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Federalism in the Court Systems
A dual court system refers to the structure of the judiciary to employ two independent court systems to operate concurrently, one at the local and the other at the national level. The federal and the state courts both have similar subdivisions with the Supreme Court merging the two at the top. The appellate and trial courts at both levels provide a variety of means to hold judicial hearings, but serves as a double edged sword with the system also creating a bias in a case to case scenario. 
The federal court jurisdiction is limited, and it covers cases with aspects federal law that was passed in Congress, and to interpret and apply the U.S. constitution. The same jurisdiction cover cases whose impact have a national or global impact, and as such is most suited to deal with foreign matters. The state courts are responsible for 90% of the cases heard in the United States. The system takes on cases whose jurisdiction is not defined under federal law, termed as general jurisdiction. It is the principal system for violation of local and state laws. The structure of the state courts allow for individualization of codes making each different on the basis of cultures, politics and law. 
The federal question cases involves matters fundamental to the U.S. constitution, U.S. government and other federal laws. They encompass crimes that violate federal law, civic cases based on federal laws, those spanning interstate concerning commerce and criminal activity, controversy cases between the Constitution and other federal laws, cases where the government is party, state controversies and those that involve foreign governments. A state case begins at filing summons and complaint, through to service of the same which demands a reply from the defendant. A summary motion is the next step, where amended complaint may be filed after and the court will issue Scheduling Order. Discovery follows with pretrial conference and trials promptly following. A default judgement given ends the proceedings with satisfaction. For a federal case, the complaint is followed with consent or refusal to use magistrate judge. Defendant files answer then follows mandatory disclosures, then a Scheduling Order prompts discovery. Expert witnesses provide testimony followed by a summary judgement motion, with a pretrial report. The last step is the trial, unless one opts for appeal. 
The diversity of both systems affects the citizens on a case by case system dependent on their location and the nature of the civil case. The systems are also defined by their predefined codes. 
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