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PREFACE
This supplement brings up to date developments concerning appellate courts, their

structures, functions, processes and personnel, since publication of the second edition
of the casebook in 2006.

The casebook has had the good fortune and benefit of two thoughtful reviews,
which might be helpful background reading for teachers using it. Paul D. Carrington,
A Critical Assessment of the Cultural and Institutional Roles of Appellate Courts, 9 J.
APP. PRAC. & PROCESS 231 (2007); Michael E. Tigar, A Review of Appellate Courts:
Structures, Functions, Processes, and Personnel (2d ed. LexisNexis 2006), 2 FED.
CTS. L. REV. 133 (2007).

Professor Baker would like to thank Gloria Acosta and Marsha Walker for their
staff support and Janet Reinke for her skillful librarianship; he is also grateful for the
attention to detail of his able research assistants: Chris Kokuruda, Larry Lalla, Jeff
Molinaro, and Steve Stavich.

Professor Steinman thanks her administrative assistant Kevin Jones and alumnus
David Simon for their contributions to this supplement.
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