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BEFORE YOU BEGIN

This is legal education, not legal advice. Nothing in this guide creates an attorney and
client relationship, and nothing here is a prediction about your case. Court rules change, local
rules differ, and the facts of your matter govern. Read the current rules of the court you are
actually in before you file or respond.

This guide accompanies Court Rules and Procedures, the three part class recorded live on
September 12, 2026. It follows the same path the class takes.

O Part One traces where a rule comes from and how to tell which court, and therefore which
body of rules, actually governs your action.

O Part Two separates the rule from the tool, so you know not only what is required but how
to move the court to act.

O Part Three walks the evidentiary ladder from raw observable data to a judgment, then
turns the ladder upside down and applies it to a live case.

The reference sections at the back give you the court hierarchy, and then, state by state, which
procedural rules govern the limited jurisdiction courts where most debt, eviction and foreclosure
matters begin. Each state starts on its own page so you can print just yours.

© Georgia Eviction Coaching Network. Provided to purchasers of the Court Rules and Procedures on-demand class
for their personal use. Please do not redistribute.
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RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

When we hear the words “court rules and procedures,” what comes to mind
when we hear the word rule? Where else in American law do we encounter rules?

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 gives Congress the power:

“To make Rules for the Government and Regulation of the land and naval
Forces.”

So the concept of a rule is not merely something created by a courthouse clerk or
something appearing in a procedural handbook. Rules exist throughout the structure of
American government. The more important question for us is: Who had the authority to
make this rule, what does the rule govern, and what happens when the rule is
not followed?

Then | would turn it directly toward your class:

That is where court rules and procedures become important. A court does not simply move
from the filing of a complaint to a judgment however it chooses. There is a prescribed
pathway. There are rules governing how the case begins, how a party is notified, how
allegations are answered, how evidence is presented, how motions are decided, and how a
judgment may ultimately be entered.

A rule tells you what is required.

Court rules are the organized body of those requirements governing litigation in a particular
court or court system.

Procedure is the process—the sequence of actions by which a case moves through the court
under those rules.

That distinction is supported by how courts themselves describe these concepts. Cornell's Legal
Information Institute defines a rule as a “standard, principle, or directive used to govern
conduct, procedure, or decision-making,” while describing rules of court as procedural
regulations adopted by courts that parties and lawyers must follow. The federal judiciary
similarly says that the Federal Rules “set forth the procedures for the conduct of court
proceedings.”

1. What is a Rule?



RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

A rule is an authoritative directive that prescribes, permits, prohibits, or reqgulates what a
participant in the judicial process must, may, or must not do under specified circumstances.

The important concept is directive.
A rule answers guestions such as:

O What must | do?

O What may | do?

O What may | not do?

O When must | do it?

O What happens if | fail to do it?

For example, Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 3 provides that a civil action is commenced by
filing a complaint.

RULE \= THE GOVERNING COMMAND OR STANDARD.

2. WHAT ARE COURT RULES?

Now we move from the singular to the institutional concept.

COURT RULES:

Court rules are the organized body of authoritative procedural requirements governing how
litigation and judicial business are conducted within a particular court or court system.

Cornell describes rules of court as procedural regulations adopted by courts that must be
followed in matters within their jurisdiction. These can govern such things as filing papers,
formatting documents, motions, deadlines, fees, and other procedural matters.

That means there can be several layers of rules governing one case.
For example, depending upon the jurisdiction and court, you might encounter:

Statewide rules — Rules of civil procedure — Uniform court rules - Local rules — Internal
operating procedures.

https://www.law.cornell.edu/rules/frcp


https://www.law.cornell.edu/rules/frcp/rule_3
https://www.law.cornell.edu/rules/frcp

RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

WHAT IS PROCEDURE?

Procedure is the legally prescribed method, sequence, and process through which a
judicial action is commenced, developed, adjudicated, reviewed, and ultimately concluded.

Procedure therefore answers a different question:

“How does the case move from Point A to Point B?”

Cornell describes procedural law as law establishing court rules and the methods by which
court business is conducted, including pleading requirements, discovery rules, and standards of
review.

Federal Rule 1 itself demonstrates the relationship. It says:

“These rules govern the procedure in all civil actions and proceedings...”

Notice the relationship:
RULES - govern -» PROCEDURE.

That sentence alone could become an important teaching point.

CONCEPT WORKING DEFINITION QUESTION IT ANSWERS

Rule A specific authoritative directive governing What is required, permitted, or
conduct or practice prohibited?

Court The organized body of procedural directives What body of requirements

Rules governing litigation within a court system governs this court/case?

Procedure The prescribed method and sequence through How, when, and in what sequence
which the case progresses is the case conducted?



RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

The rule gives the command; the court rules provide the governing framework; procedure is
the pathway created and regulated by those rules.

The rule gives the command; the court rules provide the governing framework;
procedure is the pathway created and regulated by those rules.

A practical example

Suppose a plaintiff wants to sue a defendant.
The substantive law may create the legal right to sue.
The rule may say that the action is commenced by filing a complaint.

The court rules collectively tell the parties how complaints, service, answers, motions,
discovery, hearings, trials, judgments, and appeals are handled.

The procedure is what actually happens:

Cause of action arises » Complaint - Filing - Summons - Service -» Answer -
Discovery -» Motions - Trial » Judgment - Post-judgment relief » Appeal

That entire pathway is procedure.
The individual legal directives governing each step are the rules.
And the collection of those rules applicable to that court constitutes its court rules.

O [ ] Debt Collection Activities/FDCPA
O [ ]Evictions

O [ ] Foreclosures



RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

THE COURT DETERMINES THE GOVERNING
PROCEDURAL FRAMEWORK

A litigant should never assume that the general rules of civil procedure governing a state's
principal trial court automatically govern every court within that state. The first inquiry
must be: What court am | in, and what body of procedural law governs proceedings in that
court?

[internal reference]

“When we talk about court rules and procedures, one of the first mistakes we have to eliminate
is the assumption that there is one set of civil rules that governs every civil action in a state.

That is not necessarily so.

A state may have a general Civil Practice Act or Rules of Civil Procedure. But the state may also
create different classes of trial courts. Those courts may possess different jurisdiction, different
powers, and, importantly for our discussion, different procedural frameworks.

So before | pick up a rule book and start citing rules, | have to ask a preliminary question:

What court is this action actually pending in?

Use Georgia as the first demonstration

Then | would move into Georgia because it makes your point very well:
“Take Georgia.

Georgia has a Civil Practice Act. But | should not automatically conclude from that fact that
every provision of the Georgia Civil Practice Act governs every proceeding in Magistrate Court in
exactly the same manner that it governs an ordinary civil action in Superior Court.

Because Magistrate Court is a court of limited jurisdiction, created and regulated by its own
statutory framework, and it also operates under the Uniform Magistrate Court Rules.

three recurring actions:

10



RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

Debt collection: Where was the collection action filed? Magistrate Court? State Court?
Superior Court?

Eviction: In Georgia, a dispossessory action is ordinarily commenced in the court
authorized by the dispossessory statutes, commonly Magistrate Court.

Judicial foreclosure: In a judicial-foreclosure jurisdiction, the foreclosure ordinarily
proceeds in a trial court possessing the jurisdiction necessary to adjudicate the foreclosure,
which may be called Superior Court, Supreme Court, Circuit Court, Chancery Division, or
something else depending upon the state.

The name of the court does not tell you its position in the judicial hierarchy.

New York is the classic example. A person unfamiliar with New York hears “Supreme Court”
and naturally thinks appellate court or highest court. But the New York Supreme Court is
principally a trial court of general jurisdiction. New York's highest court is the Court of
Appeals.

Florida uses Circuit Court for its principal trial courts of general jurisdiction.

New Jersey foreclosure actions proceed in the Superior Court, with foreclosure matters
handled through the Chancery Division.

Georgia has Superior Courts as courts of general jurisdiction.

Do not learn court names. Learn court functions.

Now you can put something very simple on the screen:

COURT OF LIMITED JURISDICTION
l
May have specialized statutes, simplified procedures, or court-specific rules.

COURT OF GENERAL JURISDICTION

l

Ordinarily exercises broader original jurisdiction and is commonly governed by the state's
general civil procedural framework.

11



RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

APPELLATE COURT
l
Governed by a separate appellate procedural framework.

And then explain:

“This is why, when somebody tells you, ‘Rule 26 says I'm entitled to discovery,” my first
question shouldn't necessarily be, ‘What does Rule 26 say?’

My first question is:

Does Rule 26 govern this proceeding in this court?

Those are two entirely different inquiries.

You can find a perfectly valid rule and still be wrong because you have applied the right rule
to the wrong court.”

A rule can be correctly quoted and incorrectly applied.

Identify the State — Identify the Action - Identify the Court -» Determine the Court's Jurisdiction
- |dentify the Governing Statute — Identify the Governing Procedural Rules — Identify Court-
Specific/Local Rules - Check Controlling Judicial Decisions

That is where | think this portion of Court Rules and Procedures becomes much more
valuable than simply teaching students a collection of rules. You are teaching them how to
determine which rules govern before they ever attempt to use one.

“General civil procedure” is not necessarily synonymous with “the procedure
governing every civil case in the state.”

Does that general civil procedural framework govern every civil proceeding in every
trial court in that state?

“In some states, when we descend into limited-jurisdiction courts, small-claims divisions,
magistrate courts, justice courts, or specialized civil parts, we encounter a different procedural
framework. Sometimes the general civil rules continue to apply but are modified. Sometimes

12



RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

special rules control when there is a conflict. And sometimes the lower court has an entirely
separate body of procedural rules.”

[internal reference]

1. General rules apply

“First, there are jurisdictions where the statewide civil rules generally follow the civil action into
the lower trial court.”

2. General rules apply, but special rules modify or displace them

“Second, we have jurisdictions where the general procedural framework remains relevant, but
the legislature or judiciary has created a specialized procedure for a particular class of cases.”

That gives you an important teaching point:

A different procedural regime does not necessarily require a physically separate
court.

The type of proceeding itself can trigger different rules.

3. Separate procedural framework

“Third, some jurisdictions go further and create a distinct procedural framework for the lower
court.”

Your New Mexico section is particularly strong for demonstrating that concept because it
identifies Magistrate Courts as limited-jurisdiction courts and a separate Rules of Civil
Procedure for the Magistrate Courts, rather than simply treating the District Court civil
rules as automatically governing Magistrate Court.

New Jersey provides another variation: the Special Civil Part is within the Superior Court
system, but your document identifies Part VI as the specialized procedural framework and says
the ordinary Part IV civil rules do not simply govern by default.

13



RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

THE PROCEDURAL INQUIRY

1

2

What type of action is this?

In what court is it filed?

Is that court one of general or limited jurisdiction?

What statute creates or governs that proceeding?

What procedural rules expressly apply to that court or proceeding?
Do the general civil rules apply?

If they apply, do they apply fully, supplementally, or only when not inconsistent with
specialized rules?

Kansas, for example, is described as having a Small Claims Procedure Act that controls the

specialized proceeding, with general procedure applying only insofar as permitted and

consistent.

And Idaho provides an even cleaner example in your document: general civil rules normally

apply to district and magistrate divisions, except that small-claims proceedings are

governed as provided by the separate Small Claims Rules.

“This matters to us because the three types of actions we're using throughout this class do not

necessarily enter the same courthouse or operate under the same procedural rules.

A debt collection action may enter a small-claims or limited-jurisdiction forum.

An eviction may enter a magistrate, justice, housing, county, district, or other specially
designated court.

A judicial foreclosure may be filed in the state's general-jurisdiction trial court.

Never begin procedural research by asking, “What are this state's civil rules?” Begin by asking,

“What rules govern this action in this court?”

Where there are procedural rules, there are procedural tools through which parties invoke,

enforce, challenge, preserve, or obtain relief under those rules.

14



RULES, PROCEDURE AND JURISDICTION

rules establish the framework; procedural devices/tools are the mechanisms used
within that framework.

Rules tell you what the system permits, requires, or prohibits. Tools are the
procedural devices by which a litigant acts within that system.

A rule may permit a court to recognize certain facts without formal proof. The tool or
procedural mechanism is a request for judicial notice, sometimes presented by motion
depending on the jurisdiction.

RULE -» AUTHORITY
TOOL -» MECHANISM
RELIEF -» RESULT

For example:

Rule authorizes dismissal - Motion to dismiss — Dismissal is the requested relief.

Or:

Rule authorizes compelled discovery —» Motion to compel - Order compelling discovery is
the requested relief.

15



PART TWO

RULES AND TOOLS

A rule says what is required. A tool is how you move the
court.

CLASS 2 - COURT RULES AND PROCEDURES



RULES AND TOOLS

NOW TO YOUR “MOTION TO” VERSUS “MOTION

FOR” CONCEPT

language and function distinction.

A “Motion TO” usually identifies an action

The word after to is generally a verb.

A party is asking the court to do something.

Examples:

O

O O O O O O O o o O

Motion to dismiss
Motion to compel
Motion to strike
Motion to quash
Motion to transfer
Motion to amend
Motion to intervene
Motion to stay
Motion to vacate
Motion to reconsider

Motion to suppress

A “motion to” generally identifies the judicial action the movant is asking the court
to take.

Think:

TO + VERB \= requested judicial action.

17



RULES AND TOOLS

A “Motion FOR"” usually identifies the relief, order, status, or
determination sought

The word after for is usually a noun or noun phrase.
Examples:

Motion for summary judgment

O

Motion for judgment on the pleadings
Motion for sanctions

Motion for reconsideration

Motion for protective order

Motion for continuance

Motion for leave to amend

Motion for default judgment

Motion for new trial

O O O O Oo o o o O

Motion for relief from judgment

n
Q

A “motion for” generally identifies the relief, order, status, or determination that
the movant wants the court to grant.

Think:

FOR + NOUN/RELIEF \= requested judicial result.

And this is where your theory becomes interesting because sometimes the exact same
objective can be expressed either way.

For example:

Motion to Amend Complaint

18



RULES AND TOOLS

VErsus

Motion for Leave to Amend Complaint

Those are not necessarily two fundamentally different kinds of motions.

The first emphasizes the action:

Amend.

The second emphasizes the permission or relief sought:

Leave to amend.

Likewise:

Motion to Continue and Motion for Continuance.

Same general objective. Different grammatical construction.

Do not confuse the wording of the title with the legal authority for the motion.
The controlling question is what relief is being requested and what rule or
statute authorizes the court to grant it.

YOU COULD DEVELOP A “RULES AND TOOLS”
FRAMEWORK

| think this could become a major section of the class.

Put this on screen:

19



RULES AND TOOLS

RULES AND TOOLS

Rules govern what may be done.
Tools are how litigants ask the court to do it.

Then identify categories of procedural tools:

1

2

Pleadings — complaint, answer, counterclaim, defenses.
Motions — requests asking the court to take action or grant relief.

Discovery devices — interrogatories, admissions, production requests, depositions,
subpoenas.

Evidentiary devices — objections, offers of proof, requests for judicial notice,
authentication, motions in limine.

Notices — notice of hearing, notice of appeal, notice of deposition, notice to produce
where authorized.

Post-judgment devices — motions to vacate, motions for new trial, stays, execution
procedures.

Appellate devices — notice of appeal, application for review where applicable, appellate
briefs, motions in the appellate court.

Now your teaching becomes much deeper than simply “learn the rules.”

You can ask the class:

If the rule gives me a right, what procedural tool do | use to invoke it?

Then:

What authority creates that tool?

Then:

20



RULES AND TOOLS

What must | establish before the court may grant the requested relief?

Then:

What evidence supports the motion?

That connects directly back to your factual-assertions course.

A MOTION ITSELF CAN BE BROKEN INTO FOUR
PARTS

I think this would fit your philosophy very well:

AUTHORITY - TOOL -» GROUNDS - RELIEF

For instance:

Authority: Rule permitting sanctions.

Tool: Motion for sanctions.

Grounds: Facts showing violation of the rule/order.
Evidence: Documents, testimony, docket entries, admissions, etc.
Relief: Sanctions requested from the court.

Or:

Authority: Rule allowing dismissal.

Tool: Motion to dismiss.

Grounds: Failure to state a legally sufficient claim.
Relief: Dismissal.

That gives your students something very practical:

21



RULES AND TOOLS

Never file a motion simply because you know the name of the motion.

Ask:

What rule authorizes it?

What event triggered it?

What must be shown?

What evidence supports it?

What exactly am | asking the judge to order?

A motion is not just a pleading filled with arguments. A motion is a procedural vehicle through
which a party invokes the court's authority and requests specific judicial action or relief.

1. The procedural roadmap

Complaint - Service » Answer - Pretrial - Motions/Discovery - Hearing or Summary
Judgment - Judgment - Review/Appeal

In the legal community absolute understanding is the measure of perfection. Perfection in the
realm of the courts is the just resolution of issues of fact and questions of law. The primary tool
for resolving conflicts among civilized people is through communication by written and oral
language.

“The root of all language is the individual word.
In the English language, each word may have several meanings.
Often, it is the use of a specific word or term upon which a case or controversy may hinge.

Only by using precise language can the waters remain clear and unmuddied allowing justice to
take its course unfettered by those who would mislead or misrepresent.”

22



PART THREE

THE EVIDENTIARY
LADDER

From raw data to judgment, applied to a live case.

CLASS 2 - COURT RULES AND PROCEDURES



THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

INFERENCE

Inference is a rule of logic that is normally used for evidence based on established facts, or
proven fact, during a judicial proceeding. Inference is functions, when a fact is elucidated, or
"proved" by examining other established facts that then, lead to a reasonable conclusion of
another fact. A simplistic example would be if A and B are true, then C must be true. The
process is that is used during an inference is known as a "deduction" or "deductive reasoning"
and is a persuasive form of circumstantial evidence.

PRESUMPTION

A presumption is an inference the law requires when certain facts are present. Most
presumptions are rebuttable, meaning they can be overturned if the opposing evidence is
strong enough. Others are conclusive and must be accepted as true, even if contrary evidence
exists.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dDf7ILKIVBg
https://thesystemsthinker.com/the-ladder-of-inference/

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=K9nFhs5W808&t=11s

3. Put the Ladder of Inference underneath the procedural roadmap

“The procedural timeline tells us where we are in the case. The Ladder of Inference helps
us examine how we got from the observable evidence to the conclusion being asserted at
that point in the case.”

The Seven-Rung Jurisprudential Ladder of Inference

I would construct your version this way:

Rung 7 — Judicial Action / Requested Legal Result
T
Rung 6 — Ultimate Legal Conclusion

24


https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/evidence
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=K9nFhs5W8o8&t=11s

THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

T

Rung 5 — Legal Evaluation / Application of Governing Law

T

Rung 4 — Characterization: “What Is Happening?”

T

Rung 3 — Meaning / Inferences Attributed to Selected Evidence
T

Rung 2 — Selected Facts and Evidence

T

Rung 1 — RAW OBSERVABLE DATA (ROD)

That preserves the central insight of the original ladder: conclusions should be recognized as
conclusions derived through intermediate reasoning rather than mistaken for self-evident facts.

Now let's jurisprudentially walk three lawsuits up exactly the same ladder.

RUNG 1 — RAW OBSERVABLE DATA

This should be the foundation of your entire exercise.

| would tell the class:

“At Rung One, we are not deciding who is right. We are not interpreting. We are not
characterizing. We are inventorying what actually exists.”

And this is where your source-attribution theory becomes important.

Debt collection

The observable litigation record might contain:

Complaint « Summons ¢ Return of service * Contract/application * Account statements -
Transaction history ¢ Charge-off statement ¢ Bill of sale ¢ Assignment documents ¢ Affidavit °
Business records ¢ Answer ¢ Discovery responses

Don't yet say:
“The defendant owes the debt.”

That's a conclusion.

25



THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

Don't even say:
“Plaintiff owns the debt.”
Potential conclusion.

At ROD:

“There is a document entitled Bill of Sale dated X.”
“There is an account statement bearing the defendant's name.”

“The complaint alleges a balance of $8,742."”

Notice the discipline.
“The complaint alleges X” is observable.

“Xis true” is not established merely because the complaint says it.

Summary eviction

Now we inventory:

Dispossessory affidavit/complaint « Summons ¢ Return of service ¢ Lease * Rental ledger °
Notices « Demand for possession « Communications ¢ Payment records * Deeds/title
documents where relevant « Answer ¢ Exhibits

Georgia provides an excellent illustration of why we cannot jump the ladder. Its dispossessory
statute requires particular legal predicates, and Georgia cases recognize that the existence of
the requisite relationship can matter to the availability of the remedy.

At ROD we therefore don't begin:

“He is the landlord.”

We begin:

26



THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

“The complaint identifies X as landlord.”
“This document is titled Lease.”

“This document bears these signatures.”
“This ledger contains these entries.”

“This notice contains these words and this date.”

That's much different.

Judicial foreclosure

Because Georgia itself ordinarily uses nonjudicial foreclosure, | would make this third example
expressly generic judicial foreclosure rather than Georgia judicial foreclosure. Georgia's
Attorney General describes Georgia as a nonjudicial-foreclosure state.

Your ROD might include:

Foreclosure complaint « Summons ¢ Note * Mortgage/deed of trust « Endorsements ¢ Allonges
* Assignments ¢ Payment history ¢ Default notice ¢ Acceleration notice  Servicing records
Affidavits * Powers of attorney ¢ Recorded instruments ¢ Answer

Again:

“This document contains a blank endorsement.”

is different from:

“Plaintiff is the holder.”

The first describes something observable.
The second is a legal characterization/conclusion requiring law plus facts.

And that distinction is exactly what you're teaching.

27



THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

RUNG 2 — SELECTED FACTS AND EVIDENCE

Now somebody selects portions of ROD because not everything in the universe of available
information will be used.

The original Ladder expressly recognizes this selection problem: people necessarily select some
available data and leave other data out.

In litigation:

Debt: Plaintiff selects statements, contract, balance, assignment.
Eviction: Plaintiff selects lease, rent ledger, notice, demand.

Foreclosure: Plaintiff selects note, mortgage, assignment, default history.

And here's your first major classroom question:

“Who selected the evidence?”

Plaintiff?

Attorney?
Servicer?

Debt buyer?
Property manager?
Affiant?

Witness?

And then:

“What available data was not selected?”

Now the students can see why discovery matters.

Discovery can expose information sitting down at Rung One that one party did not select for
presentation at Rung Two.

28



THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

RUNG 3 — MEANING / INFERENCE

Now meaning is assigned.

Debt collection:

These statements represent an unpaid consumer obligation attributable to this defendant.

Eviction:

These documents establish a landlord-tenant relationship and an unfulfilled obligation or
terminated right of possession.

Foreclosure:

These instruments establish that this plaintiff possesses the legally relevant rights
concerning this loan.

We're climbing.
None of those propositions is identical to the physical documents themselves.
Meaning has been attributed to the documents.

This is where authentication, personal knowledge, hearsay, business-record foundations,
completeness, and source attribution start becoming enormously important.

RUNG 4 — NAME WHAT IS HAPPENING

This comes directly from the conceptual structure of the Systems Thinker ladder: after
interpreting selected information, people characterize what is happening.

Now watch what happens legally.

29



THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

Debt

“Default.”

“Debt owed.”

Eviction

“Nonpayment.”
“Holding over.”

“Unlawful possession.”

Foreclosure

“Mortgage default.”
“Acceleration.”

“Right to foreclose.”

Those words look simple.
But jurisprudentially they are powerful because they compress everything underneath them.

That's an important teaching phrase:

“Legal characterization compresses the lower rungs of the ladder.”

When somebody says “default,” an enormous number of factual propositions may be hiding
underneath that single word.

30



THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

RUNG 5 — APPLY THE GOVERNING LAW

Now we reach the rung where your Court Rules and Procedures class intersects directly with the
Ladder of Inference.

Ask:

What law makes the selected facts legally significant?

For debt collection, that may involve:
contract law + assignment law + limitations + evidentiary law + procedural law.
For eviction:

landlord-tenant statute + lease law + notice requirements + possession law + procedural rules
+ evidence law.

For judicial foreclosure:

note/instrument law + mortgage law + standing/entitlement-to-enforce principles + conditions
precedent + procedural law + evidence law.

This rung prevents a critical mistake:

Facts do not announce their own legal consequences.

Law supplies the legal standard against which those facts are evaluated.

RUNG 6 — ULTIMATE LEGAL CONCLUSION

Now we finally reach propositions like:

31



THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

Debt

“Plaintiff has established that Defendant is legally obligated to Plaintiff for $8,742.”
Eviction

“Plaintiff has established a present legal right to possession.”
Judicial foreclosure

“Plaintiff has established its entitlement to obtain a judgment of foreclosure.”

Notice how high we had to climb before reaching those statements.

This is where your distinction between fact, inference, assumption, presumption, and conclusion
becomes extremely valuable.

A litigant cannot properly take a proposition sitting at Rung Six and pretend it originated at
Rung One.

RUNG 7 — JUDICIAL ACTION

And now comes the ultimate consequence:

Debt

Enter money judgment.

Eviction

Issue judgment/writ for possession.

Judicial foreclosure

Enter foreclosure judgment and authorize the remedy provided by governing law.

That is the destination.
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And | would stop the class right there and say:

“Look at how far we traveled.”

At the bottom was:
documents, records, words, signatures, dates, transactions and events.

At the top is:

THE POWER OF THE STATE

A judgment.

A writ.

A monetary award.

Loss of possession.

Foreclosure of an interest in property.

That is why the integrity of every rung matters.
Now turn the ladder upside down
This may become the most powerful part of your exercise.
Tell your students:
“The plaintiff ordinarily climbs the ladder. The critical legal thinker learns to descend it.”
If the plaintiff says:

“l am entitled to judgment.”

Go down one rung:
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What legal conclusion supposedly entitles you to judgment?
l

What governing law produces that conclusion?

l

What characterization are you asking the court to accept?

l

What inference produced that characterization?

l

What evidence did you select?

l

WHAT IS THE RAW OBSERVABLE DATA?

And then comes your central question:

“Can every rung be traced to the rung beneath it?”

If the answer is no, you have located the inferential gap.

That doesn't automatically mean the case fails. It means you have identified the precise
proposition requiring further factual, evidentiary, or legal examination.

And that brings us straight back to your earlier Rules and Tools lesson:

ROD - Evidence - Inference - Characterization - Governing Law — Legal Conclusion — Judicial
Action

Then:

What rule governs the issue?

What evidence supports the proposition?
What assumption or inference is being made?

What procedural tool permits you to test it?
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That tool could be discovery, an objection, a request for admission, a motion to compel, motion
to dismiss where legally appropriate, summary-judgment procedure, cross-examination, a
motion in limine, or another device authorized by the particular jurisdiction and procedural
posture.

And | think you have a phrase here that could become part of the LEX — Legal Education
Excellence teaching method:

“Don't argue with the conclusion at the top of the ladder. Trace it back to the data at the
bottom.”

That connects the Ladder of Inference, source attribution, factual assertions, admissible
evidence, court rules, procedural tools, and your procedural roadmap into one unified analytical
system.

NEW YORK "BEARER INSTRUMENT

In New York foreclosure law, your focus on how the plaintiff came into possession of the note
hits the exact mechanism where the bank's "legal fiction" clashes with the strict reality of the
Uniform Commercial Code (UCC). [1]

You are entirely correct about the foregone conclusion: under New York jurisprudence
(specifically bolstered by CPLR 3012-b and landmark cases like Aurora Loan Services, LLC v.
Taylor), a plaintiff establishes prima facie (at first face) standing simply by attaching a copy of
the promissory note endorsed in blank (a bearer instrument) to the summons and complaint. [1,
2, 3,4]

Because attaching the copy creates a legal presumption that they hold the original, the bank
wants the judge to climb straight to Rung 5 (Conclusion: Standing Approved). To fight this, a
homeowner’s defense must aggressively attack the Assumptions (Rung 4) regarding physical
delivery. [1]

Here is how the Ladder of Inference operates when you legally demand to know how they got
the note:

The New York "Bearer Instrument" Possession Battle

[7. RESULTING ACTION] -> Summary Judgment Granted to Bank

PaN
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[6. ADOPTED BELIEFS] -> "They attached the note, so they must be the lawful holder"

PaN

[5. CONCLUSIONS] -> Standing is legally established prima facie
[4. ASSUMPTIONS] -> Presumption that the photocopy means lawful physical delivery
occurred prior to Day 1

~

[3. INTERPRETATION] -> The Complaint: "Plaintiff is in physical possession of the note"
[2. SELECTED DATA] -> A photocopy of a note with a blank endorsement attached to the
complaint

PaN

[1. REALITY / DATA] -> The actual chain of custody, the date of physical transit, the vault logs
1 The Legal Loophole: Presence vs. Lawful Possession

A bearer instrument under the UCC is enforceable by whoever physically holds it. But New York
law imposes a strict temporal requirement: the plaintiff must have physical possession prior to
or at the exact time the lawsuit is initiated. [1, 2, 3]

If a bank employee or third-party servicer physically grabs the original note out of a vault the
day after the lawyer files the complaint, the lawsuit is jurisdictionally defective, and the bank
lacks standing. [1]

Therefore, simply attaching a photocopy to the complaint (Rung 2) only proves they had a copy
of it on Day 1. It does not prove how or when the physical note arrived in their hands. [1]

1 How to Force the Bank Down the Ladder via Evidentiary Objections

To challenge the bank's foregone conclusion, your legal defense must target the admissibility
and foundation of the records they use to claim possession. You break their ladder using two
main strategies:

O The Hearsay / Business Records Foundation Objection: To prove they had the note before
filing, the bank will eventually submit an affidavit from a loan servicer employee stating:
"Based on my review of the company's books, the plaintiff took physical possession on X
date." Under New York law (CPLR 4518), you object that the affiant lacks personal
knowledge. If the servicer didn't originate the loan, they cannot testify to how or when a
previous bank physically mailed or transferred the note. [1, 2]

O The "Conclusory Affidavit" Defense: New York appellate courts (particularly the Second
Department) have routinely stripped banks of summary judgment when their affidavits are
"conclusory". If the bank simply says, "We are the holder and have possession," without
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providing factual details—such as who delivered it, what day it arrived, or pointing to a
specific "vault log" tracking the physical movement of the paper—they have failed to prove
physical delivery. [1, 2, 3]

1 Exposing the Ultimate Fiction: Securitization Timelines

The question of "how did they come into possession" often reveals a massive logical gap when
dealing with securitized trusts (like a Deutsche Bank or U.S. Bank trust). [, 2]

O The Fiction: The bank argues they hold the note as a bearer instrument today, so the
details don't matter.

O The Reality (Rung 1): Mortgage trusts have strict Closing Dates regulated by a Pooling and
Servicing Agreement (PSA) and New York Estates, Powers and Trusts Law (EPTL). If the
physical note was transferred into the trust years after the trust closed, that transfer may
be void. By demanding the exact transfer history, you expose that the plaintiff could not
have lawfully acquired the bearer instrument in the manner required by trust law. [1]

Summary: Forcing the "Trial of Fact"

By asking "how did you get it and when exactly did you touch it," you shift the case from a swift
legal assumption (Rung 4) to a triable issue of fact. In New York, if a homeowner raises a
specific, credible challenge to the physical delivery or chain of custody of a bearer note, the
judge cannot grant summary judgment to the bank. The bank is forced to bring out actual
witnesses and vault records to prove the physical history of the document. [1, 2]
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LEGAL CONCLUSION
AURORA HAD STANDING
A

APPLICATION OF LAW
Holder/possession at commencement
establishes standing
A
|
ULTIMATE HISTORICAL FACT
Aurora possessed original note
before commencement
A

REASONABLE INFERENCE
Physical delivery occurred before
May 24 commencement
A
|
EVIDENTIARY PROPOSITIONS
Aurora custody beginning May 20
+ note/allonge + entity authority
A
|
SOURCE ATTRIBUTION
Holland affidavit / records
PSA / servicing documentation
A
|
ADMISSIBLE EVIDENCE
affidavit + documents
A
|
REAL OBSERVABLE DATA (ROD)
Note e Allonge ¢ Dates ¢ Records
Agreements ¢ Affidavit ¢ Complaint

FEATURED CASE

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF FULTON COUNTY
STATE OF GEORGIA
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Woman

Petitioner/Plaintiff v. CITY PARK APARTMENTS, REMG CORPORATION, and TW CITY PARK OWNER,
LLC,

Respondents/Defendant.

Civil Action File No.:

VERIFIED EMERGENCY PETITION AND MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER,
INTERLOCUTORY INJUNCTION, DECLARATORY RELIEF, AND EQUITABLE RELIEF TO STAY
EXECUTION OF WRIT OF POSSESSION PENDING DETERMINATION OF VOID / NULLITY
CHALLENGE

Petitioner/Plaintiff, Woman, appearing pro se, and files this Verified Emergency Petition and
Motion for Temporary Restraining Order, Interlocutory Injunction, Declaratory Relief, and
Equitable Relief to Stay Execution of Writ of Possession Pending Determination of Void / Nullity
Challenge.

Petitioner seeks immediate temporary relief because the writ of possession has already been
transmitted to, or is in the possession of, the Fulton County Marshal’s Office or other executing
authority and may be executed at any time. Petitioner seeks to preserve the status quo before
removal occurs and before a court determines whether the underlying dispossessory judgment
and writ rest upon a valid action commenced by a legally cognizable plaintiff, landlord, owner,
or authorized representative under O.C.G.A. § 44-7-50.

This Petition does not ask the Court to relitigate ordinary defenses to the dispossessory case. It
seeks temporary restraint of writ execution because the record does not reflect that the party
who invoked Georgia’s summary dispossessory process had legal existence, landlord status,
ownership, agency authority, or original-affiant authority when the Magistrate Court action was
commenced.

I. NATURE OF ACTION AND EMERGENCY RELIEF REQUESTED

This is a verified emergency action for temporary restraining order, interlocutory injunction,
declaratory relief, and equitable relief under O.C.G.A. § 9-11-65.

The emergency is immediate. The writ of possession has already been transmitted to, oris in
the possession of, the executing authority and may be executed at any point. If execution
occurs before judicial review of the threshold void/nullity issue, Petitioner may be dispossessed
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from her home before any court determines whether the underlying dispossessory action was
validly commenced.

Petitioner asks this Court to temporarily restrain Respondents/Defendants, and all persons
acting in concert with them after notice, from executing, causing execution, enforcing, or
relying upon any writ of possession arising from Fulton County Magistrate Court Civil File No.
26ED381802 until the Court determines whether the underlying dispossessory action was
commenced by a legal plaintiff or authorized statutory actor.

Petitioner also seeks an expedited interlocutory injunction hearing and declaratory or equitable
determination of whether the writ may be enforced where the record does not establish that
City Park Apartments, REMG Corporation, or TW City Park Owner, LLC was a legal plaintiff,
landlord, owner, or authorized representative under O.C.G.A. § 44-7-50.

Il. PARTIES, JURISDICTION, AND VENUE

Petitioner/Plaintiff Woman is the tenant and resident in possession of 415 Fairburn Road SW,
Unit 1008, Atlanta, Georgia 30331.

Respondent/Defendant City Park Apartments was named in the underlying Magistrate Court
dispossessory action. Petitioner alleges that the record does not establish that City Park
Apartments is a corporation, limited liability company, partnership, natural person, registered
trade name tied to a legal person, or other entity capable of suing under Georgia law.

Respondent/Defendant REMG Corporation was also named in the underlying Magistrate Court
dispossessory action and appeared through counsel in the prior Superior Court review
proceeding. Petitioner alleges that the record does not establish by admissible evidence that
REMG Corporation was the owner, landlord, or authorized agent of the owner when the
dispossessory affidavit was filed.

Respondent/Defendant TW City Park Owner, LLC was identified in a later affidavit filed in the
prior Superior Court proceeding as the alleged current owner. Petitioner alleges that the record
does not establish when TW City Park Owner, LLC allegedly acquired the property from Atlanta
101 GA LLC, whether any lease rights were assigned, or whether TW City Park Owner, LLC
authorized REMG Corporation or the original affiant to commence the dispossessory action.

Venue is proper in Fulton County because the property, underlying Magistrate Court
dispossessory action, prior Superior Court review proceeding, and writ execution all arise in
Fulton County.

This Court has authority to exercise the powers of a court of equity, appellate jurisdiction from
magistrate-court judgments as provided by law, and general supervision over inferior tribunals,
including the power to review and correct magistrate judgments in the manner prescribed by
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law. O.C.G.A. § 15-6-8(2), (3), (4). The Court also has authority to issue temporary restraining
orders and injunctions under O.C.G.A. § 9-11-65.

Ill. MATERIAL FACTS SHOWN BY THE RECORD

The underlying dispossessory action was filed in Fulton County Magistrate Court as Civil File No.
26ED381802 in the name City Park Apartments / REMG Corporation. Petitioner’s lease identifies
Atlanta 101 GA LLC as owner/landlord. Before judgment was entered, Petitioner challenged
whether the named Plaintiff was a legal entity and whether the named Plaintiff was the landlord
identified in the lease.

On April 20, 2026, the Magistrate Court entered an order recognizing that Petitioner had
asserted that Plaintiff was not a legal entity and that the named Plaintiff was not the company
identified as landlord in the lease. The order set the matter for hearing so evidence could be
heard on that issue and stayed the then-pending writ application.

On May 20, 2026, the Magistrate Court entered judgment awarding possession, a money
judgment, and rent-registry conditions. Petitioner then filed a Petition for Review in Superior
Court, Civil Action File No. 26CVv007460.

In the prior Superior Court proceeding, Respondents relied on an affidavit from Joseph Beasley,
Jr. That affidavit stated that REMG Corporation serves as property manager for City Park
Apartments and that TW City Park Owner, LLC currently owns City Park Apartments. It further
stated that TW City Park Owner, LLC acquired the property from Atlanta 101 GA LLC.

The Beasley affidavit did not attach a deed from Atlanta 101 GA LLC to TW City Park Owner,
LLC. It did not attach an acquisition date, assignment of leases and rents, management
agreement, written owner authorization, Uniform Magistrate Court Rule 31 designation, written
authority for the original dispossessory affiant, authenticated rent ledger, or business-records
foundation.

On August 19, 2026, the Superior Court entered an order reissuing the writ of possession
instanter based on alleged noncompliance with rent-registry requirements. On August 28, 2026,
the Superior Court dismissed the Petition for Review as filed from a posture of default and
dismissed all pending motions as moot. The August 28 order states that Petitioner filed a late
answer, that default was never opened, and that Petitioner was required to proceed by petition
for writ of certiorari.

The August 28 dismissal order did not determine whether City Park Apartments is a legal entity
capable of suing. It did not determine whether REMG Corporation was the owner, landlord, or
authorized agent of the owner when the dispossessory affidavit was filed. It did not determine
whether TW City Park Owner, LLC owned the property when the dispossessory affidavit was
filed. It did not identify any deed, assignment of leases, management agreement, written owner

41



THE EVIDENTIARY LADDER

authorization, Rule 31 designation, or original-affiant authority. It did not determine whether the
Magistrate Court dispossessory action was a nullity under Russell v. O’'Donnell.

IV. THE VOID / NULLITY ISSUE IS ANTECEDENT TO DEFAULT, REGISTRY ENFORCEMENT,
AND WRIT EXECUTION

0.C.G.A. § 44-7-50 identifies who may invoke Georgia’s dispossessory remedy. In the applicable
statutory posture, the owner or the agent, attorney at law, or attorney in fact of such owner
may make the dispossessory affidavit. The statute does not authorize an apartment-community
name, property label, nonentity, or unproven management company to invoke the
dispossessory remedy without proof of legal existence and authority.

Georgia law requires a legal entity as the real plaintiff and real defendant in every suit. Cravey
v. Southeastern Underwriters Ass'n, 214 Ga. 450, 453, 105 S.E.2d 497 (1958). Georgia
recognizes capacity to sue and be sued in natural persons, artificial persons such as
corporations, and quasi-artificial persons recognized by law. Clark v. Fitzgerald Water, Light &
Bond Comm’n, 284 Ga. 12, 12-13, 663 S.E.2d 237 (2008).

Russell v. O’'Donnell, 132 Ga. App. 294, 208 S.E.2d 107 (1974), arose from a dispossessory
complaint filed in the name “Ansley Forest Apartments.” The Georgia Court of Appeals held that
an action cannot be maintained in a plaintiff name that is neither a natural person, a
partnership, nor an artificial person recognized by law as capable of suing, and the trial court
erred in refusing to dismiss the complaint.

Russell is directly material because this dispossessory action was filed in the name City Park
Apartments / REMG Corporation. The record does not establish that City Park Apartments is a
legal entity capable of suing. The record also does not establish that REMG Corporation was the
owner or authorized agent of the owner at the time the dispossessory affidavit was filed. If the
action was commenced by a nonentity or unproven agent, then the judgment and writ do not
merely involve ordinary error; they arise from an action Petitioner contends was void or a nullity
under Russell and O.C.G.A. § 44-7-50.

Default does not cure that defect. Default may have consequences in a valid action, but default
cannot create a legal plaintiff, transform a property name into a legal entity, create landlord
status, prove ownership, supply agency authority, or provide original-affiant authority. If Russell
applies, there was no plaintiff and no action capable of supporting default judgment, registry
enforcement, or writ execution.

V. THE PRIOR DISMISSAL ORDER DOES NOT RESOLVE
THE VOID / NULLITY ISSUE

The August 28 order relied on Abushmais v. Erby, 282 Ga. 619, 652 S.E.2d 549 (2007), to
conclude that Petitioner should have proceeded by certiorari. Petitioner does not ask this Court
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to disregard Abushmais. Petitioner recognizes that Abushmais addresses the review vehicle for
a Magistrate Court default judgment.

The present Petition is narrower. Abushmais does not decide whether a nonentity plaintiff may
obtain an enforceable dispossessory judgment. It does not decide whether an apartment-
community name may sue. It does not decide whether a property manager may invoke O.C.G.A.
§ 44-7-50 without admissible proof of owner authorization. It does not decide whether a later
affidavit can cure defective commencement. It does not overrule Russell.

The prior dismissal of the Petition for Review therefore did not adjudicate the antecedent
question whether the underlying Magistrate Court dispossessory action was void or a nullity for
lack of legal plaintiff and statutory authority.

V1. TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND INJUNCTIVE
RELIEF ARE NECESSARY

A temporary restraining order is necessary because the writ is already with the Marshal or other
executing authority and may be executed at any time. Once execution occurs, Petitioner faces
immediate loss of possession of her home and removal of her property before a court
determines whether the underlying writ arose from a valid dispossessory action.

The harm is irreparable in practical effect. Money damages would not adequately restore the
status quo if Petitioner is locked out before judicial determination of the legal-existence and
statutory-authority issue. Temporary restraint would preserve the status quo only; it would not
finally adjudicate possession or award permanent relief to Petitioner.

The balance of harms favors temporary restraint. Respondents can be required to prove legal
existence, ownership, agency authority, original-affiant authority, and statutory entitlement
under O.C.G.A. § 44-7-50 before enforcing the writ. Petitioner, by contrast, faces immediate
dispossession if the writ is executed first.

The public interest also favors temporary restraint. Georgia’s summary dispossessory process
should not be enforced by writ where the record has not first established that the claimant
invoking the statute is a legal plaintiff or authorized statutory actor.

VIl. PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS SUPPORTS TEMPORARY RESTRAINT

Procedural due process supports temporary restraint before state-assisted dispossession
occurs. Under Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319 (1976), the Court balances the private interest
affected, the risk of erroneous deprivation and value of additional safeguards, and the
government’s interest, including the function involved.

Here, the private interest is Petitioner’'s continued possession of her home. The risk of
erroneous deprivation is high if a writ executes before a court determines whether Respondents
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were legal plaintiffs or authorized statutory actors under O.C.G.A. § 44-7-50. The value of
additional safeguards is substantial because a temporary stay, hearing, and determination of
legal capacity and statutory authority directly reduce the risk of wrongful dispossession.

The government’s interest includes this Court’s statutory function to exercise equity jurisdiction
and to review and correct judgments of inferior tribunals in the manner prescribed by law.
0.C.G.A. § 15-6-8(2), (4). That function is served by preserving the status quo until the void/
nullity issue is determined.

VIII. NOTICE, HEARING, AND SECURITY UNDER O.C.G.A. § 9-11-65

Petitioner seeks emergency relief with notice to Respondents. Petitioner is serving this Petition
and Motion on Respondents’ counsel by e-service, email, U.S. mail, hand delivery, or other
available method.

Petitioner does not request ex parte relief if the Court can hear the matter on notice before
execution occurs. If execution is scheduled or attempted before Respondents can be heard,
Petitioner requests temporary relief to prevent immediate and irreparable injury before the
matter can be heard, based on the verified facts stated in this Petition and supporting exhibits.

If a temporary restraining order is granted, Petitioner requests that the Court set the matter for
an interlocutory injunction hearing at the earliest possible time as contemplated by O.C.G.A. §
9-11-65. The statute provides that where a TRO is granted without notice, the motion for
interlocutory injunction must be set for hearing at the earliest possible time and takes
precedence over most matters.

Petitioner requests that no bond, or only nominal security, be required because the requested
relief preserves the status quo pending determination of whether the writ rests on a void or
nullity judgment. O.C.G.A. § 9-11-65 gives the Court discretion concerning security as a
prerequisite to restraining order or interlocutory injunction relief.

IX. REQUEST FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Petitioner respectfully requests that this Court:

1 Accept this Verified Emergency Petition and Motion for filing as a new civil action;

2 Issue a Temporary Restraining Order under O.C.G.A. § 9-11-65 temporarily restraining
Respondents/Defendants, and all persons acting in concert with them after notice, from
executing, causing execution, enforcing, or relying upon any writ of possession arising from
Fulton County Magistrate Court Civil File No. 26ED381802;

3 Direct Respondents/Defendants to immediately provide notice of any TRO to the Fulton
County Sheriff's Office, Fulton County Marshal’s Office, and any officer or agency asked to
execute the writ;
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4 Direct that no writ of possession issue or be executed concerning 415 Fairburn Road SW,
Unit 1008, Atlanta, Georgia 30331, until further order of this Court;

5 Set the matter for an expedited interlocutory injunction hearing under O.C.G.A. § 9-11-65;

6 Require Respondents/Defendants to produce admissible evidence of legal existence,
landlord status, ownership, agency authority, original-affiant authority, Rule 31 authority,
and entitlement to invoke O.C.G.A. § 44-7-50;

7 Determine whether the underlying dispossessory action was commenced by a legally
cognizable plaintiff, landlord, owner, or authorized representative under O.C.G.A. § 44-7-50;

8 Determine whether Russell v. O’'Donnell requires treating the underlying dispossessory
action as void or a nullity if the named plaintiff does not import a legal entity;

9 Preserve the status quo pending determination of whether the Magistrate Court judgment
and writ are void, voidable, or unenforceable;

10 Grant declaratory relief consistent with the Court’s determination of legal capacity,
statutory authority, and enforceability of the writ;

11 Require no bond or only nominal security; and
12 Grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted this __ day of , 2026.

Woman

Petitioner/Plaintiff Pro Se
000 Joy Road SW, Unit 0000
Atlanta, Georgia 0000

VERIFICATION

Personally appeared before the undersigned officer duly authorized to administer oaths,
Woman, who, after being duly sworn, states as follows:

I am the Petitioner/Plaintiff in this action. | have read the foregoing Verified Emergency Petition
and Motion for Temporary Restraining Order, Interlocutory Injunction, Declaratory Relief, and
Equitable Relief. The factual statements made in this Petition are true and correct to the best of
my personal knowledge, information, and belief, based on the documents | received or
reviewed, the court records in the prior proceedings, and events | personally observed or
participated in.

This __ day of , 2026.
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Woman

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this __ day of , 2026.

Notary Public
My Commission Expires:
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE AND NOTICE

| certify that | served a copy of this Verified Emergency Petition and Motion for Temporary
Restraining Order, Interlocutory Injunction, Declaratory Relief, and Equitable Relief to Stay
Execution of Writ of Possession Pending Determination of Void / Nullity Challenge upon
Respondents’ counsel by:

[0 e-service through Odyssey eFile Georgia
O email

U.S. Mail

0 hand delivery

O other:

Counsel served:

Gracy M. Barksdale

Attorney for Respondents/Defendants
Post Office Box 311856

Atlanta, Georgia 31131

Email: gracybarksdale@bellsouth.net
Email: gracy@lawyer.com

| further certify that this filing is being served with notice and is not submitted as an ex parte
request unless immediate writ execution is scheduled or attempted before Respondents can be
heard.

This __ day of , 2026.

Woman
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REFERENCE

COURT HIERARCHY

How the trial, appellate and supreme courts of a state
fit together.

CLASS 2 - COURT RULES AND PROCEDURES



COURT HIERARCHY

Alabama
O Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts, Probate Courts, and District Courts.
O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Courts: Court of Civil Appeals and Court of Criminal Appeals.
O Highest Court: Alabama Supreme Court.

STATE CIVIL PROCEDURE FRAMEWORK

Alabama has a unified set of Alabama Rules of Civil Procedure, which apply broadly to civil
actions.

Alaska
O Trial Courts: District Courts (limited) and Superior Courts (general).
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Alaska Court of Appeals (primarily criminal).
O Highest Court: Alaska Supreme Court.
O
Arizona
O Limited Trial Courts: Municipal (City) Courts and Justice Courts.
O General Trial Court: Superior Court of Arizona.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Arizona Court of Appeals (Divisions 1 and 2).
O Highest Court: Arizona Supreme Court.
Arkansas
O Limited Trial Court: District Courts (formerly City or Municipal Courts).
O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Arkansas Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Arkansas Supreme Court.
California

O Trial Court: Superior Courts (unified system in each of the 58 counties).
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O

O

Intermediate Appellate Court: California Courts of Appeal (6 districts).

Highest Court: Supreme Court of California.

Colorado

O

O

O

O

Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts and County Courts.

General Trial Court: District Courts (includes specialized Water, Probate, and Juvenile
courts).

Intermediate Appellate Court: Colorado Court of Appeals.

Highest Court: Colorado Supreme Court.

Connecticut

O

O

O

O

Limited Trial Court: Probate Courts.
General Trial Court: Superior Court (unified system).
Intermediate Appellate Court: Connecticut Appellate Court.

Highest Court: Connecticut Supreme Court.

Delaware

O

O

O

Limited Trial Courts: Justice of the Peace Courts, Alderman’s Courts, and Court of

Common Pleas.
General Trial/Equity Courts: Superior Court and Court of Chancery.

Highest Court: Delaware Supreme Court.
(Note: Delaware does not have a separate intermediate appellate court; most appeals from
Superior and Chancery courts go directly to the Supreme Court.)

Florida

O

Limited Trial Court: County Courts.
General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.
Intermediate Appellate Court: District Courts of Appeal.

Highest Court: Florida Supreme Court.

Georgia

O

Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts, Magistrate Courts, Probate Courts, Juvenile
Courts, and State Courts.

O General Trial Court: Superior Courts (also include a State-wide Business Court).
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O Intermediate Appellate Court: Court of Appeals of Georgia.
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Georgia.
Hawaii

O Limited Trial Courts: District Courts and specialized divisions like Family Courts,
Environmental Court, Land Court, and Tax Appeal Court.

O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Hawaii Intermediate Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Hawaii Supreme Court.
Idaho
O Limited Trial Court: Magistrate Division of the District Court.
O General Trial Court: District Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Idaho Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Idaho Supreme Court.
lllinois
O Trial Court: Circuit Courts (unified system with Circuit and Associate Judges).
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Illinois Appellate Court (divided into 5 districts).
O Highest Court: lllinois Supreme Court.
Indiana
O Limited Trial Courts: City Courts, Town Courts, and Small Claims Courts.
O General Trial Courts: Circuit Courts and Superior Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Courts: Court of Appeals of Indiana and the Indiana Tax Court.
O Highest Court: Indiana Supreme Court.
lowa
O Trial Court: District Courts (unified system including magistrate and associate judges).
O Intermediate Appellate Court: lowa Court of Appeals.

O Highest Court: lowa Supreme Court.
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Kansas
O Limited Trial Court: Municipal Courts.
O General Trial Court: District Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Kansas Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Kansas Supreme Court.
Kentucky
O Limited Trial Court: District Courts.
O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts (includes Family Court divisions).
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Kentucky Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Kentucky.
Louisiana
O Limited Trial Courts: Justice of the Peace Courts, Mayor’s Courts, City Courts, Parish
Courts, and specialized Juvenile/Family Courts.
O General Trial Court: District Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Louisiana Courts of Appeal (divided into 5 circuits).
O Highest Court: Louisiana Supreme Court.
Maine
O Limited Trial Courts: District Court (minor crimes, civil, family) and Probate Courts (wills,
estates).
O General Trial Court: Superior Court (felonies and major civil cases).
O Highest Court: Maine Supreme Judicial Court (sitting as the Law Court).
O Note: Maine does not have an intermediate appellate court.
Maryland
O Limited Trial Courts: District Court of Maryland and Orphans’ Court (probate).
O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Appellate Court of Maryland (formerly Court of Special
Appeals).
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Maryland (formerly Court of Appeals).
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Massachusetts

O Trial Court Departments: District Court, Boston Municipal Court, Superior Court, and
specialized courts (Land, Housing, Juvenile, Probate & Family).

O Intermediate Appellate Court: Massachusetts Appeals Court.
O Highest Court: Supreme Judicial Court.
Michigan

O Trial Courts: District, Municipal, and Probate Courts; Circuit Court (including Court of
Claims).

O Appellate Courts: Michigan Court of Appeals, and Michigan Supreme Court.
Minnesota

O Trial Court: District Courts (10 districts).

O Appellate Courts: Minnesota Court of Appeals, and Minnesota Supreme Court.
Maine

O Limited Trial Courts: Probate Courts.

O General Trial Courts: District Court and Superior Court.

O Highest Court: Maine Supreme Judicial Court.
(Note: Maine does not have an intermediate appellate court; appeals go directly to the
Supreme Judicial Court, which sits as the "Law Court.")

Maryland
O Limited Trial Court: District Court of Maryland.
O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.

O Intermediate Appellate Court: Appellate Court of Maryland (formerly Court of Special
Appeals).

O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Maryland (formerly Court of Appeals).
Massachusetts

O Trial Court Departments: District Court, Boston Municipal Court, Housing Court, Juvenile
Court, Land Court, and Probate and Family Court.

O General Trial Court: Superior Court.

O Intermediate Appellate Court: Massachusetts Appeals Court.
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O Highest Court: Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court.
Michigan
O Limited Trial Courts: District Courts, Municipal Courts, and Probate Courts.
O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts (includes a Court of Claims).
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Michigan Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Michigan Supreme Court.
Minnesota
O Trial Court: District Courts (unified system across 10 judicial districts).
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Minnesota Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Minnesota Supreme Court.
Mississippi
O Limited Trial Courts: Justice Courts, Municipal Courts, and County Courts.
O General Trial/Equity Courts: Circuit Courts and Chancery Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Court of Appeals of Mississippi.
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Mississippi.
Missouri
O Limited Trial Court: Municipal Courts.
O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts (organized into 46 circuits).
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Missouri Court of Appeals (divided into 3 districts).
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Missouri.
Montana
O Limited Trial Courts: Justice Courts, City Courts, Municipal Courts, and Water Court.
O General Trial Court: District Courts.

O Highest Court: Montana Supreme Court.
(Note: Montana does not have an intermediate appellate court.)

Nebraska

O Limited Trial Courts: County Courts, Juvenile Courts, and Workers' Compensation Court.
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O General Trial Court: District Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Nebraska Court of Appeals.

O Highest Court: Nebraska Supreme Court.

Nevada
O Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts and Justice Courts.
O General Trial Court: District Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Nevada Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Nevada.

New Hampshire

O Trial Court: Circuit Court (includes District, Probate, and Family divisions) and Superior

Court.

O Highest Court: New Hampshire Supreme Court.
(Note: New Hampshire does not have an intermediate appellate court.)

New Jersey
O Limited Trial Court: Municipal Courts.

O General Trial Court: Superior Court (organized into various divisions like Law and
Chancery).

O Intermediate Appellate Court: Superior Court, Appellate Division.
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of New Jersey.
New Mexico
O Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts, Probate Courts, and Magistrate Courts.
O General Trial Court: District Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: New Mexico Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: New Mexico Supreme Court.
New York

O Limited Trial Courts: Town and Village Justice Courts, City Courts, District Courts,
Surrogate's Courts, and Family Courts.

O General Trial Court: Supreme Court (Confusingly, this is the name of the trial court in
NY).



O

O

Intermediate Appellate Court: Appellate Divisions of the Supreme Court and Appellate
Terms of the Supreme Court.

Highest Court: New York Court of Appeals.

North Carolina

O

O

O

O

Limited Trial Court: District Courts.
General Trial Court: Superior Courts.
Intermediate Appellate Court: North Carolina Court of Appeals.

Highest Court: Supreme Court of North Carolina.

North Dakota

O Limited Trial Court: Municipal Courts.
O General Trial Court: District Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: North Dakota Court of Appeals (Assists the Supreme
Court as needed).
O Highest Court: North Dakota Supreme Court.
Ohio
O Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts, County Courts, and Mayor’s Courts.
O General Trial Court: Courts of Common Pleas (includes Probate, Juvenile, and Domestic
Relations divisions).
O Intermediate Appellate Court: District Courts of Appeals (12 districts).
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Ohio.
Oklahoma
O Limited Trial Court: Municipal Courts.
O General Trial Court: District Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Oklahoma Court of Civil Appeals.
O Highest Courts: Oklahoma has a dual system for its highest courts:
O Supreme Court of Oklahoma (Civil cases).
O Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals (Criminal cases).
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Oregon
O Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts, Justice Courts, and County Courts.
O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts (also includes a Tax Court).
O Intermediate Appellate Court: Oregon Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Oregon Supreme Court.
Pennsylvania

O Limited Trial Courts: Magisterial District Courts and Municipal Courts (Philadelphia and
Pittsburgh).

O General Trial Court: Courts of Common Pleas.

Intermediate Appellate Courts: Superior Court (private/criminal matters) and
Commonwealth Court (government/public matters).

O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Pennsylvania.
Rhode Island

O Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts, Probate Courts, Traffic Tribunal, and Workers'
Compensation Court.

O General Trial Courts: District Court, Family Court, and Superior Court.

Highest Court: Rhode Island Supreme Court.
(Note: Rhode Island does not have an intermediate appellate court.)

South Carolina

O Limited Trial Courts: Magistrate Courts, Municipal Courts, Probate Courts, and Family
Courts.

O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Court: South Carolina Court of Appeals.
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of South Carolina.
South Dakota
O Limited Trial Court: Magistrate Courts.
O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.

O Highest Court: South Dakota Supreme Court.
(Note: South Dakota does not have an intermediate appellate court.)
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O
Tennessee

O Limited Trial Courts: Juvenile Courts, Probate Courts, Municipal (City) Courts, and
General Sessions Courts.

O General Trial Courts: Circuit Courts and Chancery Courts.
O Intermediate Appellate Courts: Court of Appeals (civil) and Court of Criminal Appeals.
O Highest Court: Supreme Court of Tennessee.

Texas

O Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts, Justice of the Peace Courts, Constitutional County
Courts, and Statutory County Courts (at Law/Probate).

General Trial Court: District Courts.
Intermediate Appellate Court: Courts of Appeals (14 districts).

Highest Courts: Like Oklahoma, Texas has a dual system:

O O O O

Supreme Court of Texas (Final court for civil/juvenile cases).

O Texas Court of Criminal Appeals (Final court for criminal cases).
Utah

O Limited Trial Courts: Justice Courts and Juvenile Courts.

O General Trial Court: District Courts.

O Intermediate Appellate Court: Utah Court of Appeals.

O Highest Court: Utah Supreme Court.
Vermont

O Trial Court: Vermont Superior Court (organized into civil, criminal, environmental, family,
and probate divisions).

O Highest Court: Vermont Supreme Court.
(Note: Vermont does not have an intermediate appellate court.)

Virginia

O Limited Trial Court: General District Courts and Juvenile & Domestic Relations District
Courts.

O General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.
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O

O

Intermediate Appellate Court: Court of Appeals of Virginia.

Highest Court: Supreme Court of Virginia.

Washington

O

O

O

O

Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts and District Courts.
General Trial Court: Superior Court.
Intermediate Appellate Court: Washington Court of Appeals (3 divisions).

Highest Court: Washington Supreme Court.

West Virginia

O

O
O
O

Limited Trial Courts: Magistrate Courts, Family Courts, and Municipal Courts.

General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.

Intermediate Appellate Court: Intermediate Court of Appeals of West Virginia.

Highest Court: Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia.

Wisconsin

O

O

O

O

Limited Trial Court: Municipal Courts.
General Trial Court: Circuit Courts.
Intermediate Appellate Court: Wisconsin Court of Appeals (4 districts).

Highest Court: Wisconsin Supreme Court.

Wyoming

O

O

O

Limited Trial Courts: Municipal Courts and Circuit Courts.
General Trial Court: District Courts.

Highest Court: Wyoming Supreme Court.
(Note: Wyoming does not have an intermediate appellate court.)
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COURT STRUCTURE AND PROCEDURE BY STATE

ALABAMA

State Civil Procedure Framework

O Alabama has a unified set of Alabama Rules of Civil Procedure, which apply broadly to
civil actions.

Applicability in District/Magistrate Courts

O Under Alabama Code § 12-12-11, the Alabama Rules of Civil Procedure apply to all civil
actions brought in the District Court unless the rule conflicts with statutory provisions
or unless the Supreme Court of Alabama creates an exception by rule.

O In Alabama, District Courts (which include magistrate and limited jurisdiction civil
functions) are typically regarded as courts of general civil jurisdiction for procedure
purposes, even if their subject matter jurisdiction is limited.

Applicability

IN SHORT

The Alabama Rules of Civil Procedure do apply in District Court civil actions (the
courts where most limited civil claims occur), subject only to statutory exceptions or
Supreme Court rule modifications.
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ALASKA

State Civil Procedure Framework

O Alaska has a consolidated Alaska Rules of Court that govern practice and procedure in
civil actions across its trial courts, adopted by the Alaska Supreme Court under
constitutional authority.

O The Alaska Rules of Civil Procedure specifically apply to civil actions in Superior Court
and, “so far as applicable,” the District Court.

District and Magistrate Courts

O Alaska’s District Courts hear civil claims (including small claims) up to statutory
jurisdictional limits; District Court proceedings use Alaska’s civil procedural rules to
govern filing, service, pleadings, and discovery.

O Magistrates in Alaska serve primarily judicial support functions (issuing warrants and
preliminary matters) but do not generally preside over civil trials the way Georgia
Magistrate Courts do.

Applicability

IN SHORT

The full Alaska Rules of Civil Procedure apply in civil actions in District Court, and they
are part of the unified statewide civil rules system.

Comparison to Georgia: Different — Alaska does not segregate a separate small-claims court
where general civil procedural rules are categorically inapplicable; instead, civil procedure rules
apply across civil trial courts, modified only “as applicable.”
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ARKANSAS

Court Structure & Jurisdiction

In Arkansas, small claims matters are handled within the District Courts, which have
jurisdiction for minor civil disputes (typically claims = $5,000). Although these courts are part of
the state trial court system, the small claims division functions with special procedural rules
designed for informal adjudication.

Applicability of Civil Procedure Rules

O Arkansas has its own Arkansas Rules of Civil Procedure that generally govern civil
actions in the courts.

O However, for the small claims division of the District Court (claims = $5,000), relaxed
procedural rules — distinct from the full Arkansas Rules of Civil Procedure — govern the
process. This includes simplified filing, evidence handling, and representation rules.

O Specifically, attorneys are generally not permitted in Arkansas small claims
proceedings, and failure to comply with the simplified process can result in transfer to the
civil docket.

This structure means that, in practice, Arkansas small claims procedures are not subject to
the full set of general civil rules — much like Georgia’s Magistrate Court operates under its
own practice framework.

Conclusion for Arkansas

IN SHORT

Arkansas does have a lower court forum (small claims) governed by its own
relaxed procedural rules rather than the full statewide Arkansas Rules of Civil
Procedure.

] This parallels Georgia’s system insofar as a limited jurisdiction court uses its own procedural
regime rather than the general civil procedure code.

62



COURT STRUCTURE AND PROCEDURE BY STATE

CALIFORNIA

Court Structure
In California, the state trial court system consists of Superior Courts in each county, which

have general jurisdiction over all civil and criminal cases not otherwise assigned elsewhere.

Within the superior courts, special divisions exist for Small Claims Court and limited civil
cases, but these are divisions of the same Superior Court, not separate courts with
independent procedural codes.

Applicability of General Civil Procedure Rules

General Civil Procedure

California’s general civil procedure rules are found mainly in the California Code of Civil
Procedure (CCP). These statutes govern pleading, service, evidence rules, motion practice,
trial procedure, etc., for civil actions.

Small Claims Division

California’s Small Claims Court is created by statute (CCP §§116.110 etseq.) and has its own
streamlined procedures tailored to quick, informal resolution of minor disputes.

Key aspects include:
O Simplified, informal rules focused on accessibility and speed.
O Attorneys generally not permitted at trial in Small Claims.

O Rules of evidence and formal procedure do not strictly apply as they would in a
regular civil action.

O The small claims process and limits are defined by special statutory provisions in the CCP
(e.g.,88116.210-116.950), distinct from the typical code sections for general civil actions.

These special provisions govern filing, service, hearings, judgments, and appeals for small
claims cases, and they take precedence when they conflict with the general civil procedure
rules.
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Legal Conclusion — California

IN SHORT

California does not apply the state’s full general civil procedure rules (i.e.,
ordinary CCP rules) in its Small Claims division in the same way they apply in

general civil or limited civil actions.

Instead, small claims actions proceed under distinct statutory procedural rules set
out specifically for that division of the superior court, which are simpler and more

informal.
This means that:

O Small Claims Court operates with its own procedural regime, separate from general
civil practice in superior court.

O California small claims procedure is not fully governed by the general civil procedure
rules — making it functionally similar to states like Georgia where lower/limited courts

have their own procedures.

64



COURT STRUCTURE AND PROCEDURE BY STATE

COLORADO

Court Structure

O

Colorado has County Courts with limited jurisdiction and a designated Small Claims
Division handling civil disputes with money at issue up to a specified limit (currently
$7,500). These cases are part of the county court system, not a separate court like
Georgia’s Magistrate Court, but they proceed under a special set of procedural rules
designed for small claims cases.

Procedural Rules in Small Claims

Distinct Small Claims Rules

O

Colorado’s small claims cases are governed by the Colorado Rules of Procedure for
Small Claims Court (often Rules 501-521), which are separate from the general Colorado
Rules of Civil Procedure (C.R.C.P.) that govern general civil actions.

The Colorado Rules of County Court Civil Procedure (Chapter 25) govern ordinary civil
actions in county court but do not automatically apply to small claims matters.

Importantly, Colorado small claims procedure is simplified and tailored for
informal resolution — e.g., streamlined service, limited pretrial procedure, and typically

no formal discovery.

Distinct Procedures from General Civil Rules

O

O

In Colorado small claims cases:

Parties normally represent themselves without attorneys (although defendants may retain
counsel with notice).

Formal rules of evidence and civil procedure (as applied in general civil actions under
C.R.C.P.) are not strictly followed and are replaced by the simpler small claims rules.

These rules are statutory and procedural — and specifically govern how cases are filed,
served, and tried in small claims.

Statutory Basis

O The jurisdiction of small claims court is defined by statute (e.g., Colorado Revised Statutes

§ 13-6-403), and the procedural rules referenced above implement that statutory

framework.
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Conclusion — Colorado

IN SHORT

Colorado does qualify under Option 3 criteria:

Even though the small claims forum is a division of county court, it operates under a distinct
procedural regime (Colorado Rules of Procedure for Small Claims) that does not rely
wholesale on the general Colorado Rules of Civil Procedure.

This makes Colorado small claims practice functionally similar to Georgia’s Magistrate
Court, where a separate procedural set governs limited-jurisdiction cases.
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CONNECTICUT

Court Structure

In Connecticut, small claims actions are a specific procedural category handled within the
Superior Court — the state’s general trial court. Connecticut does not have separate
“magistrate” or “justice” courts like some other states; rather, small claims are simply a distinct
procedure or session of the Superior Court devoted to resolving relatively modest monetary
disputes.

Distinct “Small Claims Procedure”

Connecticut law expressly provides that there is a separate small claims procedure — with
its own rules and practices — that applies to claims up to certain monetary limits. Key statutory
provisions include:

O The small claims procedure applies only to civil actions seeking money damages
up to $5,000 (with some exceptions for home improvement or security deposit claims).

O The statute empowers judges of the Superior Court to “adopt orders and rules for the
hearing and determination of small claims”. These rules may include provisions on
service, notices, early hearing, and modifications of existing rules of pleading, practice, and
evidence for small claims.

O The small claims process is designed to be simplified and informal — for example,
normal rules of pleading, practice, and evidence may be modified or waived in small claims
proceedings.

This indicates that Connecticut’s small claims procedure is deliberately separate from
the standard Connecticut Rules of Civil Procedure. Instead of relying on the general civil
rules that govern ordinary civil actions, small claims actions are governed by specific orders
and rules adopted for that process, tailored to simpler and more accessible adjudication.

Practical Differences From General Civil Procedure

Although small claims take place within the Superior Court (the state’s general jurisdiction trial
court), the procedure in small claims is substantively different from ordinary civil actions:

O Small claims proceedings are streamlined — parties typically represent themselves, and
formal discovery and extensive motion practice under normal civil rules are absent or
limited.
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O The procedural rules governing small claims are prescribed by statute and judicial rule
orders, not by the full Connecticut Rules of Civil Procedure used in regular civil matters.

O There is no automatic application of the general civil procedure rules in small

claims; instead, the specifically prescribed small claims processes take precedence and can

modify or supersede general civil rules where inconsistent.

Conclusion — Connecticut

IN SHORT

Connecticut does fit the Option 3 criterion: even though small claims cases are heard
in the Superior Court (a general court), they proceed under a distinct small claims
procedure that is separate in substance from the general civil procedure rules.

Why this matters:

O General Connecticut Rules of Civil Procedure do not directly govern small claims
proceedings in the same way they govern regular civil actions.

O Instead, the law creates a special small claims procedural regime with its own rules

and practices.

Thus, Connecticut’s small claims forum operates under distinct procedural rules that diverge
from the general civil procedure rules — similar in functional effect to Georgia’s Magistrate
Court setup under Option 3.
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DELAWARE

Delaware — Justice of the Peace Court Civil Procedure

Court Structure

In Delaware, the Justice of the Peace Court is the state’s entry-level (lower) trial court with
civil jurisdiction for many types of disputes up to a statutory limit (e.g., contract, debt,
trespass), including what many states treat as small claims matters.

Unlike in Georgia where “Magistrate Court” is a distinct statutory court with its own procedural
rules, in Delaware the Justice of the Peace Court is a separate inferior court that handles
many civil claims at or below a monetary threshold (currently up to $25,000).

Civil Procedure Rules Applicable in Justice of the Peace Court

Delaware has specific Rules Governing Civil Practice in the Justice of the Peace Court
that apply to civil actions in that court. These rules are distinct and separate from the
Delaware Rules of Civil Procedure that govern civil litigation in higher courts such as the
Court of Common Pleas or Superior Court.

Key points of these Justice of the Peace Court Civil Rules include:

O The rules are titled and captioned as Justice of the Peace Court Rules of Civil
Procedure and are expressly designated to govern proceedings in the Justice of the Peace
Court.

O They cover procedures for commencement of action, service, pleadings, motions, defaults,
judgments, execution, discovery (limited), and other civil matters specifically in that court.

O Where no procedure is specifically prescribed in those rules, the court may proceed in any
lawful manner not inconsistent with statute, administrative directives, or the rules of
another Delaware court.

In other words, Delaware’s Justice of the Peace Court does not use the regular Delaware Rules
of Civil Procedure that apply to general civil actions in higher trial courts — it operates under its
own procedural rules.

Statutory Context

Statutes define the Justice of the Peace Court’s civil jurisdiction (typically up to $25,000) and
also provide the structure for how these cases proceed. These jurisdictional limits and

69



COURT STRUCTURE AND PROCEDURE BY STATE

procedures are statutorily established, and appeals from Justice of the Peace civil decisions
go to higher courts (e.g., Court of Common Pleas) with potentially different procedural rules.

Conclusion — Delaware

IN SHORT

Delaware meets the Option 3 criterion:

Delaware’s Justice of the Peace Court uses distinct civil procedure rules that do not
simply default to the general Delaware Rules of Civil Procedure used in higher trial courts (e.qg.,
Court of Common Pleas or Superior Court). The Justice of the Peace Court’s civil procedure is
governed by a separate rule set and designed for simplified, limited-jurisdiction civil actions.
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FLORIDA

Court Structure in Florida

Florida’s trial courts include:

O County Courts — with limited civil jurisdiction (e.g., civil claims up to $50,000, some small
claims up to $8,000).

O Circuit Courts — general civil jurisdiction.

There is no “magistrate” or “justice” court equivalent at the lowest tier in Florida —
County Courts are the lowest civil juries and handle most small claims and limited civil cases.

General Civil Procedure Rules in Florida

Florida has a unified framework of civil procedure:

O The Florida Rules of Civil Procedure govern all civil actions in the state’s trial courts
unless specifically modified.

O These rules are promulgated by the Florida Supreme Court under constitutional
authority and cover pleadings, discovery, motions, service, trial, and other aspects of civil
litigation.

Does Florida Have Separate, Distinct Civil Rules for Lower Courts?

Unlike some states where there are entirely separate procedural codes for lower courts, Florida
does not have a set of independent or special civil procedure rules exclusively for small
claims or limited courts that operate outside the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure.

Here’s how Florida handles small claims and limited civil cases:

Small Claims Procedures Are a Subset of Civil Rules
O Florida’s small claims procedures are not separate rules but rather subparts of the
general Florida Rules of Civil Procedure and Florida statutes.

O For example, Florida Statutes Chapter 34 governs small claims processes, but do not create
an entirely separate procedural rulebook outside the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure.

O The Florida Rules specifically include provisions adapted for limited jurisdiction matters
(e.g., simplified processes in small claims), but they remain part of the same overarching
civil procedure system.
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Even though small claims in Florida follow simplified steps, they are still governed by the
Florida Rules of Civil Procedure to the extent applicable, and only modified in ways
expressly authorized under those rules/statutes.

No Separate “Civil Practice Act” Analog

There’s no separate code of rules that says “General Civil Rules do not apply here at all.”

Rather, small claims and limited civil matters are handled within the Florida Rules with
modifications.

Conclusion — Florida

IN SHORT

Florida does not meet the Option 3 criteria.

O County Courts and small claims divisions use the Florida Rules of Civil Procedure,
with adjustments where the statute or rules allow simplified procedures — but those
adjustments are part of the unified civil rules system.

O Florida does not have an entirely distinct procedural code governing lower civil courts
separate from the main civil procedure rules.
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HAWAII

Hawaii — Small Claims and District Court Procedures

Court Structure in Hawaii

In Hawaii, small claims cases are handled within the Small Claims Division of the District
Court. The Small Claims Division is part of the District Court system — not a separate
standalone court like Georgia’s Magistrate Court.

District Courts in Hawaii also hear other civil matters (called Regular Claims), but when sitting
as the Small Claims Division, they operate under a streamlined set of rules for certain types of
cases.

Civil Procedure in Small Claims

Distinct Small Claims Rules
O Hawaii’'s Small Claims Division has its own Rules of the Small Claims Division of the
District Courts, which specifically govern how small claims proceedings are conducted.

O These small claims procedures apply to cases with a claim amount not exceeding $5,000
(exclusive of interest and costs).

O Cases eligible for small claims are defined by statute (Hawaii Revised Statutes
Chapter 633) and proceed under the small claims rules, which are separate from the
general Hawaii Rules of Civil Procedure.

General Civil Procedure Rules
O Hawaii does have statewide Hawaii Rules of Civil Procedure that apply generally to civil

litigation.

O However, the Small Claims Division’s rules govern the process in small claims cases
and are tailored for simplified, informal, expedited procedures.

O The District Court also has its own District Court Rules of Civil Procedure that apply in
non-small claims (regular) civil actions.
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Effect in Practice

In Hawaii:

O A civil action in the regular District Court (or Circuit Court) will be governed by the
applicable civil procedure rules (general or District Court rules).

O Butif an action is filed in the Small Claims Division, it follows the special small claims
procedures rather than the full general civil rules.

While small claims proceedings occur within the District Court, the procedural framework is
distinct and simplified compared to the general civil process.

Conclusion — Hawaii

IN SHORT

Hawaii does qualify under Option 3 criteria for “distinct lower court procedure”:

Although small claims are handled within the District Court, they proceed under special small
claims rules that differ from the general civil procedure rules. These rules are designed for
streamlined, informal resolution of small civil matters — not the full scope of normal civil
process.

This means that in Hawaii’s Small Claims Division, the general civil rules do not fully
apply in the same way they do in higher civil actions. Instead, the small claims process
stands apart through its own procedural regime.

Summary

In Hawaii, small claims cases are governed by a specialized procedural set distinct from the
general civil rules, even though they’re heard in District Court. This functional separation aligns
with your Option 3 categorization — states where lower/limited courts employ their own
procedural frameworks rather than the general civil procedures that apply in higher
courts.
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IDAHO

Court Structure

In Idaho the small claims and many limited civil cases are heard in a Small Claims
Department that is part of the Magistrate Division of the District Court. The Magistrate
Division handles civil cases up to jurisdictional limits, including small claims (claims up to
$5,000).

Civil Procedure Rules in Idaho

Idaho has a set of Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure (1.R.C.P.) that govern general civil practice
in district courts and their magistrate divisions. However, the Scope Rule makes a key
exception:

The Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure “govern the procedure and apply uniformly in the district
courts and the magistrate’s divisions ... except that proceedings in the small claims
department are governed by these rules only as provided by the Idaho Small Claims
Rules.”

Distinct Small Claims Rules Exist

O Idaho has a separate Idaho Rules on Small Claim Actions (1.R.S.C.A.), which are a
stand-alone set of rules that govern small claims proceedings.

O These small claims rules cover essential procedures such as service, defaults,
counterclaims, appearances, and appeals specifically for small claims actions.

O Small claims cases are typically informal, without lawyers, and are designed to resolve
matters efficiently.

Interplay Between the Rules

In Idaho:

O General civil procedure (1.R.C.P.) normally applies to civil cases in district court
including those assigned to magistrates.

O But for small claims cases, the Rules specifically state that the general civil procedure
rules apply only as provided by the separate Small Claims Rules.
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This means that for small claims actions, the Idaho Rules on Small Claim Actions — not
the full I.R.C.P. — govern the procedure for most matters. The small claims rules take
priority to the extent they cover a procedural topic, and they are tailored for that limited

jurisdiction forum.

Conclusion — Idaho

IN SHORT

Idaho does qualify under Option 3 criteria:

O It does not simply apply the general Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure wholesale in the limited
small claims forum.

O Instead, it uses a distinct procedural framework (the Idaho Rules on Small Claim
Actions) that governs small claims cases, while the general rules are only applied as
provided by those small claims rules.

In practice, that means the lower limited forum (small claims) in Idaho uses its own
procedural rule set for most issues, distinct from the standard civil procedure rules — similar
in effect to what you’re looking for under Option 3.
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ILLINOIS

Court Structure

O

In lllinois, small claims matters are handled within the Circuit Court (the state’s general

trial court). There is no separate magistrate or justice court tier for civil cases like some
other states. The small claims process is a division or classification within the Circuit Court
system, not a separate court.

Civil Procedure Rules in lllinois Small Claims

Distinct Small Claims Rules Exist

O

O

Illinois does have a simplified set of rules specifically for small claims cases, found in
Illinois Supreme Court Rules 281-289, which govern small claims practice statewide.

These rules define procedures such as filing, responses, simplified evidence presentation,
limitation or prohibition of certain motions, no or limited discovery, and timeframe or
manner of hearings. They are tailored for accessibility and speed.

Relation to General Civil Rules

O

Small claims are governed by these specific Supreme Court rules rather than by the
general lllinois Rules of Civil Procedure (which otherwise govern civil actions in lllinois).
Although the small claims rules are part of the state’s overall procedural framework, they
operate independently to simplify and modify the normal civil rules for these
cases.

General civil procedure rules (which include detailed discovery, motion practice, pleadings,
etc.) do not apply in small claims except as expressly permitted or incorporated through
the small claims rules.

Practical Effects

O

Small claims cases are typically simpler:

* Forms and procedures are standardized statewide and designed for self-representation.
* There is limited or no traditional discovery and streamlined hearing procedures.

* Appeals are handled in a specific manner under appellate rules.
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Conclusion — lllinois

IN SHORT

Illinois does qualify for Option 3 — small claims proceedings in the lllinois Circuit Court
operate under a distinct procedural regime (Supreme Court Rules 281-289) that is
separate from the general civil procedure rules governing regular civil litigation.

Even though the small claims forum is part of the Circuit Court (not a separate court like
Georgia’s Magistrate Court), its procedural framework is functionally distinct from the statewide
Rules of Civil Procedure, simplifying and modifying the usual civil process. This meets the
criteria you asked for:

lower/limited jurisdiction civil matters that do not follow the general civil procedure
rules in full but instead proceed under their own procedural rule
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INDIANA

Court Structure

Indiana has a Small Claims Court system that operates either as:
O a separate Small Claims Court, or

O a small claims docket within a Circuit or Superior Court,
depending on the county.

Small claims jurisdiction is statutorily limited (generally monetary claims up to $10,000,
subject to local variation).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Indiana’s general civil litigation is governed by the Indiana Rules of Trial Procedure (“Trial
Rules”), which apply to ordinary civil actions in Circuit and Superior Courts.

Explicit Exclusion for Small Claims

Indiana expressly removes small claims proceedings from the Trial Rules.

Small claims cases are governed instead by a separate and independent procedural code:

Indiana Small Claims Rules

These rules:

O Are promulgated separately from the Trial Rules

O Govern commencement, service, pleadings, hearings, evidence, judgments, and appeals in
small claims cases

O Are designed for informal, expedited adjudication, often without attorneys

Critically:
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The Indiana Rules of Trial Procedure do not apply to small claims proceedings
unless a Small Claims Rule expressly incorporates them.

This is not a mere “simplification” of civil rules — it is an affirmative displacement of the

general civil procedure framework.

Practical Consequences

In Indiana Small Claims Court:

O o o O

O

Formal pleadings are not required

Discovery is limited or unavailable

The judge controls procedure directly

Equity and informality are emphasized over technical compliance

The Trial Rules apply only if expressly adopted by a Small Claims Rule

This mirrors Georgia Magistrate Court practice in function and structure.

Conclusion — Indiana

IN SHORT

Indiana squarely qualifies under Option 3.

O

O

Indiana has a distinct small-claims procedural system

The general civil procedure rules are not applicable by default

O Small claims proceedings are governed by a separate rule set, not merely modified civil

rules
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IOWA

Court Structure

In lowa, small claims cases are heard in the District Court, which is the state’s trial court of
general jurisdiction. lowa does not have a separate magistrate or justice court system like
Georgia; instead, small claims are a distinct type of action within the District Court.

Small claims jurisdiction is statutorily limited (generally claims not exceeding $6,500,
subject to statutory exceptions).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

lowa civil litigation is governed by the lowa Rules of Civil Procedure (“IRCP”), which apply
broadly to civil actions in District Court.

Separate Small Claims Rules

However, lowa expressly creates a separate procedural regime for small claims actions:

O Small claims actions are governed by lowa Rules of Civil Procedure, Chapter 3 (Rules
3.1-3.32), titled “Small Claims Actions.”

O These rules are procedurally distinct from the ordinary civil rules governing regular civil
actions.

The small claims rules control:
commencement of actions
pleadings (simplified statements of claim)

service and notice

O O O o O

hearings and evidence
O judgments and post-judgment remedies

Crucially, the lowa framework provides that general civil procedure rules apply only to the
extent they are not inconsistent with the Small Claims Rules. Where a small claims rule
speaks, it displaces ordinary civil practice.

This is not merely a convenience layer — it is a separate, purpose-built procedural system
designed for informal, expedited adjudication.
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Practical Consequences

In lowa small claims actions:

Formal pleadings and motion practice are curtailed
Discovery is limited or unavailable

Proceedings are informal and judge-directed

O Oo o O

Self-representation is expected
O The court is not bound to apply the full civil litigation framework

The procedural posture is functionally analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, even
though it is housed within a general jurisdiction court.

Conclusion — lowa

IN SHORT

lowa qualifies under Option 3.

O lowa has a distinct small claims procedural chapter
The general lowa Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply wholesale

O Small claims proceedings are governed primarily by their own rules, with general civil
rules incorporated only if consistent

This satisfies your criterion: lower/limited-jurisdiction proceedings where the ordinary
civil practice rules are not the governing authority.
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KANSAS

Court Structure

Kansas small claims matters are handled in the District Court, which is the state’s unified trial
court. Small claims are a distinct docket/type of action within District Court, with statutory
monetary limits (generally up to $4,000, subject to statutory exceptions).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Kansas civil litigation is governed by the Kansas Code of Civil Procedure (K.S.A. Chapter 60),
which applies to ordinary civil actions in District Court.

Separate Small Claims Statutes (Displacement)

Kansas expressly creates a separate small claims procedure in K.S.A. 61-2701 et seq.

(Small Claims Procedure Act). These provisions govern small claims actions and are

designed to replace ordinary civil practice for that forum.

Key features of the Small Claims Procedure Act include:

O

O

Simplified pleadings and filings (informal statements of claim)
Restricted or no discovery

Limited role for attorneys (often prohibited or constrained)
Expedited hearings and informal evidentiary handling

Streamlined judgments and appeals

Critically, the Act controls procedure in small claims cases; the general Code of Civil
Procedure applies only to the extent not inconsistent and only where the small claims
statutes permit. Where the Small Claims Procedure Act speaks, it displaces Chapter 60.

Practical Consequences

In Kansas small claims actions:

O The court does not conduct litigation under the full civil practice code

O Judges manage proceedings informally

O Technical pleadings and motion practice are curtailed
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O The forum is designed for speed, accessibility, and equity, not formal civil litigation

This is functionally analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, even though Kansas small

claims are housed within District Court.

Conclusion — Kansas

IN SHORT

Kansas qualifies under Option 3.

O Kansas has a stand-alone small claims procedural statute

O General civil procedure does not apply wholesale

O Small claims proceedings are governed primarily by their own statutory rules, with
general civil rules incorporated only if consistent and permitted
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KENTUCKY

Court Structure

Kentucky small claims matters are heard in the District Court, which is a court of limited
jurisdiction. The Small Claims Division is a statutorily created forum within District Court
for low-dollar civil disputes (generally up to $2,500, with limited exceptions).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Kentucky’s ordinary civil litigation is governed by the Kentucky Rules of Civil Procedure
(CR). These rules apply to standard civil actions in Circuit Court and District Court unless
displaced by a more specific rule set.

Separate Small Claims Rules (Express Displacement)

Kentucky has stand-alone Small Claims Rules (SCR) that govern procedure in the Small
Claims Division. These rules are independent of and not a subset of the general Civil
Rules.

Key characteristics of the Small Claims Rules:
O Simplified pleadings (informal statements of claim)
O Restricted or eliminated discovery
O Limited attorney participation
O Judge-directed, informal hearings
O Streamlined judgments and enforcement

Critically, the Kentucky Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply by default in small claims.
They apply only if and to the extent a Small Claims Rule expressly permits. Where an
SCR addresses procedure, it controls and displaces the Civil Rules.

Practical Consequences

In Kentucky Small Claims Division:

O Litigants are not required to comply with formal civil pleadings or motion practice

O Proceedings emphasize equity, speed, and accessibility
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O The judge exercises broad control over procedure
O The forum is designed to operate outside the technical civil litigation framework

This mirrors Georgia Magistrate Court in structure and function, even though Kentucky
houses small claims within District Court.

Conclusion — Kentucky

IN SHORT

Kentucky clearly qualifies under Option 3.

O Kentucky has a distinct Small Claims Rules regime
O General civil procedure rules are not applicable by default

Small claims cases proceed under a separate procedural code, not the ordinary civil
rules
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LOUISIANA

Court Structure

Louisiana is structurally different from most states because it is a civil-law jurisdiction (not
common law). It has multiple lower courts of limited civil jurisdiction, including:

O Justice of the Peace Courts
O City Courts
O Parish Courts

These courts handle low-dollar civil disputes (jurisdictional limits vary by court type and
statute).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Procedure

Louisiana’s general civil litigation is governed by the Louisiana Code of Civil Procedure (La.
C.C.P.), which applies to civil actions unless a special court or statute provides
otherwise.

Express Statutory Exclusions for Lower Courts

Louisiana law expressly provides that many lower courts are not governed by the
Louisiana Code of Civil Procedure in full.

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURTS

O Justice of the Peace Courts are constitutionally and statutorily inferior courts
O Procedure is governed primarily by special statutes, not by the Code of Civil Procedure
O Proceedings are informal, often oral, and equity-based

O The Code of Civil Procedure applies only where expressly made applicable

Justice of the Peace Courts therefore operate outside the ordinary civil procedural
framework, much like Georgia Magistrate Courts.

CITY & PARISH COURTS

O City Courts and Parish Courts have special procedural statutes
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O The Louisiana Code of Civil Procedure applies only insofar as it is not inconsistent with
statutes governing those courts

O In practice, many Code provisions (formal pleadings, discovery, motion practice) are
limited or excluded

Practical Consequences

In Louisiana lower courts:

Formal pleadings may not be required

O

O Discovery is limited or unavailable

O Judges have broad discretion over procedure
O

Equity and speed take precedence over technical compliance

O Proceedings are often summary and informal

This structure reflects a clear procedural separation between ordinary civil litigation and
limited-jurisdiction courts.

Conclusion — Louisiana

IN SHORT

Louisiana clearly qualifies under Option 3.

Louisiana has entire classes of lower courts (Justice of the Peace, City Courts)
The Louisiana Code of Civil Procedure does not apply wholesale

Procedure is governed by special statutes and court-specific rules

O Oo O O

This is highly analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court
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MAINE

Court Structure

Maine’s trial courts include the District Court (limited jurisdiction) and the Superior Court
(general jurisdiction). Small claims are handled within the District Court under a statutorily
and rule-based small claims system with a monetary cap (generally up to $6,000).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil actions in Maine are governed by the Maine Rules of Civil Procedure (MRCP),
which apply to standard civil litigation in District and Superior Courts unless displaced.

Separate Small Claims Rules (Displacement)

Maine has a distinct Small Claims Procedure governed by separate Small Claims Rules
adopted by the Maine Supreme Judicial Court. These rules:

O Establish informal pleadings (simple statements of claim)

O Restrict discovery and motion practice

O Provide judge-directed, expedited hearings

O Limit attorney participation and emphasize self-representation

O Control service, hearings, judgments, and appeals for small claims

Crucially, the MRCP do not apply by default in small claims. They apply only if and to the
extent a Small Claims Rule expressly incorporates them. Where the Small Claims Rules
speak, they control and displace the general civil rules.

Practical Consequences

In Maine small claims actions:

Formal civil pleadings are not required

O

O Discovery is minimal or unavailable

O Proceedings are informal and equity-focused
O

Judges manage procedure directly
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O The forum is designed to operate outside the technical civil litigation framework

This is functionally analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, even though Maine houses

small claims within District Court.

Conclusion — Maine

IN SHORT

Maine qualifies under Option 3.

O Maine has a stand-alone small claims procedural regime

O General civil procedure rules are not applicable by default

Small claims cases proceed under their own rules, with MRCP incorporated only when

expressly allowed
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MARYLAND

Court Structure

Maryland’s trial court system includes:

O District Court of Maryland — a limited-jurisdiction court handling landlord-tenant
cases, debt actions, replevin, and small claims

O Circuit Court — general jurisdiction

Maryland does not have a separate “magistrate court” like Georgia, but the District Court
(especially small claims) functions as the primary low-level civil forum.

Small claims in Maryland generally involve claims up to $5,000.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Maryland civil procedure is governed by the Maryland Rules, including Title 3 (Civil Rules),
which apply broadly to civil actions.

Express Small Claims Exception

Maryland has explicit Small Claims Rules within the Maryland Rules that displace ordinary
civil procedure for qualifying cases.

Key features:

O Small claims cases are governed by a separate subtitle of the Maryland Rules
specifically designated for small claims actions.

The rules expressly provide simplified and informal procedure, including:
simplified pleadings

limited motions

relaxed evidentiary standards

restricted discovery

O O 0o o o O

Critically, the ordinary civil rules do not apply unless expressly made applicable.
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Maryland law makes clear that small claims are not conducted under the same
procedural regime as ordinary civil actions, even though they occur in the same District
Court.

Practical Consequences

In Maryland small claims actions:
O Formal pleadings and motion practice are curtailed
O Discovery is limited or eliminated
O Judges control proceedings informally
O The court prioritizes speed, access, and equity

O Litigants are expected to proceed without counsel

This results in a procedural environment materially distinct from general civil
litigation.

Conclusion — Maryland

IN SHORT

Maryland qualifies under Option 3.

O Maryland has a distinct small claims procedural framework
O General civil procedure rules are not applicable by default
O Small claims proceedings are governed by their own rules, not the full civil ruleset

Although housed within the District Court, Maryland small claims function similarly to
Georgia Magistrate Court in procedural substance.
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MASSACHUSETTS

Court Structure
Massachusetts trial courts include:
O District Court
O Boston Municipal Court
O Superior Court

Small claims are handled in the District Court and Boston Municipal Court as a
statutorily defined, limited-jurisdiction forum (generally up to $7,000, with specific
exceptions).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil litigation in Massachusetts is governed by the Massachusetts Rules of Civil
Procedure (Mass. R. Civ. P.), which apply to civil actions in the trial courts unless
displaced.

Separate Small Claims Rules (Express Displacement)

Massachusetts has stand-alone Small Claims Rules (the Uniform Small Claims Rules) that
govern procedure in small claims cases.

Key characteristics:

O Simplified pleadings (statement of claim rather than formal complaint)
Restricted or no discovery
Relaxed evidentiary handling

Judge-directed, informal hearings

O o o O

Limited attorney involvement
O Streamlined judgment and appeal procedures

Critically, the Massachusetts Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply by default in small
claims. They apply only if and to the extent a Small Claims Rule expressly incorporates
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them. Where the small claims rules address a topic, they control and displace the general

civil rules.

Practical Consequences

In Massachusetts small claims actions:

O O O

O

Formal pleadings and motion practice under Mass. R. Civ. P. are not required
Discovery is limited or eliminated
The judge controls procedure informally

Equity, efficiency, and accessibility take priority over technical compliance

This procedural posture is functionally analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, even
though Massachusetts small claims are housed within District/Boston Municipal Courts.

Conclusion — Massachusetts

IN SHORT

Massachusetts qualifies under Option 3.

Massachusetts has a distinct small claims procedural regime

General civil procedure rules are not applicable by default

Small claims proceedings are governed primarily by their own rules, not the ordinary civil

rules
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MICHIGAN

Court Structure

Michigan’s trial courts include:

O District Courts (limited jurisdiction)

O

Circuit Courts (general jurisdiction)

Small claims are handled within the District Court as a separate, statutorily defined

forum (generally up to $6,500, with limited exceptions).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Michigan’s ordinary civil litigation is governed by the Michigan Court Rules (MCR), which

apply to civil actions in Circuit and District Courts unless displaced.

Express Small Claims Displacement

Michigan has stand-alone Small Claims Rules (Subchapter MCR 4.301-4.306) that govern
small claims actions.

Key features:

O

O O O O

O

Informal pleadings (simple claim statements)

No formal discovery

Relaxed evidentiary handling

Judge-directed hearings

Limited or prohibited attorney participation (by election/transfer rules)

Streamlined judgments and appeals

Crucially, the general Michigan Court Rules do not apply by default in small claims. They
apply only if and to the extent a Small Claims Rule expressly incorporates them.

Where the small claims rules speak, they control and displace ordinary civil procedure.
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Practical Consequences

In Michigan small claims actions:

Formal pleadings and motion practice under the MCR are not required
Discovery is unavailable

Proceedings are informal and expedited

O Oo o O

The judge exercises broad procedural control

O The forum is designed for accessibility and equity, not technical compliance

This is functionally analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, even though Michigan small
claims are housed within District Court.

Conclusion — Michigan

IN SHORT

Michigan qualifies under Option 3.

O Michigan has a distinct small claims procedural regime
O General civil procedure rules are not applicable by default

O Small claims cases proceed under their own rules, not the full civil ruleset
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MINNESOTA

Court Structure
Minnesota’s trial courts include:
O District Court (general jurisdiction)

Within District Court, Minnesota operates a Conciliation Court (commonly called small claims
court), which is a statutorily created, limited-jurisdiction forum for low-dollar civil disputes
(generally up to $15,000, with exceptions).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil actions in Minnesota are governed by the Minnesota Rules of Civil Procedure
(Minn. R. Civ. P.), which apply to standard civil litigation in District Court.

Separate Conciliation Court Rules (Express Displacement)

Minnesota has stand-alone Conciliation Court Rules, adopted by the Minnesota Supreme
Court, that govern procedure in conciliation court cases.

Key characteristics:

O Simplified commencement (statement of claim rather than formal complaint)
No formal discovery
Relaxed evidentiary standards

Judge-directed, informal hearings

O O O O

Limited attorney participation (generally prohibited at hearings)
O Streamlined judgments and appeals

Crucially, the Minnesota Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply by default in Conciliation
Court. They apply only if and to the extent the Conciliation Court Rules expressly
incorporate them. Where a Conciliation Court Rule addresses a matter, it controls and
displaces ordinary civil procedure.
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Practical Consequences

In Minnesota Conciliation Court:

O Oo o O

O

Technical pleadings and motion practice are not required
Discovery is unavailable

Proceedings emphasize speed, equity, and accessibility
Judges exercise broad discretion over procedure

The forum operates outside the formal civil litigation framework

This is functionally analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, even though Conciliation
Court is housed within District Court.

Conclusion — Minnesota

IN SHORT

Minnesota qualifies under Option 3.

O

O

O

Minnesota has a distinct conciliation court procedural regime
General civil procedure rules are not applicable by default

Limited-jurisdiction cases proceed under their own rules, not the standard civil rules
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MISSISSIPPI

Court Structure

Mississippi has Justice Courts as constitutionally recognized inferior courts with limited civil
jurisdiction. Justice Courts commonly hear:

O Small claims (low-dollar civil disputes),
O Debt and contract actions within statutory limits,
O Certain landlord-tenant matters.

Justice Courts are separate from the Circuit and Chancery Courts (Mississippi’s general
jurisdiction courts).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Civil litigation in Mississippi’s higher courts is governed by the Mississippi Rules of Civil
Procedure (MRCP), which apply to actions in Circuit, Chancery, and County Courts unless
otherwise provided.

Express Exclusion for Justice Courts

Mississippi law expressly excludes Justice Courts from the Mississippi Rules of Civil
Procedure.

Instead:

O Justice Court procedure is governed by Title 9, Chapter 11 of the Mississippi
Code, and

O By Justice Court-specific statutes and local practice, not by the MRCP.

The Mississippi Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply in Justice Court proceedings unless a
statute expressly incorporates a particular rule (which is rare).

Practical Consequences

In Mississippi Justice Court:

O Formal pleadings are not required
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O Discovery under the MRCP is unavailable

O Proceedings are informal and equity-based

O Judges control procedure directly

O Speed and accessibility are prioritized over technical compliance

This structure is closely analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, both in statutory design
and practical operation.

Conclusion — Mississippi

IN SHORT

Mississippi clearly qualifies under Option 3.

Mississippi has a separate inferior court (Justice Court)
The Mississippi Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply

Civil procedure is governed by court-specific statutes, not the general civil rules

O Oo o O

This is one of the strongest parallels to Georgia among U.S. states
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MISSOURI

Court Structure

Missouri’s trial courts include:
O Circuit Courts (general jurisdiction)

Within the Circuit Court, Missouri operates a Small Claims Court, which is a statutorily and
rule-based limited civil forum for low-dollar disputes (generally claims up to $5,000).

Small claims are not a separate constitutional court, but they are a separate procedural
track within the Circuit Court system.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil actions in Missouri are governed by the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure,
primarily Rules 41-101, which apply to standard civil litigation in Circuit Court.

Separate Small Claims Rules (Express Displacement)

Missouri has a distinct and self-contained set of rules governing small claims actions:
O Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure for Small Claims (commonly Rules 140-160)
These rules:

O Govern commencement, service, pleadings, hearings, judgments, and appeals in
small claims cases

O Are designed for informal, expedited adjudication
O Replace ordinary civil practice for cases filed as small claims

Critically, the general Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply by default in small
claims. They apply only if a Small Claims Rule expressly incorporates them. Where a
small claims rule addresses procedure, it controls and displaces the ordinary civil rules.

Practical Consequences

In Missouri Small Claims Court:

O Formal pleadings are replaced by simplified statements of claim
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O Discovery and motion practice under ordinary civil rules are limited or unavailable
O Judges exercise broad discretion over procedure
O Proceedings are informal and equity-oriented

O Litigants commonly appear without attorneys

This procedural design is functionally analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, even
though Missouri small claims are housed within Circuit Court.

Conclusion — Missouri

IN SHORT

Missouri qualifies under Option 3.

O Missouri has a stand-alone small claims procedural regime
O General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

O Small claims cases proceed under their own rules, not the full civil practice code
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MONTANA

Court Structure

Montana has Justice Courts as courts of limited jurisdiction. Justice Courts handle:
O Small claims and low-dollar civil actions,
O Certain landlord-tenant matters,
O Other limited civil disputes within statutory caps.

Justice Courts are separate inferior courts, distinct from Montana’s District Courts (general
jurisdiction).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil actions in Montana District Court are governed by the Montana Rules of Civil
Procedure (M. R. Civ. P.).

Express Justice Court / Small Claims Displacement

Montana law does not apply the Montana Rules of Civil Procedure wholesale in Justice
Court.

Instead:

O Justice Court civil procedure is governed primarily by Title 25, Chapter 33 (Justice
Courts) and Title 25, Chapter 35 (Small Claims) of the Montana Code Annotated, and

O By Justice Court-specific procedural statutes and rules, not the general civil rules.
For Small Claims Court (a division of Justice Court):

O Procedure is governed by separate small claims statutes

O Proceedings are informal, summary, and judge-directed

O Discovery and formal motion practice under the civil rules are unavailable

The Montana Rules of Civil Procedure apply only if a statute expressly incorporates them,
which is the exception rather than the rule.
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Practical Consequences
In Montana Justice Court / Small Claims:
O Formal pleadings are not required
O Discovery is limited or nonexistent
O Judges control procedure directly
O Equity, speed, and accessibility are prioritized

O Proceedings operate outside the ordinary civil litigation framework

This structure is closely analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, both statutorily and
functionally.

Conclusion — Montana

IN SHORT

Montana clearly qualifies under Option 3.

Montana has a separate inferior court (Justice Court)
General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

Civil actions proceed under court-specific statutes, not the statewide civil rules

O Oo o O

This places Montana among the strongest Georgia analogs
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NEBRASKA

Court Structure

Nebraska’s trial court system includes:
O County Courts (limited jurisdiction)
O District Courts (general jurisdiction)

Small claims are handled in the County Court as a statutorily created small claims
docket, generally for claims up to $3,900 (subject to statutory adjustments).

County Courts are separate courts of limited jurisdiction, not merely divisions of District
Court.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil litigation in Nebraska District Court is governed by the Nebraska Rules of Civil
Procedure and the Nebraska Court Rules, which apply to standard civil actions unless
displaced.

Express Small Claims Displacement

Nebraska law creates a separate Small Claims Court Act (Neb. Rev. Stat. §§ 25-2801 et
seq.), which governs procedure in small claims actions.

Key features of the Small Claims Court Act:

O Simplified pleadings (claim statements instead of formal complaints)
No formal discovery
Relaxed evidentiary handling

Judge-directed, informal hearings

O O O O

Limited attorney participation
O Streamlined judgments and appeals

Crucially, the general civil procedure rules do not apply by default in small claims cases.
Where the Small Claims Act prescribes procedure, it controls and displaces ordinary civil
practice. General civil rules apply only if expressly incorporated, which is the exception.
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Practical Consequences

In Nebraska Small Claims Court:

Formal civil pleadings and motion practice are not required
Discovery under general civil rules is unavailable

Proceedings emphasize speed, equity, and accessibility

O Oo o O

Judges exercise broad discretion over procedure

O The forum operates outside the ordinary civil litigation framework

This procedural design is functionally analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, though
Nebraska uses County Court rather than a magistrate system.

Conclusion — Nebraska

IN SHORT

Nebraska qualifies under Option 3.

O Nebraska has a stand-alone small claims procedural statute
General civil procedure rules are not applicable by default

O Small claims cases proceed under their own statutory regime, not the full civil practice
rules
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NEVADA

Court Structure

Nevada has Justice Courts as courts of limited jurisdiction, separate from the District
Courts (general jurisdiction). Justice Courts handle:

O Small claims (generally up to $10,000),

O Other limited civil matters (contracts, debt, landlord-tenant within limits).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Nevada’s ordinary civil litigation is governed by the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure
(NRCP), which apply in District Court unless displaced.

Express Justice Court / Small Claims Displacement

Nevada does not apply the NRCP wholesale in Justice Court. Instead:

O Justice Court Civil Procedure is governed by Justice Court Rules of Civil Procedure
(JCRCP) and specific small claims statutes (NRS Chapter 73).

O Small Claims proceedings are governed by stand-alone statutory procedures,
designed to be summary and informal.

O Where Justice Court rules or small claims statutes address procedure, they control and
displace the NRCP. The NRCP apply only if expressly incorporated, which is limited.

Key features include:
O Simplified pleadings

Limited or no discovery

O

O Informal evidentiary handling
O Judge-directed proceedings
O

Streamlined judgments and appeals
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Practical Consequences
In Nevada Justice Court / Small Claims:
O Formal civil pleadings and discovery under the NRCP are not required
O Proceedings emphasize speed, access, and equity
O Judges exercise broad procedural discretion
O The forum operates outside the full civil litigation framework

This structure is highly analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court.

Conclusion — Nevada

IN SHORT

Nevada clearly qualifies under Option 3.

O Nevada has a separate inferior court (Justice Court)

O General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

O Procedure is governed by court-specific rules and statutes, not the NRCP
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NEW HAMPSHIRE

Court Structure

New Hampshire’s trial courts include:
O Circuit Court - District Division (limited jurisdiction)
O Superior Court (general jurisdiction)

Small claims are heard in the Circuit Court, District Division as a statutorily defined
small claims docket, generally for claims up to $10,000 (with statutory exceptions).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil litigation in New Hampshire is governed by the New Hampshire Rules of Civil
Procedure (NHRCP), which apply to civil actions in the Superior Court and, where applicable,
the Circuit Court unless displaced.

Separate Small Claims Rules (Express Displacement)

New Hampshire has stand-alone Small Claims Rules adopted by the New Hampshire
Supreme Court that govern procedure in small claims cases.

Key characteristics:

O Simplified commencement (statement of claim rather than formal complaint)
Limited or no discovery
Relaxed evidentiary handling

Judge-directed, informal hearings

O o o O

Limited attorney participation
O Streamlined judgments and appeals

Critically, the NHRCP do not apply by default in small claims. They apply only if and to
the extent a Small Claims Rule expressly incorporates them. Where a Small Claims Rule
addresses procedure, it controls and displaces ordinary civil practice.
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Practical Consequences
In New Hampshire small claims:
O Formal pleadings and motion practice under the NHRCP are not required
O Discovery is curtailed or unavailable
O Proceedings emphasize speed, equity, and accessibility
O Judges exercise broad procedural discretion

This is functionally analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court, even though New Hampshire
houses small claims within its Circuit Court.

Conclusion — New Hampshire

IN SHORT

New Hampshire qualifies under Option 3.

O New Hampshire has a distinct small claims procedural regime
O General civil procedure rules are not applicable by default

O Small claims cases proceed under their own rules, not the full civil practice framework
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NEW JERSEY

Court Structure

New Jersey'’s trial courts include the Superior Court, which is a single unified court with
multiple divisions and parts, including:

O Law Division - Special Civil Part
O Small Claims Section
O Regular Special Civil Part (higher monetary limit than small claims)

There is no separate magistrate or justice court, but the Special Civil Part functions as
New Jersey’s primary limited-jurisdiction civil forum.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil litigation in New Jersey is governed by the New Jersey Rules of Court,
particularly Part IV (Civil Practice), which apply to standard civil actions unless displaced.

Express Displacement in the Special Civil Part

New Jersey has stand-alone procedural rules governing the Special Civil Part and Small
Claims:

O Rules 6:1-1 through 6:7-10 govern the Special Civil Part
O Rules 6:1-2(a) and 6:3-1 et seq. specifically govern Small Claims
Key points under the Rules of Court:

O Proceedings in the Special Civil Part and Small Claims are governed by Part Vi
rules, not by the general civil practice rules in Part IV.

O Part IV civil rules apply only if expressly incorporated by Part VI.

O Where a Part VI rule addresses procedure, it controls and displaces ordinary civil
practice.

This is an express structural separation, not merely a simplification.
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Practical Consequences

In New Jersey Small Claims / Special Civil Part:
Simplified pleadings replace formal complaints
Discovery is limited or unavailable

Motion practice is curtailed

O Oo o O

Proceedings are judge-managed and informal

O The forum emphasizes speed, access, and equity

Litigants are not required to comply with the full technical framework of New Jersey’s
ordinary civil litigation rules.

Conclusion — New Jersey

IN SHORT

New Jersey qualifies under Option 3.

O New Jersey has a distinct procedural code (Part VI Rules) for lower civil matters
O General civil procedure rules do not apply by default
O Limited-jurisdiction cases proceed under their own rule set, not Part IV

Functionally and structurally, the Special Civil Part / Small Claims mirrors Georgia
Magistrate Court in procedural separation.
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NEW MEXICO

Court Structure

New Mexico has a multi-tier trial court system, including:

O Magistrate Courts — courts of limited jurisdiction (statewide, except in metropolitan
areas)

O Metropolitan Courts — limited jurisdiction courts in larger counties
O District Courts — general jurisdiction
Magistrate Courts handle:
O Civil claims up to statutory limits (generally $10,000),
O Landlord-tenant disputes,
O Other limited civil matters

They are separate inferior courts, structurally comparable to Georgia Magistrate Courts.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

New Mexico civil litigation in District Court is governed by the New Mexico Rules of Civil
Procedure (NMRA) (Rules 1-001 et seq.), which apply to general civil actions.

Separate Magistrate Court Rules (Express Displacement)

New Mexico has a distinct and self-contained set of procedural rules governing
Magistrate Courts:

O Rules of Civil Procedure for the Magistrate Courts (NMRA Rules 2-101 et seq.)
Key statutory and rule-based features:

O These rules are specifically adopted for Magistrate Courts

O They govern all civil actions within that court

O They are separate from the general District Court civil rules

Critically:
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The District Court Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply in Magistrate Court unless
a Magistrate Rule expressly incorporates them.

Where a Magistrate Court rule addresses a procedural issue, it controls and displaces the
general civil rules.

Practical Consequences

In New Mexico Magistrate Court:

Simplified pleadings replace formal civil complaints
Discovery is limited or streamlined

Relaxed evidentiary practices

O o o O

Judge-directed, informal proceedings
O Emphasis on speed, access, and equity

The court operates outside the full formal civil litigation framework, consistent with its
role as a limited jurisdiction court.

Conclusion — New Mexico

IN SHORT

New Mexico clearly qualifies under Option 3.

It has a separate inferior court (Magistrate Court)
It uses a distinct procedural rule set (Rules 2 series)

General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

O o o O

This is a direct structural analogue to Georgia Magistrate Court
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NEW YORK

Court Structure

New York has a complex multi-tier system of lower courts, including:
O City Courts
O Town and Village Justice Courts
O District Courts (in some counties)

O Small Claims Parts within these courts

These courts are separate from the Supreme Court (New York’s general jurisdiction trial
court).

Small claims are typically heard in:

O Small Claims Parts of City Courts, or

O Justice Courts (town/village courts)

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

General civil litigation in New York is governed by the Civil Practice Law and Rules (CPLR),
which applies broadly to civil actions in the Supreme Court and, where applicable, other courts.

Express Displacement in Lower Courts

New York law does not apply the CPLR wholesale in lower courts, especially in small
claims and justice courts.

Instead:

1. SMALL CLAIMS PARTS

Small claims proceedings are governed by Uniform Justice Court Act (UJCA), Uniform City
Court Act (UCCA), and related statutes.

Key statutory principle:
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Small claims courts are to do “substantial justice between the parties according to
the rules of substantive law” — not strict procedural law.

This results in:
O Relaxed or informal procedure
O No strict adherence to CPLR pleading or motion practice

O Simplified hearings and evidence rules

2. JUSTICE COURTS (TOWN/VILLAGE COURTS)
O Governed by Uniform Justice Court Act (UJCA)

O The CPLR applies only where specifically made applicable
O Otherwise, court-specific statutory procedure controls
3. CITY AND DISTRICT COURTS
O Governed by UCCA (City Court Act) and UDCA (District Court Act)
O These acts provide separate procedural frameworks

O CPLR applies only when incorporated or not inconsistent

Practical Consequences
In New York lower courts:
O Formal CPLR pleading rules are often not required
O Discovery is limited or absent in small claims
O Judges prioritize equity (“substantial justice”) over technical compliance
O Proceedings are informal, expedited, and accessible

This results in a system where:

The CPLR is not the governing procedural authority in lower courts by default
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Conclusion — New York

IN SHORT

New York clearly qualifies under Option 3.

O It has multiple inferior courts (Justice Courts, City Courts)

O These courts operate under separate statutory procedural acts (UJCA, UCCA, UDCA)
O The CPLR does not apply wholesale

O Small claims explicitly reject strict procedural application in favor of “substantial justice”

This makes New York one of the strongest structural analogues to Georgia Magistrate
Court.
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NORTH CAROLINA

Court Structure

North Carolina’s trial court system (the General Court of Justice) includes:
O District Court Division (limited jurisdiction)
O Superior Court Division (general jurisdiction)

Within the District Court, small claims cases are heard by Magistrates, who function as
judicial officers presiding over a distinct small claims forum.

Magistrates handle:
O Small claims actions (generally up to $10,000),
O Summary ejectment (evictions),
O Certain contract and property disputes.

This structure is very similar to Georgia’s Magistrate Court system.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil litigation in North Carolina is governed by the North Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure (N.C. Gen. Stat. Chapter 1A), which apply to civil actions in District and Superior
Court unless displaced.

Express Displacement in Magistrate / Small Claims Court

North Carolina law provides that small claims actions before magistrates are governed
by separate statutory procedures, not by the full Rules of Civil Procedure.

Key governing provisions:
O N.C. Gen. Stat. Chapter 7A, Article 19 (Magistrates)
O N.C. Gen. Stat. § 7A-210 et seq. (Small Claims Procedure)

Critical rule:
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Proceedings before a magistrate are informal, and the magistrate is not bound by the
technical rules of civil procedure.

This means:

The Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply in full
They apply only where specifically referenced or consistent, which is limited

Magistrates are directed to resolve disputes based on substantial justice and
simplicity, not formal procedure

Practical Consequences

In North Carolina small claims (Magistrate Court):

O O O O

O

Formal pleadings are not required

Discovery is not available

Rules of evidence and procedure are relaxed
Proceedings are informal and expedited

Magistrates exercise broad discretion

The system is designed to operate outside the formal civil litigation framework.

Conclusion — North Carolina

IN SHORT

North Carolina clearly qualifies under Option 3.

It has a magistrate-level court handling small claims
General Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply by default
Procedure is governed by separate statutes and informal practice

This is a direct structural and functional analogue to Georgia Magistrate Court
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NORTH DAKOTA

Court Structure
North Dakota has a unified court system consisting primarily of:
O District Courts (general jurisdiction)

Within the District Court, North Dakota operates a Small Claims Court, which is a statutorily
created limited-jurisdiction forum for civil disputes (generally up to $15,000, subject to
statutory limits).

Small claims are not a separate constitutional court, but they are a distinct procedural
track within the District Court.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil litigation in North Dakota is governed by the North Dakota Rules of Civil
Procedure (N.D.R.Civ.P.), which apply to civil actions in District Court unless displaced.

Express Small Claims Displacement

North Dakota has a separate statutory and rule-based framework governing small claims:
O North Dakota Century Code, Chapter 27-08.1 (Small Claims Courts)
O Supplemented by Small Claims Rules and forms

Key statutory directive:

Small claims proceedings are intended to be informal, simple, and inexpensive, and
are not governed by the formal rules of civil procedure except where specifically
provided.

This means:

O The North Dakota Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply by default
O They apply only where expressly incorporated or consistent

O The small claims statutes and procedures control and displace general civil rules
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Practical Consequences
In North Dakota Small Claims Court:
O Simplified pleadings (statement of claim instead of formal complaint)
O No formal discovery
O Relaxed evidentiary rules
O Judge-directed, informal hearings
O Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

The forum operates outside the full civil litigation framework, despite being housed within
District Court.

Conclusion — North Dakota

IN SHORT

North Dakota qualifies under Option 3.

O It has a distinct small claims procedural system
O General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

O Small claims actions are governed by separate statutes and simplified procedures
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OHIO

Court Structure

Ohio’s trial court system includes:
O Municipal Courts (limited jurisdiction in cities)
O County Courts (limited jurisdiction in counties without municipal courts)
O Court of Common Pleas (general jurisdiction)

Within Municipal and County Courts, Ohio operates Small Claims Divisions, which handle
civil disputes generally up to $6,000.

These are lower courts of limited jurisdiction, distinct from the Court of Common Pleas.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ohio civil litigation is governed by the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure (Ohio R. Civ. P.), which
apply to civil actions unless clearly inapplicable or displaced.

Express Small Claims Displacement

Ohio law expressly creates a separate procedural system for small claims:
O Governed by Ohio Revised Code Chapter 1925 (Small Claims Division)
O Applies to cases filed in the Small Claims Division of Municipal/County Courts

Key statutory directive:

Small claims proceedings are intended to provide a simple, informal, and inexpensive
procedure, and the Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply to the extent they
would be inconsistent with small claims statutes.

This establishes that:

O The Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure do not govern small claims proceedings by
default

O They apply only where consistent and not displaced
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O

The statutory small claims procedures control

Practical Consequences

In Ohio Small Claims Division:

O o o O

O

Simplified pleadings (statement of claim instead of formal complaint)
No formal discovery

Relaxed evidentiary rules

Judge- or magistrate-directed informal hearings

Focus on speed, accessibility, and equity

The system operates outside the full technical civil procedure framework, even though it

exists within Municipal/County Courts.

Conclusion — Ohio

IN SHORT

Ohio qualifies under Option 3.

O

O

O

Ohio has a statutorily distinct small claims procedural system
General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

Small claims cases are governed by Chapter 1925, not the full Rules of Civil Procedure
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OKLAHOMA

Court Structure

Oklahoma'’s trial court system includes:
O District Courts — courts of general jurisdiction

Within the District Court, Oklahoma has a Small Claims Procedure Act, which creates a
distinct limited-jurisdiction procedural track for civil disputes (generally up to $10,000,
subject to statutory limits).

Small claims are not a separate court, but they are a separate statutory procedure within
the District Court.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil litigation in Oklahoma is governed by the Oklahoma Pleading Code (12 O.S. §
2001 et seq.), which provides the state’s general civil procedure framework.

Express Small Claims Displacement

Oklahoma has a stand-alone statutory scheme:
O Small Claims Procedure Act — 12 0O.S. § 1751 et seq.

This Act governs all small claims proceedings and is designed to operate independently
from the general civil procedure rules.

Key statutory directive:

The Small Claims Procedure Act is intended to provide a simple, informal, and
inexpensive procedure, and proceedings are conducted without strict adherence to
the Oklahoma Pleading Code.

This establishes:

O The Oklahoma Pleading Code does not apply by default in small claims cases

O It applies only where consistent and not displaced
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O The Small Claims Act controls procedure

Practical Consequences

In Oklahoma Small Claims:

Simplified pleadings replace formal petitions
Discovery is limited or unavailable

Relaxed evidentiary handling

O o o O

Judge-directed, informal hearings
O Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

The forum operates outside the full technical civil procedure framework, despite being
within District Court.

Conclusion — Oklahoma

IN SHORT

Oklahoma qualifies under Option 3.

O Oklahoma has a distinct statutory small claims procedural system
O General civil procedure (Pleading Code) does not apply by default

O Small claims actions are governed by their own statutory framework
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OREGON

Court Structure

Oregon’s trial court system includes:
O Circuit Courts — general jurisdiction
O Justice Courts — courts of limited jurisdiction (not present in every county)

Within both court types, Oregon provides for Small Claims Departments handling low-dollar
civil disputes (generally up to $10,000, depending on claim type and election).

Justice Courts are separate inferior courts, similar in structure to Georgia Magistrate Courts.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Ordinary civil litigation in Oregon is governed by the Oregon Rules of Civil Procedure
(ORCP), which apply to civil actions in Circuit Court unless displaced.

Express Small Claims / Justice Court Displacement

Oregon law creates distinct procedural regimes for both:

1. SMALL CLAIMS DEPARTMENT

O Governed by ORS Chapter 46 (Justice Courts) and ORS Chapter 36/46 small claims
provisions

O Designed to provide a simple, informal, and inexpensive procedure

Key statutory principle:

Small claims proceedings are conducted without formal pleadings and without strict
adherence to the rules of evidence or civil procedure.

This means:

O The Oregon Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply by default

O They apply only if expressly incorporated or where consistent
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O The small claims statutes control procedure
2. JUSTICE COURTS (GENERAL CIVIL)
O Governed by ORS Chapter 52 (Civil Procedure in Justice Courts)
O Justice Courts operate under their own statutory procedural framework

Critical point:

Justice Court civil procedure is not governed by the ORCP wholesale, but by court-
specific statutes, with limited incorporation of general rules.

Practical Consequences
In Oregon Justice Courts and Small Claims:
O Simplified or no formal pleadings
O Limited or no discovery
O Relaxed evidentiary rules
O Judge-directed, informal proceedings

O Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

These forums operate outside the full formal civil litigation system.

Conclusion — Oregon

IN SHORT

Oregon clearly qualifies under Option 3.

Oregon has separate inferior courts (Justice Courts)
It has distinct statutory procedural systems for small claims and justice courts

General civil procedure rules (ORCP) do not apply by default

O O O O

Procedure is governed by court-specific statutes
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This makes Oregon strongly analogous to Georgia Magistrate Court in both structure and
function.
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PENNSYLVANIA

Court Structure
Pennsylvania’s trial court system includes:

O Courts of Common Pleas — general jurisdiction

O Magisterial District Courts (MDCs) — courts of limited jurisdiction
Magisterial District Courts handle:

O Small civil claims (generally up to $12,000)

O Landlord-tenant actions (evictions)

O Contract and debt disputes

These courts are separate inferior courts, not divisions of the Court of Common Pleas.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Civil litigation in Pennsylvania’s Courts of Common Pleas is governed by the Pennsylvania
Rules of Civil Procedure (Pa.R.C.P.), which apply to ordinary civil actions.

Express Displacement in Magisterial District Courts

Pennsylvania has a completely separate procedural system for Magisterial District Courts:

O Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure for Magisterial District Judges
(Pa.R.C.P.M.D.}.)

These rules:
O Are distinct and independent from the general civil rules
O Govern all civil actions in Magisterial District Courts
O Cover filing, service, hearings, judgments, and enforcement

Critical structural rule:
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The Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure (Pa.R.C.P.) do not apply in Magisterial
District Courts unless expressly incorporated.

Practical Consequences

In Pennsylvania Magisterial District Courts:

O o o O

O

Simplified pleadings replace formal complaints
No formal discovery system

Relaxed evidentiary handling
Judge-directed, informal hearings

Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

Proceedings are not governed by the formal civil litigation framework used in higher

courts.

Conclusion — Pennsylvania

IN SHORT

Pennsylvania clearly qualifies under Option 3.

O o o O

It has a separate inferior court (Magisterial District Court)
It uses a completely distinct procedural rule set (Pa.R.C.P.M.D.}.)
General civil procedure rules do not apply

This is a direct structural analogue to Georgia Magistrate Court

130



COURT STRUCTURE AND PROCEDURE BY STATE

RHODE ISLAND

Court structure

Rhode Island small claims cases are heard in the District Court, and the Rhode Island Judiciary
states that a small claims case in District Court is for money claims of $5,000 or less.

Applicable procedural framework

General civil rules

Rhode Island has District Court Civil Rules that govern civil procedure in the District Court
generally. Rule 1 states that those rules govern civil procedure in District Court, subject to
stated exceptions.

Separate small claims rules

Rhode Island also has a separate rule set called the District Court Rules of Small Claims
Procedure. Rule 1.01 expressly provides: “These rules govern the procedure for small claims
actions in the District Court.”

The Rhode Island General Laws likewise authorize the District Court judges to make rules for
hearing and determining small claims, including suitable forms of procedure.

Practical effect

That means Rhode Island does not run small claims under the ordinary civil rules by default.
Instead:

O ordinary District Court civil matters are governed by the District Court Civil Rules; but

O small claims actions are governed by the District Court Rules of Small Claims
Procedure.

So Rhode Island’s small claims forum uses a distinct procedural regime rather than the
standard civil rules applicable to ordinary civil cases.

131



COURT STRUCTURE AND PROCEDURE BY STATE

Conclusion — Rhode Island

IN SHORT

Rhode Island qualifies under Option 3.

Rhode Island is similar to Georgia in the relevant sense because its lower-value small claims
proceedings are governed by a separate small claims procedure, not by the ordinary civil
rules applicable in regular civil actions.
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SOUTH CAROLINA

Court structure

Court Structure

South Carolina has Magistrates Courts, which are:

O Courts of limited jurisdiction

O Established statewide

O Functionally similar to Georgia Magistrate Courts
Magistrates Courts handle:

O Small claims (civil cases generally up to $7,500)

O Landlord-tenant (ejectment) actions

O Other minor civil disputes

These courts are separate inferior courts, not divisions of the Circuit Court (general
jurisdiction).

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Civil actions in South Carolina Circuit Court are governed by the South Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure (SCRCP), which apply to general civil litigation.

Express Displacement in Magistrates Court

South Carolina provides a distinct procedural system for Magistrates Courts:
O Governed by South Carolina Magistrates Court Rules (SCMCR)

Key structural rule:

The South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply in Magistrates Court
except where specifically provided.
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This establishes:
O The SCRCP do not govern Magistrates Court proceedings by default
O Magistrates Court procedure is controlled by the SCMCR

O General civil rules apply only if expressly incorporated

Practical Consequences

In South Carolina Magistrates Court:
O Simplified pleadings replace formal complaints
O No formal discovery system
O Relaxed evidentiary standards
O Judge-directed, informal hearings

O Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

The court operates outside the full technical civil litigation framework, similar to Georgia.

Conclusion — South Carolina

IN SHORT

South Carolina clearly qualifies under Option 3.

It has a separate inferior court (Magistrates Court)
It uses a distinct procedural rule set (SCMCR)
General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

This is a direct structural and functional analogue to Georgia Magistrate Court
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SOUTH DAKOTA

Court Structure
South Dakota’s trial court system includes:

O Circuit Courts — general jurisdiction

O Within Circuit Courts: Magistrate Judges handling limited civil matters
Magistrate Judges hear:

O Small claims cases (generally up to $12,000)

O Minor civil disputes

O Certain landlord-tenant matters

Although housed within Circuit Court, magistrate proceedings function as a distinct
limited-jurisdiction forum.

Applicable Procedural Framework
General Civil Rules
Ordinary civil litigation in South Dakota is governed by:
O South Dakota Rules of Civil Procedure (SDCL Chapter 15-6)

These apply to standard civil actions in Circuit Court unless displaced.

Express Small Claims Displacement

South Dakota provides a separate statutory framework:
O SDCL Chapter 15-39 (Small Claims Procedure)

Key statutory directive:

Small claims proceedings are intended to provide a simple, informal, and inexpensive
procedure, and are conducted without strict adherence to formal rules of civil
procedure.
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This establishes:
O The Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply by default in small claims
O They apply only if consistent or expressly incorporated

O The Small Claims statutes control procedure

Practical Consequences

In South Dakota small claims (before magistrate judges):
O Simplified pleadings (no formal complaint required)
O No formal discovery system
O Relaxed evidentiary standards
O Judge-directed, informal hearings

O Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

The process operates outside the full technical civil litigation framework.

Conclusion — South Dakota

IN SHORT

South Dakota qualifies under Option 3.

O It uses a distinct statutory small claims procedural system
O General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

O Proceedings are governed by separate statutes, not the full civil rules

While not a completely separate court like Georgia, the procedural separation is

functionally equivalent.

136



COURT STRUCTURE AND PROCEDURE BY STATE

TENNESSEE

Court Structure

Tennessee’s trial court system includes:

O Circuit Courts / Chancery Courts — general jurisdiction

O General Sessions Courts — courts of limited jurisdiction
General Sessions Courts handle:

O Small civil actions (generally up to $25,000)
O Debt and contract disputes

O Landlord-tenant (detainer) actions

These courts are separate inferior courts, not divisions of Circuit Court.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Civil litigation in Tennessee’s higher courts is governed by the:
O Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure (TRCP)

These apply to Circuit and Chancery Court civil actions unless displaced.

Express Displacement in General Sessions Court

Tennessee law does not apply the Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure in General
Sessions Court.

Instead:
O Procedure is governed by Tennessee Code Annotated Title 16, Chapter 15
O And by court-specific statutory procedures, not the TRCP

Critical structural rule:

The Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply in General Sessions Court.
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They apply only upon appeal to Circuit Court (where the case is heard de novo under full civil

procedure rules).

Practical Consequences

In Tennessee General Sessions Court:

O O O O

O

No formal pleadings required

No discovery under civil rules
Relaxed evidentiary standards
Judge-directed, informal hearings

Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

Cases are often initiated by warrant (complaint form) rather than formal civil pleadings.

The system operates outside the formal civil litigation framework until appeal.

Conclusion — Tennessee

IN SHORT

Tennessee clearly qualifies under Option 3.

O o 0O

O

It has a separate inferior court (General Sessions Court)
General civil procedure rules do not apply
Procedure is governed by statutes and informal practice, not the TRCP

On appeal, the case transitions into full civil procedure — confirming the separation

This is a strong structural analogue to Georgia Magistrate Court.
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TEXAS

Court Structure

Texas has a multi-tier trial court system, including:

O District Courts — general jurisdiction

O County Courts — intermediate jurisdiction

O Justice Courts (Justice of the Peace Courts) — courts of limited jurisdiction
Justice Courts handle:

O Small claims cases (generally up to $20,000)

O Debt claims and contract disputes

O Evictions (forcible detainer actions)

Justice Courts are separate inferior courts, not divisions of higher courts — structurally very
similar to Georgia Magistrate Courts.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules
Civil litigation in Texas higher courts is governed by the:
O Texas Rules of Civil Procedure (TRCP)
These rules apply to District and County Courts unless displaced.
Justice Court Rules (Express Displacement)
Texas has a separate procedural rule set governing Justice Courts:
O Part V of the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure (Rules 500-510)

These are titled:

“Rules of Practice in Justice Courts”

Key structural rule:
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These rules govern all civil actions in Justice Courts, and they are distinct from the
general civil rules applied in higher courts.

This establishes:

O The general Texas Rules of Civil Procedure (outside Part V) do not apply by
default

O Justice Court procedure is governed by Rules 500-510

O Other civil rules apply only if expressly incorporated

Practical Consequences

In Texas Justice Courts:

Simplified pleadings (petition forms instead of formal complaints)
Limited discovery (only as allowed under Justice Court rules)

Relaxed evidentiary procedures

O O O O

Judge-directed, informal hearings
O Strong emphasis on accessibility and efficiency

Evictions and small claims are handled through summary procedures, not full civil litigation
practice.

Conclusion — Texas

IN SHORT

Texas clearly qualifies under Option 3.

It has a separate inferior court (Justice Court)
It uses a distinct procedural rule set (TRCP Part V)
General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

This is a direct structural and procedural analogue to Georgia Magistrate Court
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UTAH

Court Structure

Utah’s trial court system includes:

O District Courts — general jurisdiction

O Justice Courts — courts of limited jurisdiction
Justice Courts handle:

O Small claims cases (generally up to $11,000)

O Minor civil disputes

O Evictions (unlawful detainer actions)

Justice Courts are separate inferior courts, not divisions of District Court — structurally
similar to Georgia Magistrate Courts.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Civil litigation in Utah District Courts is governed by the:
O Utah Rules of Civil Procedure (URCP)

These rules apply to general civil actions unless displaced.

Separate Justice Court Rules (Express Displacement)

Utah has a distinct procedural rule set governing Justice Courts:

O Utah Rules of Small Claims Procedure

O Justice Court Rules of Civil Procedure (where applicable)

Key structural rule:

Small claims and Justice Court proceedings are governed by their own procedural rules,
and the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply unless expressly incorporated.
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This establishes:
O The URCP do not govern Justice Court proceedings by default
O Procedure is controlled by Justice Court-specific rules and small claims rules

O General civil rules apply only if explicitly adopted

Practical Consequences

In Utah Justice Court / Small Claims:
O Simplified pleadings (affidavit/claim forms instead of formal complaints)
O Limited or no discovery
O Relaxed evidentiary standards
O Judge-directed, informal hearings

O Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

Proceedings are designed to operate outside the full civil litigation framework.

Conclusion — Utah

IN SHORT

Utah clearly qualifies under Option 3.

It has a separate inferior court (Justice Court)
It uses a distinct procedural rule set for small claims and civil matters
General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

This is a strong structural analogue to Georgia Magistrate Court

142



COURT STRUCTURE AND PROCEDURE BY STATE

VERMONT

Vermont's trial court is the Superior Court, and small claims cases are handled in its Civil
Division. The Vermont Judiciary says small claims may be used to sue a person or business for
up to $10,000, and that the small claims process is intended to be simple, informal, and
inexpensive.

Vermont has a separate procedural regime for these cases. The Judiciary’s small claims
materials state that the applicable rules are the Vermont Rules of Small Claims Procedure,
and the booklet for litigants directs parties to those rules rather than the ordinary Vermont
Rules of Civil Procedure.

That means Vermont does not run small claims under the ordinary civil rules by default.
Instead, ordinary civil cases in the Civil Division are governed by the regular civil rules, while
small claims actions are governed by the Vermont Rules of Small Claims Procedure.
Vermont court materials also reflect that ordinary civil-rule mechanisms are not automatically
available in small claims; for example, one Superior Court order notes that the Small Claims
Rules do not allow a motion under V.R.C.P. 60(b).

Conclusion — Vermont

IN SHORT

Vermont qualifies under Option 3. Vermont is similar to Georgia in the relevant sense
because its lower-value small claims proceedings use a distinct small-claims rule set,
not the ordinary civil procedure rules that govern regular civil actions.
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VIRGINIA

Court Structure
Virginia’s trial court system includes:
O Circuit Courts — general jurisdiction
O General District Courts (GDC) — courts of limited jurisdiction
Within the General District Court, Virginia operates a Small Claims Division, which handles:
O Small claims cases (generally up to $5,000)
O Other limited civil matters (up to higher limits outside small claims)

General District Courts are separate inferior courts, not divisions of Circuit Court.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Civil litigation in Virginia Circuit Courts is governed by:
O Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia (Part 3 — Civil Rules)

These apply to general civil actions in Circuit Court.

Express Displacement in General District Court / Small Claims

Virginia has separate statutory and rule-based procedures governing General District
Court and small claims:

O Virginia Code Title 16.1 (Courts Not of Record)
O General District Court Civil Rules

O Small Claims Procedure statutes (Va. Code § 16.1-122.1 et seq.)

Critical structural principle:

General civil procedure rules for Circuit Court do not apply in General District
Court unless expressly made applicable.
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For Small Claims Division specifically:
O Procedure is informal and simplified

O The court is directed to resolve disputes without strict adherence to formal pleading
or procedural rules

Practical Consequences

In Virginia General District Court / Small Claims:
O Simplified pleadings (warrants in debt, statements of claim)
O No formal discovery system in small claims
O Relaxed evidentiary standards
O Judge-directed, informal hearings

O Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

Additionally:

O Appeals from GDC go to Circuit Court de novo, where full civil procedure rules then apply
— confirming the procedural separation.

Conclusion — Virginia

IN SHORT

Virginia clearly qualifies under Option 3.

It has a separate inferior court (General District Court)

It uses distinct procedural statutes and rules

O o 0O

General civil procedure rules do not apply by default
O Small claims proceedings are explicitly informal and simplified

This makes Virginia a strong structural and functional analogue to Georgia Magistrate
Court.
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WASHINGTON

Court Structure

Washington'’s trial court system includes:
O Superior Courts — general jurisdiction
O District Courts — courts of limited jurisdiction

Within District Courts, Washington operates a Small Claims Court, which handles:
O Civil claims generally up to $10,000 for individuals (lower for businesses)
O Minor disputes and debt claims

District Courts are separate inferior courts, not divisions of Superior Court.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Civil litigation in Washington Superior Courts is governed by:
O Superior Court Civil Rules (CR)

District Courts have their own:
O District Court Civil Rules (CRL))

These govern ordinary civil cases in those courts unless displaced.

Express Small Claims Displacement

Washington has a distinct statutory small claims system:
O RCW Chapter 12.40 (Small Claims)

Key statutory directive:

Small claims proceedings are designed to be informal and inexpensive, and attorneys
are generally not permitted, reflecting a system not governed by formal civil
procedure rules.
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Critical structural effect:

O The Superior Court Civil Rules (CR) and District Court Rules (CRL)) do not apply by
default in small claims

O Procedure is governed by statute and simplified court processes

O General civil rules apply only if expressly incorporated

Practical Consequences

In Washington Small Claims Court:
O Simplified pleadings (notice of claim instead of formal complaint)
O No formal discovery
O Relaxed evidentiary standards
O Judge-directed, informal hearings

O Strong emphasis on accessibility, speed, and equity

The system is intentionally structured to operate outside the full civil litigation framework.

Conclusion — Washington

IN SHORT

Washington qualifies under Option 3.

It has a limited jurisdiction court (District Court)
It uses a separate statutory small claims system

General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

O O O O

Small claims proceedings are governed by their own simplified framework
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WEST VIRGINIA

Court Structure

West Virginia’'s trial court system includes:

O Circuit Courts — general jurisdiction

O Magistrate Courts — courts of limited jurisdiction
Magistrate Courts handle:

O Small civil claims (generally up to $10,000)

O Debt and contract disputes

O Landlord-tenant (eviction) cases

Magistrate Courts are separate inferior courts, structurally very similar to Georgia Magistrate
Courts.

Applicable Procedural Framework

General Civil Rules

Civil litigation in West Virginia Circuit Courts is governed by:
O West Virginia Rules of Civil Procedure (WVRCP)

These rules apply to general civil actions unless displaced.

Express Displacement in Magistrate Court

West Virginia provides a separate procedural system for Magistrate Courts:
O Governed by West Virginia Magistrate Court Civil Procedure Rules

Key structural rule:

The West Virginia Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply in Magistrate Court
unless specifically incorporated.
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This establishes:

O The general civil rules (WVRCP) do not govern Magistrate Court proceedings by
default

O Procedure is controlled by Magistrate Court-specific rules

O General rules apply only if expressly adopted

Practical Consequences

In West Virginia Magistrate Court:
O Simplified pleadings (complaint forms instead of formal pleadings)
O No formal discovery system
O Relaxed evidentiary standards
O Judge-directed, informal hearings

O Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

The court operates outside the full technical civil litigation framework.

Conclusion — West Virginia

IN SHORT

West Virginia clearly qualifies under Option 3.

It has a separate inferior court (Magistrate Court)
It uses a distinct procedural rule set
General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

This is a direct structural analogue to Georgia Magistrate Court
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WISCONSIN

Court Structure

Wisconsin has a unified trial court system:

O Circuit Courts — general jurisdiction

Within Circuit Courts, Wisconsin operates a Small Claims Court (a procedural division), which

handles:

O Civil claims generally up to $10,000 (higher for certain actions like evictions and replevin)

O Evictions and consumer disputes

Small claims are not a separate court, but they are a distinct procedural track within
Circuit Court.

Applicable Procedural Framework
General Civil Rules
Civil litigation in Wisconsin is governed by:
O Wisconsin Rules of Civil Procedure (primarily Chapters 801-847)

These apply to standard civil actions in Circuit Court unless displaced.

Express Small Claims Displacement

Wisconsin has a separate statutory procedural system:
O Wisconsin Statutes Chapter 799 (Small Claims Procedure)

Key statutory directive:

Small claims actions are intended to provide a simple, informal, and inexpensive
procedure, and are conducted without strict adherence to the rules of pleading or
procedure applicable to other civil actions.

This establishes:

O The general civil procedure rules do not apply by default in small claims
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O Chapter 799 controls and governs procedure

O General civil rules apply only where consistent or expressly incorporated

Practical Consequences

In Wisconsin Small Claims Court:

Simplified pleadings (summons and complaint forms, not formal civil pleadings)
Limited or no discovery

Relaxed evidentiary standards

O O O O

Commissioner or judge-directed informal hearings
O Emphasis on speed, accessibility, and equity

The forum operates outside the full formal civil litigation framework.

Conclusion — Wisconsin

IN SHORT

Wisconsin qualifies under Option 3.

O It has a distinct statutory small claims procedural system (Chapter 799)
O General civil procedure rules do not apply by default

O Small claims cases proceed under their own procedural framework

Even though it is within Circuit Court, the procedural separation is functionally equivalent
to Georgia Magistrate Court.
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WYOMING

Wyoming qualifies under Option 3.

Wyoming’s Circuit Courts are courts of limited jurisdiction and handle both ordinary civil
cases under $50,000 and small claims cases. The Wyoming Judiciary describes circuit courts
as the forum for “small claim cases” and other smaller civil cases.

The key point is that Wyoming has a separate small-claims procedural regime, and the
ordinary civil rules do not govern those cases by default:

O The Wyoming Supreme Court’s Rules and Forms Governing Small Claims Cases state:
“These rules govern procedure in small claims cases in circuit courts.”

O The Wyoming Rules of Civil Procedure for Circuit Courts, Rule 2(c), provide that
“Neither these Rules nor the Wyoming Rules of Civil Procedure shall govern
proceedings initiated in circuit courts pursuant to the small claims jurisdiction of
the circuit courts” (along with certain other special proceedings).

That is a strong textual match to your Georgia comparison. In Wyoming, small claims are not
run under the ordinary civil rules. They are governed by their own Supreme Court-
promulgated small claims rules instead. The Wyoming Judiciary’s small-claims guidance
also confirms that small claims are filed in Circuit Court using the dedicated Small Claims
Affidavit and Summons forms, and current court materials state the amount for a Wyoming
small-claims case must be $6,000 or less.

Conclusion — Wyoming

IN SHORT

Wyoming is similar to Georgia in the relevant sense.

For Wyoming small claims in circuit court, the general civil rules do not apply by
default; a distinct small-claims ruleset governs instead.

Final updated Option 3 list

The states identified in this run as fitting your Option 3 criterion are:

Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia, Hawaii, Idaho, lllinois,
Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
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Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
Mexico, New York, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, Washington,
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming.
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CLOSING

A BOOK OF RULES

CLASS 2 - COURT RULES AND PROCEDURES



A BOOK OF RULES

“ISN’T IT STRANGE

THAT PRINCES AND KINGS, AND CLOWNS THAT
CAPER IN SAWDUST RINGS,”

This is saying: look at all types of people—
O powerful people (princes and kings),
O entertainers or people others laugh at (clowns in a circus),

Even though they seem very different, they’re being grouped together.

“AND COMMON PEOPLE

Like you and me”

Now it brings it home:
Not just the famous or powerful—ordinary people too.

The point: status doesn’t matter.

“ARE BUILDERS FOR ETERNITY?”

This is the big idea.
Every person—rich, poor, powerful, unknown—is building something that lasts beyond
their lifetime.

That “something” isn’t buildings or money.
It's impact:

O character
O influence
O choices
O

how you affect others
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A BOOK OF RULES

“EACH IS GIVEN A BAG OF TOOLS,”

Everyone starts life with resources:

O

O

O

O

O

mind
abilities
opportunities
experiences

time

Different tools, but everyone gets something.

“A SHAPELESS MASS,”

Life starts unfinished.

Your life is raw material—you have to shape it.

“A BOOK OF RULES;”

This refers to:

O

O

O

O

O

moral rules
laws
values
conscience

spiritual or ethical guidance

You don’t get to say, “There were no rules.”

You’'re given guidance—even if you choose to ignore it.

“AND EACH MUST MAKE—

Ere life is flown—"
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A BOOK OF RULES

Before life passes by...
Before time runs out...

You must do something with what you were given.

“A STUMBLING BLOCK

Or a stepping stone.”
This is the final choice.
Your life will become:

O a stumbling block —» something that trips others, harms, misleads, discourages
or

O a stepping stone —» something that helps others rise, learn, grow, move forward

There is no neutral option.

PLAIN-LANGUAGE SUMMARY

No matter who you are, you are building something with your life.
You're given:

O tools (abilities),
O raw material (your life),
O rules (guidance).

What you build will either:

O make life harder for others
or

O help others move forward.

That's it.
That's the weight of the poem.
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