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Summary of Findings 
 
This study, completed in October 2003, analyzes the effect of small claims court 
jurisdictional limit increases on small claims court caseloads.  This study looks at 66 
separate jurisdictional increases in 37 states (including the District of Columbia) in the 
US from 1984 to 2002.   
 
This first portion of the study looks at the 66 cases of jurisdictional increase to see if 
there is a correlation between an increase in the small claims court jurisdictional limit and 
an increase in the number of cases filed in the first year following the increase.  Then, 
this study looks at caseloads five years later to see if that change is maintained.  The data 
show that an increase in jurisdictional limit is only slightly more likely to raise the 
caseload than it is to lower it, and that the most likely outcome is no change at all.  In half 
the instances, there was no significant change within the first year after the jurisdictional 
increase.   Five years later, 85% of all jurisdictions had caseloads within 5% of the 
caseload before the jurisdictional increase.     
 
The second portion of the study looks at the specific amount of the jurisdictional increase 
to see if there is a correlation between the dollar size of the increase and the 
accompanying change in caseload.  Then, the study looks five years later at those states 
that had an initial increase in caseload to see if larger dollar increases were more likely to 
bring about lasting growth in the caseload.  The data show that the effects of an increase 
on the jurisdictional limit are fairly constant, regardless of the amount of that increase.  
All limit increases, from $300 to $10,000, are just as likely to have no effect as they are 
to have any effect.  The average caseload change for every category of increase is only 
5.4%.  In those instances where there was a significant increase in the caseload for the 
first year, the change completely dissipated in 85% of instances by the fifth year, and 
larger dollar increases were not more likely to bring about lasting changes than smaller 
ones.     
 
Therefore, this study concludes that there is only a slight and erratic correlation between 
an increase in the jurisdictional limit of a small claims court and an increase in the court’s 
caseload, and that any such increase diminishes quickly.  
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Introduction 
This study analyzes the effect of jurisdictional limit increases on small claims court 
caseloads in the US from 1984 to 2002.  Unless otherwise noted, data is for each state’s 
fiscal year, and jurisdictional increases happened within three months of the start of the 
fiscal year.  Data was collected from the National Center for State Courts (NCSC) when 
available and state court administrative offices when NCSC data was not available.  All 
data from fiscal year 2002 was collected from court administrators and state Web sites.   
 
Fourteen states have been excluded from the discussion for various reasons.1  In Indiana 
and Tennessee, the small claims jurisdictional limit varies by county, and data is not 
recorded separately for each.  Delaware was excluded because HALT does not consider it 
to have a true small claims court system, as its lowest- level court has no guarantee of 
simplified procedures and relaxed evidentiary rules.  West Virginia reported only partial 
data and changes could not be calculated from existing data.  In the remaining 10 states 
that have been excluded, small claims caseloads have not been recorded independently of 
the other state courts or are lacking data for years when there was an increase.2  
 
In the 37 states (including the District of Columbia) incorporated in this study, there have 
been 66 separate jurisdictional increases during the time period studied.3  Of those 66 
increases, 62 occurred within three months of the beginning of a fiscal year, and 
comparisons are calculated as if the change occurred at the start of that fiscal year.  For 
example, Arizona increased its small claims court limit from $1500 to $2500 in July 1, 
1996.  Arizona’s fiscal year also starts on July, 1, so 1996 was chosen as the base year, 
1997 as the first year after the increase, and 2001 as the fifth year after the increase.  In 
four other jurisdictions, increases occurred in the middle of the fiscal year.  In those 
cases, the initial effects of the jurisdictional increase are calculated for the first full fiscal 
year following the increase.  For example, the District of Columbia increased its small 
claims court limit from $750 to $2000 on November 1, 1984.  D.C.’s fiscal year starts on 
July 1, which is more than three months from the start of the fiscal year, so this study 
uses fiscal year 1984 for the base year, 1986 for the first full year after the increase and 
1989 for the fifth year after the increase. 
 
Of the 66 separate jurisdictional increases, five were increases less than $500, 14 of $500, 
one of $700, one of $800, 16 of $1000, three of $1250, six of $1500, one of $1600, eight 
of $2000, five of $2500, three of $3000, one of $4000, one of $5000 and one of $10,000.  
For the purposes of this study, they have been grouped into five categories: Group A 
includes raises of up to $500 (19 instances); B includes raises between $501 to $1000 (18 
instances); C includes raises between $1001 and $2000 (18 instances); D includes raises 

                                                 
1 States excluded from this study: Delaware, Indiana, Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, Montana, Nevada, 
New Jersey, New Mexico, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia. 
2 In Pennsylvania there are two small claims court systems, one in Philadelphia (Municipal Court) and one 
for the rest of the state (District Court).  While separate data is available for each system, there were no 
jurisdictional increases in the District Court system for the period in which data is available.  Therefore, all 
references to Pennsylvania are references to only the Municipal Court system.   
3 In the 14 jurisdictions that are not part of the study, there were an additional 22 instances where the limit 
was raised.   
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between $2001 and $3999 (eight instances); and E includes all raises greater than or 
equal to $4000 (three instances).   
 
The first portion of this study is devoted to analyzing how an increase in jurisdictional 
limit, regardless of its size, affects the small claims court caseload.  To do this, the study 
first examines whether there is a significant increase in the caseload in the year that 
follows the increase.  Then, it looks to see if a significant change is retained five years 
later.  This study recognizes that the jurisdictional dollar limit is not the only factor that 
may affect the small claims court caseload and that a court experiences a small amount of 
variation between any two years.  Therefore, this study defines the range of -5% to 5% as 
normal year-to-year variation and values within this range are not considered significant 
increases or decreases. 
 
It has been suggested that larger dollar increases lead to larger escalations in the court’s 
caseload.  Therefore, the second portion of this study refines the analysis of the first 
section and examines the specific amount of the jurisdictional increase to see if there is a 
correlation between the dollar size of the increase and any accompanying change in 
caseload.  Data is analyzed after the first year and the fifth year of the increase, as in the 
section above, with an emphasis on those instances where there was an increase in the 
caseload after the first year.   
 
 
Does an Increase in the Small Claims Jurisdictional Limit Lead to a Rise in the Caseload?   
 
This portion of the study looks at 66 cases of jurisdictional increase from 1984 to 2002 to 
see if there is a correlation between an increase in the small claims court jurisdictional 
limit and an increase in the number of cases filed in the first year following the increase.  
Then, this study looks at those states that had showed an increase after the first year to 
see if those changes are maintained five years later.   
 
One-Year Effects: 
Of all the instances analyzed, 42 jurisdictional increases were accompanied by some 
increase in caseload for the first year, and 24 were accompanied by a decrease.   In 33 
cases, which comprise half of all instances, a jurisdictional increase brought no change 
more than 5% in either direction, which means that half of all jurisdiction changes did not 
affect the caseload significantly in the first year.  
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Table 1: First Year Percentage Change in Caseload 
Change in Caseload Increase (+) Decrease (-) 
Less than 5% 20 (30%) 13 (20%) 
5-10% 9 (14%) 8 (12%) 
10-15% 4 (6%) 2 (3%) 
Greater than 15% 9 (14%) 1 (2%) 
Absolute Totals 42 (64%) 24 (36%) 
Statistically Relevant 4 22 (33%) 11 (16%) 

 
As Table 1 shows, only a third of all jurisdictional increases were followed by a 
significantly increased caseload.  On the other hand, in 11 instances where there was a 
jurisdictional increase, there was a decrease in the caseload of more than 5% in the 
following year.  (See Figure 1 at the end of this study for a graphical representation.)  As 
the previous Table shows, there is no predictable way that a jurisdiction will react to an 
increase.  Some states report falling caseload numbers after the first year, and others 
report large increases in their caseloads.   
 
The data show that it is common for a single state to have different responses from each 
of multiple increases.  Connecticut, for example, enacted jurisdictional increases of $500 
in 1984, 1988 and 1994.  In the first year after each increase, the caseload changed by      
-9.5%, +4.4% and -3.2%, respectively.  These changes follow no pattern, even though 
they occurred in the same state and for the same amount.   
 
Five-Year Effects: 
The 22 instances where a jurisdictional limit increase was accompanied by a statistically 
relevant increase in the caseload were analyzed again five years later to see if those 
increases were maintained.  The five-year percentage change was calculated from the 
base year of the increase.   
 
In seven instances, the jurisdictional increases occurred too recently or too close to 
another increase to be able to calculate the five-year effect.5 Table 2, below, shows the 
breakdown of increases by percentage of change in caseload.   
 
Table 2: Five-Year Change in Caseload for States with First Year Caseload Increase 

Change in Caseload Increase (+) Decrease (-) 
Less than 5% 2 1 
5-10% 2 0 
10-15% 1 1 
Greater than 15% 7 1 
Statistically Relevant  10 2 
Absolute Totals 12 3 

                                                 
4 The range of -5% to 5% change is considered normal year-to-year variation and not statistically 
significant. 
5 Those instances are: Connecticut 2000, Idaho 1999, Michigan 1999, Ohio 1989, Oregon 1999, South 
Dakota 1994, Texas 1987.  
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Of the 15 remaining instances, in only 10 cases did a significant (>5%) increase in 
caseload remain after five years. In the other five instances, initial increases in caseload 
dissipated during the following five-year period to previous levels. 
 
The Pennsylvania Municipal small claims court increase in 1995 from $5000 to $10,000 
is one example of this trend.  During the first year after the increase, the Pennsylvania 
small claims court caseload increased 13%.  However, five years later the caseload had 
diminished back to its previous levels, and the court system decided 0.4% fewer cases 
than during the year that the limit increased.  See Figure 2 in the Appendix for a graphical 
representation of the small claims caseload for the years discussed.   
 
In many cases, the caseload did not change much over the 18-year period in this study, 
despite all the jurisdictional changes.  In Connecticut, the net effect of four increases in 
18 years was -5.4%.6  This phenomenon is common for many jurisdictions in the US.  
Arizona, the District of Columbia, Kansas, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New Hampshire, New York, Ohio and Wisconsin all had several increases 
over the 20-year period but no overall gain in caseload.   
 
For the 66 jurisdictional increases studied, an increase in the jurisdictiona l limit is only 
slightly more likely to raise the caseload than it is to lower it, and the most likely 
outcome is nothing at all.  In two-thirds of all instances, an increase in the jurisdictional 
limit did not increase the caseload significantly in the first year.  After the fifth year, only 
10 of those jurisdictions that initially had an increase in caseload were still had a higher 
caseload than before the increase.   
 
Does the Dollar Amount of the Jurisdictional Increase Have an Effect on Caseload?  
 
This portion of the study looks at the effects of specific dollar amount increases on small 
claims caseloads to see if larger dollar increases have more of an effect on the caseload 
than smaller ones.  Then, the study looks five years later at those states that had an initial 
increase in caseload to see if larger dollar increases were more likely to bring about 
lasting growth in the caseload.   
 
One-Year Effects: 
The first year effects are calculated in the same way as in the previous portion, but the 
instances have been broken down into the five dollar categories.   
 
The data show that the effects of an increase on the jurisdictional limit are fairly constant, 
regardless of the amount of that increase.  All limit increases, from $300 to $10,000, are 
just as likely to have no effect as they are to have any effect.  In Table 3 below, the 
section shaded gray represents those cases where an increase in the jurisdictional limit 
had no significant effect. 
 
 
 
                                                 
6 Refer to the Data Chart included at the end of this report.   
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Table 3: First Year Effects of Jurisdictional Limit Increases 

Dollar 
Increase 

<-15% 
Change 

-10-
15% 

Change 

-5-10% 
Change 

=-5% 
Change 

=5% 
Change 

5-10% 
Change 

10-
15% 

Change 

>15% 
Change Totals 

=$500 - - 3 5 7 2 1 1 19 

$501-
1000 1 1 3 1 5 3 1 3 18 

$1001-
2000 - - 1 3 6 4 1 3 18 

$2001-
$3999 - 1 1 3 1 - - 2 8 

=$4000 - - - 1 1 - 1 - 3 

Totals 1 2 8 13 20 9 4 9 66 
 
Two examples, Georgia and Alabama, illustrate the finding that the size of a dollar 
increase cannot predict the amount of impact it will have on the caseload.  Georgia 
increased its small claims court limit in 1999 from $5000 to $15,000, the highest in the 
country.  Even with a limit three times as high the previous limit, the court’s caseload fell 
by 0.3%.  On the other hand, Alabama increased its small claims limit in 1984 from $500 
to $1000, only a $500 increase.  The result of this increase was 23.3% growth in the 
court’s caseload for the following year.  Over time, both Alabama’s and Georgia’s 
caseloads grew, whether or not there were increases in the jurisdictional limit, which 
suggests that there are other factors affecting the caseload.   
 
A steady upward movement in caseload, regardless of jurisdictional increase, is a trend in 
several states.  Those that follow this pattern include Idaho, Oregon and South Dakota.  
While these states had caseload increases during the first year after the jurisdictional 
change, they also increased their caseloads during years when there was no increase.  For 
these states, the caseload increase after a jurisdictional limit change is incidental in a 
larger trend of caseload growth and should not be mistaken for an effect of the change.   
 
In general, it is likely that a jurisdiction will experience no positive impact on the 
caseload, regardless of the size of the increase.  Table 4, below, shows the average 
caseload change in the first year, broken down by amount of jurisdictional increase. 
 
Table 4: Average First Year Caseload Change by Amount of Jurisdictional Increase 

Average % increase for = $500 1.9% 
Average % increase for $501-1000 5.2% 
Average % increase for $1001-2000 9.4%  
Average % increase for $2001-3999 5.3% 
Average % increase for = $4000 5.6% 
Average increase for all dollar amounts 5.4% 
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Looking at the table, jurisdictional limit increases between $1000 and $2000 raise the 
caseload limit the most in the first year - on average 9.4%.  However, a larger 
jurisdictional increase does not always lead to a larger increase in caseload.  The highest 
category, which includes the three largest jurisdictional increases, averages only a 5.6% 
increase in caseload during the first year.  For all categories, the average increase is only 
5.4%, which is hardly notable given normal year-to-year fluctuations. 
 
Five-Year Effects: 
The five-year effects are calculated the same as in the previous portion of this study but 
are also broken down into the five dollar categories.  Of the 22 instances where there was 
an initial increase in the caseload, four were $500 or less; seven were between $501 and 
$1000; eight were between $1001 and $2000; two were between 2001 and $3999; and 
one was greater than $4000.   As in the previous portion, seven instances are omitted 
from the discussion because they occurred too close to another increase in the same state 
or too recently.  Refer to Footnote 6 to see which individual increases are omitted. 
 
Of the remaining 15 instances, the data show that no matter what the effect during the 
first year, most of the change in caseload is not permanent.  As Table 4 shows below, five 
years later 33% of all jurisdictions that had an increase in caseload after the first year 
were back to their pre-increase caseload or below.  For all categories of increase, 
substantial growth in the first year usually dissipates in the following years.  
 
Table 4: Fifth Year Effects of Jurisdictional Limit Increases 

Dollar 
Increase 

No Positive or  
Significant 

Change 

5-10% 
Change 

10-15% 
Change 

> 15% 
Change 

Totals 

=$500 1 1 - 2 4 
$501-1000 2 - - 1 3 

$1001-2000 - 1 1 3 5 
$2001-3999 1 - - 1 2 

= $4000 1 - - - 1 
Totals 5 2 1 7 15 

 
Looking at the 10 remaining instances where an increase in caseload was maintained over 
the five-year period, larger dollar increases are not more likely to bring about lasting 
changes than smaller ones.  15.8% of jurisdictional increases up to $500 still had higher 
caseloads five year later, but only 12.5% of jurisdictional increases between $2001 and 
$3999 still had higher caseloads five year later.  The data show that, no matter the size of 
the increase, the overwhelming majority of cases return to original levels within five 
years after an increase.   
 
Conclusion 
For the 66 jurisdictional increases studied, an increase in the jurisdictional limit is only 
slightly more likely to raise the caseload than it is to lower it, and the most likely 
outcome is nothing at all.  The dollar amount of the increase does not have a correlation 
with the size of the caseload increase.  All limit increases, from $300 to $10,000, are just 
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as likely to have no effect as they are to have any effect.  Five years later, larger dollar 
increases are not more likely to result in lasting changes than smaller ones.  Overall, 
increasing a state’s jurisdictional limit for small claims cases has, at most, a minimal and 
fleeting impact on small claims court caseload.   

 



Appendix: 
 

Figure 1: Small Claims Caseload Percentage Changes for the First Year 
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Figure 2: Pennsylvania Small Claims Court Caseload from 1995 to 2001 
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Chart 1: Individual Jurisdictional Increases from 1984 to 2002: Sorted by 
First Year Effect of Jurisdictional Increase 

 
Effect of the 

Increase State (Year) Amount 
Dollar 

Change 
Nebraska 1990 $1500-$1800 300 
Nebraska 1995 $1800-$2100 300 
Nebraska 2000 $2100-$2400 300 

Connecticut 1988 $1500-$2000 500 
Kansas 1985 $500-$1000 500 

Kentucky 1989 $1000-$1500 500 
Michigan 1986 $1000-$1500 500 

Kansas 1994 $1000-$1800 800 
New York 1994 $2000-$3000 1000 

North Carolina 1999 $3000-$4000 1000 
Ohio 1995 $2000-$3000 1000 

Wyoming 1997 $2000-$3000 1000 
Alabama 1996 $1500-$3000 1500 

Maine 1996 $3000-$4500 1500 
Missouri 1994 $1500-$3000 1500 

Washington 2000 $2500-$4000 1500 
Iowa 1995 $2000-$4000 2000 

North Dakota 1995 $3000-$5000 2000 
Texas 1991 $2500-$5000 2500  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Less Than 5% 

Caseload 
Increase 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 South Dakota 1996 $4000-$8000 4000 

 
Effect of the 

Increase State (Year) Amount 
Dollar 

Change 
Alabama 1990 $1000-$1500 500 

Massachusetts 1993 $1500-$2000 500 
Arizona 1996 $1500-$2500 1000 

Connecticut 1999 $2500-$3500 1000 
Idaho 1991 $2000-$3000 1000 

New Hampshire 1987 $1500-$2500 1000 
Michigan 1999 $1750-$3000 1250 

Oklahoma 1991 $2500-$4500 2000 
Oregon 1990 $2500-$4500 2000 

 
 
 
 

5% to 10% 
Caseload 
Increase 

 
 

 South Dakota 1994 $2000-$4000 2000 
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Effect of the 
Increase State (Year) Amount 

Dollar 
Change 

Massachusetts 1985 $1200-$1500 300 
Idaho 1999 $3000-$4000 1000 

Wisconsin 1994 $1000-$2000 1000 

 

10% to 15% 
Caseload 
Increase 

 
Pennsylvania 

(Municipal) 1996 $5000-$10,000 5000 
 

Effect of the 
Increase State (Year) Amount 

Dollar 
Change 

Alabama 1984 $500-$1000 500 
Texas 1987 $1800-$2500 700  
Florida 1984 $1500-$2500 1000 

Oklahoma 1989 $1500-$2500 1000 
DC 1984 $750-$2000 1250 

Arkansas 1996 $3000-$5000 2000 
Georgia 1989 $3000-$5000 2000 
Florida 1996 $2500-$5000 2500 

 
 
 
 

More than 
15% Caseload 

Increase 
 
 
 DC1994 $2000-$5000 3000 

 
Effect of the 

Increase State (Year) Amount 
Dollar 

Change 
Michigan 1992 $1500-$1750 250 
Arizona 1988 $500-$1000 500 
Arizona 1990 $1000-$1500 500 

Connecticut 1984 $1000-$1500 500 
Connecticut 1994 $2000-$2500 500 

Georgia 1987 $2500-$3000 500 
Missouri 1987 $1000-$1500 500 

New York 1986 $1500-$2000 500 
Hawaii 1992 $2500-$3500 1000 

North Carolina 1992 $2000-$3000 1000 
Ohio 1992 $1000-$2000 1000 

Vermont 1992 $2500-$3500 1000 
Wyoming 1989 $750-$2000 1250 
Colorado 1995 $3500-$5000 1500 

Minnesota 1994 $6000-$7500 1500 
Maine 1992 $1400-$3000 1600 

Wisconsin 1988 $2000-$4000 2000 
Alaska 1997 $5000-$7500 2500 
Illinois 1995 $2500-$5000 2500 

New Hampshire 1997 $2500-$5000 2500 
California 1991 $2000-$5000 3000 

Georgia 1999 $5000-$15000 10000 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Caseload 
Decrease 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Utah1992 $2000-$5000 3000 
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Chart 2: Small Claims Caseload Study Data 
Note: In those instances where an increase occurred in the middle of the fiscal year, the 
change in caseload is calculated from the previous fiscal year. 
 
ALABAMA     FY:  10/1-9/30       

Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload % Change 
Base Year  1984 $500-$1000 76,694  

One Year Later 1985 $1000 94,594 +23.3% 
Five Years Later 1990 $1000-$1500 109,593 +42.9% 

     
Base Year 1989 $1000-$1500 111,244  

One Year Later 1991 $1500 118,589 +.6.6% 
Five Years Later 1994 $1500 112,050 +.7% 

     
Base Year 1996 $1500-$3000 107,916  

One Year Later 1997 $3000 112,219 +4.0% 
Five Years Later 2001 $3000 99,948 -7.4% 

* Increase in 1990 occurred on 4/1990.  Increase in 1996 occurred on7/1/1996. 
 
 
ALASKA     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline Fiscal Year Limit Caseload % Change 

Base Year 1997 $5000-$7500 11,469  
One Year Later 1998 $7500 10,757 -6.2% 
Five Years Later 2002 $7500 11,049 -3.7% 

* Increase in 1997 occurred on 7/1/1997.   
 
 
ARIZONA     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1988 $500-$1000 40,729  
One Year Later 1989 $1000 38,312 -5.9% 

*No five year data for because it occurred too close to change two years later. 
     

Base Year 1990 $1000-$1500 40,121  
One Year Later 1991 $1500 37,310 -7.0% 
Five Years Later 1995 $1500 28,252 -29.6% 

     
Base Year 1996 $1500-$2500 28,593  

One Year Later 1997 $2500 30,913 +8.1% 
Five Years Later 2001 $2500 28,882 +1.0 

* All increases occurred on 7/1 of the base year.   
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ARKANSAS      FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1996 $3000-$5000 24,575  
One Year Later 1997 $5000 39,481 +60.7% 
Five Years Later 2001 $5000 54,176 +120.5% 

 
CALIFORNIA      FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload % Change 

Base Year 1991 $2000- $5000 549,231  
One Year Later 1992 $5000 548,373 -.2% 
Five Years Later 1996 $5000 430,814 -21.6% 

 
COLORADO     FY: 7/1-6/30 

Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload % Change 
Base Year 1995 $3500-$5000 20,203  

One Year Later 1996 $5000 20,200 -.0001% 
Five Years Later 2000 $5000 15,568 -22.9% 

 
CONNECTICUT    FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload % Change 

Base Year 1984 $1000-1500 73,096  
One Year Later 1985 $1500 66,167 -9.5% 
*No five year data for because change occurred too close to change four years later. 

     
Base Year 1988 $1500-$2000 59,633  

One Year Later 1989 $2000 62,263 +4.4% 
Five Years Later 1993 $2000 70,066 +17.5% 

     
Base Year 1994 $2000-2500 69,197  

One Year Later 1995 $2500 66,978 -3.2% 
Five Years Later 1999 $2500 62,164 -10.2% 

     
Base Year 2000 $2500-$3500 65,323  

One Year Later 2001 $3500 71,475 +9.4% 
 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA       FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1984 $750-$2000 25,323  
One Year Later 1986 $2000 35,197 +38.9% 
Five Years Later 1989 $2000 44,686 +76.5% 

     
Base Year 1994 $2000-$5000 29,927  

One Year Later 1995 $5000 40,094 +34.0% 
Five Years Later 1999 $5000 26,314 -12.1% 

* Increase in 1984 occurred on 10/30/1984. Increase in 1994 occurred on 8/23/1994.     
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FLORIDA             FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1984 $1500-$2500 163,171  
One Year Later 1985 $2500 207,492 +27.2% 
Five Years Later 1989 $2500 192,386 +17.9% 

     
Base Year 1996 $2500-$5000 133,951  

One Year Later 1997 $5000 176,146 +31.5% 
Five Years Later 2001 $5000 254,141 +89.5% 

 
 
GEORGIA       FY: 7/1-6/30 

Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload % Change 
Base Year  1987 $2500-$3000 116,840  

One Year Later 1988 $3000 116,320 -.4% 
     

Base Year  1989 $3000-$5000 121,710  
One Year Later 1990 $5000 142,736 +17.3% 
Five Years Later 1994 $5000 136,555 +12.1% 

     
Base Year 1999 $5000-$15000 137,860  

One Year Later 2000 $15,000 137,407 -.3% 
*No five year data for increase in ’87 because it occurred too close to change in ‘89 
* All increases occurred on 7/1 of the base year.   
 
 
HAWAII     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1992 $2500-$3500 5,681  
One Year Later 1993 $3500 5,104 -10.2% 
Five Years Later 1997 $3500 5,573 -1.9% 

* Increase in 1992 occurred on 7/1/1992. 
 
 
IDAHO      FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1991 $2000-$3000 14,371  
One Year Later 1992 $3000 13,422 -6.6% 
Five Years Later 1996 $3000 15,333 +6.7% 

     
Base Year 1999 $3000-$4000 19,247  

One Year Later 2000 $4000 21,397 +11.2% 
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ILLINOIS     FY: 7/1-6/30  
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1995 $2500-$5000 117,610  
One Year Later 1996 $5000 113,860 -3.2% 
Five Years Later 2000 $5000 115,127 -2.1% 

 
 
IOWA      FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1995 $2000-$4000 77,506  
One Year Later 1996 $4000 79,128 +2.1% 
Five Years Later 2000 $4000 83,528 +7.8% 

* Increase in 1995 occurred on 4/25/1995. 
 
 
KANSAS       FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1985 $500-$1000 14,429  
One Year Later 1986 $1000 15,096 +4.6% 
Five Years Later 1990 $1000 18,718 +29.7% 

     
Base Year 1994 $1000-$1800 15,493  

One Year Later 1995 $1800 16,023 +3.4% 
Five Years Later 1999 $1800 15,476 -.01% 

* Increase in 1994 occurred on 4/25/1994. 
 
 
KENTUCKY     FY: 7/1-6/30 

Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 
Base Year 1989 $1000-$1500 28,866  

One Year Later 1990 $1500 29,273 +1.4% 
Five Years Later 1994 $1500 28,422 -1.5% 

 
 
MAINE     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1992 $1400-$3000 11,033  
One Year Later 1993 $3000 9,997 -9.4% 

     
Base Year 1996 $3000-$4500 9,772  

One Year Later 1997 $4500 10,113 +3.5% 
Five Years Later 2001 $4500 9,194 -5.9% 

*No five year data for ‘92 increase because change occurred too close to increase in ’96 
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MASSACHUSETTS    FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1985 $1200-$1500 137,826  
One Year Later 1986 $1500 152,331 +10.5% 
Five Years Later 1990 $1500 168,014 +21.9% 

     
Base Year 1993 $1500-$2000 130,097  

One Year Later 1994 $2000 138,433 +6.4% 
Five Years Later 1998 $2000 141,920 +9.1% 

* Increase in 1985 occurred on 10/1/1985. Increase in 1993 occurred on 10/1/1993. 
 
MICHIGAN     FY: 10/1-9/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1986 $1000-$1500 107,380  
One Year Later 1987 $1500 110,266 +2.7% 
Five Years Later 1991 $1500 119,374 +11.2% 

     
Base Year 1992 $1500-$1750 114,446  

One Year Later 1993 $1750 110,529 -3.5% 
Five Years Later 1997 $1750 99,827 -12.8% 

     
Base Year 1999 $1750-$3000 89,842  

One Year Later 2000 $3000 98,173 +9.3% 
* Increase in 1986 occurred on 1/1/1986.  Increase in 1992 occurred on 7/1/1992. 
Increase in 2000 occurred on 1/1/2000. 
 
 
MINNESOTA     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Increased 7/1/94 1994 $6000-$7500 83,752  
One Year Later 1995 $7500 83,660 -0.1% 
Five Years Later 1999 $7500 66,897 -20.1% 

* Increase in 1994 occurred on 7/1/1994.   
 
 
MISSOURI     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload % Change 

Base Year 1987 $1000-$1500 20,982  
One Year Later 1988 $1500 20,702 -1.3% 
Five Years Later 1992 $1500 22,334 +6.4% 

     
Base Year 1994 $1500-$3000 20,154  

One Year Later 1995 $3000 21,067 +4.5% 
Five Years Later 1999 $3000 20,489 +1.7% 
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NEBRASKA     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1990 $1500-$1800 11,974  
One Year Later 1991 $1800 12,463 +4.1% 
Five Years Later 1995 $1800-2100 10,958 -8.5% 

     
Base Year 1995 $1800-$2100 10,958  

One Year Later 1996 $2100 10,999 +0.4% 
Five Years Later 2000 $2100-2400 9,462 -13.7% 

     
Base Year 2000 $2100-$2400 9,462  

One Year Later 2001 $2400 9,919 +4.8% 
* All increases occurred on 7/1 of the base year. 
 
NEW HAMPSHIRE    FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1987 $1500-$2500 29,612  
One Year Later 1988 $2500 31,556 +6.6% 
Five Years Later 1992 $2500 20,367 -31.2% 

     
Base Year 1997 $2500-$5000 18,733  

One Year Later 1998 $5000 16,458 -12.1% 
Five Years Later  $5000 No Data Available 

 
NEW YORK     FY: 4/1-3/31 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1986 $1500-$2000 108,745  
One Year Later 1987 $2000 107,160 -1.5% 
Five Years Later 1991 $2000 123,987 +14.0% 

     
Base Year 1993 $2000-$3000 119,879  

One Year Later 1995 $3000 120,933 +.8% 
Five Years Later 1998 $3000 107,674 -10.2% 

* Increase in 1994 occurred on 7/31/1994.   
 
NORTH CAROLINA   FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1992 $2000-$3000 260,289  
One Year Later 1993 $3000 237,729 -8.7% 
Five Years Later 1997 $3000 271,994 +4.5% 

     
Base Year 1999 $3000-$4000 278,311  

One Year Later 2000 $4000 287,505 +3.3% 
* All increases occurred on 10/1 of the base year. 
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NORTH DAKOTA    FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1995 $3000-$5000 6,300  
One Year Later 1996 $5000 6,525 +3.6% 
Five Years Later 2000 $5000 5,882 -6.6% 

* Increase in 1995 occurred on 8/1/1995.   
 
 
OHIO       FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1992 $1000-$2000 100,706  
One Year Later 1993 $2000 96,753 -3.9% 

     
Base Year 1995 $2000-$3000 87,946  

One Year Later 1996 $3000 89,707 +2.0% 
Five Years Later 2000 $3000 91,135 +3.6% 

*No five year data for ‘92 increase because change occurred too close to increase in ’95 
* Increase in 1992 occurred on 3/24/1992.   
 
 
OKLAHOMA      FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload % Change 

Base Year 1989 $1500-$2500 68,920  
One Year Later 1990 $2500 83,207 +23.2% 

     
Limit Increase 1991 $2500-$4500 65,723  
One Year Later 1992 $4500 69,740 +6.1% 
Five Years Later 1996 $4500 85,144 +29.5% 

*No five year data for ‘89 increase because change occurred too close to increase in ’91 
 
 
OREGON     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 
Increased 4/20/99 1999 $3500-$5000 57,816  
One Year Later 2000 $5000 64,054 +6.8% 

 
 
PENNSYLVANIA    Court: Municipal Court  FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 
Increased 1/22/96 1995 $5000-$10,000 144,710  
One Year Later 1997 $10,000 163,552 +13.0% 
Five Years Later 2000 $10,000 144,088 -.4% 
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SOUTH DAKOTA    FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1994 $2000-$4000 24,605  
One Year Later 1995 $4000 26,443 +7.5% 

     
Base Year 1996 $4000-$8000 31,255  

One Year Later 1997 $8000 32,556 +4.2% 
Five Years Later 2001 $8000 32,633 +4.4% 

*No five year data for ’94 increase because it was too close to ’96 increase. 
 
 
 
TEXAS      FY: 7/1-6/30 

Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload % Change 
Base Year  1987 $1800-$2500 51,983  

One Year Later 1988 $2500 78,013 +50.1% 
     

Base Year 1991 $2500-$5000 66,614  
One Year Later 1992 $5000 68,133 +2.3% 
Five Years Later 1996 $5000 65,118 -2.2% 

* Increase in 1987 occurred on 6/20/1987.  Increase in 1991 occurred on 9/1/1991.     
 
 
 
UTAH     FY: 7/1-6/30 

Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 
Base Year 1992 $2000-$5000 39,988  

One Year Later 1993 $5000 38,433 -3.9% 
Five Years Later 1997 $5000 44,304 +10.8% 

 
 
 
VERMONT     FY: 7/1-6/30 

Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 
Base Year 1992 $2500-$3500 11,733  

One Year Later 1993 $3500 10,811 -7.9% 
Five Years Later 1997 $3500 No Data Available 

 
 
 
WASHINGTON     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Before Increase 2000 $2500-$4000 23,306  
One Year Later 2001 $4000 24,296 +4.2% 
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WISCONSIN     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1988 $1000-$2000 197,487  
One Year Later 1989 $2000 159,829 -19.1% 
Five Years Later 1993 $2000 211,231 +7.0% 

     
Base Year 1994 $2000-$4000 137,940  

One Year Later 1995 $4000 153,779 +11.5% 
Five Years Later 1999 $4000 145,097 +5.2% 

* Increase in 1988 occurred on 7/1/1988.  Increase in 1994 occurred on 4/1/1994.   
  
WYOMING     FY: 7/1-6/30 
Increase Timeline  Fiscal Year Limit Caseload %Change 

Base Year 1989 $750-$2000 8,392  
One Year Later 1990 $2000 8,337 -0.7% 
Five Years Later 1994 $2000 5,801 -30.9% 

     
Base Year 1997 $2000-$3000 6,049  

One Year Later 1998 $3000 6,346 +4.9% 
Five Years Later 2002 $3000 No Data  

* Increase in 1997 occurred on 7/1/1997.   
 
 

  
 

 


