu;i\fe,djctiOn'. by State. i

. Disposed B End pending . Population . ‘Number . ‘
Tatal Civil Criminal =~ Juvenile Total Civil Criminat Juvenile Total in thousands _ of judges -
101,646 765,981 25,080 NH 101,961 45, 554T 10,337 NH 56,891F 3,614 102
i 11,744 6,327 955 1,121, 8,403 7,882 571 WN/A 7,0538 -3 17
‘ 80,5175 56,3892 13,045 3,2008 72,6568 61,554 5, 541 7945 67,8809 5,004 70
71,428 50,0259 12,233 ®) 62,258% 49,3869 7,835 ) 57,0218 L 2,116 85
32,795 19,077 12,283 (B 31,810 14,8685 7,636 O 22,820 - 29
38,638 80,9485 NH NH 30,9485 34,8018 NH NH 34,8018 S =28
* 602,470 370, 651 52,525 74,812 497,388 N/A N/7A N/A N/A 21,185 801
121,168 78,891 11,998 20, 138 110,527 76,578 10,031 8,795 89,402 2,534 C87 i
118,912 73,345 11,098 20,138 105,481 64,904 10,031 8,795 84,7309 - NIt
. P,2BB . 5,046 NH. NH 5,046 5,672 NH NH 5,672 “ - .
. 30,117 24,157 3,773 NH 27,930 32,979 3,870 NH 36,849 3,096 % 46
18,710 7,051 3,807 N 10,868 14,188 2,014 NH 16,203 579 14
11,260 4,878 8,807 NiH 8,685 6,802 2,014 NH 8,618 - 11
2,450 2,178 NH N 2,178 7,587 * NH N4 7,587 - 3
318,961 % 168,4788 81,088~ 7,410 205,027 & 13, 14999 6,816~ 1,663 B1,928°@8 . 716 ~ 44
a98,181 227,925 72,443 87,815 357,663 229,856 52,242 20,767 302, 865 8,857 72 :
N/A N/ZA N/A N/A N/A NZA N/A N/A N/A 4,926 88 .
28,728 16,669 2,128 7,749 26,546 16,379 1,803 2,949 24,131 866 22
) 26,480 16,434 3,128 7,749 26,311 16,256 1,803 . 2,949 - 24,008 - -
' 49 38 NH - NH a8 78 NH NH 78 = -
189 197 N NH 197 47 CNH NH A7 = -
79,340% 84,409 33,807 7,374, 75,470% 20,6709 6,578% 2,051 29,299%8 820 88
te,812 9,411 3,280 16 12,677 7;5358 823 4 8,362*8 - 24
e6,637" 25,088 80 ,347% 7,358 62,793% 13,185 5,755 2,047 20,937* - ‘84
1,181,494* 602,054 - 491,022* 30,266 1,123,842* N/ZA N/A N/A N/A 11,145 603
N/ZA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N7A 5,311 146 )
N/A N/A N/A NH N/A N/A N/A NH N/A u - .B4 o
[‘ /A N/A N/ZA N/A N/A N/A N/A NJA N/A - 58
N/A NH N/A NH N/A NH N/A NH N/A - 4"
. 219,798"% 117,7678 85,7477 5,535 208,44379 47,083% 18,668 N/A 66,0615 3,870 118"
42,038 45,175 6,636 NH 41,811 18,4468 1,900 NH 20,346 7,267 83
71,591 49,449 12,608 NH 62,057 84 ,885+F 10,834% NH 95,716 3,396 82
335,166 93,111 204,945 NH ~ 288,056 TON/A N7A NH N/A 3,791 125
18,892 4,384 18,990 NH 13,354 g, 198" 3,844 NH 12,032t 1,058 14 :
112,266 53,570 27,685 24,627 105,882 N/ZA N/A N/A N/ZA 4,098 85
67,730 27,558 34,086 NH 81,644 89,890 39,364 NH 129,054 5,828 48
190,810%8 . 123,284 54,897% NH 178,181% 110,170 19,125%8 NH 129,205%% 9,157 158
159,778 122,334 24,349 NH 146,683 108, 514 12,081 NH 121,942 - 138
29, 584*8 NH 30, 548* NH 30, 548* [N 7,004*8 NH 7,004*8 - 20
978 950 NH NI 950 289 . NH NH 259 - -
: 29;3338 20,334 7,453 N/A 27,7878 8,261F 1,768°¢F N/A 10,024F8 ~ 3,926 70%
[ 80,8348 29,645 5,307 N/A 34,9528 N/A N/A& N/A N/A 2,346 85 |
[ 22,668 12,153 6,807 NH 17,460 N/A N/A NH N/A - 30 |
‘ 37,6668 17,492 N N/A 17,4928 NZA NH N/A N/A ~ 35 .
110,825 70,357 16,257 5,372 102,986 53,050 10,268 10,596 83,814 4,788 111
N/A N/ZA N/A N/A N/A CONJA N/A N/A 748 28
21,872 14,272 &,036 21,208 NAA N/A, N N/ZA 1,546 45
) i N/A N/A N/A S N/A /A NA N/A N/A 592 25
¢ 23,719 15,791 5,642 B 21,433 18,441F 4,508F NE 22,940F 818 12
94,731 57,872 27,248 NH 85,120 ‘49,814 .. 27,430 NH 76,744 7,818 201
40, 5599 31,786 4,588 4,888 41,060 17,808% 2,098 2,734% 22,135t 1,147 32
184,763 114,731 38,674 NH 153,405 &7,170" N/A NH 67, 17008 18,120 357 ‘
64,424 9,280 52,551 NH 61,773 15,8140 17,281 NH 32,495 5,451 68 ’
8,361 7,851 1,083 897 9,311 2,852 286 182 a,420 635 19
475,664 250,187 31,230 186,508 477,900 166,5228 6,423 19,107 192,0528 10,759 208
232,880* 182,836 61,352* 6,878 201,061* 184,275 37,6778 3,485 175,434%8 2,712 . 186
72,729 46,035 14,383 N/A 60,4185 40,655 8,986 N/A 44,6618 2,288 87.85
72,497 45, 890P 14,383 N/A 60,2738 40,472 3,996 N/A 44,4688 - 66.5
232 145 NH NH 145 L 183 NH NH 183 - 1 -
293,808 138,891" 104,576 38,850 281,817 46,2817 33,382 5,920 g5, 563 11,887 285
10,207 N/A N/A NH T N/A NZA N/A NH N/A 927 18
‘ NZA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 2,818 25
. 4,2108 16,116 12,470 38,9728 32, 5588 L N/A N/A N/A N/A 683 a7
{ 110,186 80,660 28,396 NH 109,056 . 54,286 16,014 NH 70,249 4,188 109
) 76,051 48,119 28,396 NH 76,515 34, 450 16,014 NH 50, 464 - 78%
5 29,569 28,338 NH NH 28,338 16,682 NH. NH 16,682 - gt
4,566 4,203 NH NH 4,203 3,105 NH NH 3,103 - 5
367,509 240,243 80,440 12,361 383,044 270,690 56,982 5,822 344,994 12,237 261
28,672 21,843 2,647 NH 23,990 13,508 ‘ 77 NH 12,580 1,208 29
39,670% 21,871 T 16,3977 . a80 39,048% 21,997 4,566 255 26,818% 471 18
6,319 6,020 45 NH 6,085 6,784 19 NH ‘6,803 - 7
' 33,351% 15,851 16,352* 980 33,183* 15,213 4,547* 255 20,015* - 1.
104,582 - 50,563 41,630 NH 101, 183 82,433 11,484 NH 93,887 4,967 103
116,640 76,8295 14,284 N/A 91,7188 N/A™ N/A N/A N/ZA 3,544 100
N/A N/A N/A Co N/A N/A N/A N/ZA NZA N/A 1,803 58
b 247,053*5 229,143 §7,038"% 15,760 301,936* 91,1548 19,138* N/A 110,292*8 4,607 182
g,6168v 7,332V 4,857V N/A B8,689VE L NZA N/A N/A N/A at4 13
Guide to symbols T The number of pending ¢ases was computed . §  Not all data were avallable for incluston in
N/A This case type is handled by the court, by NCSP staff when filings, dispositions, the total, Explanation will be provided in
but the data are not available. and either beginning or end pending were State Court Caseload Statistics: Annuat
NH = This case type s nothandled inthiscourt, - . avatlable. Report, 1975, : :
* Minor traffic and minor ordinance cases ¥ Change in pending does rot equal. the dif— .-
“ SEE ALPHABETICAL FOOTNOTES ON

handling them.

© are not included for those courts

ference between filings and dispositions.

Numbers appear as reported in the source

docurnent.

]
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Variations in completeness
and accur‘acy of data '

Al States were r‘equested to pr‘ov1de
complete breakdowns for civil, criminal,
and _]uvemle cases in their gener*al jurisdic-
" tion courts. Whereas 6 States could provide
‘no data at all

-~ and ¢ivil breakdowns for total cases pro-
cegsed in 1975, There were 22 States and
the D1str‘1ct of Columbia that reported
- juvenile cases as part of their general
<“ jurisdiction court data, whereas general
_]umsdlctlon courts in 19 States did not
“process juvenile cases. Three States pro-
cessed juvenile cases as part of their
gener*al jurisdiction caseload but collected
no data for juvenile cases. The six States
that pr'owded no. general jurisdiction data
for 1975 however, indicated that they
-processed juvenile cases as part of the
general jurisdiction caseload.
Extensive efforts were’ required to vali-
date the classifications of the data provided

e by the States and to avoid further distor-

tion of the data received.  No attempt, how-
. ever, was made by the National Court
Statistics Project staff to assess the under-
lylng validity or accuracy of the data re-
ceived fromthe States. For example, the
cumulatwe statistics for case categories
pubhshed ty the States frequently did not
agree with reportect totals within each
categor*y. ' Such discrepancies were seldom
footnoted or e><p1amed in published State
reports.,
These questwns o‘ vahdtty and acuur‘acy
of source data, as well as previously dis—

cussed caveats concerning variation incourt |

. structure and subject matter jurisdiction
, -@mong the States, make it imperative that
the data contained in this report be usedwith
extreme caution, "'Care must be ekercised
in attempting to compare even the broadest,
’ ategories of caseflow for 1975. Direct
«compamsons of the statistics for any two
jurisdictions presented in this report are
questionable and qulte pr*obably invalid.
Meaningful comparisons among the jurisdic-
tions require more complete information
~about each jurisdiction's court structure,

». the remaining 44 and the Dis~
o - trict of Columbia provided at least criminal

o“

Caseload Statistics: Anhual Repor*t

operating procedures, statistical reporting
procedures, and demographlc char'actems— B
tics. o RO

Availability of data

The data contained in this advance
report were extracted from qtate Court
1975,
to be published in the spring. That report .
contains data not included here, such as
appellate caseflow, some data from courts
of limited and special jurisdiction, and °
felony trial, data and time-to-disposition .
data for the few States reporting on these
subjects. In addition, the annual report
contains information on the organization of
each State court system. The annual report
will be arinounced and distributed by the
National Criminal Justice Reference Ser-
vice, Box 6000, Rockville, Md, 20850,
when it becomes available. Persons with

a special need for data before then should
¢ontact the Director, Statistics Division,
National Criminal Justice Information and
Statistics Service; LEAA, Washington,
D.C. 20531, telephone (301) 492-9077,

Footnotes to Table

Arizona Superior Court o
8pDoes hot include data from Mamcopa
County on adoption, reciprocal support,
or mental health cases.
Arkansas Circuit Court -
BCriminal data contaih a hominal number
of juvenile cases and juvenile appeals.
Colorado District Court
Clncludes data firom the Denver Superior,
Juvenile, and Probate Courts,
dPendmg figures do rot balance owing to-
the inclusion of Denver FProbate Court
filings and dispositions. No pending
data were available for this court.
€Total filings include postjudgrnent
actions. ‘
Colorado Water Court
fData for this court are included W1th the
general jurisdiction courts because
district court judges serve,
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'District of Columb1a SUpemor Court

gIru:ludes an. upward ad;ustmeht of 16

- cases in the number of pending cases
for habeas corpus cases.

Hawaii Land Court'and Tax Court

hDat:,a for this court are included with the
general jurisdiction courts because
eircuit judges serve. Some land cases
are also handled in the Circuit Court.

Iowa District Court 2

!Dpes not include 8 substitute magistrates

and 191 part-time magistrates.
Kansas District Court :

Jpata from this court are included with
the genéral jurisdiction courts because
circuit judges serve.

Louisiana District Court

'kIncomplete data were submitted for St.
Martin, St. Helena, and Terrebonne
parishes and Orleans Criminal District
court. '

Minnesota District Court

" Iboes not include two juvenile judges.
Juvenile data for the court were not
available', - )

‘Missouri Circuit Court

Mincludes data on Court of Common
Pleas. Circuit ceurt judges serve in
the Court of Cornmon Pleas.

New York Supreme and County Court

NChange in pending does rot equal dif-
ference in filings and dispositions owing
to adjustment.made by the court.

North Carolina Superior Gourt

OAdditionally,” there were 25, 263 estates
files, 24,278 disposed, and 42,946 pend-

_ing at the end and 26,349 special pro-
ceedings filed, 23,974 disposed, and
23,293 pending at the end. These
matters are handled by the ¢lerk of the
Superior Court and hencé were not
included:.

Or‘egon chmt Court
DISpOSltIOhS and begmmng-of-year~ pend-
ing for estates includes cases handled by
the county court, The filings and end-

of-year pending for the county court are

presented in the 11m1ted jurisdiction
court,

Oregon Tax Court

. YData from this court are included with
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the geheral jurisdiction courts because
ORS 305,405 designates the tax'court as
one of general jurisdiction withinh the -
substantive areas defined by ORS 805,41 0.
Pennsylvama Common Pleas Court
"Does not include 28,902 cases filed,
88,770 cases disposed, and 15,272

.
&

cases pending at the end of the year, éll !

“of which were assigned to boards oF
arbitration.
South Dakota Circuit Court
SNo data were available for the Lay
~ Magistrates or Lawyer Magistrates
Divisicis of the Circuit Court,
Tennessee Circuit and Criminal Court
tFive of the circuit judges are also
chancellors, s
Texas District Court
YIncludes data on District, Criminal
District, Domestic Relations, and
Juvehile courts,
Wyoming District Court
VData were not available for juvenile,
guardianship, adoption, workmen's
compensation, or probate cases.
Inctudes only dISpOSItIOhS of cases filed
in 1874 and 1975, :

&
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