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SUMMARY

The Arkansas Supreme Court held that the criminal division of the circuit court lacked authority to set
aside its order transferring C.H.'s case to the juvenile division. Upon transfer, the criminal division
relinquished exclusive jurisdiction, and its later set-aside order was a nullity; the appeal was dismissed
for lack of appellate jurisdiction. The concurrence urged legislative action to address the absence of a

statutory mechanism for returning a transferred case to the criminal division.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the criminal division of the circuit court could revest itself with exclusive jurisdiction after
transferring the case to the juvenile division.

2. Whether the criminal division had authority to set aside its order transferring the juvenile-defendant case

to the juvenile division.

3. Whether the Supreme Court of Arkansas acquired appellate jurisdiction over the interlocutory appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. The criminal division relinquished its exclusive jurisdiction when it transferred the case to the juvenile

division; the juvenile division thereafter held exclusive jurisdiction over the transferred matter.

2. The criminal division lacked authority to set aside its order transferring C.H.'s case to the juvenile

division; the set-aside order was a nullity.

3. The Supreme Court of Arkansas never acquired appellate jurisdiction over the interlocutory appeal

because the order challenged on appeal was entered without authority and was therefore a nullity.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Therefore, while the criminal division obtained jurisdiction in this case originally, when it transferred the

case to the juvenile division, it relinquished its exclusive jurisdiction to the juvenile division.” (886)

“Therefore, the criminal division lacked authority to enter the January 11, 2010 order setting aside its
December 30, 2009 order transferring C.H.'s case to the juvenile division, and so the set-aside order is a
nullity.” (886)

“Accordingly, we never acquired appellate jurisdiction. We dismiss the appeal.” (886)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

C.H., who was seventeen when the alleged offense occurred, was charged with rape in the criminal division of
the Crawford County Circuit Court. Following a transfer hearing and a psychological evaluation diagnosing
Asperger Disorder and Disruptive Disorder Not Otherwise Specified, the criminal division transferred the case to
the juvenile division. A proposed plea agreement requiring, among other things, a juvenile extended-jurisdiction
disposition and a jury-trial waiver could not proceed because C.H.'s father refused to sign the waiver, after which

the criminal division set aside its transfer order.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

C.H. was charged with rape in the criminal division of the Crawford County Circuit Court. After a transfer
hearing, the criminal division transferred the case to the juvenile division. When a proposed plea agreement
could not proceed because C.H.'s father refused to waive C.H.'s jury-trial right, the State moved to set aside the
transfer order, and the criminal division granted that motion. C.H. filed a timely interlocutory appeal, but the
Supreme Court of Arkansas dismissed the appeal because the criminal division lacked authority to set aside the

transfer order and the appellate court therefore never acquired appellate jurisdiction.



DISPOSITION

dismissed
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