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  	The constitution of any country or nation is the supreme law of the land. This is because the Constitution establishes the federal system of the government for power sharing between the federal and the state government. For this reason, federalism has led to both governments to have in place a defined structure of their respective court systems. The constitution stipulates that the federal government is supreme because of the level of powers delegated to it. On the other hand, the state government is also supreme to matters reserved for it. Both governments have court systems where the law is interpreted and applied. This is done by specifically spelling out the jurisdiction of their respective court systems (North, 1991).
 	A state establishes the state and local courts, which are established by municipalities, counties, and cities. All these are included in the overall discussion and amendments of state courts. The constitution of the United States has established the federal courts which specifically work on deciding or prosecuting disputes that involve the constitution and laws passed by the Congress. With regards to the structure of the court, Article III of the constitution invests the judicial power of the United States in the federal court system (Hazard, 1965). Section I specifically discusses the creation of the Supreme Court where the congress is given the authority of creating the lower federal courts. On the other hand, the constitution and laws of a governing state form the state courts. The Court of last resort mostly referred to as the Supreme Court is the highest court. In other states, there is also the intermediate court of appeals. The trials courts are below the court of appeals which are also known as Circuit or District Courts.
 	Court systems in the federal government, through the power of the Congress, the following courts have been established; thirteen US court of appeals, 94 US District Courts, US court of claims, US court of international trade and US bankruptcy courts. States, on the other hand, have a court system for handling certain legal matters like probate courts which deal with wills and juvenile or family courts which deal with divorce or custody cases. In addition, parties that feel dissatisfied with the judgment of either the US Court of claims, US District Court, or US Court of international trade can seek for an appeal in the US Court of appeals. Regarding the court system of the state, parties that feel dissatisfied with the judgment of the Trial court may seek an appeal in the intermediate court of appeals.
Parties can request the US Supreme Court to review the decision made by the US court of appeal but the Supreme Court mostly has no obligation of doing so. For this reason, the US Supreme Court is considered the final arbiter of cases involving the federal constitution. In the state court system, the parties could request the highest court in the state to hear their case; however, only specific cases meet the eligibility to be reviewed by the US Supreme Court. As mentioned above, the court systems in the state often deal with cases that relate to subject matters that US constitution didn’t give to the court system of the federal government. These mostly are matters concerning the regulation of family like adoption, divorce, marriages. Besides, state courts also handle contract and tort cases like personal injuries. They are the final arbiters of state law and constitutions.
 	The state and federal court systems often times overlap and intersect each other. However, no two states have a similar organization of their courts. This is because the court system of a state is established by the state itself; hence, they differ in structure, an organization of courts, name, and jurisdiction (Posner, 1999). The organization of the court system in the state, have a close resemblance but isn’t perfectly similar to the more clear-cut system that exists at the federal level. Laws in both the state and federal governments including the constitution have rules that concern the power given to the federal and state courts to hear certain cases. These laws also limit the power of the court to hear certain cases. For this reason, jurisdiction is significant since if a certain court doesn’t have jurisdiction over a given case, then it has no legal authority of passing judgment to the case. In order for a court to prosecute and make a binding judgment in a certain case, it has to have both the personal jurisdiction and subject matter.
 	Jurisdiction on the subject matter is basically the courts’ power to hear a certain type of case. Personal jurisdiction is the courts’ power to give orders to a defendant. For example, a court order can force an individual to pay child support only if the court has personal jurisdiction over them. The main difference between the courts in the federal and state government is mainly defined by the jurisdiction. State courts have a broad jurisdiction compared to the federal courts. This is because, the state courts deal with cases of individual citizens like robbery, traffic violation, family disputes etc. All these are prosecuted in the state courts. However, courts in the state government can’t hear cases that are against the United States or those regarding specific federal laws.
 	The jurisdiction of the federal court, by contrast, is limited to those cases that are listed in the constitution and provided for by the Congress. For this reason, the federal courts only hear and prosecute cases where the United States is one of the parties, those involving constitutional or federal law violation, cases that involve individuals of varying states and the controversy amount exceeding $75,000 and cases related to bankruptcy, patent, maritime laws and copyright (Brilmayer, 1980). There are some cases where, both the state and federal courts have jurisdiction, hence, the party is allowed to choose whether to go to the federal or state court. As mentioned before, the state court handle cases involving violation of state laws, however, criminal cases that involve the violation of federal laws are tried in the federal court.
 A good example of this is the case of robbery which we all know that it is a crime but which law says it is a crime? The laws of the state make robbery be considered a crime and not the federal law. There are, however, some federal laws concerning the robbery. According to federal law, it is a crime to rob a bank whose deposits are insured by a federal agency. Trafficking drugs considered to be illegal across state lines, using US mails to swindle the consumers and crimes carried out on federal property are all examples of federal laws concerning robbery which is all prosecuted in the federal court.
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