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I INTRDDUWIQN 

A. Preface 

In the 1986 regular session of the Louisiana Legislature, House 

Bill number 1655 was introduced to extend the territorial jurisdiction 

of the City Court of East Baton Rouge from its current city limits to 

include the entire parish (Appendix A ) .  This proposed bill was 

withdrawn by its author, City Judge Darrell White, due to considerable 

local opposition. The proposition was opposed by particular affected 

parties: other courts of general and limited jurisdiction, Justices of 

the Peace, and City Constables. They opposed the bill because (1) they 

were not fully aware of its submission (though properly advertised) and 

(2) more importantly, it impacted them personally, politically and 

financially. 

The concept of a Parish-wide City Court within East Baton Rouge 

Parish had been considered by prior City Court Judges, however, Judge 

White was the first to introduce enabling legislation for its 

implementation. Perhaps the concerns that have prevented its 

implementation have remained the same - namely the financial/political 
changes that could accompany the transfer of approximately 11,000 

misdemeanor and traffic cases from the 19th Judicial District Court to 

the E a s t  Baton Rouge Parish City Court. It is the purpose of this 

research, after interviewing the affected local parties and analyzing 

information from the three Parish Courts currently operating in 

Louisiana, to evaluate the financial/political impact of the 

implementation of a parish-wide City Court in E a s t  Baton Rouge Parish. - 
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B. Louisiana Court Structure 
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Louisiana is composed of sixty-four parishes which are 

geographically organized into forty District Courts- Each district is 
- 

comprised of at least one parish and has at least one District Court 

Judge, The District Courts are further separated into geographic 

regions with appeals from the District Courts heard by five ( 5 )  Circuit 

Courts of Appeal, one for each of the geographic regions. Each 

individual parish is served by District Courts, Parish Courts, City 

Courts, Mayor's Courts or Justices of the Peace, depending on the size 

of the parish and cities therein. (The legislature has mandated the 

establishment of City Courts in all wards containing cities of more 

than 5000 inhabitants). There are currently 50 City Courts in 

Louisiana and three Parish Courts (courts which have the jurisdiction 

of City Courts but have parish-wide territorial jurisdiction). 

.- 

Within East Baton Rouge Parish there are currently three different 

levels of jurisdiction. First, the 19th Judicial District Court, 

located in the City of East Baton Rouge, is a court of general 

jurisdiction. It has jurisdiction over all criminal felony cases 

parish-wide and all misdemeanor cases outside the city limits, and a l l  

civil cases above $10,000 in value parish-wide. Significantly, the 

District Court also has jurisdiction over traffic violations that are 

cited by the State Police and the Sheriff's office parish-wide. 

Secondly, there are three City Courts within the parish, which are the 

City Court of East Baton Rouge, the City Court of Baker, and the City 

Court of Zachary. Each of these courts has misdemeanor criminal 

jurisdiction within its city limits, and civil jurisdiction up to 

$10,000 in value. They have jurisdiction over traffic violations 

3 



The 19th Judicial District Court uses certain costs, fees and 

fines assessed to its Judicial Expense Fund to finance a slignificant 

part of its operating expenses. Because of this, a bill to extend the 

territorial jurisdiction of the City Court of East Baton Rouge Parish, 

which would transfer approximately 11,000 cases to the City Court, 

would significantly impact court related finances of East B'aton Rouge 

Parish. The extent of this impact to the 19th Judicial District Court, 

the East Baton Rouge Parish City Court, and other affected parties is 

the scope of this study. 
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within their city limits cited by their local city Police (Appendix B). 

Lastly, there are Justices of the Peace Courts in East Baton Rouge 

Parish, which serve as courts of limited jurisdiction. They issue 

criminal arrest warrants and perform minor civil services, including 

the performances of marriages. Their jurisdiction is limited by the 

of the proceedings (Appendix C). amount in dispute and by the nature 

C. Funding for Louisiana Courts 

Dr. Hugh Collins, Chief Depu y Administrator for the Louisiana 

Supreme Court, described the methods used to fund Louisiana courts as 

"hodge-podge." He stated that funding varies from parish to parish and 

district to district. Most District and Parish Courts are funded by a 

combination of sources, with local governing authorities providing a 

substantial portion of each court's expenses. However, some District 

and Parish Courts generate funds to themselves through fines and fees 

which are assessed to a Judicial Expense Fund (sometimes referred to as 

a Criminal Court Fund). This fund, which will be discussed further in 

Part XV of this paper, may be used for "any purpose or purposes 

connected with, incidental to or related to the proper administration 

function of the said court or the offices of the individual judges and 

is in addition to any and all other funds, salaries, expenses, or other 

monies that are not or hereafter provided, authorized or established by 

law for any of the aforesaid purposes." (Louisiana Revised Statue 

13:992, Acts 1969, No. 135). 
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METHODOLOGY 

The basic procedure for data collection for this project was the 

personal interview. Representatives of the East Baton Rouge judicial, 

legislative, and executive agencies that would have been affected by 

the passage of House Bill 1655, and persons within other courts in 

Louisiana that now have parish courts were interviewed to det.ermine (1) 

how the courts in each parish were financially supported by the 

governing authorities and other sources (fines, court costs, etc.), (2) 

the positive and negative aspects of the existence of these type courts 

within their parishes, and (3) how judicially generated funds were 

disbursed (Interview Form, Appendix D). 

The persons interviewed in East Baton Rouge Parish were: 

1. Darrell White, Chief Judge, City Court of East 

2. Doug Gonzales, Chief Judge, 19th Judicial District 

Baton Rouge 

Court 

3. Michael Ponder, Deputy Chief Judge, 19th Judicial 
District Court 

4. Doug Moreau, Judge, 19th Judicial District Court 

5. L. J. Hymel, Judge, 19th Judicial District Court 

6. William Brown, Judge, 19th Judicial District Court 

7. Robert Hester, Judge, 19th Judicial District Court 

8. Frank Saia, Judge, 19th Judicial District Court 

9. Freddie Pitcher, Judge, City Court of East Baton 
Rouge 

10. Milton Skyring, Judicial Administrator/Clerk of the 
City Court of East Baton Rouge Parish 

11. Russell Hicks, Constable, City Court of East Baton 
Rouge 
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12. Lynn Schofield, Director of Finance, City of East 
Baton Rouge 

13. Bryan Bush, District Attorney, 19th Judicial District 

14. Joann Dees, Office Manager, Office of the Judicial 
Administrator, 19th Judicial District Court 

15. Robert J. Williams, Jr., Spokesman, East Baton Rouge 
Justices of the Peace 

16. Larry Bankston, Councilman, East Baton Rouge Parish 

Those persons interviewed outside East Baton Rouge Parish 

were: 

1. A. J. Kling, District Court Judge, 23th Judicial 
District 

2. Pelgram J. Mire, Jr., Parish Court Judge, Ascension 
Parish, Louisiana 

3. Ms. Sandra J. Smith, Court Administrator, 24th Judicial 
District 

4. Beatrice Tranchina, Judicial Administrator, 1st Parish 
Court of Jefferson, Louisiana 

5. Judge John J. Molaison, 2nd Parish Court for the Parish 
of Jefferson, Louisiana 

6. Rodney de la Gardelle, Clerk, 2nd Parish Court, 
Jefferson Parish, Louisiana 

Obtaining data from the three parish courts was difficult at 

first, as most officials were very reluctant to return research- 

oriented phone calls. However, after rapport was established, most of 

the requested information was received. Most of the interviewees were 

cooperative even in taking the time to provide specific numbers and 

figures. Within the Baton Rouge area there was some concern as to the 

confidentiality of the interviews. The issue to form a Parish Court 

- was sensitive to some affected parties and confidentiality had to be 

assured before some people felt comfortable with the interview. The 
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collection of numerical and financial data from the 19tlh Judicial 

District Court and East Baton Rouge Finance Department was most 

interesting. Because of the way the court is financed, i.le. by the 

local governing authorities providing the majority of the bvdget, and 

the District Court generating funds to itself, both parties were 

adamant in defending their philosophical position on budgeting and the 

courts. That is, the District Court asserts that it should be 

adequately funded by the governing authority, particularly in the areas 

of funding for additional personnel and capital goods. The court 

contends that its budgetary requests are reasonable, yet the governing 

authorities do not meet these requests because the court has the 

ability to generate monies to itself. The court contends; that its 

operating expenses should not be supplemented by generating money to 

itself through fines assessed on its constituents, as this creates the 

image of a "speed trap court" that unfairly f i n e s  criminal and traffic 

offenders to meet their salary and equipment needs. Conve.rsely, the 

governing authorities contend that the budget submissions of the court 

have been unreasonable in view of the current depressed economic 

situation in Louisiana. 

8 



111 REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

A. ttA Team ICM Internship Study of the State of Louisiana Courts 

of Limited Jurisdiction Based on Selected Geographical 

Areas." Institute of Court Management Research Paper, 

1972. 

In 1972 a four-member group of interns at the Institute for Court 

Management conducted the study cited above as part of a comprehensive 

study conducted by the American Judicature Society (AJS) to determine 

the best method for unifying and integrating courts of limited 

jurisdiction into the state system (p.1). Two points of interest were 

noted; namely, that (I) City Court judges favored becoming full-time 

judges with parish-wide jurisdiction I'on the condition that their 

salaries were commensurate with the added responsibility," (p. 26) and 

(2) City Court Judges felt that if city courts were retained or 

expanded, the state and local governments would have to assume the 

financial responsibility for curing deficiencies in physical 

facilities, resources and other court-related services (p. 41). 

The report concluded that a change was necessary in courts of 

limited jurisdiction to produce more effective and efficient justice in 

these courts. One of four possible alternatives stated was to "create 

a system of parish-wide or district-wide courts of limited 

jurisdiction" (p. 48). The recommendation suggested that new courts 

and judges would be equal to their counterparts in trial courts of 

general jurisdiction in salary and resources (p .  52). They also 

9 



recommended that these courts be made a division of general 

jurisdiction court (p. 5 5 ) .  

The above referenced research paper was undertaken by Professors 

Cornelius Kerwin, Carl Barr, and Thomas Henderson, as part of a federal 

grant to study the varying types of adjudicatory processes "that 

dominate the operations of the trial courts of the United States" (p .  

99). Their study distinguished three types of adjudicatory processes 

that are primarily used, and associated them directly with differing 

levels/types of courts. These types of processes were termed: 

procedural, decisional, and diagnostic. 

Procedural adjudication provided for "an exhaustive expl.oration of 

relevant facts and law through formal rules of evidence and procedure. 

Cases in which procedural adjudication is employed are usually ones 

with comparatively high stakes, and facts of law are complicalted and in 

dispute" (p. 100). They assessed that a Judge and his staff's control 

in these cases, though not minimal, are less that in other type cases. 

They concluded that lfcritical decisions and information to move a case 

from inception to disposition are largely in the control of the 

litigants and not t he  judge or court personnel" (p. 100). 

Decisional adjudication, conversely, significantly included the 

involvement of the Judge and h i s  staff. This type of ad,judication 

10 



normally involved large numbers of minor cases (small claims, traffic 

violations and less serious misdemeanors) and usually the defendants or 

litigants represented themselves. Because of this trend, the Judges in 

- 

these types of cases were very likely to informalize the hearings and 

"even when a lawyer is present, a common sense approach to case 

disposition reigns" (p. 101). Because of the large volume of these 

types of cases it was also determined that the "integration of the 

administrative staff with the Judges led to close working relationships 

between supervising Judges and senior non-judicial administrators" (p. 

102). 

Diagnostic adjudication, as presented by this study, was the most 

unusual type of adjudication. The courts most likely to use its 

methodology adjudicated juvenile and domestic relations matters. "The 

Judge in diagnostic adjudication will be heavily involved in 

determining the root causes of human problems and fashioning a 

'treatment' which best serves the interests of society" (p. 104). The 

Judges in this type court were more likely to use non-judicial 

personnel than in the procedural or decisional methods of adjudication. 

The authors stated, "Perhaps the most distinctive feature of diagnostic 

adjudication is the role of non-judicial personnel in defining issues 

and securing outcomes in cases" (p. 102). In other words, the judges 

used the advice of professionals (psychologists, counsellors, doctors, 

etc.) to make their decisions. 

Note: In the interview with Judge White he referenced this article. 

He stated that the District Court, because of the nature of most of its 
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cases, uses procedural adjudication which is generally a longer, more 

exhaustive process. The Baton Rouge City Court uses Decisional 

Adjudication because most of its cases are minor. H e  suggested that 

the transfer of traffic and misdemeanor cases to City Court would 

result in a shorter processing time per case because of the inherent 

nature of each court's adjudicatory process. 

12 



IV FACTS AND FINDING 

A. Summary of Major Findings 

1. There are currently three Parish Courts in Louisiana. All 

three are reported to be functioning effectively and serving the public 

of their respective districts more efficiently than before Parish 

Courts were created. 

2. Although most of the judges of the 19th Judicial District feel 

the Parish Court was conceptually sound, few would support its 

implementation for two reasons. First, as a result of the number and 

type of cases that would be transferred to an East Baton Rouge Parish 

Court, the District Court would lose approximately $300,000 of its 

revenues or 13.4% of its annual operational costs. In addition, 

because of the poor history of budget negotiations between the 19th 

Judicial District Court and the East Baton Rouge Parish City 

Government, the court does not trust the city parish to adequately 

finance the court if the court were to lose these funds. 

3. The 19th Judicial District Court contends that a reduction of 

37.9% of its caseload would not significantly decrease the personnel 

necessary to efficiently manage the court. Conversely, the Baton Rouge 

City Court contends that it could absorb a 11.2% increase in case load 

without adversely impacting its staff size. 

13 
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B. History of Parish Courts in Louisiana 

The Louisiana Constitution of 1921-Article 7, Section 51(a) 

authorized the legislature to create a Parish court in the Parish of 

Jefferson, Louisiana. In 1962, Louisiana Revised Statute 13:2561.1 and 

Acts 1962, No. 484 created the First Parish Court for the Parish of 

Jefferson, establishing its territorial boundries and its civil and 

criminal jurisdiction (Appendix E). In June, 1966, a second Parish 

Court for the Parish of Jefferson was created by Act 1966, Nlo 5. This 

court's territorial boundries and jurisdiction were the satme as its 

predecessor (Appendix E). 

The Louisiana Constitution of 1974 under Article V, Section 15(a) 

authorized additional parish level courts. It stated "the 

legislature...may abolish or merge trial courts of limited 

jurisdiction, and may establish trial courts of limited jurisdiction 

with parish-wide territorial jurisdiction, and subject matter shall be 

uniform throughout the state" (Appendix F). Soon thereafter, Louisiana 

Revised Statue 12:2563.1, Acts 1976, No. 307 created a parish court in 

Ascension Parish (Appendix G). However, the three parish courts 

created were not uniform in jurisdiction, as required by the 

constitution. In an attempt to consolidate these courts of varied 

jurisdictions and responsibilities, and to organize the Louisiana 

courts into a tiered system, including Parish Courts, the late Judge 

Albert Tate (former Associate Justice of the Louisiana Supreme Court 

and Judge, 5th Circuit Federal Court of Appeals) prepared three Acts to 
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be submitted to the legislature in 1979. Only one of the three, The 

Uniform Parish Court Jurisdiction and Procedure Act, passed (Appendix 

F). In general this statute provided for jurisdiction and procedures 

similar to those presently pertaining to City Courts. The Parish Court 

Administration Act and the Parish Court Enabling Act did not pass. 

- 

The type of court proposed by Judge White would be termed a "City 

Court with parish-wide jurisdicitonn because of the unique nature of 

East Baton Rouge Parish, i.e. the three City Courts currently operating 

within the parish. The proposed territorial jurisdiction would be 

parish-wide excluding the city limits of Zachary and Baker. In all 

other respects the "City Court with parish-wide jurisdictionvf would be 

analogous to the other three Parish Courts operating in Louisiana. 

Therefore, for continuity in this study, the proposed court for East 

Baton Rouge Parish will be called a "Parish Court.rt 

C. 23rd Judicial District Court/Ascension Parish Court 

1. 23rd Judicial District Court 

Funding for District Court: Ascension is one of three parishes that 

comprise the 23rd Judicial District of Louisiana. Judge Pilgram Mire 

is the Parish Court Judge and Judge A . J .  Kling is one of the four 

District Court Judges of the 23rd District. Judge Kling, who formerly 

served as the first Parish Court Judge in Ascension, was over- 

whelmingly supportive of the jurisdictional division in his parish. He 

reported that there is a very cooperative working spirit and everyone's 

15 



dockets are up to date. The District Court receives 100% of its 

financial support from its governing authorities, i.e., the three 

police juries (called County Councils in most states) of each parish, 

- 

Seventy-six per cent (76%) of all fines assessed go to the governing 

authorities, 12% to the Sheriff, and 12% to the District Attalrney. 

2. Ascension Parish Court 

Funding of the Court: Ascension Parish Court was establishled January 

3, 1976 (Appendix GI. It should be noted that there are in0 general 

provisions f o r  assessment of cost in criminal matters in the Louisiana 

Parish Courts. However, it is generally understood thakt amounts 

assessed coincide with respective District Courts (Benchbook, 

L.T.C.L.J. Ch. 5, Sec. 13). District Court costs are not standard 

throughout the state, therefore Parish court costs are not uniform. 

LSA R.S. 13:2563.17 provides that "In addition to a l l  other fines, 

forfeitures and costs, the Ascension Parish Court may assess additional 

costs not to exceed five dollars to be transmitted to the Clerk of 

Court, who shall establish a separate account for a Judicial Expense 

Fund to be used f o r  any purpose related to the administration or 

operation of the court, except for the salary of the Judger (but not 

that of a temporarily appointed Judge)" (Benchbook, L.T.C.L.J. Ch. 5, 

Sec. 14). Judge Mire reported that the $5.00 cost assessed per guilty 

disposition more than adequately pays the operational costs of his 

court, including his secretary's salary. He stated that the Clerk of 

Court provided his court reporter, and the State, in conjunction with 
I 
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the three cities over which he has jurisdiction, pays his salary. The 

only negative reaction Judge Mire expressed was his concern over the 

ridiculous courtroom facilities in some of the three municipalities to 

which he travels. 

- 

Disbursement of Funds: Judge Mire reported that the governing 

authorities in Ascension Parish endorse the Parish Court concept 

because they enjoy the benefits of a Judge who travels to their cities, 

hears traffic and minor cases, does not ask fo r  an annual budget, and 

assesses fines that are disbursed to their general fund. Fines, 

forfeitures, etc., and costs imposed by the Ascension Parish Court that 

occur within the municipalities of Donaldsonville, Gonzales and 

Sorrento are remitted to the general fund of the respective 

municipalities. Fines, forfeitures, etc., that occur outside the 

municipalities are collected by the Sheriff of Ascension Parish and are 

turned in to the general fund of the parish. Recipients of these court 

costs are as follows: 

Criminal Court Costs: $58.50 

11.00 Sheriff 
15.00 Indigent Defense Board 
10.00 Parish Clerk 
5.00 Parish Court ( J E F )  
7.50 Victims Reparation (State) 
10.00 District Attorney 

D.W.I. Court Costs $108.50 
All of the above plus: 

50.00 Sheriff (Rehabilatation Fund) 

17 



Traffic Tickets Court Costs $51.00 
11.00 Sheriff 
15.00 Indigent Defense Board 
10.00 Parish Clerk 

10.00 District Attorney 
5.00 Parish Court (JEF) 

Affect of the Parish Court on District Court: 

On disposition time. 

District Court Judge A . J .  Kling reported that since the 

establishment of the Parish Court in Ascension Parish the dlisposition 

time of civil filings has decreased 33%, so that the time from filing 

to disposition is generally s i x  months. In criminal cases the time 

between arraignment to trial is ninety ( 9 0 )  days, or an improvement of 

50%. He reported that the formation of the court had no affect on the 

Constables or Justices of the Peace. 

On finances. 

The financial impact to the District Court was beneficial as 

reported by Judge Kling. He stated that the increased productivity 

generated revenues to the governing authorities of Ascension, 

Assumption and St. James and thus he was able to request more funds. 

He stated further that although the District Court lost no personnel, 

the Parish Court added personnel to its staff (which Parish Court Judge 

Mire reported were completely paid for  from the $5.00 criminal cost 

assessed in the Parish Court). Judge Kling was adamant in his position 

that in matters of limited jurisdiction, the public/litigants were more 

effectively served by a Parish Court. 

On caseload. 

The impact that the Ascension Parish Court had on the caseload of 

the 23rd Judicial District Court is depicted in the chart below. In 
18 



particular, Ascension Parish heard 15,097 criminal cases in 1986, 

14,614 of which were there in the Parish Court and only 483 in the 
c 

District Court. Judge Mire's statement that "1 get all the small cases 

disposed of and let the District Court Judges handle the big ones" is 

supported by the fact that although Ascension Parish comprises 50% of 

the population of the 23rd District, it only accounts for 10.7% of the 

criminal docket of District Court. 

Chart A. Filings for 23rd District and Ascension Parish 

Ascension 23rd District Court 23rd District 
Parish Court (from Ascension only) Court Total 

Population 54,600 54,600 100,600 

Square Miles 303 303 924 

Cases Processed: 

Civil: 522 
Criminal: 14.614 
Juvenile : 88 
Total 15,224 

2,545 
483 
172 

3,200 

3,981 
4,520 

300 
8,801 
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.- 
D. 24th District Court/Jefferson 1st Parish and Jefferson 2nd Parish 

Courts 

1. Twenty-forth District Court. 

Composition of Court. The 24th District Court is similar to the 19th 

Judicial District Court in that both courts serve only one parish. The 

24th District Court serves Jefferson Parish, which has a population of 

476,915 and encompasses 600 square miles (from Louisiana 19851 Roster of 

Officials). The court consists of fifteen District Court Judges, and 

has jurisdiction over felony criminal cases parish-wide and has civil 

jurisdiction in all civil cases when the amount in question exceeds 

$5,000. 

Fundins for the Court. Sandy Smith, the Court Administrator for the 

24th District Court reported that the court has an annual budget of 

over $2,000,000. One hundred per cent of her budget is provided by the 

local governing authority, which is the Jefferson Parish Council. The 

court also has a Judicial Expense Fund which receives $15.00 per civil 

suit filed. The court receives no fees from criminal cases and 

receives no fine money. Ms. Smith stated that the revenues from civil 

filings were approximately $15,000 per month. 
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Disbursement of Criminal Court Costs: 
$90.00 

17.50 Clerk of Court 
25.00 Indigent Defender Board 
10.00 District Attorney 
12.50 Sheriff 
25.00 Off-Duty Officer Fee 

(Max $50.00) 

As with the 19th Judicial District Court, fines are disbursed with 76% 

going to the governing authority, 12% to the Sheriff and 12% to the 

District Attorney. Mrs. Smith reported a loss of income when the 

Parish Court was formed because of the District court no longer hearing 

traffic cases, from which the court had previously received court 

costs. 

Description of Caseload (from the Judicial Council of the Supreme Court 

of Louisiana, Annual Report 1986.) 

Civil: The District Court had 17,367 civil filings in 1986. Mrs. 

Smith reported that the average processing time per case was two to six 

months. 

Criminal: The District Court had 3,955 criminal cases filed in 1986 

with an average processing time per case of ninety days or less. 

Note: Ms. Smith was most helpful in providing the objective facts and 

figures germane to this report, but was reluctant to discuss the 

subjective aspects of the formation of the Jefferson Parish Courts. 
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When asked "1s the Parish Court within your district working 

effectively?" and "DO you feel that in matters of limited jurisdiction 

the public/litigants are served more effectively by a Parish court?#! 

Ms. Smith answered "NO comment" to both questions. 

- 

2. Jefferson 1st Parish Court and Jefferson 2nd Parish Court. 

Fundins for the Courts. Both Jefferson Parish Courts were created to 

hear civil claims under $5,000, criminal misdemeanors,, traffic 

violations and violations of Parish Ordinances occurring within the 

boundaries of Jefferson Parish. The courts are constitutional Parish 

Courts with their existence reaffirmed by Act 5, Section 13 o:f the 1974 

Constitution, even though their jurisdiction is not parish-wide. 

Jefferson 1st Parish Court hears cases within Jefferson Parish and on 

the east bank of the Mississippi River. Jefferson 2nd Parish Court has 

jurisdiction on the west bank. Both courts receive 100% of their 

budgeting needs from the governing authorities of Jefferson Parish. 

Additionally, both courts have Judicial Expense Funds that receive 

$15.00 per filing in criminal matters (Benchbook, L.T.C.L.J. Ch.5, Sec. 

15). 

Disbursement of Funds. 

reported the following disbursements: 

Clerk of the 2nd Parish, Randy de le Gardelle, 

Traffic Costs $75.00 

7.50 Clerk of Court 
25.00 Off-Duty Officer Fee 
12.50 Indigent Defense Fund 
15.00 Parish Court Operational Fee (JEF) 

10.00 District Attorney 
5.00 Computer Cost 
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Criminal Cost: Include all of the above plus 

$84.50 Total 

7.50 Victim Reparation (State) 
2.00 Law Enforcement Training Fund 

Note: If a D.W.I. is involved an additional $50 is charged, All fines 

and forfeitures are disbursed as follows: 

76% Governing Authority 
12% Sheriff 
12% District Attorney 

Of particular note is the $5.00 computer fee. Mr. de le 

Gardelle reported that this fee allows the court to upgrade the 

computer system without having to ask the governing authorities to 

provide additional financial support in this area. He also stated that 

his court "generates a substantial amount of money that goes into the 

general fund because his court collects fines from criminal cases," 

Mr. de le Gardelle reported that he has to use his Judicial Expense 

Fund to pay f o r  any "extras" the court needs, i.e. training, special 

projects, etc. 

Effect of Parish Courts on 24th District Court 

On Disposition The. The following chart is a composite of information 

provided by Sandy Smith, Court Administrator, 24th Judicial District, 

Mr. de le Gardelle, Administrator 2nd Parish Court, Ms. Beatrice 

Tranchina, Administrator 1st Parish Court, and Judge John Jackson 

Molaison, Judge Jefferson Parish 2nd Court. 
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Chart B. Disposition Time in 24th District and Jefferson Parish Courts 

24th District Court Civil Cr ilminal 
(prior to formation of Parish Court 6 m0.-12 mo. Not Available 
in 1962) 
(After creation of Parish Court) 2 mo.-6 mo. 3 mo. 
Jefferson 1st and 2nd Parish Court 2 mo.03 mo. 1 m0.-2 mo. 

- 

On Finances. Ms. Smith reported that the current budget of her court 

was over $2,000,000. The JEF receives approximately $15,000 per month 

in court costs. She stated that the court lost considerable revenues 

when it discontinued processing traffic cases. This researcher 

detected underlying ill-feelings from Ms. Smith in her relationship 

with Parish Court. However, apart from her replying WO comment" to 

questions regarding the effectiveness of Parish Court, no other 

information was obtained concerning this relationship. 

On Caseload. 1986 f i l i n g s  from the 24th District Court and Jefferson 

1st and 2nd Parish Courts are as follows: 

Chart C: 1986 Filings for Jefferson 1st and 2nd Parish Courts and 24th 

Judicial District Court 

Jefferson 1st Jefferson 2nd 24th Judicial 
Parish Court Parish Court District Court 

Filings 
Civil 4,606 2,552 17,367 
Criminal 2 , 552 4,080 3 , 955 
Traffic 40,022 21,975 0 
Total 47,180 53,693 21 , 322 
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E. 19th Judicial District Court/East Baton Rouge City Court 

1. 19th Judicial District Court 
- 

Composition of the Court: The 19th Judicial District court is a court 

of general jurisdiction located within East Baton Rouge Parish, 

Louisiana, the only parish in the 19th District. The district is 

served by seven civil Judges, six criminal Judges and two Commissioners 

(who hear civil suits filed by prisoners throughout the state). It has 

jurisdiction over all felony cases parish-wide and a l l  misdemeanor and 

traffic cases outside the city limits of East Baton Rouge, Zachary, and 

Baker, Louisiana. It has civil jurisdiction in all cases above $10,000 

in value. However, litigants may file any civil case in District Court 

if they desire. 

Fundinq of District Court: Two sources fund the 19th Judicial District 

Court, i.e., the local governing authority of East Baton Rouge Parish, 

which provides the majority of funding, and the Judicial Expense Fund. 

Louisiana Revised Statute 13:991, Acts 1969, No. 135 established the 

Judicial Expense Fund (JEF), which provides that in addition to all 

other costs and fees provided by law, the Clerk of the 19th Judicial 

District Court can collect up to $15.00 from every person filing a 

civil suit and up to $5.00 from every criminal case over which the 19th 

Judicial District Court has jurisdiction, in which the defendant is 

convicted after trial or guilty pleas. It states further that "the 

Clerk of Court shall place all sums...in a separate account to be 
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designated as the Judicial Expense Fund for the 19th Judicia,l District 

Court. The Judges, en banc, of the 19th Judicial District Court shall 

have control over the fund and all disbursements made therein". 

- 

In addition to the cost and fees cited above, significant income 

is generated to t h e  JEF from fines in cases that are suspended. Fines 

that are assessed in District Court are disbursed so that 76% of the 

total is disbursed to the governing authority, 12% to the Sher i f f ,  and 

12% to the District Attorney. However, Article 895.1 (added by Acts 

1977, No. 720) provides that "when a court suspends the imposition or 

the execution of a sentence and places the defendant on prol~ation, it 

may in its discretion, order placed, as a condition of probation, an 

amount of money to be paid by the defendant to any or all of the 

following ..." One of the four areas that could receive an amount of 
money at the Court's discretion was the criminal court fund (termed the 

Judicial Expense Fund by the 19th Judicial District Court.) The 

following chart delineates the revenues received by the 19th Judicial 

District Court from these two sources for the years 1985 and 1986. 

Chart D: Revenues Received by 19th Judicial District Court 

1985 1986 

From Governing Authority $1,762,391 $1,969,792 
From Judicial Expense Fund Resources 

Civil Filing Fees 126,948 136 , 512 
Criminal Costs 115,878 95 , 568 

Probation Fines 233.626 222.600 
Miscellaneous* 67; 006 89; 427 

Total JEF Revenues $476,452 $454,680 

*Miscellaneous includes interest on Certificates of Deposit, Transcript 
Charges to attorneys, etc. 
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Disbursement of Monies by the 19th Judicial District Court. Money 

received by the court from the governing authorities is accounted for 

through the finance department of the City-Parish. All monies expended 

from this budget are accomplished through direct pay requests routed 

through the finance department. In general, these funds are expended 

for personnel, supplies, contractual services and capital goods 

(Appendix H). Disbursements from the Judicial Expense Fund are 

regulated by LRS 13:992, Acts 1979, No. 135. Generally, the statute 

states that the funds, "may be for any purposes connected with, 

incidental to or related to the proper administration or function of 

the said court or offices of the individual Judges." Specifically the 

statute mentions that "the funds may be used to pay court reporters, 

secretarial, clerical, research, administrative or other personnel 

deemed necessary to expedite the business of the court, pay for a law 

library for the court, buy or maintain any type equipment, supplies or 

other items consistent to the efficient operation of the court". The 

majority of the revenues from the Judicial Expense Fund are expended in 

four areas, i.e. salaries, computer costs, furniture and fixtures, and 

parking. The chart below delineates the spending in these areas for 

1985 and 1986. 
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Chart E: Disbursement of Judicial Expense Fund of 19th Judicial 

District Court* 

1985 1986 

Salaries 359,323 226,454 
Computer Costs 55 , 075 56,616 
Furniture and Fixtures 84,387 31,512 
Parkins 24.460 24.804 
Misce li aneous 
Total 

23,602 112;974** 
546,847 452,360 

*Provided by Joann Dees, Office Manager, 19th Judicial District Court. 
** $31,000 for a 2-way television call-out system. 

Description of Caseload for the 19th Judicial District Court. 

As stated previously, the 19th Judicial District Court has jurisdiction 

over all felony cases parish-wide and all misdemeanor cases outside the 

city limits, and all city cases above $10,000 in value parish-wide. 

Additionally, and significantly to House Bill 1655, the District Court 

has jurisdiction over all traffic violations that are cit.ed by the 

State Police and the Sheriff's Office parish-wide. The following 

figures from the Clerk of Court's Office represent the type of cases 

heard in District Court in 1985-86. 

Chart F: Types of Cases Heard in 19th Judicial District Court 

Civil Filings Criminal Filings 
Felonies Misdemeanors Traffic Other 

1985 14 , 586 2 , 175 2 , 377 11 , 002 214 
1986 15,896 2 , 291 2 , 354 8,850 165 
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Financial Impact of House Bill 1655 on Revenues of the 19th Judicial 

District Court. 

A. Civil filing costs: The effect of House Bill 1655 on the 

number of civil cases that would be transferred to the new East Baton 

Rouge Parish Court (and filing costs therein) was difficult to measure, 

as there were no statistics that identified cases heard in District 

Court as being more or less than $10,000 in value. Chief City Court 

Judge Darrell White, Chief Judge of District Court, Doug Gonzales, 

District Court Judge L. J. Hymel and Office Manager for the District 

Court, Joann Dees all reported that the financial impact due to civil 

cases being transferred would be relatively small compared to the 

financial impact of the misdemeanor and traffic cases that would change 

jurisdiction. Statistics from Ascension and Jefferson Parishes seem to 

support their opinions as shown by the current caseloads in the 

different courts. 

Chart G: Current Caseloads in Parish Courts and District therein. 

Ascension Parish 23rd District Ct. Jefferson 1st 24th 
Court (from Ascen. Parish) and 2nd Parish Dist. 

Civil 522 
Criminal& 
Traffic 14,614 
Total 15,136 

2,545 7,158 17,367 

483 
3,028 

68,629 
75 , 787 

3,955 
21,322 

That is, in a district that has a parish court, the District Court 

retains jurisdiction over a substantial portion of civil filings and 

the Parish Court hears the majority of crirninal/traffic cases. 
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8 .  Misdemeanor/traffic fees and fines. Under proposed House 

Bill 1655, misdemeanor and traffic cases would fall under the 

jurisdiction of the new Parish Court. District Court Judges Ponder, 

Hester, McDonald, Downing and Hymel all reported that at leisst 95% of 

all costs and fines generated to the JEF were from misdemeanor/traffic 

cases. From Chart D above, this would imply revenues to the JEF of 

$110,084 from court costs and $221,945 from fines in 1985 and $90,790 

from court costs and $211,470 from fines in 1986, or a yearly average 

for 1985 and 1986 of $100,437 from court costs and $216,708 from fines, 

or a yearly average total of $317,145 per year. 

Chief Judge of the 19th Judicial District Court, Doug Gonzales, 

endorsed the concept of a Parish Court, however, when asked if the 

proposal was viable he replied, "NO, it would financially devastate the 

District Court because of its current dependence on the Judicial 

Expense Fund." He continued that "If we had a contract with the 

governing authority to guarantee a necessary amount of funding 

dedicated in perpetuity for District Court, then we would iaccept the 

proposal now." This basic idea that the JEF was vital to having an 

efficient District Court was supported by Judges Michael Ponder, Bob 

Hester, William Brown and L.J. Hymel. They also expressed a lack of 

confidence in the governing authority to fund the full budget needs. 

In particular, Judge Hymel, a proponent of computerization in the 

court, was not sure that the governing authority would provide the 

necessary funds to continue the court's effort to computerize the court 

in the areas of records management and case tracking. When Larry 

Bankston, a member of the East Baton Rouge City-Parish Councjil (1/2 of 
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the governing authority), was asked what effect the passage of the bill 

would have upon the councills approval of future funding for District 

Court, he replied, "It would depend to what degree the impact on the 

District Court not having to hear traffic and misdemeanor cases would 

be." He continued, "This is an economy of scales issue. If the 

District Court did not need as many personnel or as much equipment to 

cover the court as a result of this lower volume of work, then the 

council would undoubtedly not be inclined to fund anything they thought 

excess to the needs of the Court." 

1 

Mr. Bankston's comment raised an interesting point, i . e . .  Would 

the District Court require less funding as a result of the decreased 

caseload? Chief Judge of the District Court, Doug Gonzales, proposed 

that the courts financial needs would be unaffected. Instead of 

decreasing the workload, "We would get far more civil and felony cases 

processed." Judge Hymel, a District Court Judge assigned to the 

criminal bench, agreed. He stated, "The District Court would process 

more felony trial cases instead of smaller misdemeanor and traffic 

cases." The general consensus of the District Court Judges was that 

even though they would decrease the total number of cases by 

approximately 30%, this would not affect the budgetary needs because 

these cases are minor cases and generally disposed of quickly once the 

case is heard. The other 70% of the cases they would retain were the 

ones that require the most time and research and therefore costs. 

During interviews of persons from District Court and the local 

governing authorities, it was obvious that there was considerable 
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gamesmanship in the budgeting process. Although there appears to be an 

excellent working relationship between the court and the governing 

authorities, each fights tenaciously to justify its position in the 

governmental triad, especially during the budgetary process. After the 

dust settles everyone is apparently friendly, but one gets the 

impression that neither would turn his back on the other. The 

information on the chart below (provided by Ms. Dees the Office Manager 

of the 19th Judicial District Court), represents the contributions of 

both the governing authority and the District Court’s Judicial Expense 

Fund (JEF) to the annual operating costs of the court from 1982-86. It 

demostrates in particular the District Court’s dependence’ on its 

- 

Judicial Expense Fund. 

Chart H: Comparison of Budget Requested and Received and Judicial 

Expense Fund Revenues and Expenditures from 1982-86. 

1982 - 
Budget Request by Court: 
Final Budget by City: 
Revenue of Judicial Expense Fund: 
Expenditures of Judicial Expense Fund: 

1983 - 
Budget Request by Court: 
Final Budget By City: 
Revenue of Judicial Expense Fund: 
Expenditures of Judicial Expense Fund: 

1984 

Budget Request by Court: 
Final Budget by City: 
Revenue of Judicial Expense Fund: 
Expenditures of Judicial Expense Fund: 

$1,532,060 
1,588,545* 

298,442 
322,168 

$1,892,820 
1,625,114 
300,708 
296,994 

$1,963,220 
1,834,370 
314,509 
357,646 
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Budget Request by Court: 
Final Budget by City: 
Revenue of Judicial Expense Fund: 
Expenditures of Judicial Expense Fund: 

Budget Request by Court: 
Final Budget by City: 
Revenue of Judicial Expense Fund: 
Expenditures of Judicial Expense Fund: 

$2,199,420 
1,762,390 
543,458 
546,847 

$2,163,570 
1,969,441 
544,107 
452,360 

*An unanticipated pay raise on April I, 1982, resulted in this 

anomally. 

2. Baton Rouge City Court. "The Uniform Parish Court 

Jurisdiction and Procedure A c t  makes no provision for the assessment or 

dispostion of fines, forfeitures, penalties and costs in criminal 

matters" (Benchbook, L.T.C.L.J. Ch. 5, Sec. 10). The benchbook states 

that it can "only be reasonably understood that Parish Courts are to 

dispose of fines, forfeitures, penalties and costs in criminal matters 

in the same manner as District Courts.'' It continues to state that 

clarifying legislation is needed in this area. It is this lack of 

clarity that has caused some confusion about the House Bill. Judge 

White verbally promised that the fees and costs would be distributed as 

they currently are in District Court, which is as follows: 

$ 4.00 Sheriff 
8.00 Clerk of Court 
15.00 Indigent Defense Board 
10.00 District Attorney 
5.00 District Court (JEF) 
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However, the statute concerning the Judicial Expense Fund far the 19th 

Judicial District Court (Louisiana Revised 13:991, Acts 1969 No. 135.) 

states that $5.00 could be assessed to the fund for criminal cases 

"over which the 19th Judicial District Court has juri.sdiction". 

Additionally the statute states, ''The funds could be used for any 

function of the said court." Thus, it would follow that the $5.00 JEF 

fee would be allocated to the court that had jurisdiction in the case 

and the court that incurred the expenses at the trial, i.e., the new 

Baton Rouge Parish Court. This position was supported1 by Lynn 

Scofield, Director of Finance for the City-Parish of East Baton Rouge, 

(the governing authority). When asked his opinion on transferring 

jurisdiction of Parish-wide misdemeanor/traffic cases to the City Court 

and allowing the continued disbursement of the $5.00 cost assessed to 

the 19th Judicial District Court, he replied, "The couricil won't 

approve it and we, the executive body could hardly endorse it either." 

If the JEF costs were to be disbursed to the City Court, it would mean 

increased revenues to the City Court JEF of approximately $100,437 per 

year (see financial impact on District Court, (b)misdemeanor/traffic 

fees and fines) in costs. 

Additionally, the statute regarding the disbursement abf fines in 

suspended sentences states that "One area to which the fines can be 

redirected is to the Criminal Court fund to defray the costs of 

operation of that court.fv Using the same logic as with costs, the 

fines could not be directed to the District Court JEF. However, these 

fines could be directed to the City Court JEF. 
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In 1986, Baton Rouge City Court processed 6,383 misdemeanor 

cases and 91,910 traffic cases. The transfer of approximately 11,000 

misdemeanor/traffic cases from District to City Court would mean an 

11.2% increase in caseload. Mickey Skyring, Judicial 

Administrator/Clerk of Court of East Baton Rouge, reported his court 

could absorb the increase without adding additional personnel to his 

staff. 

~n interesting political effect that the bill would have on City 

Court Judges would be that they would be required to run for election 

parish-wide rather than city-wide. City Court Judge Fred Pitcher, the 

first minority to be elected to the position of Judge in East Baton 

Rouge, stated that, "His election was in part due to the very large 

black population within the city limits." He continued that, "It would 

be more difficult and more expensive for a minority to run 

parish-wide." Additionally, there could be more candidates, as 

currently all aspirants to the position of City Judge must reside 

within the city limits. 

Financial Impact of House Bill 1655 on other Judicial/Governmental 

Aqencies 

A. East Baton Rouge Parish. Currently 76% of the District 

Court fines are designated for the local governing authority. If more 
cases were processed by a Parish Court, this alone would increase 

revenues to the City-Parish Treasury. Additionally, in 1985 and 1986 

the District Court suspended f i n e s  on probated sentences and 
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subsequently ordered the placement of approximately $200,000 by the 

defendants into the JEF of District Court. If fines that are currently 

being suspended and redirected by the District Court were not necessary 

to the new Parish Court, less sentences could conceivably be suspended, 

with the associated fines being allocated, as stated by law, with 76% 

going to the governing authority. 

B. District Attorney's Office/City Prosecutor's Office. 

The financial impact on the District Attorney's Office if a City Court 

with Parish-wide jurisdiction were formed was the most difficult to 

assess as there is currently a pending lawsuit regarding the 

jurisdiction of prosecution of specific cases in East Baton Rouge 

Parish, i.e. whether the City Court has the jurisdiction to hear cases 

that are violations of both municipal ordinances and state law. Mr. 

Bush contends the city has written City Ordinances that duplicate state 

statues in order to obtain prosecutorial authority over those cases, 

and thus deny his office the legal right to try those cases. If the 

city's actions are upheld, his office would also be denied the $10.00 

court costs per guilty disposition. The final decision to be reached 

by the Louisiana Supreme Court, where the case now rests, could have a 

significant bearing on who would try the criminal cases in a City Court 

with Parish-wide jurisdiction and consequently, which court would 

receive court costs, fines or other financial benefits therein. 

In addition to the current suit pending, it was difficult to make 

comparisions of prosecutorial offices because of the variances in 

structures of the these offices in parishes with Parish Courts and 
- 

36 



those with none. In the parishes studied that had Parish Courts, there 

was no need for a City Prosecutor's Office. All criminal cases were 

handled by the local District Attorney. When guilty dispositions were 

reached, a $10.00 court cost was disbursed to that office. However, 

East Baton Rouge Parish has a City Court Prosecutor's Offke, which 

includes a staff of fourteen part-time prosecuting attorneyes (who are 

able to maintain private law practices) with an annual budget of 

$440,000. District Attorney Bryan Bush stated, "There would Ibe no need 

for the City Court Prosecutor's Office if the City Court's jurisdiction 

were extended." He continued to say that his office could handle all 

of the criminal cases currently being heard by City Court with five 

Assistant District Attorneys, utilizing only the additional $10.00 

court costs accrued to his office to fund these positions. 

C. Justices of the Peace and Constables. The Justices of 

the Peace and Constables have serious reservations concerning the 

establishment of a Parish Court. The constables are concerned their 

job functions would eventually be taken over by Deputy Sheriffs. 

Justice of the Peace spokesman, Robert J. Williams stated, '"This bill 

is the first step in an attempt to put the Justices of the Peace out of 

business." However, it appears the Justices of the Peace and 

Constables would not  be affected with the passage of the bill. F i r s t ,  

the bill itself states that...ftNor shall it affect in any manner the 

offices of Justices of the Peace and Constable in any ward in the 

Parish." In discussing the issue with other Parish Court officials, 

there indeed appears to be no affect on these offices when a Parish 

Court is formed. Judge John J. Molaison of the 2nd Parish Court of 
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Jefferson Parish, Louisiana, stated that, "In a Parish 100 miles wide, 

the Justices of the Peace and Constables were indispensable to the 

Parish Courts.tt They served as magistrates and were a vital component 

of the court system. Sandra Smith, Court Administrator for the 24th 

Judicial District, affirmed that the Justices of the Peace were used 

for small claims settlements and in authorizing and distributing arrest 

warrants. 

D. Other Law Enforcement Agencies, i.e., sheriff, Department of 

Public Safety and Corrections, Indigent Defender Board, Clerk of Court: 

None of the above cited agencies would be adversely affected by House 

Bill 1655, as the fees/fines generated to each agency should remain the 

same, independent of the case being tried in District or a new Parish 

Court of limited jurisdiction. The only benefit to these agencies 

would be that if more cases were processed, those eligible for receipt 

of monies generated from fines or court costs should receive increased 

revenues. 
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V CONCLUSION 

The implementation of a Parish Court in East Baton Rouge Parish 

would significantly impact the finances of the East Baton Rouge Parish 

judicial system. The 19th Judicial District Court, a one parish 

District Court system, would lose an average of $300,000 annual income 

or 13.4% of its total operating costs. Most of this lost revenue has 

been dedicated to fund the areas not adequately funded by the governing 

authority, i.e., salaries for additional court personnel, computer 

hardware/software, and furniture and fixtures. Although the District 

Court s revenues would decrease, its financial needs would remain 

essentially the same. Specifically, the District Court would lose 

jurisdiction over the misdemeanor and traffic cases, which are normally 

disposed of more quickly and generate significant revenues to the 

court. They would retain only felony and civil cases, which generate 

only modest revenues. These latter cases take more time and are more 

costly to process through the legal system. The most significant 

reason for the District Court's adamant concern about losing 

jurisdiction over these cases, and thus the ability to generate revenue 

to itself, was its general distrust of the governing authority to 

adequately fund the needs of the court. 

The financial impact upon other City-Parish and judicial1 agencies 

would be significant also. If the current suit concerning 

prosecutorial jurisdiction were decided in favor of the District 

Attorney, there would be no need for a City-Parish Prosecutor's Office 

as the cases could be prosecuted by the District Attorney's Office, 
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using only the $10.00 court cost designated to that office per each 

guilty disposition. The Parish Court would recognize an 11% increase 
1 

over the current City Court filings, but the court could reportedly 

absorb this increase without increasing its budget. Additionally the 

new Parish Court could potentially receive over $100,000 in court costs 

if the $5.00 District Court cost were assessed to the Parish Court 

Judicial Expense Fund. 

The City Parish government (the governing authority of both the 

Parish and District Court) would receive additional revenues of 

$400,000 annually in savings by abolishing the City Prosecutor's 

Office. Secondly, approximately $200,000 annually in fines which axe 

currently being redirected to the District Court's Judicial Expense 

Fund could be designated to the Parish Court Judicial Expense Fund. 

However, that does not appear likely as there appears there would be no 

need in the Parish Court for these funds. Thirdly, there could be an 

increase of revenue based upon the increased productivity of both the 

District Court and a new Parish Court that would proportionately 

increase the 76% of fines designated to the governing authorities from 

these cases. The Justices of the Peace and Constables would not be 

adversely affected by House B i l l  1655, as the Bill was protective in 

its nature when written. In parishes already having Parish Courts, it 

was reported that these positions were unaffected almost entirely. 

In assessing the financial impact of the formation of a Parish 

Court in East Baton Rouge, one would be remiss in his responsibility if 

he did not view his findings in light of the ultimate purpose of a 
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judicial system, that is, the ability of the system to efficiently and 

effectively serve the participants and public in judicial matters. In 

other words, would the changes resulting from House Bill 165!j increase 

or decrease the ability of the court system to serve the public? 

Considering both sides of the issue, information received from 

District Courts that have Parish Courts operating witlhin their 

district, support the conclusion that a Parish Court provides more 

timely and orderly service to the public for two reasons. First, and 

most important, there is a shorter case processing time, and second, 

the public generally knows that felony and civil cases: (over a 

specified dollar amount in jurisdiction) are heard in District Courts, 

and misdemeanors and traffic cases are heard in lower level courts. On 

the other hand, if the District Court were not adequately funlded, there 

would be a negative long-term effect on service to the publjic for two 

reasons. First, without necessary funding for salaries, personnel 

would be reduced, which would result in slower case processing time. 

Second, the officials of the 19th Judicial District Court assert that 

the public would best be served by computerization of the court, 

focusing on records management and computer-aided transcription of 

courtroom testimony. This effort would require funding above the 

normal operating budget, which historically the governing authority has 

not provided. 

Throughout the course of study on this project, this researcher 

noted several weaknesses within the judicial system of E:ast Baton 
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Rouge, Louisiana that were not conducive to responsible fiscal 

management. These weaknesses were: 
c 

(1) There appeared to be no accountability for the Judges with 

regard to their Judicial Expense Fund, apart from public access to an 

annual audit to verify revenues and expenditures. 

(2) District Court is so directly dependant on suspended and 

diverted fines from the constituency it serves, that this circumstance 

could possibly affect the objectivity of the sentences imposed. 

(3) The gamesmanship in the budgeting process between both the 

District Court and the governing authorities is fiscally irresponsible. 

The governing authorities do not supply the necessary financial needs 

of the court because they realize the court has the power to generate 

money to cover any deficits. As a result, the court suspends more 

fines and redirects more money to its Judicial Expense Fund because the 

budget was not adequate. This is a "Catch 22" situation which has 

resulted in an increase of 82% of redirected fines to the Judicial 

Expense Fund in the last four years. The governing authorities and the 

District Court need to discontinue the power plays currently existing 

in budgetary matters and become more fiscally responsible to the public 

they serve. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based upon the conclusions stated above, and the weaknesses within the 
current system, this report makes the following recommendations: 

Recommendation: This report recommends that a City Ciourt with 

Parish-wide jurisdiction (excepting the cities of Baker and Zachary) be 

implemented in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. However,, prior to 

the official implementation of this new court of extended jurisdiction, 

a committee should be formed to examine the problems, in particular the 

financial considerations that would arise as a result: of its 

implementation. The committee should be comprised of representatives 

of the District Court, City Court, the governing authority a:nd neutral 

persons knowledgable of both parish finances and the judicial process. 

The committee might consider the following as possible areas for 

study and consideration (this listing is not exhaustive and other areas 

should be considered as deemed appropriate by the committee): 

( 1) Could the governing authority assure the District Court s 
total annual budget? 

(2) Should the District Court cease diverting fines and costs from 
the governing authority? 

(3) Should the governing authority supply all of the District 
Court's furniture and fixtures? 

(4) Should the District Court raise its civil filing fee (which is 
deposited into the 
authorized by state 
costs? 

(5) Should the 
increase revenues to 
increase in criminal 

Judicial Expense Fund) to $15.00, which is 
law, in order to meet anticipated computerization 

new Parish Court agree to not disproportionately 
its Judicial Expense Fund despite the anticipated 
and traffic cases to be heard? 

(6) Could the District and City Courts consolidate into ,one larger 
court with separate division of court designated to hear certain 
levels/types of cases? 
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Adopted August 12, 1947 
Effective Jinuary 1, 1949 

. .. 
AMENDED - July 29, 1952 

AMENDED - November 6,1956 

AMENDED - November 3, 1964 

AMENDED - November 8, 1966 

AMENDED - November 3,1970 

AMENDED - February, 1,1972 

AMENDED - October 27,1979 

AMENDED - September 11,1982 



Park Commission not Inter than December 15 of each year. The Recreation 
and Park Commission shall no: issue any bonds or other cenificrta of 
Indebtedness. nor authorize any expenditure for the purchase of land or the 
construction of any building. structure, work or improvement unless the 
appropriation for such project either has been includsd in the capital budget 
and approved by the Planning Commission. or shallbeeuthoriredbya voteof 
at least six members of the Recreation and Park Commission. (As amended 
July 29, 1952, effectiva September 5. 1652.1 

SECTION I 1  .OX Public Libfry. There shall conrinue to be a Public 
Library for East Baton Rouge Parish, with ruch’branches rndother rervicss 
as may be established by the Board of Control thereof. The Boardof Control 
shall. after the first day of January 1949. consist of the Mayor-President ax- 
officio and five citizens of the Parish appointed by the Metropoliten Council 
for terms of five years, provided that the five citizen members of the Board of 
Control in office on the raid firs1 day 01 January 1949. shall each conlinue in 
office Wtil the expiration of his term and thal thereupon his successor shall 
be appointed for a term of five years Vacencie6 rhall be tilled by the Council 
for the unexpired portion of the term. The Board of Control shall have all the 
powers and duties conferred or imposed by the General Lswr of the State of 
Boards of Control of Parish Public Libraries, and the cost.of maintaining the 
Parish Public Library and ia several branches and services shall be providod 
by appropriations made by the Council, such appropriations to be in such 
amounts and proportions B r  the Council determines. (Asamended November 
3, 1964.) 

SECTION 11.04. City Court and Judgr. There shalt continue to bo a 
Ciry Court of the City of Baton Rouge, which shall have jurisdiction w e t  the 
territorial area of the city of Baton Rouge. 1s extended by this Plan of 
Government, Bnd the provisions of Title 13, Sections 2071 through 2080of 
the Louisiana Revised Statutes 01 1950, shall continue in full force andeffect 
except to the extent that they are in conflict with the provisions of this 
Section. The City Court shall be a court of record excnpt where the amount in 
dispute is less than 6100.00. exclusive of interests. The City Court shall 
exercise such jurisdiction within the territoriat limits of the City of Brton 
Rouge 8s may be conferred upon it  by the Constitution of !he Suie of 
Louisiana. 

The City Court shall have but four Judges, unless the number be 
increased by a vote of two-thirds(2/3rds)of the members of the Metropolitan 
Council. The senior Judge in point of service on thecourt shaft be thechief or 
presiding judge. 

Judger of theCounmuctbeeleclorsof IheCilyof BstonRouge,andhrve 
been admitted lo lhe practice of law in Louisiena ut least three (3)yearrprJor 
to their selection. The JudQts of the City Court shelf beelected fortermsof 8irr 
(6) years. TheJudgesof the City Cou~shellreceiwesuchsalsryasthe Council 
may from time to time determine. but such salary shall not be decreased 
during their tenure of office and moreover. ohall not k less than 
$39.500 OOO per annum effective January 1.1983. The annual salaryof the 
City Judge or Judges shall be fixed by the Council by ordinance adopted at 
least one year prior to the commencement of the term 01 the City Judge or 
Judges whose cornpenmistion is to be affected thereby, 8nd if no 8uch 
ordinance be rdopted. the compensation for the city Judge or Judges $hat1 
remain as previously fixed by the Council. 



Judges of the burl  shall no1 practice law, nor shall they ormyofficeror 
employee of the Court receive any fees. 

The Clerkofthe CityCourtshaIIbeappointed bytheCityJudgeatas8lary 
fixed by the Councit. The number and compensation of Deputy Clerks and 
employees. who shall be members of the Classified Service as provided in 
Chapter 9 of this Plan of Government or any Personnel System for City 
employees in general applicable to the City of Baton Rouge. shall be fixed by 
tho Council. 

All expenses of the Court, including the compensation of the Judge. 
Clerk and ocher employees, shall bo paid from appropriations made by the 
Council. 

The Court shatl have full power to mske and promulgate its own rules of 
Courl within the limitations 8s might otherwise be imposed by the 
Constitution or Legislature of Louisiana. (4s amended July 29, 1952. 
effective September 5, 1952.) (As amended September 1.1. 1982) 

SECTION 11 .OS. City Constablo. There shall continue to be a City 
Constablo for Ihe City of Baton Rouge as extended by this Plan of 
Government, and the provisions of the Charter of the City of Baton Rows 
relating to such City Constable shall continue in full force and effect, tothe 
extent thst they are in conflict with the provisions of this Section. 

The City Constable shall receive no remuneration for the performanceof 
his official duties except the salary mentioned hereinafter.The annual salary 
of the City Constable shafl be fixed by the Council by ordinance adopted at 
least one year prior to the commencement of the term of the City Constable 
whose compensation is to be elfected thereby, and if no ruch ordinance be 
adopted the compensation of tho City Constable shall remain as previously 
fixed by the Council. , 

The Chief Deputy Conolablt shall be appointed by the City Constable at a 
mlary fixed by the Council. In the event of the City Constable's absence or 
inability to act for any cause. the Chief Deputy Constable shall have the power 
and authority to act in his capacity, and to perform all the powers and duties 
conferred or imposed on the Constable. The number and,compensstion of 
other Deputy Constables, who shall be members of the Classified Service as 
provided in Chapter 9 of this Plan of Government or any Personnel System for 
City employees in general applicable tothe Cky of Baton Rouge, shallbe fixed 
by the Council. 

Al l  expenses of the City Constable office, including the compensation of 
the Constable and hicdsputies, shall be paid from appropristiok mads b y d o  
Council. (As amended November 3.1964.) 

SECTION 11.06. Justices of tho Peace and Ward Conrtrbles. From 
and after the first day of January 1949 no Justice of the Peace or Ward 
Constable shall be elected for or exercise jurisdiction in the City of Baton 
Rouge as extended by this Plan of Government. but Justices of the Pescernd 
Constables shall be elected from Justices of the Peace Wards outside the 
City, to be determined by thegoverning body of the Parish, which may consist 
of the whole or pan of any pre-existing Police Jury Ward or of a combination 
of ruch Wards or prrt  of such Wards, provided that the Justices of the Peacs 
rnd Constables elected in 1948 for any Wsrd shall retain and exercise their 
powers. duties rnd jurisdictions within the limits of such Ward, or theponion 
d such Ward outside the City ol k t o n  Rouge, for the term for which they 
wore eluted. 

4 8  - 

. .  



Appendix C 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE JURISDICTION 

C . C . P .  Article 4841 - Subject Matter Jurisdiction: 
A. The subject matter jurisdiction of parish courts, city 

courts end justice of the peace courts is limited by the in 
dispute and by the nature of the proceeding, as provided in this 

amount 
. Chapter. 

B. For the pur oses of this Chapter, the amount in 
dispute is determined by t R e amount demanded or value assertced in 
good faith by the plaintiff, but does not include interest, court 
costs, attorney fees, OT penalties, whether provided by agreement or 
by law. 

Acts 1979, No. 46, I 1 ,  eff. Jan. 1, 1980, 
372, § 1, eff. July 18, 1980. 

Amended by Acts 19IB0,No. 

C.C.P. Article 4844 - Amount in Controversy; Justice of the Peace 
court: 

The civil jurisdiction of a justice of the peace court is 
concurrent with the district court in cases where the amount in 
dispute does not exceed one thousand two hundred dollars. 

Acts, 1979, No. 4 6 ,  5 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. Amended by Acts 1982, 
No. 823,§ 1. 

C.C.P. Article 4842 - Amount in Dispute; Eviction Proceedings 
A .  A parish court or city court shall have jurisdiction, 

concurrent with the district court, over suits by owners and 
landlords for the possession of teased premises within its 
territorial jurisdiction, as follows: 

Where the lease is by the day and the daily rental is 
one hundred fifty dollars or less. 

( I )  

( 2 )  Where the lease is by the week and the weekly rental 
is five hundred dollars or less. 



( 3 )  Where the lease is by the month and the monthly 
rental is one thousand five hundred dollars or less. 

(4) Where the lease is by the year and the annual . 
rental is eighteen thousand dollars or less. 

( 5 )  Where the suit is to evict an occupant as defined 
by Article 4704, if the annual value of the right of occupancy 
does not exceed the amount in dispute to which the jurisdiction of 
the court is limited by Articles 4842 and 4843.  

A justice of the peace court shall have jurisdiction 
concurrent with the parish or district court, over suits for the 
possession or ownership of movable property not exceeding five 
hundred dollars and over suits by landlords for the possession of 
leased premises when the monthly or yearly rent, or the rent for 
the unexpired term of the lease, does not exceed five hundred 
dollars. 

B. 

C. In parishes having a population in excess of four 
hundred twenty-five thousand, a justice of the peace court shell 
have jurisdiction concurrent with the parish or district court, 
over suits for the possession or ownership of movable property not 
exceeding one thousand f ive  hundred dollars and over suits by 
landlords for the possession of leased premises when the monthly 
or yearly rent, or the rent for the unexpired term of the lease, 
does not exceed one thousand five hundred dollars. 

D. In computing the jurisdictionar amount for purposes 
of eviction suits, the daily, weekly, monthly, annual or other 
rental provided by the lease, exclusive of interest, penalties, or 
attorney fees, shall determine the amount in dispute. 

Acts 1979, No. 4 6 ,  5 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. Amended by Acts 1983, 
No. 301, S 1 

C . C . P .  Article 4846 - Amount in Dispute; Jurisdiction of 
InciaentaL 

Demands: Parish and City Courts 

When a arish or city court has subject matter 

matter jurisdiction over any incidental action properly Instituted 
in connectton with the principal demand, regardless of the amount 
in dispute in the incidental demand. . 

jurisdiction over t R e principal demand, it may exercise subject 



Acts 1979, No. 46, 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C.C.P. Article 4847 - Limitations upon Jurisdiction; Nature of 
Proceedings : 

In addition to the limitation by the amount in d i s p u t e  8s 
set forth above, the jurisdiction of parish courts, city courts, and 
justice of the peace courts is limited by the nature olf the 
proceeding, as set forth  in Articles 4848 and 4849. 

Acts 1979, No. 46, 5 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C.C.P. Article 4848 - Limitations upon Jurisdiction: 
A parish court, city court or justice of the 

has no jurisdiction in any of the following cases or proceedings: 

(1) 

( 2 )  A case involving the right to public office or 

peace court 

A case involving title to immovable property; 

posit ion ; 

( 3 )  A case in which the plaintiff asserts civil or 

(4) A claim for annulment of marriage, separation from 

( 5 )  A succession, interdiction, receivership, 

( 6 )  A case in which the state, or a parish municipal, or 

( 7 )  Any other case or proceeding excepted froim the 

political rights under the federal or state constitutions; 

bed and board, divorce, separation of property, or alimony; 

liquidation, habeas corpus, or quo warranto proceeding; 

other political corporation is a defendant; and 

jurisdiction of these courts by law. 

A c t s  1979, No. 4 5 ,  § 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C . C . P .  Art. 4849 - Limitations upon Jurisdiction; Justice o:E the 
Peace 
C o u r t s :  



In addition to those limitations contained in Article 

(1) 

( 2 )  Issue any injunctive order, except t o  arrest the 

c 4848, a justice of the peace court may not do any of the following: 

Exercise jurisdiction over an executory proceeding; 

execution of its own writ; or 

(3) Exercise jurisdiction In an adoption, tutorship, 
emancipation, or partitition proceeding. 

Acts 1979, No. 4 6 ,  5 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C.C.P. Art. 4851  - Jurisdiction over the Person: 
A parish court, a city court, and a justice of the peace 

court ma exercise jurisdiction over the person to the same extent, 
and in t h e same manner, as a district court. 
Acts 1979, No. 4 6 ,  0 1 ,  e€€. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C.C.P. Art. 4852 - Jurisdictlon in Rem or Quasi in Rem; Executory 
Proceedings: 

A. A parish court or a city court may exercise 
jurisdiction quasi in rem over movable or immovable property, or 
jurisdiction in rem over movable property, in the manner provided by 
law, i f  the property is situated within the territorial jurisdiction 
of the court. 

B. A parish court or a city court may issue a writ of 
a privilege seizure and sale in an executory proceeding to enforce 

or mortgage on movable or immovable property. 

C. A justice of the peace court may not exercise 
jurisdiction in rem OT quasi in rem. 

Acts 1979, No. 46,  $ 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C . C . P .  Art. 4853 - Venue: - 
A. The rules of venue provided in Articles 41 through 45,  



. 
- 71 through 79 and 81, and 121 through 124 apply to suits brought in 
7 the parish court. 

B. The rules of venue provided in Articles 41 through 45,  
71 through 79 and 121 through 124 ap ly to suits brought i n  c t t y  

shall be construed to mean the territorial jurisdiction of the city 
court. 

court, except that where these artic P es use the word "parish" i t  

C. The rules of venue provided in 41 through 45,  TI., 
of 

73, 
74, 75, 76, 77, 78 and 79 apply to suits brought In justice the 
peace court, except where these articles use the word "parisih" it 
shall be construed to mean the territorial jurisdiction of the 
justice of the peace court. 

Acts 1979, No. 46, 5 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C.C.P. Art. 4861 - Recusation of Judges: 

A parish court or city court judge or justice of the peace 
may recuse himself or be recused for the same reasons and on the 
same grounds as provided i n  Article  151. 

Acts 1979, No. 4 6 ,  I 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C . C . P .  Art. 4871 - Jury Trial Prohibited: 
There shall be no trial by jury in any case in a parish 

court, city court, or justice of the peace court. 

Acts 1979, NO. 46, § 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C.C.?. Art. 4911 - Application: 

The provisions of this Chapter shall apply: 

(1) To all cases in the justice of the peace courts. 

( 2 )  To aLl cases in a city court in which the amount i n  
dispute is one thousand dollars or less, and 

( 3 )  To all cases in a parish court in which the amount in 



. 

. dispute is one thousand dollars or less. - 
Acts 1979, No. 46,  § 1, eff. Jan. 1 ,  1980. Amended by Acts  1983, 
No. 119,s 2 

C.C.P. Art. 4912 - Pleadings: 
A. A party or his attorney may state the claim, 

exceptions, defenses, or other pleas orally to the clerk of court, 
and no written pleadings are required, except: 

(1) When an attachment or sequestration is demanded, an 
affidavit setting forth the grounds thereof must be filed; and 

( 2 )  When executory process as to a immovable is demanded, 
the pleadings shall be in writing. 

B. A court by rule may require that any party utilizing 
the oral pleading procedure complete a form in writing or execute an 
affidavit before the clerk of the court, setting forth the nature of 
his claim or defense and facts relevant thereto. 

C. A party may file other written pleadings i f  he so 
desires, but additional fees resulting from written pleadings not 
required shall not be imposed upon the party cast as costs  of 
court. 

D. A defendant shall include in his answer, whether oral 
or in writing, all of the exceptions upon which he intends to rely. 

Acts 1979, No. 46,  § 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C . C . P .  Art. 4913 - Record of the Case; Subsequent Entries: 
Where no written pleadings are required, the clerk of 

court shall record In a permanent book the title of the case, the 
docket number, the name and address of all parties, a brief 
statement of the nature and amount of the claim, the issuance and 
service of citation, the defenses pleaded, motions and other pleas 
made, the names of witnesses who testified, a list of the documents 
offered at the trial, the rendition of judgment -and any appeal 
therefrom. 



-. A c t s  1979, No. 46 ,  0 l s  eff. Jan. l s  1980. 

C.C.P. A r t .  4917 - - Notice of Judgment: 

A. 

(1) The defendant was not served personally and made no 

( 2 )  

( 3 )  The case is not taken under advisement but the court 
does not sign a judgment at the time, end a party makes a request of 
record for notice. 

Notice of judgment must be given when: 

appearance in the proceedings; 

The case has been taken under advisement; or 

B. Where the party who is entitled to notice of judgment 
does not have counsel of record, the notice shall be served by a 
proper officer upon the party, either personally or at: his 
domicile. 

C. 
has counsel of record, notice of judgment shall be given by 
or delivering a copy of the judgment to the counsel of record. 

Where the party who is entitled to notice of judgment 
mailing 

Acts 1979, No. 4 6 ,  § 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 

C.C.P. Art. 5002 - Appeals from Justice of the Peace Courts 
A. Appeal from a judgment rendered by a ustice oif the 

peace court shall be taken to the parish court or, ii there is no 
parish court, to the district court of the parish in which the 
justice of the peace court is situated. 

B. The case is tried de novo on appeal. 

C. No further appeal from the judgment of the parish or 
district court is allowed. 

0.  Supervisory jurisdiction of the proceedings in the 
parish or district court may be exercised by the court of appeal 
which otherwise would have had appellate jurisdiction. 

Acts 1979, 'No. 46,  § 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1980. 



C.C.P. A r t .  5011 - Procedure: 

t o  
a suit in a district court, when the justice of the peace would have 
concurrent jurisdiction thereof, 

Acts 1979, No, 46,  b 1, e f f .  Jan. 1, 1980. 

The rules provided in Articles 4912 through 4920 apply 



APPENDIX D 

A. 

Interviewee 0 

Position . 
INTERVIEW QUESTIONAIRE 

Funding of the Court 

1. 

2. 

3 .  

4.  

5 .  

6. 

What is your annual budget? . 
Who is your local governing authority? 

. 
Per cent or dollar amount of annual budget provided by local 

governing authorities? . 
Other sources of funding? 

Per cent or dollar amount provided by other funding? 

Does your court have a Judicial Expense Fund? . 
If yes, how are revenues generated? 

B. Disbursement of Funds 

1, How do you disburse fees and court costs collected? 

0 

2, How do you disburse fines? 



c 

C. Effect of Parish court on District Court (answer only those questions 

applicable to your court,) 

1. How long did it take to process a case from filing to disposition, 

before the Parish Court was created? Civil f 

Criminal . 
2. What is current processing time? Civil ? 

Criminal . 
3 .  Do you use the office of Constable . 

If SO how? . 
4. Do you still use Justices of the Peace? . 

If yes, how are they used? 

5. When misdemeanor/traffic cases were transferred to Parish Court, 

how did it impact District Court financially? . 
Budget? . 
Personnel? 

6. What concrete evidences could you give to support the opinion that 

the Parish Court within your district is working effectively or 

ineffectively? 

. 
7. Do you feel that in matters of limited jurisdiction the 

public/litigants are served more effectively by a Parish Court? 

Why not? 



APPENDIX E 

CHAPTER &A. PARISH COURTS 
PART 1. FIRST PARISH COURT FOR THE PARISH OF JEFFERSON 

2561.1. Creation; territorial boundaries. 
2561.2. Civil jurisdiction. 
2561.3. Criminal jurisdiction. 
2561.4. Limitations on civil jurisdiction. 
w61.5. 
2561.6. Election of judge; terms. 
2561.7. Powers of judge. 
2561.8. Traffic offenses. 
2561.9. Annual vacation. 
2561.10. Applicability of Code of Civil Procedure. 
2561.11. Repealed. 
2561.12. Clerk; real. 
2561.13. Sheriff as executive officer. 
2561.14. Prosecution of e m i n a l  ca8es. 
2561.15. Court reporter. 
2561.16. Office space. 
2561.17. Appellate jurisdiction. 

PART 11. SECOND PARISH COURT FOR THE PARISH OF JEFFERSON 
2562.1. Creation; t emto rk l  boundaries. 
2562.2. Civil jurisdiction. 
2562.3. Crimina1 jurisdiction. 
2562.4. Limitations on civil jurisdiction. 
2562.5. 
2562.6. Election of judge; terms. 
2562.7. Powers of judge. 
2362.8. Traffic offenses. 
2S2.9. Annual vacation. 
2562.10. Code of Civil Procedure; applicability. 
2562.11. Repealed. 
2562.12. Clerk; seal. 
2562.13. Sheriff as executive officer. 
2562.14. Prosecution of criminal cases. 
2562.15. Court reporter. 
2562.16. Office space. 
2562.17. Appellate jurisdiction. 

Judges; qualifications and salary; election of additional judges. 

Judges; election; qualifications; salary; division. 

PART 114. PROVISIONS APPLICABLE TO THE FIRST AND SECOND 
PARISH COURTS, JEFFERSOS PARISH 

2562.21. Traffic hearing officers; qualifications; duties. 
2562.22. Judicial expense fund; traffic case management and accident reporting 

system. 
PART Ill. PARISH COURT FOR THE PARISH OF ASCENSION 

2563.1. Creation; territorial boundaries. 
2563.2. Civil jurisdiction; limitations. 
2563.3. Criminal jurisdiction. 
3563.4. 

2563.5. Judge; qualifications and splary. 
2563.6. Holding court in municipalities. 
2563.7. Powers of judge. 

786 

Parish court judge as judge of juvenile court; jurisdiction; clerk; 
sessions and records. 



PARISH OF JEFFERSON 
Ch. 8 4  

R.S. 13:2561,1 

2563.8. 
2563.9. 
2563.10. 
2563.1 1. 
2563.12. 
2563.13. 
2563.14. 
2563.15. 
2563.16. 
2563.17. 

2564.1. 
2564.2. 

Traffic offenses. 
Annual vacation. 
Applicability of Code of Civil Procedure. 
Clerk; seal. 
Sheriff as executive officer; municipal officers. 
Prosecution of criminal cases. 
&ut reporter. 
Office space. 
Disposition of fines and forfeitures. 
Judicial expense fund; established. 

PART IV. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Compensation of parish court judges; maximum. 
Parish court judges; reimbursement for travel and hotel expenses. 

PART 1. FIRST PARISH COURT FOR THE PARISH 
OF JEFFERSON 

Acts 1975, No. 88, repealing Constitution 1921, Art. 7, 
§ Sl(a), relating to parish courts in Jefferson Parish, provides 
in part that this repeal shall not affect ths provisions of R.S. 
13:2561.1 to 15:2562.16. 

2561.1. Creation; temtorial boundaries 

There is hereby created a court to be known and designated as the 
First Parish Court for the Parish of Jefferson, State of Louisiana the 
territorial boundaries of which shall be Wards 7, 8, 9 and 10, of the 
parish of Jefferson, which is composed of all of that territory in the 
parish of Jefferson lying east of the Mississippi River. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, 5 1. 

History 8nd Source of L*w 

Acts 1962, No. 484, creating the First 
Parish Court for the Parish of Jefferson, 
provided m 5 17 that the act should take 
effect and become operatire if and when a 
proposed amendment adding new P SX(9) to 
Article VI1 of the 1921 Constitution was 
adopted. "he proposed amendment was 
adopted at the general election on Nwem- 
ber 6, 1962. 

Title of Act: 
An Act creating a court ta be known as 

'The Fint Parish Court for the PPrish of 
Jefferaon, State of Louisiana"; fixing the 
lcrritorial boundaries Lhtreot; providing its 
civil md criminal jurisdiction; providing for 

a judge, his qualifications, &alary, appoint- 
ment and election, term of o f f i i  and pow- 
em; designating 8 clerk, the executive offi- 
cer of the court and a prosecuting attorney; 
providing for the k i n g  by the judge of a 
IcheduIe of traffic fines for traffic viola- 
tions; designating a court real and provid- 
ing for 8 court reporter; providing for trirl 
procedures and appeals; and providing that 
this act &hall become effective if, md when, 
the amendment to Article VI1 of the Inuhi- 
ana Constitution, by adding 8 new B&On 
thereto to be designated as 5l(a), proposed 
by House Bill No. 934 is duly adopted at the 
geneml election to k held in November, 
1962. Acta 1962, No. 484. 



R.S. 13:2561.1 PARISH COURTS 
Ch. &A 

Library Refenncer 
Court& -41. 
CJS. Courb 4 120 et m q .  

§ 2561.2. civi l  jurisdiction 
This court has civil jurisdiction concurrent with that of the district 

cowt, within its territorial boundaries, where the amount in dispute, or 
the value of the property involved, does not exceed two thousand dollars, 
exclusive of interest, costs and attorney fees, including suits for posses- 
sioq of leased premises; and in case of any reconventional demand, 
intervention or third party opposition filed in the court and necessariiy 
connected with or growing out of the main demand, the court shall be 
divested of jurisdiction over the main demand and all of the incidental 
demands where the amount in dispute or the value of the property 
involved in any reconventional demand, intervention or third party opposi- 
tion exceeds two thousand dollars, exclusive of interest, costs and 
attorney fees and the case shall be removed to the twenty-fourth judicial 
district court. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, § 2. Amended by Acts 1977, No. 298, § 1. 

including ruitd for possession of leased 
premises; and in case of reconventional d e  
mands, interventions and third party opposi- 
tions filed in the court and necessarily con- 
nected with or growing out of the main 
demand, the court shall retain jurisdiction 
irrespective of the amount in dispute or the 
vnlue of the property involved.” 

History and Source of Law 
ThC 1977 amendment rewrote the retion, 

which previously read 
‘This court has civil jurisdiction concur- 

rent with that of the district court, within 
its tetritoriaj boundaries, where the amount 
in dispute, or the value of the propefly 
involved, doer not exceed S1,OO0.00, exclu- 
rive of interest, costs and attorney fees, 

Cross References 
Civil j u r i d i o n  of parish eou*, amount in controversy, IW U3A-C.C.P. art. 4842. 

Library Referenca 
coortr -188. 
CJ.S. Courts I 265. 

Notes of Drcislonr 
1. aectmcnt iing monctPry sum for purposes of the jw 

The First P d h  Court for the Pnrish of isdictional limitation. Krieg v. W i n o ,  
Jefferson, which had civil jurisdiction in dis- App.1977, 843 S0.U 1216. 
putes or ejectments where the monetary In summary ejectment proceedings, juris- 
amount a t  issue does not exceed SX,OOO, had diction of court of origin, in courts of limit- 
jurisdiction of suit for eviction of occupant ed jurisdiction throughout state, other than 
who allegedly either converted plaintiffs Firrt City Court of City of New Orleans, b 
property to his own use by misrepresenting determined by monthly rental, if it is 
that he would rubsquently execute a lease month-tumonth rental agreement, but if 
or who occupied on 8 month-t&month lease there b h s e  for year or other term it b 
b i s  at a stipulated rental of $155, since in yearly or unexpired rent due at time of 
a o e  of conversion, there WIB no criterion proceeding which fixes jurisdiction. Tete v. 
for lituing a monetary damage demand ab Hardy, Sup.1913, 283 s0.U 252. 
w n t  8 pmyer for damages .d well u for Fimt City Court for City of New Orlem 
eviction, while in I month-tmnonth kase, has exclusive jurisdiction in cases of cvic- 
the monthly rental- of 81%. wm the control. Lion where monthly rental is less than $100 
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even though it is provided for in Y w I Y  
krse and .ccumulatcd monthly rent for 

year or unexpired tern would ax& $100. 
Id. 

@ 2561.3. Criminal jurisdiction 
This court has criminal jurisdiction concurrent with that of the district 

court, for the trial of all persons charged with offenses or crimes 
committed within its territorial boundaries, but not including capital 
crimes or those crimes or offenses which are punishable by imprisonment 
at hard labor under the laws of this state. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, § S. 

Library Referenno 
Criminal h w  -87. 
CJ.S. Criminal Law 6 122 

Notes of Decisions 

1. Prior h W  

Words “municipal court” as used in LSA- 

Const Art. 5, § 16) giving district courts 
appellate jurisdiction of all appeals from 
rentences imposing fine or imprisonment by 
mayor’s court or by city or municipal court 
included parish court, and former R.S. 
13:2561.11 providing appeal from parish 
court of Jefferson Parish to 24th Judicial 
District Court was thus not in conflict with 
constitutional provision fixing appellate jur- 
isdiction of district courts. State v. Cum- 
mine, 1967, 251 La. 416, 204 S0.U 769. 

2. Appeals 
Appeal from conviction before the Fmt 

Parish Court of Jefferson Parish of resist- 
ing an officer was properly lodged in the 
Supreme Court rather than the Twenty- 

b M t  1921 Ar t  7. 5 86 (Be, now, =A- 

Fourth Judicial District Court of Jeffemn 
Parish where defendant was sentenced to 
pay fine of $450 and serve four months m 
parish jail, with additional four months’ sen- 
tence contingent on failure to pay f i e .  
State v. Greff, Sup.1969, 230 So.!&! 81. 

ISA-Const 1921 ArC. 7, B 86 (.see, now, 
LSA-Const U 5, I 1 9 ,  which provided 
that district courtp shall have appellate jur 
isdiction, except as otherwise provided, over 
d l  appeals from sentences imposing fine or 
imprisonment by mayor‘s court or by city or 
municipal court was not applicable to ap 
peals in criminal cases tried in parish courts 
*.here fines imposed were in excess of $300. 
State v. Scals, 1969, 2Sd Le. 904, 228 S0.U 

District court had no jurisdiction to hear 
appeal of defendant who had been convicted 
in parish court of ilkgal carrying of weap 
ans where sentence imposed included fine 
of WM). Id 

810. 

8 2561.4. Limitations on civil jurisdiction 
This court shall not have jurisdiction in civil matters involving succes- 

sions or probate matters; where a succession is the defendant; in 
divorce or separation proceedings; in matters concerned with adoption, 
emancipation, interdiction or legitimacy of persons; when the state, 
parish or other political subdivision is a party defendant; where title to 
real estate is involved; in election contests; in a case where a state, 
parish or other public official is involved in his official capacity; or where 
a federal or state law or a parish or municipal ordinance is sought to be 
invalidated; or any matters which under the laws of this state are under 
the jurisdiction of the juvenile court. 
Added by Acta 1962, No. 484, S 4. 
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Cross Referencu 

Library References 
Juvenile jurisdiction of courts, roe ISA4J.P. ut 14 et r c ~ .  

court6 -162. 
CJS. couru 5 UI. 

8 2561.5. Judges; qualifications and salary; eIeetion of addition- 

A. This court shall have two judges whose term of office shall be six 
years each, and who shall be elected by the qualified electors residing 
within the territorial boundaries of the court; provided that the addition- 
al judge to be elected hereunder shall be elected initially and shall serve 
an initial term as provided in Subsection (3). Each judge shall possess 
the same qualifications that are required of district judges and shall 
receive an annual salary of not less than seventeen thousand five 
hundred dollars each, but shall be less than the salary paid; from all 
sources: to the district court judges of the Twenty-fourth Judicial Dis- 
trict Court, in and for the Parish of Jefferson, State of Louisiana, 
payable monthly on his own warrant, and the governing authority of 
Jefferson Parish shall determine the salary paid and shall provide for the 
entire salary of each judge in its annual budget. Each judge shall be a 
qualified, resident elector of the territorial jurisdiction of the court for at 
least two years prior to his election or appointment. 
B. For the purpose of nomination and election only, there is created 

in the First Parish Court for the Parish of Jefferson two divisions to be 
known as Division “A” and Division “B”. Division “A” shall be occupied 
by the judge of the court who is holding office on June 30, 1969, and 
Division “B” shall be occupied by the additional judge created by this 
section. The additional judge for the First Parish Court for the Parish of 
Jefferson shall have the same qualifications and shall be elected at the 
same time and in the same manner, shall serve the same term of office 
and shall be entitled to the same compensation and expenses, payable 
from the same sources, as is now or may be hereafter provided for the 
other judge of the First Parish Court for the Parish of Jefferson, except 
that the first judge to fill the additional judgeship herein created may be 
appointed by the governor until a special election can be held for the 
position, which election shall be called by the governor, and the judge so 
elected shall serve 8 term to expire at the same time as the term of the 
other judge of the said parish court. Thereafter, the judge shall serve a 
six-year term concurrent with that of the judges of the Twenty-fourth 
Judicial District Court. Each candidate for nomination or election for 
judge of court in the First Parish Court for the Parish of Jefferson, at 
the time of his qualification therefor, shall specify the division from 
which he seeks nomination or election. No candidate shall qualify for 
nomination or election from more than one division. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, 5 6. Amended by Acts 1965, No. 74, § 1; Acts 
3967, No. 85. 0 1; Acts 1968, ExSess., No. 43, § 1; Acts 1969, No. 156, § 1. 

al judges 
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History and Source of h w  
The 1965 and 1967 amendmentP made 68b 

ary adjustments. 
The 1968 amendment added “; election of 

additional judges” to the rection heading 
and rewrote the seetion, which previously 
read 

‘This court rhall have one judge, whose 
term of office shall be six years, and who 
shall be elected by the qualified electon 
residing within the territorial boundaries of 
the court. He shall possess the same qualC 
fications as required of district judges and 
he shall receive an annual saliuy of not less 
than $17,500.00, but shall be less than the 
salary of the district judges paid, from dl 
sources, to the district court judges of the 
Twenty-fourth Judicial District Court, in 
and for the Parish of Jefferson, State of 
Louisiana, payable monthly on his own war- 
rant, and the governing authority of Jeffer- 
son Parish shall determine the salary paid 
and shall provide for his entire salary in its 
annual budget He shall be a qualified, 
resident elector of the territorial jurisdiction 
of the court for at least two years prior to 
his election or appointment.” 

Acts 1968, Ex.Sess., No. 49 became law 
without Governor’s approval. 

* 

The 1969 amendment substituted in the 
f i t  renlcnce of subsection B “ d i v i r i ~ n t ~  
for “sec~nd’;  substituted m the m d  
tentenn of rubection B “uetion” for 
“Act” and “June 50, 1069” for ‘*h e f f e  
tive date of this Act”; rewrote the third 
sentence of subsection B, which previou1y 
read ‘The additional ‘udpe for the F i t  
Parish Court for the baarish of Jeffenoa 
rhall have the same qualifications and shall 
be elected at the same time and in the -me 
manner, shall serve the same term of office 
and shalt be entitled to the same compensn- 
tion and expenses, payable from the =me 
~ources, as is now or may be hereafter 

rovided for the other judge of the Fint b arkh Court for the Parish of Jeffenon, 
except that the first judge to be elected to 
fill the additional judgeship herein created 
shall be elected at  a special election which 
shall be called by the governor within nine 
ty days after the effective date of this Act, 
and the judge 10 elected shall sewe a term 
to expire a t  the same time as the term of 
the other judge of the said parish court”; 
and added the last two sentences of subsec- 
tion B. 

Acts 1969, No. 156, P 1, “confhcd, =ti- 
fied and validated“ as well as “amended 
a n d  reenacted‘’ the above section. 

Library Reference8 
Judges -5, 7, 22(5). 
C.I.S. Judger QP 14, 51. 

@ 2561.6. Election of judge; terms 
The first judge of this court shall be elected at the state general 

election to be held in 1964 and he shall serve until the next electm for 
judges of the 24th Judicial District Court, and thereafter, shall be 
elected, take office and serve a six year term concurrently with that of 
the judges of the 24th Judicial District Court. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 480, § 6. 

Libr8ry References 
Judges -3. 
CAS. Judges 55 12 to 14. 

2561.7. Powers of judge 
The judge of this court may perform marriage ceremonies, require 

bonds to kee the peace, issue warrants of arrest; examine, commit, and 

cases not capital, and shall have all the powers of a district jud e within 

issue the necessary writs in a11 cases in order to carry into effect the 
jurisdiction of the court, irrespective of the value of the property seized. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484. 4 7. 
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Li b r a y  Refertnccl 
Judgu -24. 
U . S .  Judger t 40. 

S 2561.8. ~ramc offenses 
The judge of this court shall have the power to fix a schedule of fines, 

including costs, for the various traffic offenses, and any person charged 
with such an offense may plead guilty before the clerk, who shall make 
an entry thereof, and pay the fine and cost for such offense as ftred by 
the judge in his schedule of fines for the particular offense to the sheriff. 
All fines and forfeitures collected shall be paid by the sheriff into the 
general fund of the parish of Jefferson provided that the sheriff shall 
retain twelve per cent of the amount of fines collected or the amount of 
bonds forfeited to go into the sheriff's salary and expense fund. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, B 8. Amended by Acts 1964, No. 420, § 1; Acts 
1974, No. 357, § 1. 

History and Source of L a w  
Prior tb the 1964 amendment, fines were 

collected by the clerk and paid by him into 
the general fund. 

The 1974 amendment increased from 10% 
to 1% the amount retained for purposes of 
the sheriff's salary and expense fund. 

Library References 
Automobiles -850. 
CJS. Motor Vehicles 5 592. 

8 2561.9. Annual vacation 
The judge of this court may take an annual vacation of one modh.  He 

may appoint an attorney residing within the territorial boundaries of this 
Court, which attorney shall possess the same qualifications as that 
required of the judge, to sit during the month of his vacation. Such 
attorney shall be paid a sum by the parish of Jefferson equal to one 
month's salary of the regular judge, and he shall have the powers and 
duties of a regular judge while sitting as such. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, B 9. Amended by Acts 1967, No. 85, 5 1. 

hior to the 1967 mmendmcnt, the vaca- 
tion was required to be taken during the 
month of August 

History and Source of Law 

Library References 
Judges WZZ(1). 
CJS. Judges 3 85. 

@ 2561.10. Applicability of Code of Civil Procedure 
The provisions of the Louisiana Code of Civil Procedure with reference 

to city courts, shall be applicable to this court in all civil cases. 

Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, B 10. 
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Wbruy  Rcferencu 
Tkhl eouN of limited jurisdiction, HC U3A-C.C.P. UL 4BS1 et wp. 

court8 -1u. 
us. courtr 6 26s. 

Notea of Dccirionr 
Ingenenl I yearly or unexphd rent due mt time of 
Review 2 proceeding which fmes juriiidiaion. Teb v, 

H ~ Y ,  supma, es3 SOAI zz 

2561.11. Repealed by Acts 1973, ExSess., No. 51, Q 1, eff. Feb. 
20, 1975 

History a d  Source of Law 
The repealed section, added by A& 1982. 

No. 484, C 11, pm\*ided for appeal to the 
24th Judicial District Com 

be, now, generally. m4.C.P. uf 5001 
and 1SA-C.Cr.P. ut Dl1 et 4. 

g 2561.12. Clerk; real 
The clerk of court for the parish of Jefferson shall be ex-officio clerk 

of court for this court. He, or any deputy appointed by him, may be 
assigned to act as minute clerk, and shall perform such other clerical 
duties as the judge shall direct. He shall be entitled to charge the fees 
as set forth in Section 1986 of Title 18, Louisiana Revised Statutes of 
1950. He shall provide the court with a seal, which shall contain a 
vignette of the state seal, with the words, “Seal of the First Parish Court 
for the Parish of Jefferson”, which shall be used on all orders, writs and 
processes issuing from the court. However, the absence of the seal shall 
not affect the validity of such documents. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, Q 12 

Library Referenem 
CkrkJ of court8 -3.11 et rcq. 
us. C l e h  of ~ U r b  LP 3,s et IKp. 

§ 2561.13. Sheriff as executive officer 
The executive officer of this court shall be the sheriff of L e  paris,. of 

Jefferson. All writs and either criminal or civil matters 
issued by this court, shall the sheriff or his deputy. The 
sheriff shall receive the by law, applicable to the 24th 
Judicial District Court. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, % 18. 
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Library Reftrcnces 
c0tu.U -0. 
Sheriff8 and Conrtabka el, TI. 

US. Court8 8 140. 
US.  Sheriffr and Conrtablcr H 1,s et 

raq. 

8 2661.14. Prosecution of criminal cases 

parish of Jefferson, or through an assistant appointed by hi. 
All criminal cases shall be prosecuted by the district attorney for the 

. Added by Acts 1962, No. 184.5 14. 

Library References 
District and Prosecuting Attorneys -a 
CJS. District and Prosecuting Aaomys 

S i  10, 14. ' 

Q 2561.15. courtreporter 
The judge shall appoint a competent court reporter to take the evi- 

dence in any case in which it is necessary to do so under the laws 
applicable to district courts, unless the parties waive the appointment of 
the reporter. A t  the request of any party, the judge shall order the 
transcription of the testimony of the court reporter. Except in pauper 
cases, the fees of the court reporter in civil cases sha11 be charged as 
costs in the litigation, and shall be paid primarily by the party requesting 
the transcription. However, the *porter is not required to file the 
transcript before payment. 

The governing authority of the parish of Jefferson shall fii and pay 
the salary of the court reporter. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, 5 15. 

Library References 
coo* e47(1, 2). 
CJS. Stcnognphtrs If 8.12 

8 2561.16. Office space 
The governing authority for the parish of Jefferson shall provide 

suitable space, within the territorial boundaries of this court, for the 
operation thereof. 
Added by Acts 1962, No. 484, § 16. 

Library References 
Cou* -72 
CJS. Cow I 166. 

2561.17. Appellate jurisdiction 
Any other law to the contrary notwithstanding, all appeals allowed by 

law from 'ustice of the peace courts to district courts in civil and criminal 
matters s all, in the parish of Jefferson for 'ustice of the peace courts 
east of the Mississi pi River, be to the First arish Court for the Parish 4 il 
of Jefferson instea B of to the district court 
Added by A C ~ S  1977, NO. 295, 5 1. 794 
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Library Referenen 
Jorticer of the P a n  -182 
US. Justice8 of tha pt.a I 2lb 

RS. 13:2562.2 

PART 11. SECOND PARISH COURT FOR THE PARISH 
OF JEFFERSON 

8 2562.1. Creation; territorial boundaria 
There is hereby created a court to be known and designated as ‘The 

Second Parish Court for the Parish of Jefferson, State of Louisiana,” the 
territorial boundaries of which shall be Wards 1, 2, 8,4, 6, 6 and 11 of 
the Parish of Jefferson, which is composed of all of that territory in the 
Parish of Jefferson lying west of the Mississippi River. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 6, § 1, eff. June 9, 1966, at 1:46 PM. 

Hirtory 8nd Source of LBW 
Ti& d A &  
& Act to create a court to be known u 

The  Second Pariab Court for the Pvisb of 
Jefferson, Sate  of Louisiana”; fixing the 
tprritori.1 boundaries thereoi; providing tt. 
civil and &mind jurisdiction; providing for 

judge, his qunlircationr, rolary, appoint- 
ment and election, tern of offii  md pow- 

en; duignrting 8 ckrk, the executive oKi- 
ecr of the awt and prosecuting a t t o m  
providing for the fixing by the judge of a 
nchedule of t d f E   fine^ for tnffi viola- 
tions; derignrthg a court mal and pmvid- 
ing lot a court trportu; and providing for 
thl procrdurcl md rppeak. Actr 1966, 
No. 6. 

Libmy Referenccr 
court. -1. 
CJS. CCmltB f 120 et Mq. 

8 2562.2. Civil jurhdidon 
This court has civil jurisdiction concurrent with that of the district 

court, within its territorial boundaries, where the amount in dispute, or 
the value of the property involved, does not exceed two thousand dollars, 
exclusive of interest, costs and attorney fees, including suits for posses- 
sion of leased premises; and in case d any reconventional demand, 
intervention or third party opposition filed in the court and necessarily 
connected with or growing out of the main demand, the court s h d  be 
divested of jnrisdiction over the main demand and 0 of the incidental 
demands where the amount in dispute or the value of the property 
involved in any reconventional demand, intervention or third party o p p  
sition exceeds two thousand dollars, exclusive of interest, costs and 
attumcy fees and the case shall be removed to the twenty-fourtb judicial 
dirtrict court 
Added by Aeu 1966, No. 6,s 2, cff. June 9,1966, rt 1:46 P.M. Amended by Acta 
1971, No. m,4 1. 
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Himtory and Source of h a  
Tbt 1977 amendment rewrote the section, fees, kluding muits for ' o f  

which previourly rcrd: kam~ p r e m b  and in 2 X E v e n -  mis ,u briSajaion tions and third party oppoaitionn T i  in the 
court and necessarily connected with or w m m n t  with that of the dirtriet cow,  orowin out of mrin &,-d md br 

within its tcrritorkl bounduicr, where the - J-nventionrJ &d, 
amount in disp~tl ,  OT the value of Lbc prop- 8~ b n  juh&tjon 
erty involved.  doe.^ aot exceed Sl,OOO.OO, amount in dirpte or the d u a  of the prop 
exclusive of interat, tortr urd atbracy a involved, 

Crorr Referenem 
Civil j ~ h d k t k ~  of pvirb cowb. M w n t  in controversy, see IsA4.C.P. uf W 

Wbruy Ikferencea 

of 

cow -159. 
us. courb 8 244 et Bq. 

Notea of Dwisionm 
A v M  t d i n  in matter. Supreme coprt w d  
Mmduaur 1 pant appliution for n i t  and quart  sp3r 

court to conBider petition for mrndunpr 
under its rupervirory jurircliction or to show 

1. Manduaur 
An applicant for writ of m n h u r  

must fint exhaust hk nmedicr k b w  by 2. Appulr 
invoking ~upervisory jurisdiction of court ( b ~  of ~ p p w l  hrd DO 
having appebte jurirdiaion in the premises applhte Prisdietion of in Sceond P w  
before invoking rupervisoy jurisdiction of kh Court for Parish of Jeffenon involving 
the Supromc court Wdker v. Allen, Sup. rcEovcry of deporit mquind by defendant 
1973, 281 SOB 699. . * in connection with proposed ule  of boat to 

where applicant for writ of nundate tmd plaintiff. where deposit mu exactly $100 
invoked rupervhory jurisdiction of corn and a s e  would be trursfeerrod to the olrh 
having appellate jurisdiction in premises judicial district court Evam T. Tentento. 
and ruch court had denied iupervLorg  juri^. App.1971,UI So2d 808 

8 2562.3. Criminal jurisdiction 
This court shall have criminal jurisdiction concurrent with that of the 

district court, for the trial of all persons charged with offenses or crimes 
committed within its territorial boundaries, but shall not include capital 
crimes or those crimes or offenses which are punishable by imprisonment 
at hard labor under the laws of this state. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 6, B 8, cff. June 9,1966, at 1:46 P.M. 

- 
U U r S b e O D w .  Id. 

~oprth  . 

. L i b ~ R e f e r e n c u  
Criminal XAW -47. 
cJS.criminrJLvI I22 

8 2562-4. Limitations on civil juridiction 
Thk court shall not have jurisdiction in civil matters involving Su- 

dons or probate matters; where a succession b the defendant;, m 
divorce or separation proceedings; in matters concerned with adoPmn* 
emancipation, interdiction or legitimacy of persons; when the )talr9 
W h  or other political subdivision is a party defendant; where title 
real ertab is involved; in election contests; in a case where 81pcc* 
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parish, or other public official is involved in his official capacity, or where 
a federal or state law or a parish or municipal ordinance is sought to be 
iaralidated; or any matters which under the laws of this state are under 
the jurisdiction of the juvenile court. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 5, 5 4, eff. June 9, 1966, at 1:45 P.M. 

Juvenile jurisdiction of COW, see ISA4J.P. ut 14 et ~ p .  

h a s  Refennm 

Library Referenctr 
courts -81. 
CJS. Cam S 80. 

8 2562.5. Judges; election; qualifications: salary; division 
A. This court shall have two judges, whose term of office shall be six 

. rem each, and who shall be elected by the qualified voters residing 
aithin the tem’torial boundaries of the court, provided that the additional 
judge elected hereunder shall be initially elected for the ierm provided in 
Subsection B hereof. Each judge shall possess the same qualifications 
that are required of a district judge and .shall receive an annual salary 
equal to that of the judge of the First Parish Court for the parish of 
Jefferson. The salary shall be payable monthly on his own warrant. 
The governing authority of Jefferson Parish shall determine-the salary 
paid and shall provide for the entire salary of each judge in its annual 
budget. Each judge shall be a qualified, resident voter of the temtorial 
jurisdictio~ of the court for at least two years prior to his election or 
appointment 
B. For the purpose of nomination and election only, there are created 

‘two divisions of the Second Parish Court for the Parish of Jefferson, 
Division “A” and Division ‘9”. Division “A” shall be occupied by the 
judge of this court who is in office on the effective date of this 
Subsection. The additional judge provided for herein shall preside over 
Division “B”. The first judge elected to the judgeship of Division ‘3’’ 
shall be elected at the same election provided for by law for the election 
of all judges in the Wenty-Fourth Judicial District Court and shall take 
office on January 1, 1939. Said judge shall serve for a term which shall 
expire at the same time as is provided by law for the present judge of the 
Second Parish Court for the parish of Jefferson. Thereafter, the succes- 
sor to the additional judgeship shall be elected at the same time and m 
the manner, and shall serve the same term as is now or may be hereafter 
provided for the judges of the Twenty-Fourth Judicial District Court. 
Each candidate for nomination or election for judge of the court in the 
Second Parish Court for the parish of Jefferson, at the time of his 
qualification therefor, shall specify the division for which he seeks 
nomination or election. No candidate shall qualify for nomination or 
election for more than one division. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 5, I ti, eff. June 9,1966, at 1:45 P.M. Amended by Acts 
1976, No. 209, 5 1; Acts 1978, No. 63, 5 1, eff. June 15, 1978. 
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History and Source of h w  
The 1976 amendment rewrote the raction, 

which praviously r e d  
“6 2562.6. Judge; tenure; qualifiertiom 
and salary 

“his court shall have one judge, w h m  
term of office rhall be six years, and who 
shall be elected by the qualified electom 
residing withii the territorial boundaries of 
the court Be shall possess the same quaiii 
fmtions as required of district judges and 
rhatl receive a salary equal to the same 
ulary paid to the judge of the First Pariah 
Court for the Pvlsh of Jefferson, payable 
monthly on his own warrant, and the gov- 
ernin muthority of Jefferson Parish ihall 
&mvi!e for h i  aalary in ita mnual budget 

e shall be a qualified, resident elector of 
the territorial jurisdiction of the court for at 
h t  two yem prior to hir election or ap 
pointment” 

The 1978 amendment nwmte r u b d o n  
B, which had pmvidcd: 
“B. For the p q m e  of nomhutbn m d  

election only, there are created two &vi- 
SbnS of the Second Parish bun for the 
parish of Jeffenron, Division A and Divisiin 
B. Diviasion A 8hdl be occupied by the 
judge of thie court who is in office on the 
effective date of thii Section, and Division 
3 shall be occupied by the additional judge 
elected under this Section. The governor 
rhdl call a special election after December 
1, 1976, to elect an additional judge. The 
judge so elected shall serve I term to expire 
at the lame time m the tern of the present 
judge of thii cow& Thereafter, the judge 
shall rewe 8 six-year term concurrent with 
that of the judges of the Twenty-Fourth 
Judiciil District Court” 

’ 

Library Rcfenncen 
Judges -5, 7. 220). 
CJS. Judges (6 19.76. 

8 2562.6. Election of judge; terms 

The f i t  judge of this court shall be elected at the next general 
election following the enactment of this Part and he shall serve until the 
next election for judges of the Twenty-Fourth Judicial District Court, 
and thereafter, shall be elected, take office and serve a six year term 
concurrently with that of the judges of the Twenty-Fourth Judicial 
District Court. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 5, 0 6, cff. June 9, 1966, at 1:45 P.M. 

Llbrnry References 
Judgcs e&?. 
CJS. Judges 15 1% 21. 

6 2562.7. Powers of judge 

The judge of this court may perform mamage ceremonies, require 
bonds to keep the peace, issue warrants of arrest; examine, commit, and 
admit bail and discharge; and hold preliminary examinations in dl 
cases not capital, and shall have all the powers of a district judge within 
the limits of the jurisdiction of’this court. He shall also haw the 
authority to issue the necessary writs in all cases in order to cam into 
effect the jurisdiction of the court, irrespective of the value of the 
property seized. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 5,O 7, eft. June 9, 1966, at 1:45 P.M. 

798 

i . 



.- 

PARISH OF JEFFERSON 
Ch. %-A 

Library References 
Judgea *!U- 
CJS. Judga C &. ' 

R.S. 13:2562;10 

g 2562.8. ~ r m c  offensam 
The judge of this court shall have the power to fix a schedule of fines, 

including costs, for the various traffic offenses, and any person charged 
with such an offense may plead guilty before the clerk, who shall make 
an entry thereof, and pay the fine and cost for such offense as fmed by 
the judge in his schedule of fmes for the particular offense to the sheriff. 
All fines and forfeitures collected shall be paid by the sheriff into the 
general fund of the parish of Jefferson provided that the sheriff shall 
retain twelve per cent of the amount of fines collected or the amount of 
bonds forfeited to go into the sheriffs salary and expense fund. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 5, § 8, eff. June 9,1966, at 1:45 P.M. Amended by Acts 
1974, No. 868,B 1. 

History and Source af b n  
The 1974 amendment increased from 10% 

to 12% the mount retained for the &exiffa 
salary mnd cxpeme fund. 

Library RcCtrenFr 
A~tomobll~i  CW. 
CJS. Motar Vehiclu f 692 

2562.9. Annual vacation 
The judge of this court may take an annual vacation of one month. He 

may appoint an attorney residing within the territorial boundaries of this 
court, which attorney shall possess the same qualifications as that 
required of the judge, to sit during the month of vacation. Such 
attorney shall be paid a sum equivalent to one month's salary of the 
regular judge by the Parish of Jefferson, and shall have the mme 
powers and duties while sitting as the regular judge. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 6, 5 9, eft. June 9, 1966, at 145 P.M. 

Library Reference8 

Judgcr -2241). 
CJS. Judgcr L 76. 

8 2562.10. Code of Civil Procedure: rpplicabiiity 
The provisions of the Louisiana Code of Civil Procedure Book 8, shall 

be applicable to this court in all civil cases except as otherwise herein 
provided. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 6,6 10, eff. June 9, 1966, at k45 P.M. 
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Croar Rcferencea 
Book 8 of the tu ishna Code of Civil Procedure, trial eourt~ of limited jurirdiction, ICC 

Library References 
ISA4.C.P. ut 4831 et aq. 

cuucta -?a. 
C I S .  Caurtr I 170. 

Notes of Deciaions 
1. la pneral 

LSA4bns t  1921. AR 7. 4 Slla) [contin- 
ued as a statute on authority of LSAConst 
19i4, Art. 14, 5 161, authorizing legislature 
to create parish courts for Parish of Jeffw 
son and pmviding that the legislature rhdl 
make ruch other provisions as map be con- 
ridered necessary to establish and operate 
such courts. constituted nmple nuthority for 
legislature to enact this section making the 
Louisiana Code of Civil Rocedure applica- 
ble to ptocdings in those courts including 
provision of LSA4.C.P. Ort. 5002 @riar to 
1979 revision; see, ww, ISA4.C.P. ut 
5003) relating to time in which to petition 
for appeal. Ritter v. Washington, App. 
1975, 317 So2d 204, writ denied 521 So.M 
867. 

Where matter before court which ksued 
judgment annulling a defnult judgment 

and gronting a new trial was a rule to rhow 
-use why preliminary injunction should not 
issue enjoining execution of judgment 
rought to be annulled until ruch time UI 
trial could be had on plaintiff‘r actioa to 
annul judgment, the ambiguous judgment 
could not be construed rn a fml judgment 
disposing of action of oullity on its menu 
but rather as one vacating default judg  
ment and p t i n g  a new bin1 in damage 
ruit, and judgment wan improvidently 
panted rince time for applying for new 
trial had expired. Rodrigue v. Ziifle, Sup. 
1974, a88 s0.a 630, appeal .her remand 
291 s0.U 793. 

8 2562.11. Repealed by Acts 1975, Ex.Sesa, No. 51, bl 1, eff. Feb. 
20.1975 

Historg .ad Source of l a w  

The repaled section, added by Aftl ly, 
No. 6, 6 11, specified those case6 in whch 
ul appd would lie. 

See, now, genetally, LSA4.C.P. ut 5001 
&d LsA4Cr.P. yt. D l 1  a r c ~ .  

The clerk of court for the Parish of Jefferson shall be exofficio clerk 
of court for this court. He, or any deputy appointed by him, may be 
assigned to act as minute clerk, and shall perform such other cleflad 
duties as the judge shal1 direct. The clerk of court shall be entitled to fix 
his fees, but in no event shall those fees exceed the fees chargeable in 
the 24th Judicial District Court. He shall provide the court with a seal. 
which shall contain a vignette of the state seal, with the words, “Seal of 
the Second Parish Court for the Parish of Jefferson”, which shall be 
used on all orders, writs and processes issuing from the court. How- 
ever, the absence of the seal shall not affect the validity of such 
documents. 
Added by Aeb 1966, No. 5, 6 12, cff. June 9,1966, at 1:45 P.M. 
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Library Reference8 
clnlu of CaUrtJ -1. 
US.  Clerks of Conrta B 1. 

2562.13. Sheriff as executive officer 
The executive officer of this court shall be the sheriff of the Parish of 

Jefferson. All writs and processes in either criminal or civil matters 
issued by this court shall be served by the sheriff or his deputy. The 
sheriff shall charge and receive fees as provided for by law, not to 
exceed those applicable to the 24th Judicial District Court. 
Added by A& 1966, No. 5, 0 13, eff. June 0. 1966, at 1:45 P.M. 

Library Referencw 
Sheriffs and Cvnatablea -81. 
as. sheriffs and Constablea C 44. 

g 2562.14. Prosecution of criminal cases 

Parish of Jefferson, or through an assistant appointed by him. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 6, 9 14, eff. June 9, 1966, at 1:45 P.M. 

All criminal cases shall be prosecuted by the district attorney for the 

Library R e f e k e #  
District .ad F4osecating Attorneys -0. 
CJS. District and Prosecuting Attorneys 
I5 10, 141). 

Q 2562.15. court reporter 
The judge shall appoint a competent court reporter to take the e& 

dence in any case in which it is necessary to do so under the laws 
applicable to district courts, unless the parties waive the appointment of 
the reporter. At the request of any party, the judge shall order the 
transcription of the testimony of the court reporter. Except in patlper 
cases, the fees of the court reporter in civil cases shall be charged as 
costs in the litigation, and shall be paid primarily by the party requesting 
the transcription. Provided, however, the reporter is not required to file 
the transcript before payment 

The governing authority of the Parish of Jefferson shall f'i and pay 
the salary of the court reporter. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 5, I 15, eff. June 9, 1966, st 1:45 P.M. 

. 

Lib- Reference8 
-57(1). 

US.  Stewgraphem # 6. 
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g 2562.16. Office space 
The governing authority for the Parish of Jefferson shall provide 

suitable space, within the territorial boundaries of this court, for the 
operation thereof. 
Added by Acts 1966, No. 5, § 16, eff. June 9,1966, at 1:45 P.W. 

Library Referenm 
Courts -72. 
C.J.S. Courts P 166. 

g 2562.17. Appellate jurisdiction 
Any other law tb the contrary notwithstanding, all appeals allowed by 

law from justice of the peace courts to district courts in civil and criminal 
matters shall, in the Parish of Jefferson for justice of the peace courts 
west of the Mississippi River, be to the Second Parish Court for the 
Parish of Jefferson instead of to the district court. 
Added by Acta 1977, No. 296, § 1. 

Lib- References 
Justices of the Peace -182. 
CJ.S. Jutices of the Peace 4 213. 

PART II-A. PROVISIONS APPLICABLE THE FIRST 
SECOND PARISH COURTS, JEFFERSON PARISH 

2562.21. Traffic hearing officers: qualificationr; duties 
A. The offices of Traffic Hearing Officer of the First and Second 

Parish Courts of Jefferson Parish are hereby created. The judges in 
provided in this Section. 
B. Each such traffic hearing officer shall be selected by the duly 

elected judges for each parish court, to serve at the pleasure, discretion, 
and direction of the appointing judges for a period of six months. He 
may be reappointed. 

C. Each traffic hearing officer shall possess the same qualificatiom 
for office as a parish court judge. 
D. The salary of each traffic hearing officer shall be set by the 

Jefferson Parish Council. 
E. A traffic hearing officer may engage in the practice of law and in 

any othpr business, occupation, or employment not inconsistent with.@ 
expedibous, proper, and impartial performance of his duties as judlclal 
off!cer. Any questions regarding the propriety of other busines, me*- 
pahon, or employment by a traffic hearing officer shall be determined by 
the appointing parish court judges. 
F.. Office space necessary for the conduct of the office of traffic 

heanng officer shall be provided by the Jefferson Parish Council. Or 
802 
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otherwise provided from funds available to the judges of the said parish 
courts. 
G. Equipment, supplies, and the salaries and related benefits of 

employees of the traffic hearing officers shall be payable by the feffer- 
son Parish Council. Funds for such purpose shall be appropriated to the 
respective Parish Court’s operating budget. All employees of the office 
of traffic hearing officer shall be hired only upon the prior approval of 
employment by the appointing parish court judges of the respective 
parish court. The employees shall not be employees of the state and 
shall not be members of the State Employee’s Retirement System. 
H. The traffic hearing officer shall have criminal jurisdiction over 

traffic violations of state laws and parish or municipal ordinances com- 
mitted within the territorial boundaries of the appointing parish court 
which are punishable by a fine not exceeding five hundred dollars or by 
imprisonment not exceeding six months or both. This jurisdiction shall 
be concurrent with any jurisdiction, pertaining to traffic violations only, 
conferred by law upon the parish court. 

. Added by Ads 1981, No. 648, 4 1, tff. July 20, 1981. 

Hietory and Source of Law 
I Title of Act: M i c  Hearing Officer in Jefferson Parish 

I G U a ;  to Provide for payment of mIW, 
method of sek~tion, term of rervice, office 

. I  and employees, jurisdiction, and otherwise 
bprovide withrespecttemt,~, Acts 1981, 
NO. a8. 

An Act to amend Chapter 8A of Title 13 
of 1950 

an part 1 x 4  thereof, COmPked of 
RS. 189562.21, to provide for the-office of 

of the buisiana R e ~ d  
by adding hereto new pa% to be desig. ‘pace* Other employment, nlnkd emenses 

Library‘ Refcrtnccr 
Automobiles -350. 
CJS.  Motor VehkIes f 692. . 

g 2562.22. Judicial expense fund; traffic case management and 

A. In all criminal cases over which the First and Second Parish 
Courts of Jefferson Parish have jurisdiction, there shall be taxed as costs 
against every defendant who is convicted after trial or after plea of 
guilty or who forfeits his bond, a sum likewise determined but which 
shall not exceed fifteen dollars, which shall be in addition to all other 
fines, costs, or forfeitures lawfully imposed, and which shall be transmit- 
ted to the said clerk for further disposition in accordance herewith. 
B. All sums collected or received under this Section shall be placed in 

a se arate account, to be designated as the Judicial Expense Fund for 

banc, of the courts shall have control over the fund and all disburse 
ments made therefrom. They shall cause to be conducted annually an 
audit of the fund and the books and accounts relating thereto, and shall 
file the same with the office of the legislative auditor where it shall be 
available for public inspection. 

C. The judges, en banc, of the First and Second Parish Courts of 
1 Jefferson Parish may, in addition to salaries otherwise provided, autho- 
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accident reporting system 
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the P irst and Second Parish Courts of Jefferson Parish. The judges, en 
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rized, or established by law, fix and pay each of their coun mporterg a 
salary from the judicial expense fund. The judges, en bane. may appoint 
such secretarial, clerical, research, administrative, or other pemonne] as 
they deem necessary to expedite the business and functions; of the court, 
and fm and pay all or any part of the salaries of such Wmonnel out of 
the monies in the judicial expense fund. In like manner, the judges, en 
banc, may utilize the monies in the judicial expense fund to a]) or any 
part of the cost of establishing and/or maintaining a law library for the 
court, or implementing and operating a traffic case mzrltagement and 
accident reporting system, or for buying andlor maintainirtg any of 
equipment, supplies, or other items consistent with or g rmane  to the 
efficient operation of the court. In general, the judicial e\pnse fund is 
established and may be used for any purpose or purpwes connected 
with, incidental to, or related to the proper administration or function of 
the said court or the offices of the individual judges; ank is in addition 
to any and all other funds, salaries, expenses, and other nronies that are 
now or hereafter provided, authorized, or established by law for any of 
the aforesaid purposes. 
D. No salary shall be paid from the judicial expense fund for the 

parish courts to any of the judges of the courts except as may be paid 
for administering the said fund, and then only after prior legislative 
approval. 
Added by Acts 1982, No. 840, 4 1, eft. July 38, 1982. t -  

I 
.f 

Hhtory and Source of h w  

&O, ”of‘ vu substituted for “of” follow- R.S. a:%. : 

b the krt rentcncr of rubrectioa C of 
hit d o n  u enacted by Acto 1982, No. 

ing “sdministRtioa” and 
rerted following “ulrrk“ on authonv of ’ 

a m m  wm 

Library Reference# 
tort. -281. 
as. cost. 8 4885. 

PART SII. PARISH COURT FOR THE PARISH UP ASCENSION 

8 2563.1. Creation: temtorial boundarier 
There is hereby established a court to be known and dtwignated 85 the 

Parish Court for the Parish of Ascension, state of huhiana,  which is 
hereinafter referred to as “the court.” The territorial btirjndarieg of the 
court shall extend throughout the entire parish Of heension and sh811 
include all territory within the boundaries of rnunicipalitim of the parish. 
Added by Acts 1976, No. 507, Q 1, eff. Jan. 3,1977. 
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... The affidavit shall consist of the sworn statement of the compIaiiat, or the police! officer, 
'filed with the court on a form approved by the respective court. The city council of the 
city of New Orleans may designate by ordinance certain police officials who ehall have 
the power to take oaths, and verify affidavits Wed by other members of the New Orleana . 
police deparbmeat. The city attorney of the city of New Orleans or any of his assistants 
may'also initiate prosecutions by affidavit or bill of information on infoqation and belief . 
in the municipal and traffic courts of New OrleMs.' . .'. . ' . . -. '.- ' . . .  .A. .. ._ ... :.,+-.: ..:-* *.. .'a:;' .:;:...-: I !  :.:c:... .: . 
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. .  . . . .  -.; . . . .  
. -  # 2561.1. Creation; territor~ bundariei .. 

Morkr 9 . 

.. . , : . . .  . ,  . . . .  : ... Nota 'of Dcirioni . &' : ... . - which &vera court employees' were .subject to 
prior lows. Appeal on Behalf of Firrt Pariah . 

. . . .  . , . :. Court Employees trom Perronnel Bd. Order Ter- 
minoting Civil Service Status of Fimt Pnrish 

y . 
. 

. . . . . . . .  - .  

'/&"mor h" :*. L. : . ' , . .; .: :; . .' . :. ' , ,.; : ':. Court, App. 6 Ci.1984, 454 So9d 1190. ..... 
. . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  .:.- . I  . . .  Parish court em loyeer who were employed 

prior to effective &te of R.S. L3:2561.1 et rcp. . .  
- 

. . . . .  . . . . .  . . .  . ., , , :. : . .  - .* -. . -  . .  
. - . .  

. . . . . . .  . . . . .  0 2561.2. Civil jurisdiction 
- This court -has' civil jurisdiction concurtent with'th'at of the district &ut, .&thin its 
tem'torial boundaries, when the amount in dispute, or the value 'of the property involved, 
docs not exceed five thousand doltars, exclusive of interest, cosb, md attorney fees and 
ia auita for posseasion of leased premises where the amount of the rental does not exceed : 
the jurisdictional amounts provided in Code of Civil Procedure Article 4W(A); - a d  in: , 
case of any reconventional demand, intervention, or third party opposition filed in the,, ' 
court and necessarily connected with or growing out of the main demand, the court sh 11 
be divested of jurisdiction over the main demand and&of the h n n t a l  demands w ere 
the amount in dispute or the value of the property involved in the reconvenidernand,  . 
intervention, or third party opposition exceeds fiygthousand dollam, exclusive of interest, 
o ~ ~ t s ,  and attorney fees .nd the c a s e m 1  be removed to the Twenty-Fourtb Judicial 

e .  
. . .  . . . . . .  .-, . .  Diem CfJurL-.;.:.;.~;:: :; .!:'*,..: ...... .:: !:-..La . , -  

Amended by Aetr 1988, NO. l088-f 
..,_; '; .... :;' :.,- :...L * - -  .:'e .-,..*,. :; *:::; 

_ .  . .- : ,. :;?A3 -..':;..-+,:.&- ..:;.: *. r.: *:...-:- - . . .  . . .  



.. 

RS. 132562.7 ' . . . . .  '. Not. 1 
The rubstitutiolu of "4&4(A)" for "@4S(A)". . of this 8ection IB amended in 1986 were made on 

'. COYTS .. .- AND . JUDICIAL PROCEDURE, . .  

. .  _. ,. . and of ''when" for "nhere",in the f i t  sentence". '. authori~ of RS. 24268. . e '  . ' " . .  ' 

:. . . . .  ,- . c . . .  :,:-.. . . . . . .  I I .  . . . . . .  ;'i ... 2 .... . .  
. .  . .  - .  
. .  . .  

-...._ :?-,*!. .>;.,.; '.: ,..:., ;.<.!:.,;:b 0. 2561.7. Powera of j u d e  'i:yii9:.::? .& :;, ,. :, ' 

in viofation of rtPtutory or constitutional ~ s w .  :,I~BQ, 4% ~0.a 1190.. ".' .: . I  . 

0 2562.1. Creation; t&ritoriaI bounddcr . . .  . . .  

. , ' .  . . . . .  _- .. .: ..-: . Notem of Deciriona .::,. i ;I' :. . Appul on Behalf of FMt Puish Court Employ- 
1. ~n&& ;: '.: : . . .  --: :.'.. . .  ees from Penonnel Bd. Order Tenninrthg Civil. 

3ud es are empowered to d e  court ruler, not I Service btus of First parish bW APP. 6 ck.. 
. . . . . .  

. .,# . _ .  . . . . . . .  
. . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . .  . .,;: . . . . . . . .  , , . . :  ..A ._..._ . . . . . . . . .  ' . . * a .  ., . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  ..4., . .  . .  
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. 

. .  
. .  . .  . .  . .  

.:'which govern court employees were to . .No&' of Drri,lom' :. , L. :, ! 
: 

. . . .  prior laws. Appeal on Behalf of First Parish 
' Court Employees from Personnel Bd. Order Tcl. 

Pdorhr % ..  
B ! .  . . . . . . . . .  .: ::. *...,: .', . .  ' - . . . . .  -? .. minating Civil Service Stotus of First, Pvirh 

.'A Pri0r'L.w :. ..:. ..:: i. .... Court, App.BCir.1984, 454 So.M 1190. ..i l;l ;>.. . 
priqr to effective &e of RS. 13:?561.1 et, w. . 

. . '  . - .  

t... , . . . .  . .  . .  ., ;t 4 ,  . I '  :. . r-:. Parish court em loyeet who were employed :.: ,: . ...::, A .  . . .  f:. .. ... . . . . . .  
. . .  . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . .  ...- .- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . .  . . : ,  ': : .;, 

.. .-, -1 .:. . .  .%, . .  ; . - . . . . . . . . .  ._. . .  . . . . .  . . . . -  . . .  

, 

. . .  
. . . . . .  ....-.. . . . . . . . .  _ _  . . . .  . . . . .  . . .  .. . . . . . .  4 2562.2. ~ioiij~rird'iction .;..'.. - . .  < :  , _. . 

This court has civil juhsdichon concurr&t with that of the district court, w i t h i  its 
territorial boundaries, where the amount in dispute, or the value of the property involved, 
does not exceed five thousand dollars, exclusive of interest, costs, and attorney fees and 
in suits for possession of leased premises when the amount of the rental does not exceed 
the jurisdictional amounts provided in Code.of Civil Procedure Article 4844(A); and in 
case of any reconventional demand;%wvention, or third party opposition filed in the 

be divested of jurisdiction over the main demand and all of the incidental demands when 
the amount in dispute or the value of the property involved in the reconventional demand, , 

intervention, or third party opposition exceeds five thousand dollars, exclusive of interest, 
costs, and attorney fees and the case shalt be removed to the Twenty-Fourth Judicial District hurt. . .  

. 

court and necessarily connected with or growing out of the main demand, the court ahall . .  

. .  . .  Amended by ,Acts 1986, No. . . . .  lOS8, $ 2 . . . .  
1986 ~ r l ~ t l o n  4845(A)" following 'F of leased premis- ' 

1986 amendment h k m e d  amoudt in en", and substitute "the reconventional", for 
"any reconventional", and 'Twent -Fourth Judi- 

~ b t r i ~ ~  ~ , , ~ ~ g a  for ~ w ~ ~ ~ { ~ h ,  j,,diCi,,l dispute'necessary for civil court jurisdiction to 
.. . .. "five thousand dollars" from "two thousand dol- &lie : : '  . - .  

hd', hwerled commas following "COSt" urd "in- 
tervention", inserted "where the amount Of the 
rental does not exceed the jurisdictional amounts 
provided in Code of Civil Rocedure Article 

ne rubstit,&nr 'of 1'4&4(A)" for "4&$s(&" 
and of "when" for ''whe& in thb s&jon 
amended in 1986 were made on authority of R.S. 
U:259. : _-.. I . . -  . . , . . ,  , .  . .  . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . .  . .  , . '  

. .  .: ..... .: . . . . . . . .  : . .  . . -  

4 e62.7.. :POW- d j u d ~  .... -. . . . . . . .  .... ( I  1 .  . ,' . . . .  ... .;. . ;.I,.. '. -:, .':'.-. -. . . . . . . . .  . . .  
NO- of tkcirionr 

. . g o .  :...:. f: . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
' Judges .re empowered to make court rule8 not 

Appeal on Behalf of Fint Pnrieh Court Empby- 

service sk tu  of mt P-h a U r f  APP. 5 
1. I,, Icmml 

ia violation of rtatutory or,constitutid Lw. + l W , . ( M  S0.q 1190,. .. . -:i7;,*:.,;.,.jt:. ',,..- I. i 

' e o  from Personnel Bd. Order Terminating Civil 
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14.13. 
1450. 
1451. 
14 G2. 
1453. 
145d. 
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Dtd:ir;rtion of puqwe. 
Civil jutisdicthr; t ,general, 
Civil jurisdiction; nmouut in controversy; eviction ruib. 
Civil jurisdictiou; liiiiibtiorrs. 
Juveailc. jurisdiclion. 
Ctiiiiin:il jurisdiction. 
~'owcrs; cotiteinpt: marriage Ceteniioies.,' 
Jurhdiclion over persons and property, 
Venue. 
No lrkrl by jury. 
Civil proccriurc. 
hppds in civil cases. 
Criiiiitml procedure. 
Review of critiiirial proceedings. 
A pplicntion; prcexisting yorislr courts. 

U:Jliffs o l  parish cowls. 
bliirute clorka of parish cowls. I 

I. .. 

Cit:ltiuti of Cliqhr.  L 4 

. . 
t § 1441. Declaration of purpose 

Ttic purpose of this Clraptcr is l o  provide for uniform sutjecl matter 
jurisdiction and procedure for parish courts. This Cliapter is intended to 
impleineiil the cons titu tioiial requirciiient that such courts shall tiwe 
parishwide terri torhl jurisdiction and subject matter jurisdiction which 
sldl be uniform tbroughout Llie el;lte, all 0s p.rovided by Article V, 
Scctioii l!i(A) of lhe Lwiisiona Coristitution of 1974. 
Added by Acts 1379, No. 328, 0 1, eft. Jim. 1,1980. 

Jliolury and Source of Lew 
Title or Ack (o mmilt or RS. 1x1441 ulmttgil R.S. 

I 

An Act CO amctd Title 13 of the buiuhna 
Reviscd Sblutea of 1950 by adding tlierclo 
a trea C l q i b r ,  to be dcsipialed M Chupler 
5-C Ibcreol, cirlillcd the "Uaiform I'ariAIi 
Cuurt Jurisdiction arid Prucnlure Act" oltd 

13:1466, (0 provide with rerpecl Lo uniforni 
juriadiclion atid procedure in parish courl.. 
mid oUlerwisc La provide willr mpct Lo 
niatkm nlvkd Olerelo. Aclr 1978, No. 
XU. 

Srtlioti 1qA)  uf Article 5 yrovidcr i t i  p r k  
'7hc Jrfiis1:rture by iitw nlny eslubEsli Lriul 
murk of limited jurisdiction with parish- 

wide lerrilorid jurisdicLion and subject mat- 
ter jurbdiclion which shall be uiiilona 
Uuougtioul Uie atate.'' 

Library lkferencer 
Courts -136. 
CJS. CuurLr S 2GA 
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R.S. 13:1442 PARISII COURT JURISDICTION & PROCEDUBE 
Ch. bc 

§ 1442. Civil jurisdiclion; in general 
The civil jurisdiction of a parish court is limited by the amount in 

dis Ute and by the nature of the proceeding, as set forth in R.S. 131443 

Added by Acts 1979, No. 328, 0 1, off. Jan. 1, 1980. 
an f R.S. 13;1444. 

6 1443. Civil juriedlcllon; amount in controvemy; eviction rufb 
A. The civil jurisdiction of a parish court b concurrent with the 

district court in cases where the amount in dis ute or the value of the 

B. A parish court shall have jurisdiction, concurrent with the district 
court, over suits by owners and landlords for the possession of leased 
premises witliin its territorial jurisdiction, as follows: 

(1) Where the lease is by,the day and the daily rental ia, fifty dollare 
or less. 

(2) Where the lease is byathe week, and the weekly rental is one 
liundred twenty-five dollars or less. 

(3) Where the lease is by the month, and the monthly rental is five 
hundred dollars or lese. 

(4) Where the lease is by the year, and the annual rental is six 
thousand dollars or less. 

(5) Where the suit is to evict an occupant, as defined by Article 4704 of 
the Code of Civil Procedure, if the annual value of the right of occupancy 
does not exceed the amount in dispute to which the jurisdiction of the 
court is limited by Subsection A of this Section, 

In computing the jurisdictional amount for purposes of eviction suits, 
the daily, weekly, monthly, annual, or other rental provided by the lease, 
exclusive of interest, penalties, or attorney fees shall determine the 
amount ... in dispute. 

C. When a parish court has subject matter jurisdiction over the 
principal demand, it may exercise subject matter jurisdiction over any 
kcidentd demand properly instituted in connection with the principal 
.demand, regardless of the amount in dispute 'in the incidental demand. 
Added by Acts 1979, No. 3211, § 1, elf. Jan. 1, 1980. 

Llbrary Refertncer 

property involved does not exceed five thousan B dollam. 

t -  

Courb -1113. 
' CJS burl. S a65. 

8 1444. Civil jurlvdiction; limitations 

proceedings: 
A parish court has no jurisdiction in any of the following cases or 

(1) A claim of litie to immovable property. 
(2) A wse involving the riglit to public office or position. 

. 462 
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Appendix G 

R.S. 13:2562.22 I'AItISII COUItTR 
a. &A 

rid, or erttablidied hy law, fix niid p y  prrcli of their court rcprterll I 
aalary from the jutlicinl expense fund. Tire jaclpes, 611 IIIIIIC, m y  apimint 
such recrebriol, clerical, remrclr. ntliriiirislrntive, or other (nrrroioel m 
the deem necessary to expedite the business ~ t i d  fuiicliotia of the court, 

tlie monies iii the 'udicinl exjwne fuid. Iit like inaiww, tlic judges, en 

part of Uie cost of estsiMidiinK nirc /or niniritabiing R lrrw 1il)trrt-y for the 
court, or implementiiig nnd operating: a traffic case ninnng:esnirt and 
accident rejwrtitrfi ~ryslem, or for buybig r~id/or mnintnitiinji ntry type of 
equipment, ~~ppliec;, or otliet itetns consisleiit with or eerrirniie to the 
efficient operation of the court. I n  Reneral, the judiciri expense fund is 
established and may be used for any purpose or purpxes cotiriected 
with, incidental to, or related to the proper otliiiiriislratioti or fuiiclion of 
the said court or the offices of the iadiviclual judges; arid, is iii addition 
to any and all other funds, sslnries, expenses, R I I ~  other anoiiies that BR 
now or hereafter provided, authorized, or established by law for any of 
the aforesaid purposes. 
D. No ~ d a r y  shall be paid from tlie judirinl expense fund for the 

parish courts to any of tlie judges of the courts except IR may be paid 
for administering the mid fund, and then oidy after prior legislative 
approval. 
Added by Acts 1982, No. 840, 5 I, cff. July 18, 1982. 

llirlory mid Sourn d l a w  

mn d fix and pay all or any part of the ralsries of such perr;oiitiel out of 

1 bailc, may utilize d ie monies hi the 'udicicil ex1wme f u r d  to pny a11 or any 

I n  the l i n t  rcnteiicr of rubsection c of 
this recliori 81 enrckd bv A c h  IYBZ, No. 
840, "or" wan rubxliluled for "or followw. 

inE ",d,iiiiiisLrnALinii*' rod 8 nmnm wa8 in- 
vrld followinp "ulsrkr" on mdiorky of 
RS. 24:W. 

Library Refercnccl 
h t m  -m. 
CAS. Corb L a. 

PART 111. PARJSJI COURT FOR TflE PAJllSll OF ASCENSION 

8 2563.1. Creation: tcrrt torisl bourrdorier 
Then is hereby established a court to be knowti rtid desigtiated ae tbe 

Parish Court for the Perish of Anceiision, itate of huiniaira, which b 
hereinafter referred to as "ulc court." The territorial bourrdaries of the 
court rhafl extend throughout the entire parinh of Asrendon and rhali 
include dl territory within the boundaries of triuiiicipaliGes of the prri8h. 
Added by Acta 1976, No. 307,S 1, eff. Jan. 8, 1977. 

ltldory and Source of l a w  
Actr 1116, No. tot,#B %&and 6 prow& "Section 8. The jr&e of tht peace 

ufollarr: . Courtn of the p r W i  of Annirrinn ue hem- 
m,yom' mu* of uw by ntrinrd, rntl the j u r l h  of Uie pc8tc 

munkiplilicr of Donrfdronvillr, Conrrkr and lhrir c o i ~ r ~ h l n  in office on tha d k  
8d brrenb We hereby abolbhtd. t ivr  date of thir Scccion utd Ulrir ~UCQI- 

I 

t. 
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8 2563.2. C i v l t  jiirirdiclion; limilallonr 
A. The court shoH have civil jurisdiction concurrent with that of the 

district court, witlriii i t s  twritorhl boui~laries, where ttie amount in 
dispute, or the vnlue of the property involved, exceeds tliree hundred 
dollrrs hiit docs not exceed two tlioiisand dollars, exclusive of interest, 
costs and attarrrey fees, includiiig suits for yossessioii of lased preinis- 
es; and in case of reconveiition;il demands, iiikrventions and third party 
ojqmsilioiis filed i i r  the court aid necessirrily coiiiieclvd with or growing 
out of Uie main denband, the court uliall rebin jurisdiction irrespective of 
UIC umouul iti diSpU1f! or the vnlue of lhe property involved. 
B. The court shall not have jurisdiction in civil matters involving 

ruccessioris or probute nialters; wlicre u succession is the defendant; in 
divorce or seliorutioii proceedings; in cnutlers concerned with adoption, 
aiiioircipntion, iirtertlicliotr or legitimacy of persons; when the state, 
~n)liticnl corprittitm, prist) or otlicr political suldivision is a party 
clefeiiclual; where title to immav:rlde property is involved; in election 
mnteata; in n case wliere u B t t l k ,  piirisli or other public official is 
invalved in his orfiCiaI cup;icity, or where the tight to office or other 
Id i l ic  Iwjsilion is iirvolvetl; uvcr civil or politicid righk; or where a 
Cetlernl or wtuk law or 11 lurrioli or inunicipil ortlinunce is muglit to be 

no.c, 



R.S. 13:2563.2 !'A 1 (IS1 I COUICI'S 
Ch. &A 

invalidated, or cases itivolvinR the appoiiltllrelit of receiven or liquiclstors 
for corporations or partnerdips. 
Added by Acts 1976, No. 801, It 1, eff. Jan. 3, lgn. 

llinlary and Source of l a w  
For effective date, LCC I i i b r y  ~d 

k u m  of Law note a& RS. 18:2663.L 

Crr,sr llelerercea 
Civir f u r i d i d o n  of puSrfi courLII, amount ia conlrovcny. set.LSA-CCP. u C  UUZ. 

blbf8ry ltcferenccs 
Gurtn c l6&lJ .  
CJS. courtr 4 a49 ct N(I. 

8 2563.3. Criminat jurirrdictian 
The court d1alI have cririiiritil juridictioil coilcurrent witti that uZ the 

district court, for tlie trial of all persons charged with offensefi or erirnes 
committed within its territorial hitiidariea, but not ii~ciiidir~g mpital 
crimes or those crimes or offenses wliiclt are I)uiriahnLle by inq~risoa~nent 
a t  hard labor under the laws of this state. i t  sllrll have 'urisdiction over 
violatioiis and enforcement of inunicipal ordiiimlces, an( 1 over violations 
and enforcement of parish ordinances concurrent with the district court 
Add4 by Acta 1976, No. 307, $ 1, eff. Jm.  3, 1977. 

flislory and S o u k  a r t  l a w  
For effective date, 1vt Hinbry an1 ' 

&urn of t r  note under RS. 1%266U. 

Llbrmry Refcremeen 
wminrl l a w  
U S .  criminal I r w  I la. 

8 2563.4. Pariah courl judge a1 judge of juveniic court; jurirdic- 

A. The parish court, when iit bemioil under the provisions of law8 
applicable to juvenile courb, sliall be known as tlle pirrisli juvenile wurt. 
B. The judge of the court slidl he ex officio judge of Ute juvenile 

court within his jrrrisdiction. The judge Rh:rlf have juriffdiclion concur 
ren t  with that of the diRtrict court rnd sliall Imve all powers conferred on 
judges of the district court as judges of the juvetiite court. 

C. The clerk of the diatrict coiirt for llie parish uT Asceidon, or 8 
deputy clerk assigned by him, shall be ex olCiio clerk of the juvenile 
court for the parish. 
D. The sessions of the parish court wlreri aittiiig lsl) juvenile court 

rhnll be held apart from oil nesxiorrfi of the Iurrifili cowl, arid i t s  reconls 
mhall be kept separately. The court mag sit bi chainbere and may hold 
ita ression irrespective of tenns of court 
Added by Act8 lln6, No. 807. I 1, eff. Jan. t, 1877. 

(ion; clerk; eessionr, mnd recorda 
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PARISH OF ASCEXSION 
m&A 

R.S. 13:2563.5 

Ilirtory and Source or t a w  
For effective date. tn Hiuloy and 

Sum of L w  nok under R.S. 132663.1. 
t 

Crore Itckrenecr 
Juvenile jurisdiction of courts, wc I S A 4 J . Y .  a& 14 et q. 

8 2563.5. Judge; qualincalions and rdary 

The office of judge of the court is hereby established. The judge shall 
be elected by the qrailified electors of (lie yarish of Ascension. The term 
of office of the judge 8Iivll k six yews. He shall possess the same 
qualifications that are required of dietrict judges. He shall receive an 
annual salary of not less Utan forty thousand three hundred fifteen 
dollare, payable monthly on his own warmnt by the state of Inuisiana, 
Ute parish of Ascension and the municiljalilies of Donaldsonville, Gon- 
tales and Sorrento, apportioned as follows: The state of Louisiana rhnll 
pay the Burn of twenlyaix Lhousnnd fiftyeight dollars per annum; the 
parish of Ascension sltall pay the eum of four thousand two hundred 
seveiity-seven dollars per anrtum; tlie municipalities of Donaldsonville 
and Gonzales shall each pay the s u m  of four thousand two hundred 
seventy-seven dollars per annum; and the municipality of Sorrento shall 
pay the 8um of one thousand four hundred twenty-six dollars per annum. 
Added by A e b  1976, No. 807, E 1, elf. July 31, 1976. Amended by Actr 1979, 
No. 286. !$ 2, elf. Sept. 1, 1979; Acta 1979, No. 243, § 1; Acta 1980, No. 168, Q 1, 
eff. Sept. 1, 1980; Acls 1981, No. 636, 6 I ,  elf. Scpt 1, 1981. 

llirtory mnd Soured of I r w  
For effective date of A& 1976, No. 807, 

aee Ilislory and Sourn of l a w  note under 
R S .  13:3563.1. 

Acta lD76, No. 807, B 4 provide@ u fd- 
kwr: 

'The first judpy elected to thin 'idgenhi 
rhall be elected u provided by i r t ic le { 
Section 92 of the cowtitutiun, rbrll take 
office 01) January 8, 1877, rncl rLII lcrvc 
for a term of SIX yearr. I*lrereafter, the 
r t~~y '4aorn to tlw judge uf Iter purbh cDirtl 
8lIUll cirrtcd every nix yearn Cur brms of 
six yearn." 

Acts 1976. No. W, li 6 proviJcr h purl 
(hot Scction 4 rhull IWOIIIC effwtivr ulwn 
r ikiut i i re by the governor. or il not tigtted 
or vetoed by the pwrrnor, u p n  expira:bn 
of the Liritu fur Wllr tu LKWIIUU law witlmut 
nigiiiitum by tlie jioveriior, u provichd by 
Article 111. Section 18 01 the colwtitutkn. 

Arts W76, No. 307 WYY 41pmvd by tlu 

11s. 13ZWi'#.6 wan anended by Aelr  IS7Y. 
Nus. M G ,  8 L, ef f rdvc  Sqtenikr 1. 107b. 
mid 2.13, I 1. efTcctivu &pte!nlwr 7. 1971. 
Tile provisionr were rulistantively identical. 
Furuuutit to H.S. U:2N el awl. W.S. 
I3:Wd.6 VU priiitwl an pnivitkd by Act 
41:1. 

g o v ~ l ~  tuiy ai, ist(i. 

Both Acts W79, No. 236. I 4 and Acta 
1979, No. 245, S 1 raised die ulary from 
thirty tlwuuntl (0 thirty five ~I~orirwiid dol. 
tars; mired tlte rtate eontribulicln from 
twenty thousord Lo lwenty-two thourand 
dullan; mired l l ie roiittibutioiir of the par- 
isli, Duiiridsoirville and Gontaler from three 
Umusond to three Uiousand nine hundred 
dollvra meti; a d  rvinrd the contribution of 
Sorrciito from OILC tliou~nnd b ont thou- 
u n t l  three hundred dollars. 

' T l ~ e  judge rl~rll be c l t ~ t d  hy lhe qualified 
clwton ef lhe Ilorisli of Arnnrioii. The 
terni of offire of tlie ut1 e DIUIJI be mix 
yrun" for "llis term o/oiJice B M ~  r i x  

enrs, id he n l d l  be elected by lhc qurli- 
&e11 electom of the priuli of Auniirhi". 

Vlr 1980 ric.iidnient uultulituted "Uiit" 
k r  "an*' fnllowing "qualifieatbns"; rubs& 
tulccl "sliall cadi lor  "each rhrlr'. mired 
11re m h r y  from tliirty-five ti,oursnd t1011arV 
Is l l i i r ly4gl i t  lhotrmntl Uim hundred 
eighty.fivr clollon; mired the rtuk eontri- 
bution from twentytwo tliourrnd to twen- 
1 .fwr lliniiiitnd oiie Iiuidred twcril d g h t  
L a r s ;  raised t~u cuirtributionr uf t ie  p r -  
hh, I)oiiultlronville wid Gonzales frum rhme 
tlmunnnd nine huiwlred b four thousand 

Act8 1971). NU. 213, 1, d B 0  rubdlUutcd 

two bumlml wve i i t y r ren  Jolhn udi; 
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R.S. 13:2563.5 
and &ed the contrfhution of Sorrento 
from one  thourand. three hundred ta one 
thourand four hundred twenty-six dollan. 

ktjolon 8 of A c l  ISSO, No. 169, providd 
'The proviuionr of thin Act and UK rrlary 

rdjunhents herein providrd dmll h m c  
effective on and rfm Scplernbar 1, IORn." 

The 1981 rmemlmcnt nuhtitutcd "hrty 
C h o u r ~ d  Uree hundred fifktn" for "Lhirty- 

Librery Rcterenctr . 
audg- -5, ws). 
C1.S. Judgea CS 16 to So, TI,@. 

8 2563.6. Iloldlng court in nrunielpaliUar 
The judge rhall d t  and hold court a ndiiirnum nf nile dny ~ w r  week in 

each of the municipalities of L)oiiaIdsonville. Gonzales a i d  Sorrento for 
the purpose of hearing any matter withiii tlie jurisdictioii of the court. 
Added by Acb 1976, No. 807,O 1, cff. Jan. a, 1977. 

History and Source of Lnw 
For effective Ate, ~ e e  Hmtnry and 

Soume of hr note under RS. 18:2wa.l. 

8 2563.7. Pontm of judge 
The judge of the court may perform darrbge cerenionies, require 

bonds to keep the peace, issue wrrrmb of nrrest; examine, cotiimit, and 
adniit to bail and discharge; and hold prelinritiory exrnhrtinns in all 
crises not capibl, and shall have all the powers of a difitrict judge within 
the limits of the jurisdiction of the court. lie also has the nutlrority to 
issue the necessary writs in alJ cases in order to carry into effect the 
jurisdiction of the court, irrespective of the value of tlre property a e i d .  
Added by Acb 1976, No. 807, I 1, eff. Jan. 8, 1977. 

ilislory and Source of l a w  
For effective date, rn Hirtmp and 

Source of h w  note under R.S. 18S68.1. 

Mlrrary Keferencea 
Judga -24. 
CIS.  Judges H 85, 68 b 66, 68 b 66. 

8 2563.8. Traffic ofknmn 
The judge of the court sliall have the mwer to fix n aclietlrile of fineft, 

with such an offense may plead p i l t y  before the npproyrirrte L w  
enforcement officer, being the sheriff or Iris deputy or the chief law 
enforcement officer or his rrssistant of the tnrtrculnr aiuaicipality d e  
pending upon where the offense occiirwl, w \ 10 lrlrnll ianke w record of 
the plea, and the person ao pleadine shall l ~ l y  to R U C ~  officer Uie fine arid 
cost for ruch offense aa fixed by tlie judge in his rclieduk of fines for 
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PARIS11 OF ASCENSION R.S. 13:2563.10 
ChbA 
the particular offense. "lie law enforcement ,officer shall notify the 
clerk of the plea and tlie clerk ahall make an entry OE the plea. 
Added by Acts 1976, No. 807, S 1, ell. J8n. 8,1917. Amended by Acta 1978, No. 

Library Rctereneu 

g 2563.9. Annual vacation 
The ju(ige of this court may take an annual vaclrtion of one month. He 

may splmitrt an nttorney residing within the territorial boundaries of the 
court to cit alrd hold court when the judge is absent from the territorial 
juridiction of tire court wlrile on vacation. The attorney shall possess 
the same qualifications as those required of the judge. Such attorney 
sirail l e  paid from tire judicial expense fund established by R.S. 13:2663.- 
17, a 8um equal to the proporlionate amount of Ore judge's salary for the 
period of time for wliicli the appointee serves as judge of the court, and 
he shall have tire powers ond duties of,a regular judge wlrile sitting as 

Added by Acb 1976, No. 307, S 1, eff. Jan. 8, 1I)TI. 
8UCh. 

llirtory mnd Source of l a w  
For elfeClive date, rn Hiulory and 

Source of l a w  auk under RS. 13:2SU.I. 

Llhrary Ileferencei 
Juc~~L- *!&I. 
CJS. Jidmq $ W. 



Library Ihfermetn 
coorb -181. 
CIS. Courta S UB et sq. 

8 2SG3.11. Clerk; r e d  
The clerk of the district court for tlie parid of ARcerrfikri shall be ex 

officio clerk of court for this court. He, or any deputy appoinkd by him, 
may be assigned to act as minute clerk, and lslinll perforni such other 
clerical duties as the judge shnll direct. The clerk of court Rhall be 
entitled to fix his feeg, but in no event alinll t h e  fees exceed the fees 
chargeable in the Twenty-Third .ludicid District Court. He rrhalt provide 
the court with a seal, which shll contain R vignette of tlie state sed, 
with the words, "Seal of the Parish Court for the Parish of Ascenrion", 
which shall be used on all orders, writs atid processes issuing from the 
court. However, the absence of Llie aeal shall riot affect Uie validity of 
ouch documents. 
Added by Acts 1876, No. 807, 6 1, elf. Jan. 8, 1977. 

Hirlory mnd Source of L a w  
For sflective date, nee Hbtnry a d  

Source of IAW note under R.S. 182Mi3.1. 

8 2563.12. sherift ar executive officer; municipal orfieen 

The executive officer of the court shall be the sheriff of the prbh of 
Ascension. All writs and processes in civil matters issued by the court, 
and writs and processes in criminal matters issued by the court which 
require aervice outside the territorial limits of the municipalities of 
Donaldsonville, Gonzales or Sorrento, shall be served by the eheriff or 
his deputy. The sheriff for such service &hall receive the fees provided 
by law, applicable to the Twenty-Third Judicial District Court. Writs and 
processes in criminal matters insued by the court wliicli require service 
within the territorial limits of the municipalities of hnaldsonville, Gon- 
zales or Sorrento shall be served by the chief law enforcement officer or 
his assistant of the pwticular municipality wherein service ia required. 
The fees for such service slirll k the ~ m i e  RU ll ie fees provided by law 
applicable to the Twenty-Third Judicial Dislrict Court, atid such fees 
ahall be paid into the geueral fund of the municipality wherein service b 
required to be made. 
Added by Acb 1976, No. 807.6 1, cff. h i .  8, 1977. Amended by Acb 1978, No. 
m,fi 1. 
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PARIS11 OF ASCENSION 
R.S. 13:2563.14 

$ 2563.13. t'rouecution or criminal cases 
All criminlrl cases elrall be prosecuted by the district attorney for the 

Twenty'l'hird Judicio! District, or through an assistant appointed by him. 
Added by Acta 1976, No. 307, S 1. elf. Jan. 8, 1971. 

tlinlory and Source of Law 
For affective dnte, nee Hirlory and 

h u m  of h w  mle under US. H;%Y.~. 

1)islrict an3 Prosecuting Allormyo c8. 
U . S .  Witricl ~ i i d  YmsecutinK At- 

Library Referencer 

b# 10, 14(1). 

8 2563.14. Court reporter I 

The judge shalt appoint a competent court reporter b take the evi- 
dence in any case in which it is necessary to do so under the law8 
app)ical)te to district courts, unless the parties waive the appointment of 
the reporter. A t  the request of ariy paarly, the judge shall order the 
trunscrilblion of the lestiitiolky of ti* courl reporter. Except in pauper 
cue#, llie fees of llie court reporter in civil cases shall be charged as 
costs C I  the IitiCtccLion, and shall be paid primarily by the party requesting 
tltc biiiiscriplh. However, the reporler irs not required Lo file Ure 
lmwcript  Idore ImytrwttnL 

. 
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R.S. 13:2563.15 J’AMSIi COUltTS 
Ch. &A 

Q 2563.15. Office npocc 
Each governing authority of the municipnlitierr of I)oriatdsonville, 

Gonzales and Sorrentr, slrall provide suitable clpace within each niunicipal- 
ity, respectively, for the operation of the court. 
Added by Acb 1976, No. 807, # 1, eff. JM. 8, 1977. 

itistory mnd source of Law 
For effective date, RW Ilisbry uld 

Sourn of k w  note under R.S. l&2’i63.1. 

8 2563.16. L)isporition of Cines and forfeitures 
When the offense occurred within the territorial limit.. of tJle munici- 

palities of Donaldsonville, ConzaleB or brrento, tlie chief law enforce- 
ment officer or his assistant of the particular niunicipality wherein the 
offense occurred ha11 collect all fines, forleittitres, penalties, and c o ~ t s  
imposed by the court. When the offense occurred outAiJe tlie territorial 
limits of raid municipalities, the sheriff or his deputy ~ h l l  collect all 
fines, forfeitures, penalties, and costs imposed by the court. All funds 
so collected, excluding costs, shall be paid iiib tlie general fund of the 
particular municipality when the offense occurred withill the municipality 
of Donaldsonville, Gonzales or Sotrenb, afi the case mag he, atid all such 
funds, excluding cost, 6hdl  be paid into the general fund of the parish 
when the offense occurred outside the territorial timits of said muaicipal- 
ities. 
With respect to such fundrr, excluding costs, collected for offenses 

which occurred outside the territorial limits. of said municipalities, the 
sheriff shall deduct and dispose of a eornmissioti in the 8ame manner, for 
the same purposes and in the Rame amount as is provided by hw with 
respect to fines, forfeitures and penalties imposed in the district court 
Added by Acb 1976, No. 307, S 1, cff. Jan. 8, lB77. Amended by Acta 19’18, No. 
620, I I. 

llirlory rnd Sourn of LBW 
The 197R amendment added the troviniin 

Hisbrg and Soum of h a  no& under R&. concerning rollertion bv muiiiri(ut/ Inw en 
lk2663.1. forcement offieere; added “When the of- 

fense occurred outside the terrihrhl l i m b  
of mid munici~iolitird’; and 8utntiiuLad 
“mk All’’ for “eourf md di”. 

For effective drte of the 1076 Act, we 

tlbrmry Ihfcrencea 
Fba a. 
forfeiturea -10. 

CJB. Finm I 18. 
US. Fotfeikrrn C 8. 

8 2563.17. Judicial expenre fund; attrblislrcd 
A. Jn all criminal cases over wliicli the court has juridiclion, there 

rhall be taxed ius costs against every defesdstrt who is cntivickd after 
trial or after a plea of guilty or who forfeits I i i ~  bold, n autn detertilined 
by the judge of the parish court, which R U ~ D  ~ k n l l  tint exceed five dollar& 
which shall be in addition to all otJier fiues, eosta or forfeitures lawfully 
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G EN ER A L  PROVISIONS 
ChIM 

R.S. 13:2564.1 

imposed and which shall IN! transmitted to the clerk of court for further 
disposition in acconlaace herewitli. 
B. The clerk of court shall place all sums collected or received under 

this Section in a separate accouiit to be designated 8s the Judicial 
Expense Fund for the Parish Court for the Parish of Ascension. The 
judge of the lwrislr courL shall have control over the fund and d l  
disbursemeirk made therefrom. He shall cause to be conducted annual- 
ly ai1 audit or the fund and the books and accounts relating thereto, and 
shall file the same with the office of the legislative auditor where it shalt 
be ovniltllde for public inspection. 

C. The judicial expense fund is established and may be used for any 
purpose or purposes connected with, incidental to, or related to the 
proper administration or function of the said court or the offices of the 
judge, and is in addition to any and all other funds, salaries, expenses, or 
other monies that are now or Irereafter provided, authorized or estab- 
lished by law for an of the aforesaid purposes. However, no nalary 
shall be piid from d e  judicial expense fund to the judge, except the 
judge appointed kmporarily under the provisions of R.S. 13:2663.8. 
Added by Acb 1976, No. 807, 5 1, cff. Jan. 8, 1971. 

lliufory and Source of L a w  
For effective dab, see Hirtory mid 

Sourn of I r w  note under RS. IY:2b69.1. 

Ll,Jirary lleferencu 
clntc. -286. 
CAS. corrr # 447. 

PART IV. CENEItAI, I’IWVISIONS 

8 2564.1. Cornpenrution of pnrish eourt judges; maximum 

A. The salnry of a judge of a parish cowl shall in no case exceed the 
sali1ry of a district court judge of the judicial district L which the parish 
eourt is located. 

B. If, on the effective date of this Section, a parish court judge b 
receiving 8 salary in excess of that permitted by Subsection A of this 
Seelion, his salary shall not be reduced during the term of office for 
wlticli lie was elected; provided, however, that upon the expiration of 
said tern) of office, or iii case a vacancy occurs in said office, the salary 
for said office s)10ll thereafter coliform l o  Uie provisions of Subsection A 
of this Section. 

C. The term “Ralary” as used in this Section means the total annual 
cornpensetion p i c l  directly or indirectly from all ~ources for services as 
judge. 

A1I3ed by AcU J!b77, No. .Mi(;, 4 0. 
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R.S. 13:2564.1 P A  111 SI I CO UltTS 
Ch8.41, 

Ilislory mid Source d Inr 

@ 2564.2. Parish court judgm: rdtnburscnicrrl Tor lravcl and ho- 

A. A arish court judge of m y  perish court which has or liereatter 
has a juicial expense fuiid, may be reittibursmi rctual traveling and 
liotel expenses incurred in the discharge of his offiriat duties froin such 
fund upon the warrant of the judge nfoiie, provided Clint sufficient 
monies are available in the fuiid to provide for aiicli reitnharseiiient. Tlie 
aupreme court, by rule, R h d l  define tlie cordilioiis under which such 
reimbursements will be made. ldd reiiiiburseinerit slinll be niade for 
round trips of lees than ten miles froin the judge's h i m  fide residenre to 
the place or places where he performs the official duties of lib office. 
B. The provisioas of Subsection A of tiiis Section shall apply to any 

parish court presently in existence or hereafter estabiisld. 

tel txpcnwr 

. 

'Added by Acb lW, No. 475 I 1. 
Llbrmry fteferenni 

Judgea *=IO). 
CJB. tudga I BO. 
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Appendix H 
c 

1982 

198 3 

1984 - 

1985 

1986 - 

19TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

JUDICIAL EXPENSE FUND REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 

REVENUES EXPEND1 TURlES - 
$ 298,442 $ 322,168 

300,708 296,994 

314,509 357,646 

543,458 546,847 

544,107 452,360 

INVESTMENTS 

Between 1982 and 1986 Investments in Time Certificates of Deposits ranged 

between a low of $150,000 to a h i g h  of $300,000 w i t h  an average of approximately 

$210,000. 



NQAPTMENT, AGENCY,OR FUND NAME 

DISTRICT COURT 

fUND TYPE 

c 
GENERAL FUklD 

DIVISION OR ACTIVITY DEPT. NO. 

401210 

MAJOR FUNCTION 

_. 

DEPARTM 
SUB. 
011. 

EXPfNDltDRt ?R 1011 
Ct 4SSlflCAT ION V€ All 

-100 

200 

300 

400 

500 - 
TOTA L A P PROPR I AT 10N 1,154,810 

~ 

RRSONAL SERVICES 

1,353,S60 

SUI? L IES 

89 89 

CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 

89 

CAPITAL OUTLAY 

DEBT SERVICE 
1 .  

1,532,060 

GENERAL C 
JTAL SUMA 

CURRENl 
BUDGET 

1,588,545 1,588,545 

1,115,610 

55,340 

181,690 

920 

ARY 
AGENCY 

REOUEST 

1 , 256,310 

56,500 

200,aso 

18,400 

PROPOSED BY 
MAYOR 

1, 328,66S 

55,550 

195,290 

9,040 

FINAL 
WDGET 

1,328,665 

55,550 

19Sr 290 

9,040 

fUNCTlON, COMMENTS AND PERFORMANCE DATA 

?UNCTION 

%%I8 i r  a cons t i tu t iona l  o f f i ce  anbodying the t r i a l  level of our Statc’r  Judic ia l  
branch of government. The Court i r  of unlimited jur iodic t ion  8s regards rubjcct 
matter, mount in controversy and criminal offenses rgainrt the State of Louiciana. 
The Court also rerves  an an appel la te  t r ibunal  for appcalr from the City Court of 
Baton Rouge and from rdrnhistrar5v.e agencies of the  S t a t e  of Louisiana, including 
the  Louiciana Publsc Service Commirrlon. 
East Baton Rouge i r  the r l t u r  of i t a t e  government, p rac t i ca l ly  a l l  of the  rultr 
agr ln r t  B t 8 t t  o f f i c i a l r  8nd departments of rtrte government ate f i l ed  in t h i s  Court. 
The Court Sr unique among other  d l r t r i c t r  of the r t a t e  i n  that 8 l r r g t  pa r t  of i t s  
workload Involves appel la te  review of r t a t e  adrninirtrative decisions, s u i t 8  of 8 
p o l i t i c a l  mature, and t r i a l  of automobl~e accident care6 8nd other damage ruito 
r t l o i n g  outcidc t h e  Parlrh due to  the  Secretary of State being t h e  agent fo r  rtrvict 
Of procerr on foreign 5nrurancc c0mpanie8. 
portion of the t o t a l  load of the Court per ta ia r  t o  matterr having no d i r e c t  bearfiw 
on the  P ~ r f r h  of Bart Baton Rouge. 
t i n e  ConrrrrPfo~. 
from tvo J u d p r  to thirteen permanent Judger 8ad t u o  Commi8eionctr. 

Further, due to the f a c t  that t he  P8rirh of 

f t  Sa estimated that  8 r u b r t a n t i r l  . 
Such matterr  are cxtrcmcly hiportant and most 

During a 8pan of approxlm8tely twenty j e a r r ,  the Court has grown 



. ' DEPARTMENT, ACfNCY,OR FUND NAME 

DISTRICT COURT 
O I V l S l O N  OR A C T I V l f y  IDEPT. NO. 

*bo1210 

- 
sub. 
OBJ. 
7 

100 

200 

300 

roo 
500 - 

fUNR TYPE 
GENERAL 

EXPENDITURE 
CL 4SSIFICAllON 

MAJOR CUNCTlON 
GENERAL GOVERNMENT 

PERSONAL SERVICES 

su P?L ! E S 

CONTRACfUAt SERVICES 

CAPITAL OUTLAY 

DE61 SERVICE 

~~~ - _ _  ~ ~ 

1,112,020 1,328,660 1,5888540 

55 , 950 55 ,550 60 , 200 

229 , 530 195 , 290 

9 , 230 9 040 14 , 5SO 

178 , 890 

TOTA 1 A? PROPR I A T ION 

1,358,284 1,358,284 

59,061 59,061 

206,916 206 916 

853 853 

PERSONNEL 

4 

1,356,080 1,588,540 1,892,820 1,625,116 

i 

I I I 

I I I 1 

1 
at 89 

I 
93 89 89 

CITY BUDGET 

FUNCTION, COMMENTS AND PERFORMANCE DATA 

k 1 

This is a constitutional office embodying the trial level of our State'r Judicial 
branch of government. 
matter, @mount In controversy 8nd criminal offenses against the State of Louisfano. 
The Court a h 0  ~erves  as an appellate tribunal for appeals from the City Court of 
Baton Rouge and from administrative agencies of the State of Louisiana, incltiding 
the Loulsiana Public Semict Commission. 
East Baton Rouge $6 tbc 8ftus of m a t e  government, practically a11 of the 8rrlts 
against rtate officials and departments of atate government are filed In thlri Court. 
The Court is unique among other diotrictc  of the r t a t c  i n  that a large part af its 
workload involves appellate review of state 8dm~nistrrtive decisions, rultc of a 
political nature, and t r i a l  of automobile accident casts and other damage rullts 
arfrfng outside the Parish doc t o  the Secretary of state being the agent for mervlce 
Of proccsr on foreign lnsurancc companies. 
portion of tbe total load of the Court pertains t o  mattere having no direct Ibcaring 
ofi the Pariah of East Baton Rouge. Such matters 8re extremely important 8nd mort 
time consuming. During a rpan of approxfmately tventp yems, the Court h8s groM 
from two hdge8 t o  thirteen permanent Judger and two Con~missloncrr. 

The Court i o  of unlimited jurirdlction a6 rcgardr 8ubjlect 

Further, due to the fact that the Parish of 

It is estimated that a eubctantitrl 

1,356,080 1,588,540 1,892,820 1,625,114 1,625,114 



ANNUAL BUDGET 1984 BUDGET 

D I V I S I O N  OR ACTIV ITY DEPT. NO. 

401210 

L 

DEPARTMENT, AGENCY,OR FUND NAME 

DISTRICT COURT 

I 1 
I I 

SUB. EXPENDITURE 
OB). CLASSlFlCAT ION 

PR 109 
W A R  

1 0 0 

200 

300 

400 

500 

PERSONAL SERVICES 1,328,670 

SUPPLIES 56,050 

CONTRACTUAt SERVICES 188,160 

CAPITAL OUTLAY 

DEBT SERVICE 

8 , 790 

TOTAL APPROPRIATION 

?ESSONNEL 

C i l Y  BUDGET % % 

ITA1 SUMA 
CURRENT 
BUDGET 

1,581,670 

89 

1,340,100 

58,230 

224,430 

-0- 

PAR ISH BUDGET 

1 622 760 

100 % 100 x ,  1,581,670 

89 

1,622,760 

rRY 
AGENCY 

REQUEST 
~~ ~ 

1,676 , 030 
62,080 

218,950 

6,160 

1 , 963,220 

94 

1,963,220 

FUNCTION, COMMENTS AND PERFORMANCE DATA 

PROPDSED BY 
Ea AYOR 

~ 

1,529,730 

71 130 

233 , 510 

-0- 

1,834,370 

89 

1,834,370 

FINAL 
BUDGET 

1,529,730 

71,130 

233,510 

-0- 

1,834,370 

89 

1,834,370 

FUNCTXON 

This is a constitutional office embodying the trial level of our State's Judicial 
branch of government. 
matter, mount in controversy and criminal offenses against the State of Louisiana. 
Thc Court also semes as an appellate tribunal for appeals from the City Court of 
Baton Rouge and from administrative agencies of the State of Louisiana, Including 
the Louisiana Public Service Commission. 
East Baton Rouge I s  the situs of state government, practically all of the ouits 
against state officials and departments of state government are filed I n  this Court. 
The Court is unique mong other districts of the state in that a large part of its 
workload lnvolves appellate review of state administrative decisions, suits of a 
political nature, and trial of automobile accident cases and other damage suits 
arising outside the Parisb due to the Secretary of State being the agent for ocrvlce 
Of process on foreign insurance companies. 
portion of the total load of the Court pertains to matters having no direct bearing 
on the Parish of East Baton Rouge. 
time consuming. 
from two Judges to thirteen permanent Judges and two Commissioners. 

The Court is of unlimited jurisdiction as regards Subject 

Further, due to the fact that the Pariah of 

It is estimated that a substantial 

Such nrattcrs are extremely important and moat 
During a span of approximately twenty years, the Court has grown 

FDB- 105 7- 1 -7s . 



ANNUAL BUDGET 1985 BUDGET 

Df PAPfMfNr, AGEMCV, OR f UND NAME DIVISION OR ACTIVITY 

,UND WQf 
GENERAL FUND 

A 

1 DISTRICT COURT I431210 

M A  J 0 R  FUNCTION 
GENERAL GOVERNMENT 

LXPf NDltURt 
C14SSlf I C A l  ION 

PERSONAL SERVICES 

SUCPL I E s 
CONlRACTUAL SfWCfS 

CAPITAL OUT1AY 

DEBT SfRvlCE 

- 
SUI 
0 8  1 - 
I00 

200 

700 

4 DO 

500 - 

?a 1 0 R  CURRENr 
rt AB WDCET 

1,358,280 1,1529,730 

59 , 060 62,080 

206 , 920 233,510 

850 0 

a 
I 

TOTAL APPROPRIATION 

PEQSONNLL 

1 , 625,110 1 , 825,320 

89 89 
_I 

C I T  Y I UDCE T % K 

PAR ISH BUDGET 

70,080 I 68,803 I 68,803 

100 % 100 - 1,625,110 3,825,320 

284,100 I 267,236 I 267,236 

2,199,420 1,762,390 :1,762,390 L 
89 1 

--t--t 
2,199,420 1 1,762,390 I :1,762,390 

FUNCTION. COMMENTS AND PERFORMANCE DATA 

FUNCTION 

This is A constitutional office embodying the trial level of our State's Judicial 
branch of government. 
matter, mount in controversy and criminal offenses against the State of Louisiana. 
The Court also serves AS an appellate tribunal for appeals from the City Court of 
Baton Rouge and from sdmlnlstratlve agencies of the State of Louisiana, Including 
the Louisiana Public Service Commission. 
East Baton Rouge I s  the cltus of state government, practically all of the suits 
8galnst state officials and departments of otate government are filed fn this Court. 
The Court is unique among other districts of the state In that a large part of Its 
workload involves appellate review of state administrative declcions, s u i t s  of a 
political nature, and trial of automobile 8ccident cases and other damage rultis 
arising outgidc the Parish due to the Secretary of State being the agent for sccrvicc 
of process on foreign insurance companies. 
tion of the tota l  108d of the Court pertains to matters having no direct bearing 
on t h e  Parish of Eact Baton Rouge. 
time consuming. 

The Court I s  of unlimited jurisdiction as regards rubjeet 

Further, due to the fact that the Parish of 

It is estimated thrt A substantial por- 

Such matters are extremely important and most 
During 8 rpan of epproxlmetely twenty years, the Court has grcm 

f X o m  two Judges to thirteen permanent Judger- and tvo Coimnlssionets. 

I 



ANNUAL BUDGET 1986 BUDGET 
r 

DEPARTMENT, AGENCY, OR F U N D  N A M E  

DISTRICT COURT 

D I V I S I O N  OR A C T I V I T Y  

. 

rc 

DEPT. NO. 

401210 

CURRENT AGENCY PROPDSED BY 
BUDGET REQUL Sf MAYOR 

1,405,680 1, 787,890 1,620,852 

53 , 940 67 , 880 57 , 920 

302,770 307,800 270,485 

CITY BUDGET 

PARISH BUDGET 

FINAL 
BUDGET 

1,620,852 

57 , 920 

270,485 

1 

SUB EX ?E NDITURE 
OB J CLISStFtCAT ION 1 
100 PERSONAL SERVJCES 

200 SUPPLIES 

300 CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 

400 CAPITAL OUTLAY 

SO0 DE6T SERVICE 

TOTAL APPROPRIATION 

PEQSONNEL 

0 

?R 101( 
YEAR 

1, 531,500 

66,270 

234,590 

0 

1,834,360 

89 

I I 

I 1 1 

89 94 89 89 

1,762,390 1 2,163,570 I 1,969,441 1 1,969,441 

FUNCTION, COMMENTS AND PERFORMANCE DATA 

PPNCTION 

Thls i s  a cons t i t u t iona l  office embodying the trial level of our State's Judicial  
branch of government. The Court i a  of unlimited j u r i s d l c t l o n  as regard8 to subject 
matter, amount i n  controversy and criminal offenses againat  tbc State of Louisiana. 
The Court also serves  as an appe l l a t e  t r i buna l  for appeal8 from the Cltp Court of 
Baton Rouge and from adminlatratfve agencies of the  State of Loulslana, including 
t h e  Louisiana Public Service Cammlsslon. 
East Baton Rouge 18 t h e  s i t u s  of state  goverment, prac t f ca l ly  811 Of the  aul ts  
against state o f f i c i a l s  m d  departments of a t a t e  government are f i l e d  in t h i s  Court. 
The Court fa  unique among other  d i s t r ic t s  of the s t a t e  i n  t h a t  8 large part of its 
workload involves appellate! m v i t w  of state adminis t ra t ive decis ions,  s u i t s  of 
p o l f t l c r l  nature, and t r ia l  of automobile accident c u e s  and other  damage a u i t a  
arfaing outside the Parish due to  the Secretary a? Strte being t h e  .gent for  s e r v i c e  
Of prooess on foralgn insurance companies. 
tion of the  total load  of the Court pcr t a ins  to  matter8 having no direct bearlag 
On the  Piriah of Eaat Baton Rouge. 
time oonsuming. 
from two Judges to  t h i r t e e n  permanent Judges md two Commirslonera. 

Further ,  due t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  Par i sh  of 

It Is estimated t h a t  a subs t an t i a l  por- 

Such matters ere rxtremely impart8nt and most 
During span of approximately twenty yearsl tho Court b88 grown 
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