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Judicial authority has been defined as that power to adjudicate upon and protect the
rights and interests of individual citizens and to that end construe and apply the laws.
Through the courts, the law is made effective. The courts are charged with the duty
to ascertain and enforce the law as created by the legislative power of the state in
accordance with the constitution. ‘ '




INTRODUCTION

The Texas Civil Judicial Council, originally by
,name an advisory body to the Legislature, was cre-
ated in 1929 by the 41st Legislatare (Art. 2328a,
V.A.T.S. as amended, Acts 1953 and 1969) to conduct
“the continuous study of and report upon the organi-
zation, rules, procedure and practice of the civil judi-
cial system of the State of Texas, the work accom-
plished and the results produced by that system and
its various parts, and methods for its improvement. . .”
and to make “. . . such statistical and other investi-
gations concerning the criminal justice system of the
State as hereinafter stipulated.” It is further provided
by statute that the Council shall have power “to require
the supplying of - statistical data and other information
pertaining to the amount and character of the civil and
criminal business transacted by the courts of the State
and other information pertaining to their conduct and
operation; and to prescribe procedure and forms for

the supplymg of such statlstlcal data and other

information.”

The duties of the Council mclude making a con-
tinuous study of the organization of the civil courts;
to receive and consider suggestions from judges, public
officials;” members of the bar, and citizens on the
admiinistration of civil justice; to formulate methods
for simplifying the procedure of and expediting the
transaction of business in the civil judicial system, to
gather civil judicial statistics and other pertinent data;
to make investigations and reports upon the admin-
istration of civil justice; and to make a complete

detailed report apnually to the Governor and to the
Supreme Court. - The Council has the authority to
hold public meetings or hearings, require the produc-
tion of books and documents, to require reports from
the several courts of this state, including courts not
of record, and to require the supplying of statistical
data and other information pertaining to the amount
and character of the civil and criminal business trans-
acted by the courts of this state and other information
pertaining to their conduct and operation.

Since its inception the Council has been the only
agency which collects comprehensive statewide statis-
tics on the operation of Texas courts. The first statis-
tical report by the Council was made in 1930, and
since that timie various changes have been made in a
continuing effort to improve the quality of the data
collected.

The Council herewith submits its Annual Report
containing detailed statistical data on the judicial sys-
tem of Texas for calendar year 1973. During 1973,
a significant expansion of the Council’s data gathering
activities neared completion. For the first time, the
Council is receiving reports from county, justice of the
peace and municipal courts. While the 1974 Annual
Report will be the first to include a full year report on
the -activity of these courts, this Annual Report pre-
sents some preliminary information gathered in the
implementation of reporting from these vital segments
of the Texas judicial system.

The Texas Civil Judicial Council acknowledges the assistance of the Texas Research League in preparing the
statistical analysis section of this report, the Governor's Office of Information Services in preparing the. district court
statistics by automated data. processing, and the Criminal Justice Division, Office of the Governor for financial
support toward publication of this report. The fact that the Criminal Justice Division furnished finaricial support to
the activity described in this written publication does not necessarily indicate the concurrence of the Criminal Justice

Division in the statements or conclusions contained heréin.
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RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION FOR
MAURICE V. BROOKS

Maurice V. Brooks is a man in the tradition and mold of the early Texans,
who, without thought of compensation or reward, always stood ready to contribute
their time, abilities and resources to further the general welfare.

His constant service on all of the Council’s most important committees
bears witness to his usefulness. His grasp and understanding of the problems
and needs of the Texas Court system in the administration of justice and his
leadership in supplying these needs and resolving problems has inspired all
those with whom he has been associated and has made the Council’s work more
expeditious and meaningful.

BE IT RESOLVED, therefore, that the Texas Civil Judicial Council at its
regular meeting at Austin, Texas, on this 14th day of September, 1973, does
hereby acknowledge  with appreciation the extraordinary service Maurice V.
Brooks has routinely rendered in the performance of his duties as a member of
the Council, and does hereby commend him to all Texans as an effective and
faithful public servant, deserving of their gratitude.

RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION FOR
MRS. HARRIS L. KEMPNER

Some eight years ago a Texas Governor distinguished himself by appointing
Mrs. Harris L. Kempner to this Council and thereby for the first time added the
insight, touch and understanding of an intelligent, sensitive, and compassionate
woman to the Council’s deliberations. '

The uniqueness of Mrs. Kempner’s services are memorable, not only
because of her warm personality, beauty, charm and wit, but more importantly
because her clear and decisive views had substantial influence upon all. Council
activities. Mrs. Kempner’s contributions to the accomplishments of the Council

and enhancement of its potential for service in the administration of justice in

Texas will long continue to guide and inspire the Council in the performance of
its duties.

BE IT RESOLVED, therefore, that the Texas Civil Judicial Council at its
regular meeeting at Austin, Teexas, on this September 14, 1973, does now by
passage of this resolution acknowledge the service Mrs, Kempner has rendered
her fellow Texans and express to her the Council’s congratulations on a job
well done.
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THE JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF TEXAS

The present court system of Texas established by
the constitutional amendment of 1891 provides for a
Supreme Court which makes the final determination
in civil matters and a Court of Criminal Appeals which
is the highest state appellate court in criminal matters.
It has fourteen intermediate courts of civil appeals.
There is no intermediate court for criminal appeals

from trial courts, such appeals going directly from the

trial courts to the Court of Criminal Appeals in Austin.

The state trial courts of general jurisdiction are the
district courts, which in some metropolitan areas have
been established as courts having exclusively civil,
criminal, domestic relation, or . juvenile jurisdiction.
It should be noted that the geographical jurisdiction
of each individual district court is established by the
specific statute creating that court, and such jurisdiction
does not necessarily correspond to any previously
established court. -Each court has one judge.

In addition to the above state courts, the Texas
Constitution provides for a county court in each county

presided over by the county judge. To relieve the
calendar congestion of the single constitutional county
courts the legislature has established probate courts,
and county courts-at-law in certain counties having
large populations.

The Texas Constitution also provides for justice
of the peace courts in each county. -Since 1953, these
justice courts also serve as small claims courts.

- The legislature has created by statute municipal
courts in each-incorporated city. These courts have
concurrent criminal jurisdiction with the justice of the
peace courts limited to the geographic confines of the
municipality.

Trial in the justice of the peace courts and the
municipal courts is not of record, and appeals there-

- from are on trial de novo to the county court except

in those counties having statutory county courts at law
or where by statute the district court has assumed
portions of the county court’s jurisdiction.
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(EXTREMELY LIMITED)

THE JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF TEXAS

(1974)

SUPREME COURT
9 JUSTICES
CIVIL JURISDICTION ONLY

CIVIL
APPEALS
ONLY

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS

5 JUDGES
2 COMMISSIONERS

CRIMINAL JURISDICTION ONLY

COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS

INTERMEDIATE. APPELLATE
CIVIL JURISDICTION

14 COURTS WITH 3 JUDGES EACH

—_— ] [

DISTRICT COURTS

TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL
JURISDICTION
BOTH- CIVIL, AND CRIMINAL?

227 COURTS

[~

CIVIL APPEALS ONLY

JUVENILE COURTS
6 COURTS

TRIAL DE NOVO
IN PROBATE CASES

TRTAL DE NOVO*+|.

h—— COUNTY COURTS (Const.)

™.

A
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PROBATE COURTS

ESTABLISHED {N CERTAIN COUNTIES
TO RELIEVE COUNTY COURTS.
LIMITED TO PROBATE MATTERS

6 COURTS
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CRIMINAL DISTRICT COURTS é b
e
CRIMINAL JURISDICTION ONLY E
10 COURTS £
g

COURTS OF DOMESTIC
RELATIONS
26 COURTS
LIMITED CIVIL AND
CRIMINAL JURISDICTION A=
254 COURTS
{1 In Each County)

N (N

COUNTY COURTS AT LAW*
ESTABLISHED IN CERTAIN COUNTIES

TO RELIEVE CONST. COUNTY COURTS.

LIMITED CIVIL AND/OR
CRIMINAL JURISDICTION

62. CQURTS

CIVIL APPEALS (OVER $20)
CRIMINAL APPEALS (ALL)

TRIAL DE NOVO

JUSTICE OF THE
PEACE COURTS

LIMITED CIVIL AND
CRIMINAL JURISDICTION

934 COURTS ~- APPROX.

ROUTE OF APPEAL
WHERE SPECIALIZED
COUNTY <OURTS
EXIST

APPEALS (ALL) — TRIAL DE NOVO**

MUNICIPAL COURTS
LIMITED CRIMINAL JURISDICTION

1000 COURTS — APPROX.

1SOME DISTRICT COURTS ARE REQUIRED BY STATUTE TO GIVE PREFERENCE ‘TO CRIMINAL CASES,
*SOME COUNTIES HAVE SEPARATE CIVIL & CRIMINAL COUNTY COURTS AT LAW: (42 COUNTY COURTS AT LAW, 8 COUNTY

CRIMINAL COURTS, 7 COUNTY CRIMINAL COURTS AT LAW, 3. COUNTY CIVIL COURTS AT LAW, I COUNTY CRIMINAL CQURT

OF :APPEALS, 1 “COUNTY COURT").
**APPEALS. FROM SOME JUSTICE OF THE PEACE AND MUNICIPAL COURTS ARE TO THE DISTRICT COURT RATHER THAN THE

COUNTY COURT.
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CITY TRIAL
|—— COURTS &
J.P. COURTS




THE JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF TEXAS

1. COURTS
A. Supreme Court (1)

1.

Jurisdiction: The Supreme Court of Texas
has state-wide final appellate jurisdiction in
civil cases only. ‘The court has original jur-
isdiction to issue writs and to conduct pro-
ceedings for involuntary retirement or re-
moval of judges. The court is empowered
to make and enforce all necessary rules of
civil practice and procedure for use in all
courts.

. Seat: Austin
. Membership:

a. Number: One Chief Justice and 8 associ-
ate justices.

b. Selection: Partisan, state-wide election.
Vacancies between elections filled by
gubernatorial appointment with advice and
consent of the Senate.

c¢. Qualifications:
States and of Texas; age 35; a practicing
lawyer, or lawyer and judge of a court of
record together for at least ten years.

d. Salaries: Chief Justice—$40,500 per year
Associate Justices—$40,000 per
year.

e. Term: Six year, overlapping terms.

B. Court of Criminal Appeals (1)

1.

w

Jurisdiction: The Court of Criminal Appeals
has state-wide final appellate jurisiction in
criminal cases only, and the power to issue
writs.

. Seat: Austin

Membership:

a. Number: One Presiding Judge, 4 judges
and 2 “permanent” commissioners, and 2
additional commissioners serving on ‘a
rotating temporary basis. Sec. 1, Art.
1811e, V.A.C.S.

b. Selection;

(1) Presiding Judge and judges are elected
in partisan state-wide elections. Va-
cancies between elections are filled
by gubernatorial appointment with ad-
vice and consent of the Senate.

(2) The court has authority to appoint
cominissioners.

c. Qualifications; Judges and commissioners
must be citizens of the United States and
of Texas; age 35; a practicing lawyer, or
lawyer and judge of a court of record to-
gether for at least ten years. .

Citizen of the United -

viii

d. Salaries: Presiding Judge—$40,500 per
year.
Judges and commissioners -—
$40,000 per year.

e. Term: Judges — Six year, overlapping
terms.
“Permanent” commissioners—two
year terms.

C. Courts of Civil Appeals (14)
1. Jurisdiction: Intermediate appellate jurisdic-

tion in civil cases only from trial courts in
each respective geographic district. Limited
original writ jurisdiction.

. Seats: - 1Ist District, Houston

2nd District, Fort Worth
3rd District, Austin

4th District, San Antonio
5th District, Dallas

6th District, Texarkana
7th District, Amarillo
8th District, El Paso

9th District, Beaumont
10th District, Waco

11th District, Eastland
12th District, Tyler

13th District; Corpus Christi
14th District, Houston

. Membership:

a. Number: One Chief Justice and two as-
sociate justices per court, a total of 42
justices state-wide.

b. Selection: Partisan election from supreme
judicial districts. Vacancies between elec-
tions filled by gubernatorial appointment
with advice and consent of the Senate.

c. Qualifications: Citizen of the United
States and of Texas; age 35; a practicing
lawyer, or lawyer and judge of a court of
record together for at least ten years.

d. Salaries: $35,000—Chief Justice, $35,000
—Associate Justices paid by the State.
Supplements may be paid by the counties
in the districts, not to exceed $8,000 per
year and total salary must be $1,000 less
than received by Supreme Court Associate
Justices.

e. Term: Six years.

D. District Courts (227)
- 1. Jurisdiction: There are 227 separate district

courts, identified by separate numbers, each
having its own judge and geographical juris-
diction. In a number of areas, the geograph-
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2.

3.

ical jurisdiction of two or more district courts
is overlapping,

District courts are trial courts of general jur-
isdiction, having original jurisdiction in all
criminal cases of the grade of felony, cases of
divorce, title to land, contested elections, and
all civil matters wherein the amount in con-
troversy is $5,000 or more and concurrent
jurisdiction with statutory county courts at
law in cases of at least $500 and not to
exceed $5,000. (In those counties which
have no statutory county courts at law, dis-
trict courts have exclusive original jurisdiction
in civil cases wherein the amount in contro-
versy is $1,000 or more and concurrent juris-
diction with the county court in cases of at
least $500 and not to exceed $1,000).

‘The district courts have original and appellate
jurisdiction in probate matters and general
supervisory control over commissioner’s court.
In addition, these courts have general original
jurisdiction over all causes of action what-
ever for which a remedy or jurisdiction is not
provided by law or by the Constitution, and
have the power to issue writs of habeas
corpus, mandamus, injunction, certiorari, se-
questration, attachments, garnishment, and
all writs necessary to enforce their jurisdic-
tion,

Most district courts exercise both criminal
and civil jurisdiction, but in the metropolitan
areas there is a tendency for the courts to
specialize in either civil or criminal cases.
In some cases, the courts which have crim-
inal jurisdiction exclusively are designated
criminal district -courts.

A limited number of district courts also exer-
cise the subject-matter jurisdiction normally

exercised by county courts.

Appeals from judgments of the district courts

are to the Court of Criminal Appeals in crim-

inal cases and to the Courts of Civil Appeals
in civil cases.

Seats: At the county seat of each county in-
cluded in each respective geographical district.
Membership:

a. Number: One judge per court.

b. Selection: Partisan district-wide elections.

~_Vacancies between elections filled by

ix

gubernatorial appointment with advice and
consent of Senate.

¢. Qualifications:  Citizen of the United
States and of Texas; resident of the district
for two years; age 25; licensed to practice
law in Texas and a practicing lawyer or
judge for four years.

d. Salaries: $25,000 per year paid by the
State. Supplements authoriZed by statute
may be paid by counties, ranging from
$600 to $17,000 per year. Total salary
must be $1,000 less than received by civil
appeals justices.

e. Term: Four years.

E. Domestic Relations and Special Juvenile
Courts (34)

1. Jurisdiction: A number of special - district

courts have been created by statute, with
their subject-matter authority limited to do-
mestic relations or juvenile cases and their
geographic jurisdiction limited to one county.
There are some slight variations among these
special district courts because of differences
in the statutes creating them. (Generally
Arts. 2338-3—2338-21, V.A.C.S))

Domestic Relations Courts: Brazoria (€))
Dallas (4)
El Paso (1)
Fort Bend (1)
Galveston (1)
Gregg (1)
Harris (5)
Hutchinson (1)
Jefferson (1)
Lubbock. (1)*
Midland (1)
Nueces (1)
Potter (1)
Smith (1)
Starr (1)*
Tarrant (4)
Taylor (1)
Wharton (1)

. Total 28
*authorized but not active
Juvenile Courts: Dallas (2)
Harris (3)
. Ector (1)**
**The judge of this court also serves as judge of
the County Court at Law.

The nomenclature of six of these courts as
“Juvenile Courts” results in confusion with
the “juvenile court” required in each county
by Sec. 51.04, Texas Family Code. That law
provides that one of the “regular” courts of
the county (district court or county court)
shall be designated as the “juvenile court” in
the county for special attention to juvenile
matters.

2. Seats: County seat of county of jurisdiction.
3. Membership:




a. Number: One judge per court.

b. Selection: Usually by county-wide parti-
san election with vacancies between elec-
tions filled by the Governor.

c. Qualifications: Vary according to. court-
creation statute. Texas law license usually
required.

d. Salaries: Paid entirely by the county.
Usually the same as salary of regular
district judges in the respective counties.
Not within the state judicial retirement
system.

e. Term: Four years.

F. “Constitutional” County Courts (254)
1. Jurisdiction: The Texas Constitution pro-

vides that there shall be a county court in
each county, but not all 254 courts perform
judicial functions. The county court has
civil, criminal, original and appellate juris-
diction. It has exclusive legal authority in
civil cases when the contested amount is
$200-$500, and it has concurrent civil juris-
diction with the district court in cases when
the amount exceeds $500 but is less than
$1,000. The county court also is given gen-
eral control over probate cases. In criminal
cases, the county court has exclusive original
jurisdiction over all misdemeanors when the
fine to be imposed exceeds $200 or when a
jail sentence may be imposed. Unless ex-
pressly provided by law, the county court
does not have criminal jurisdiction in any
county where a criminal district court exists.
Decisions from the municipal and justice
courts may be appealed to the county court,
and the appeal takes the form of a completely
new trial (trial de nove). Original and appel-
late judgments of the county court may be
appealed to the Court of Civil Appeals in
civil cases and to the Court of Criminal Ap-
peals in criminal cases.

Geographical jurisdiction: County-wide.
The commissioners court is not a judicial
entity; rather it is the governing body of the
county. It is presided over by the constitu-
tional county judge and is composed of four
elected commissioners, Although it performs
no judicial duties, the commissioners court
can issue writs and contempt citations.
. Seats: County seat of county of jurisdiction.
. Membership:
a. Number: One judge per court.
b. Seiection: County-wide partisan election
with vacancies between elections filled by

county commissioners.

¢. Qualifications: “Shall be well-informed in

the law of the State.” (Law license un-
necessary).

d. Salaries: Paid entirely by the county.
Highly variable.

e. Term: Four years.

G. County Courts-at-Law (70)
1. Jurisdiction: The Legislature has the authority

to create special county courts. Seventy of
these statutory courts have been created in
twenty-nine counties, primarily in metropoli-
tan areas, to relieve the constitutional county
judge of all or part of his judicial duties.

The legal jurisdiction of the special county

courts varies considerably according to the
statute under which they are created. As the
varied names suggest, some of these courts
are intended to exercise in practice subject-
matter jurisdiction in only limited fields, such
as civil, criminal, probate or appellate (from
justice courts or municipal courts); but the
names do not always disclose their complete
functions. In general, the concurrent civil
jurisdiction of these statutory courts with the
district court is higher than constitutional
county .courts (up to amounts less  than
$5,000).

Geographical Jurisdiction: county-wide.

Angelina (1) County Court at Law
Bell (1) County Court at Law
Bexar (6) County Court at Law No,
County Court at Law No.
County Court at Law No.
County Court at Law No,
County Court at Law No,
County Court at Law No.
County Court at Law No.
County Court at Law No,
County Court at Law
County Court at Law No.
County Court at Law No.
County Court at Law No.
County Court at Law No.
County Criminal Court
County Criminal Court No. 2
County Criminal Court No, 3
County Criminal Court No, 4
County Criminal Court No. 5
County Criminal Court of Appeals
Probate Court of Dallas County
Probate Court No. 2 of Dallas
County
County Court at Law
County Court at Law
County Court at Law No. 1
County Court at Law No. 2
County Court at Law No. 3
Galveston (2)  County Court No. 1
Probate Court
Grayson (1) County Court at Law
Guadalupe (1) County Court at Law
Harris (12) County Civil Court at Law No. 1
County Civil Court at Law No. 2
County Civil Court at Law No. 3
Ccltllmtyl Criminal Court at Law
0,

Brazoria (2)

Cameron (1)
Dallas (12)
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Denton (1)
Ector (1)
El Paso (3)

|
4
i

Srey

County Criminal Court at Law
No. 2
C(I)\llmty Criminal Court at Law

Colgnty Criminal Court at Law

(o}

Colgnty5Cr1mmal Court at Law
o

CoﬁmtySCriminal Court at Law

Cognty Criminal Court at Law
Probate Court No. 1 of Harris

County
Probate Court No. 2 of Harris
County
County Court at Law*
County Court at Law
County -Court at Law
Hunt (1) County Court at Law
Jefferson (2) County Court at Law
County Court of Jefferson
County at Law No. 2
Lubbock (2) County -Cotirt at Law No. 1
County Court at Law No. 2
McLennan (1) ‘County Court at Law

Harrison 1)
Hays (1)

Nolan (1) County Court at Law*
Nueces (3) County Court at Law No. 1
County Court at Law No. 2
County Court at Law No. 3
Orange (1) County Court at Law
Potter (1) County Court at Law
Smith (1) County Court at Law
Tarrant (5) County Court at Law
T:;.\Il'ranlt County Criminal Court
s}
TeII\Irranzt County Criminal Court
Tarrant County Criminal Court
No. 3 (sole jurisdiction of
appeals)
_Probate Court of Tarrant County
Taylor (1) County Court at Law
Travis (3) County Court at Law No. 1

County Court at Law No. 2

County Court at Law No. 3
Victoria (1) County Court at Law
*authorized but not active

. Seats: County seat of county of jurisdiction.
. Membership:

a. Number: One judge per court.

b. Selection: Usually by county-wide parti-
san election with vacancies between elec-
tions filled by county commissioners.

¢. Qualifications: Vary according to court-
creation statute, some include two to five
years experience as practicing attorney
and requirement of residence in county.

d. Salaries: Paid entirely by the county.
Highly variable,

e. Term: Four years.

H. Justice of the Peace Courts (approx. 934)
1. Jurisdiction: The Texas Constitution provides

that each county is to be divided into at
least 4, and not over 8, justice precincts, in
each of which shall be elected one Justice of
the Peace, provided that if the precinct in-
cludes a city of 8,000 or more inhabitants,
one additional justice of the peace shall be
elected from such. precinct.

Justice of the peace courts have ongmal
jurisdiction in both civil and criminal cases

xi
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when the amount in controversy or the fine
does not exceed $200. A justice of the peace
may issue warrants of search and arrest,
conduct preliminary hearings, serve as ex-
officio notary public, perform marriages, -and
serve as coroner in counties where there is
no provision for a medical examiner. The
justice court also functions as a small claims
court in disputes over unpaid wages and sal-
aries when the contested amount does not
exceed $200 and in controversies over un-
collected bills when the amount does not
exceed $150.

. Seats: Determined by county commissioners.
. Membership:

a. Number: One judge per court.

b. Selection: Partisan election by voters of
respective precincts.

c. Qualifications: None.

d. Salaries: Paid entirely by the county.
Highly variable.

e. Term: Four years.

[. Municipal Courts (approx. 1,000)
1. Jurisdiction: Authorized by statute, munici-

pal courts are established in cities and towns.
Metropolitan cities usually have more than
one municipal court.

These courts have neither civil nor appellate
jurisdiction, but they have original and ex-
clusive jurisdiction over violations of city
ordinances (predominately traffic offenses).
The municipal courts also have concurrent
jurisdiction with justice courts in misde-
meanor cases resulting from wviolations of
state laws within the city limits when punish-
ment is limited to fines only of $200 or less.
Municipal judges also serve as magistrates
of the state.

. Seats: Determined by the city or town.
. Membership:

a. Number: Generally, limited by statute to
one court per municipality and one judge
per court. Other statutes allow some
urban city governing bodies to establish
more than than one court and/or more
than one judge per court.

b. Selection: Elected or appointed by the
governing body of the city or town as
provided by city charter or ordinances.

c. Qualifications: Determined by the govern-
ing body of the city or town, except for
Wichita Falls where the judge must be a
licensed attorney with two or more years
of experience in the practice of law.
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d. Salaries: Paid entirely by the city or town.
Highly variable.

e. Term: Varies from one year to an indef-
inite term, Often at the will of the gov-
erning body of the city or town,

JUDICIAL QUALIFICATIONS COMMISSION
(see p. 279).
The State Judicial Qualifications Commission is
empowered to act upon cases of misconduct or
disability of judges. The Commission is respon-
sible for investigating such cases and, after investi-
gation, may issue a private reprimand or an order
of public censure. The Commission may also
recommerid to the Supreme Court the removal or
retirement of the judge in question.
TEXAS CIVIL JUDICIAL COUNCIL
The Texas Civil Judicial Council is charged with
making a continuous study of the organization
and operation of the courts.  The Council re-
views and considers proposals on ways to improve
the administration of justice and formulates
methods for simplifying judicial procedures. The
Council gathers judicial statistics from civil and
criminal courts and makes a detailed annual report
to the Governor and to the Supreme Court.
ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICTS (see.p. 251)
For the administration of district courts, the state
is divided into nine administrative judicial districts,
each headed by a presiding judge. Such admin-
istrative judicial districts have limited administra-
tive powers over the district courts located within
the district relating to assignment of judges and
transfer of cases to relieve congested court dockets.
RETIREMENT AND REMOVAL
A. Appellate and District Judges
1. Voluntary Retirement: Basic provision per-
mits retirement at half-pay (of then salary)
after ten years service, either upon incapa-
city or attaining age 65; subject to 10%
increase under conditions designed to en-
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courage retirement at age 70. Judges in

active service contribute 5% per annum of

their salaries (to State General Fund).

Retired judges who have elected to con-

tinue as judicial officers may be assigned

to special duties at active-duty pay rates.

(Art. 6228b, Vernon’s Tex. Civ. Stats,;

Const. Art. V; Sec. 1-a).

2. Involuntary Retirement and Removal for

Cause:

a. Automatic retirement at age 75 (or as
early as 70 if Legislature shall so pro-
vide).

b. Involuntary retirement for disability and
removal for cause by Supreme Court
upon recommendation of State Judicial
Qualifications Commission.

c. Removal for cause also by impeachment,
address or (in case of District Judges
only) by Supreme Court upon complaint
of 10 or more lawyers, etc. (Const.,
Art. V, Sec. l-a, as amended Nov. 2,
1965; also Art. XV, Secs, 1-5, 6 and 8;
also Vernon’s Tex. Civ. Stats., Arts,
5961-5966).

B. Other Judges
1. Retirement oaly as may be provided by
counties (Coust. . Art. XVI, Sec. 62b and
corresponding statutes).
2. Removal for Cause:

a. By Supreme Court upon recommenda-
tion of - State Judicial Qualifications
Commission,

b. By District Court proceeding, with some
exceptions. (Vernon’s Tex. Civ. Stats.,
Arts. 5970 et seq., 5968; and Acts such
as Art. 1970-44, 1970-56, and Arts.
2338-3 through 2338-20; Const. Art, V,
Sec. 24. See also Art. XV, Sec. 7).







SUPREME COURT

The nine-member Supreme Court has final appel-
late jurisdiction limited to civil matters. Detailed
statistics on the court are presented at pages 5-16 of
this report,

Although the number of “regular causes’—pri-
marily cases in which the court hears oral arguments
and delivers an opinion—initially reaching the docket
increased 22 percent over 1972, the general level of
activity of the court has remained comparatively steady
over the past ten years, In 1973, 101 new “regular
causes” were entered on the docket, compared to 83
in 1972. Applications for writs of error increased from
598 in 1972 to 614 in 1973, compared to a ten-year
average of 616. New civil and criminal mandamus
matters decreased substantially while new habeas
corpus matters increased.

In 1973, the Supreme Court disposed of 71 per-
cent of the regular causes docketed during 1973 or
carried over from 1972, 3 percent less than in 1972,
Eighty-four percent of the applications for writs of
error were disposed of during the year, the same as

during 1972.
The court delivered 94 deciding opinions in 1973,
compared with 87 in 1972. A total of 130 opinions

was written (including Rule 483 per curiam opinions),

an average of 14 per justice.

The Supreme Court disposed of 611 applications
for writs of error from decisions of the Courts of Civil
Appeals, compared to 603 in 1972. Thirteen percent
of these were granted. Of the granted writs, the
Court of Civil Appeals was reversed in 80 percent of
the cases for an effective reversal rate of the Courts
of Civil Appeals of 11 percent.

Thirty-eight regular causes were pending at the
end of 1973—seven more than at the end of 1972.
The average over the past ten years is 41. The num-
ber of applications for writs of error was slightly high-
er than in 1972: 122 were pending on December 31,
1973, compared with 119 the previous year. The
number carried over to 1974 was 34 percent higher
than the ten-year average of 91. ‘

Figure 1. SUPREME COURT
Cases filed, disposed and pending 1964-1973
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COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS

Texas is one of only two states with two courts
of final appellate jurisdiction. The five-judge Court
of Criminal Appeals received the assistance of two
“permanent” commissioners during 1973. In addition,
pursuant to Article 1811e, V.AT.S,, ten special com-
missioners served the court at various times during
the year. Detailed statistics on the court are pre-
sented at pages 17-24 of this report. '

The Court of Criminal Appeals once again faced
an increased caseload in 1973. The 1,628 new cases
docketed in the court represent a 17 percent increase
over 1972 and are 27 percent higher than the five-
year average.

Undocketed habeas corpus and mandamus cases
showed a decrease from 912 in 1972 to 790 in 1973,
but were 15 percent higher than the five-year aver-
age. The court handled 468 motions for rehearing
in 1973, compared to 423 in 1972,

Sixteen percent of the cases filed in 1973 involved
sentences of less than two years imprisonment. Eigh-
teen percent of the cases arose from marijuana, heroin
and other drug-related offenses.

Seven decisions invoking the death penalty were
reviewed, as compared to 10 in 1972. Life imprison-
ment had been sentenced in 156 cases, compared to
128 the previous year.

In 1973, the Court of Criminal Appeals disposed
of 71 percent of the cases docketed during the year
or carried over from 1972, an 8 percent improvement
over the previous year, For the first year since 1968,
the Court disposed of more cases than were placed
on the docket. Thirty-nine percent were disposed of
by per curiam opinions.

One thousand eight hundred thirty-nine opinions
(including dissents and concurrences) were written in
1973, 2S5 percent more than the 1972 total of 1,465.
Sixty-three percent were authored opinions.

The Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed the trial
court’s decision in 83 percent of the cases reviewed
and dismissed the appeal in an additional 5 percent.

Six hundred ninety-five docketed cases were pend-
ing at the end of 1973—nine percent less than a year
ago but 23 percent more than the five-year average
of 564,

Based on the service of five judges and four full-
time commissioners, the caseload per judge in the
Court of Criminal Appeals was higher than that of the
other appellate courts. (Figure 3.) Due to the addi-
tion of commissioners, the number of cases docketed
per judge decreased to 185 in 1973 from 204 in 1972.
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Figure 2. COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS
Cases docketed, disposed and pending 1966- 1973
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The intermediate appellate courts in Texas do
not have criminal jurisdiction. The appeal in criminal
cases is directly to the Court of Criminal Appeals from
the District and County Courts. Due to the absence
of an intermediate appellate court system for criminal
cases, the Court of Criminal Appeals hears cases which
in other states would be heard by one or more inter-
mediate courts. Awarding of criminal jurisdiction to
the Courts of Civil Appeals is a frequently suggested
solution to easing the workload of the Court of Crim-

inal Appeals.

The Court of Criminal Appeals is- also burdened
by the provision of Article 44.24 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure which requirés the court to de-
liver a written opinion in each case it decides. While
many of these opinions are short and perfunctory,
this rule resulted in the five judges and four commis-
sioners of the court each writing an average of 204
opinions during 1973. In 1972, the five judges and
two commissioners wrote an average of 210 opinions
each,




COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS

The 14 Courts of Civil Appeals exercise intermedi-
. ate appellate jurisdiction in civil cases. Each court
has geographic jurisdiction in a Supreme Judicial Dis-
trict. Each of the courts have three judges, for a
total of 42 in the state. Detailed statistics on these
courts are presented at pages 25-32 of this report.

Cases filed in all the Courts of Civil Appeals dur-
ing 1973 decreased 5 percent over 1972 but were 7
percent higher than the ten-year average. New cases
filed in eight of the courts in 1973 (Dallas, Texarkana,
Amarillo, El Paso, Beaumont, Waco, Eastland and
Tyler) were less than the number filed in 1972. Of
the six courts with increased filings, the Fourteenth
Court at Houston experienced the largest percentage
increase—25%-—as well as the largest increase in
actual number of filings—29. The Dallas Court con-
tinued to receive more new filings than any of the
other courts—207 compared with the average of 95.
(Figure 6.) The two courts in Houston, each of
which have jurisdiction over the same geographic area,
received 332 new cases, an increase of 12 percent over
1972.

In 1973, all the Courts of Civil Appeals disposed
of 73 percent of the cases filed during the year or car-
ried over from 1972, an increase of 2 percent. The

Figure 3. APPELLATE COURTS
Average number of cases filed per justice 1963-1973,
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Figure 4. COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS
Casas filed, disposed and pending 1963-1973
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1,404 dispositions were 11 percent higher than the
ten-year average of 1,264. The Fourteenth Court at
Houston led with 158 dispositions, compared with the
average of the 14 courts of 100. Eight of the courts
disposed of more cases in 1973 than in 1972.

In 1973, 1,313 opinions were written in all the
courts, compared to 1,327 in 1972. The Fourteenth
Court at Houston led with 135 written opinions, com-
pared with the average per court of 94.

The average number of written opinions per judge
statewide was 31, compared to 32 in 1972.

The Courts of Civil Appeals reversed, at least in
part, the decision of the trial court in 28 percent of
the cases decided.

At the end of 1973, 542 cases remained on the
Courts of Civil Appeals dockets for disposition in a
later year, 11 percent less than at the end of 1972.
The number of cases pending at the end of 1973 was
10 percent lower than the ten-year average. Of the 542
cases pending December 31, 1973, 53 had been on
the docket six to 12 months and four had been pend-
ing more than a year.

Seventy cases were pending on the docket of the
Dallas Court December 31, 1973. The number for
the other courts ranged down to 8 at Eastland. The

el

average number pending for all courts was 35, down
from 43 at the end of 1972.

The average lapse between the filing of a case in
a Court of Civil Appeals and its disposition ranged
from 2-2/3 months in the Waco court to 6-2/3 months
in the El Paso and Texarkana courts. The average
for all courts was 4-3/4 months, a few days longer
than the average in 1972. The average disposition
time was shorter than in 1972 in nine of the courts.

While the 14 Courts of Civil Appeals operate to
a large extent as autonomous courts in specific geo-

graphic areas, some highly desirable aspects of unifi-

cation are achieved by periodic transfers of cases
among the courts by order of the Supreme Court
pursuant to Article 1738, V.A.T.S. The Supreme
Court transferred 12 percent fewer cases than in 1972.

The Dallas court received the most attention from
these transfers: of the 156 cases transferred to other
courts (disregarding transfers between the two Hous-
ton courts), 80 were transferred from the Dallas court.
The Waco court received the most transferred cases—
51.

The net result of these transfers for the years 1969-
1973 is shown in Figure 5. The workload of the
courts after the transfers were made is shown by the
total bar above the center line. This workload rang-
ed from 283 cases at Texarkana to 701 in the Four-
teenth Court at Houston, a range considerably nar-
rower than the range of filings (230 at Eastland to
1,041 at Dallas) over the same five years. The aver-

age workload for all courts during this period was
459 cases.

Figure 5, COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS
Workloads and cases transferred 1969-1973
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Figure 6. THE FOURTEEN COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS
Cases filed, disposed and pending 1973
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Detailed statistics on these courts are presented at
pages 33-180 of this report.

The 254* district, domestic relations and special
juvenile . courts experienced a 6 percent increase in
filings—to 296,548 cases from 280,971 i 1972. The
trend of filings is shown by Figure 10.

For the first time in several years, filings of civil
cases increased at a greater rate than filings of crim-
inal cases. In 1973, 220,115 civil cases were docket-
ed in the district courts—a 7 percent increase from
1972, and 18 percent greater than the ten-year aver-
age of 186,185. '

The number of criminal cases filed increased a
little less than 1 percent—from 75,700 in 1972 to 76,-
433 in 1973  In 1973, criminal cases accounted for
26 percent of the total cases filed. :

Of the civil cases, filings of tax cases increased 64
percent—from 11,792 in 1972 to 19,363 in 1973. Per-
sonal injury cases increased 3 percent, workmen’s
compensation cases decreased 8 percent, divorce
cases increased 7 percent, dependent and neglected or
delinquent children cases decreased 2 percent and
other civil cases increased 1 percent.

' The number of cases filed in the 16 Texas counties
with 1970 population ovzr 100,000 increased 28 per-
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Figure 7.  DISTRICT COURTS
‘Categories of cases filed 1973
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cent—from 196,417 in 1972 to 201,988 in 1973. In
all other counties, cases filed increased 11.8 percent
from 84,554 to 94,560.

Travis, Jefferson, Nueces, Hidalgo, Lubbock, Galves-
ton, McLennan, Cameron, Bell, Wichita and Brazoria)
had 62 percent of the state’s population in 1970 and
had 68 percent of the total cases filed during 1973.

*Includes & courts created by the 63rd Legislature which became effective at various times during 1978. See pages

225-244 for a listing of district courts.

The 16 large population
 counties  (Harris, Dallas, Bexar, Tarrant, El Paso,

Figure 8. DISTRICT COURTS
Cases filed as a per cent of base year 1967
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Changes in total case filings in the 16 counties from
1972 range from an increase of just under 15 percent
in Brazoria County to a decrease of just under 10
percent in El Paso County.

Considering criminal cases only, filings remained
practically the same for the 16 urban counties viewed
together, but ranged from increases of 54 percent in
Lubbock County and 53 percent in Brazoria County
to a decrease of 36 percent in El Paso County. In
the metropolitan district courts, one criminal case
was filed for every 68 residents in Dallas County while
in McLennan County, one case was filed for every
525 residents. The average in the 16 urban counties
was a criminal case for every 127 persons while in the
rest of the state a criminal case was docketed for
every 196 inhabitants. (Population based on 1970
census figures.)

In 1973, the district courts of the state disposed
of 49 percent of the total cases on their dockets (filed
or reinstated during 1973 or carried over from 1972).
The district courts in counties with population over
100,000 disposed of 53 percent. In the other coun-
ties, 42 percent were disposed of. In all counties,
52 percent of the criminal cases and 48 percent of
the civil cases were disposed of during the year.

In the 16 urban counties the disposition rate of
criminal cases averaged 54 percent, ranging from 76
percent in Bell County to 37 percent in Wichita County
and 38 percent in Jefferson County. The disposition
rate of criminal cases in counties under 100,000 pop-
ulation averaged 48 percent.
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Figure 9, DISTRICT COURTS
Cases filed as a per cent of base year 1967
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Forty-five percent of all civil cases were disposed
of by non-jury trials, 3 percent lower than in 1972.
Seventeen percent were dismissed for want of prose-
cution. District court judges conducted the same num-
ber of jury trials in 1973 as during the past two years
—an average of 21 per judge.

Of the 72,362 criminal cases disposed of, in 47
percent the defendant entered a guilty plea. In the
cases disposed of by a jury verdict, 80 percent of thel
defendants were found guilty — up from 74 percent
in 1972. Thirty-three percent of the criminal cases
were dismissed just prior to trial.

Forty percent of the personal injury cases were
disposed of by agreed judgments — the same as in
1972. Jury verdicts were rendered in 6 percent of
the personal injury dispositions. Personal injury cases
accounted for 5.7 percent of the total cases. disposed
of by district courts during 1973. Personal injury
case dispositions were 8 percent less than in 1972,

Texans received 6 percent more divorces in 1973
than in 1972, all but 153 granted in non-jury trials.
In 1973, 96,659 divorce cases were disposed of, 34
percent of all the cases handled by district courts.
Divorces were denied in only 23 of the 96,659 cases
disposed of — down from 45 in 1972. Twenty per-
cent were dismissed for want of prosectition.

Dependent and neglected or delinquent child cases
continued to make up about 4 percent of the district
courts’ caseload. The number of these cases handled
by district courts increased 10.7 percent, due probably
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to a new law requiring juvenile court judges to be
attorncys, thereby transferring many juvenile cases
from county courts to district courts.

Tax cases tend to stay on the docket for long
periods of time compared to other categories. Only
21 percent of the tax cases filed or reinstated in 1973
or carried over from 1972 were disposed of by the
district courts in 1973, Of these dispositions, 19 per-
cent were dismissed for want of prosecution and 29
percent were default judgments. ’

The total number of cases pending in the district
courts at the end of 1973 — 294,460 — was 6 percent
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higher than the 276,979 pending at the end of 1972.
Eight percent more criminal cases and 6 percent more
civil cases were left on the docket in 1973 than in
1972. An average of 1,159 cases were pending per
judge as compared to 1,131 at the end of 1972.

In the counties with over 100,000 population, the
number of cases pending at the end of 1973 was 3
percent greater than in 1972, while in the rest of the
counties, the number was 11 percent greater.

The total number of cases pending December 31,
1973, was 20 more than the ten-year average.

COUNTY, JUSTICE OF THE PEACE & MUNICIPAL COURTS

Statistics from county (including county courts at
law), justice of the peace and . municipal courts were
collected for the first time in 1973. Monthly reporting
from county courts began in November and from
justice of the peace and municipal courts in July. In
that a full year of activity information is not available
detail statistics will not be published until the 1974
annual report.

Based on the limited information collected, the
caseload of the county courts is depicted by Figures
11, 12, 13, and 14. Criminal cases constitute over
half of county court activity. Although juvenile work-
load is insignificant when compared to the total, it
should be noted that these statistics cover months
following enactment of legislation requiring juvenile
judges to be attorneys. Therefore, much of the juvenile
caseload was handled by the district courts.

Figure 11. COUNTY COURTS
Categories of cases filed November-December 1973
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. Eigures 12 and 13 reflect the types of cases handled
thhm the criminal and civil dockets. Driving while
intoxicated cases constitute a substantial portion — 37
gercent — of the criminal caseload. Within the civil
;fdir:lgs suit for debts constitutes 41 percent of the case-
oad.

) Figure 13. COUNTY COURTS
Categorias of civil cases filed November-December 1973

. Figure 12. COUNTY COURTS
Categories of criminal cases filed November-December 1973
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While dismissals constitute a significant percentage of
dispositions in both criminal and civil categories — 41
and 38 percent respectively, it should be noted that
December is traditionally a month when older cases
are removed from the dockets. “Other” dispositions
usually reflect cases transferred to other counties.

Traffic cases constitute most of the filings in justice
of the peace and municipal courts (Figures 15 and 16).
Qf the two courts only justices of the peace have juris-
diction of civil and small claim cases.

It should be noted that caseload percentages rep-
resented in Figures 15 and 16 do not represent the

WORTHLESS
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18%
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8%

Over half of the criminal cases in county courts
were disposed of following a plea of guilty. Dispo-
s@ons of both criminal and civil cases are shown in
Fx'gure 14. The percentage of cases disposed of by
trial is significantly. higher for civil cases — 17 per-
cent — than it is for criminal cases — 5 percent.

. . Figure 14. COUNTY CQURTS
Types of disposition of criminal & civil cases November-December 1973
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Figure 15, JUSTICE OF THE PEACE COURTS centage of the total. In ‘criminal cases ther; weire &;
Categories of civil cases filed July-December 1973 percent more pleas of guilty or‘.nolo conte.n. ere in g CixAs Clve
justice of the peace courts than in the municipal f:'ourts.

Dispositions by trial or dismissal were greater in the _

municipal courts than in justice of the peace ‘courts.
A greater percentage of trials were held in civil cases
handled by justice of the peace courts than were trials
in criminal cases handled by either court.
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Figure 16. MUNICIPAL COURTS i ) To the Governor, Members of the Judiciary,
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On behalf of the members and staff of the Texas Civil
Judicial Council I transmit the 45th Annual Report containing

the statistics and data collected on the state judicial system
for the calendar year 1973.
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S The court systems; of many states are served by adequately
5 funded, well-staffed: court administrative offices with broad

total activity of these judges. In their capacity'a.s a
magistrate both justices of the peace and municipal

responsibilities to aid the courts in their wprk. Significant
- il _ advances in the administration of justice have been noted where
court judges handle Sucth maétersca;tggafxsg t;u:,; | TRQ;:'C such agencies are utilized. 1In Texas, the 44-year-old Civil
search warrants, inquests, and acce =’

and felony complaints. . N
Tllustrated by Figure 17 are the dispositions of

criminal and civil cases handled by both -courts. The

different types of dispositions are expressed as a per-

Judicial Council is the only vehicle for the performance of

any of the duties usually associated with a court administra-,
tive office. Because of restricted statutory authority and
limited financing of the Council, these duties are for the most,

; part necessarily limited to the gathering and dissemination of
PEACE & MUNICI?AL COURTS statistical data and other information on the judicial workloads
Figure 17. JUSTICE OF THE . :
Typeg of disposition of criminal & ¢clvit cases July-December 1973 :

5 :

The past year was a significant one for the Council in
that our data-gathering operations were extended to county,
Jjustice of the peace and municipal courts, made possible by a
grant from the Texas Criminal Justice Council.
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With this data from courts heretofore not reporting to the
Council, and from an expanded district court report form, in-
formation will be available for a more comprehensive analysis
in the next annual report. This analysis will also provide the
basis for anticipated recommendations to the Legislature for
; more efficient operation of the court system. ’
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Judicial Qualifications __________________‘_______.________________;7_279
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JUDICIAL STATISTICS

1973

CAUTIONARY STATEMENT

Perhaps more caution must be used in drawing general
conclusions from court statistics than from statistics on
other subjects. The following figures do not attempt to
portray everything courts or judges do, or how much time
they spend doing it. At least two factors are not repre-
sented in the district court statistics presented and should
be borne in mind when evaluating judicial output:

1. One very complicated case may consume an inordinate
amount of time compared to less complicated or
lengthy cases.

2. The judges of district courts in most non-metropoli-
tan areas spend more time traveling between differ-
ent counties comprising a single district than do
their metropolitan counterparts, and a metropolitan
complex of many judges of identical jurisdiction
permits judicial efficiencies not available in non-
metropolitan areas.

Regarding appellate courts, temporary emergencies such
as illness of a judge or unusually burdensome cases may dis-
tort the statistical picture. In addition, there is no re-
liable way to ascertain the time spent by appellate or dis-

trict judges in study or research in the composing of their
opinions and decisions.
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SUPREME COURT

I. REGULAR CAUSES! |
On Docket Within the Year i

Carried over from 1972 (Pending under submission--- 24
(Pending set for submission- 7
By granted applications for writs of error-——eeeee— 75 A
By granted motions for leave to file petitions for ‘
writs of mandamus———— e o 5 {
By direct appeals filed-=—ree oo 4
By certified question filed-————mmmmmmm 1 |
By presentment for removal of a judge-———cemmmee—ee— 1
By granted habeas corpus filed-——eemmmmmcm oo 4 ]
By Rule 483 (Texas Rules of Civil Procedure)-e———=- 11 i
Total-—————mmmeees. 132 132 .
Dispositions

Judgment (or judgments) affirmed, or reformed or

modified and affirmed-——mece e _ 15
Judgment of Court of Civil Appeals reversed (or in
part) and judgment of trial court affirmed———e————— 14
Judgments reversed (or in part) and cause remanded

to trial court——mmm e . 24
Judgment of Court of Civil Appeals reversed (or in
part) and cause remanded to that court-——————mem—em 9

1"Regular Causes™ are reported in a separate category because
they are the cases which pass through most, if not all, of
the steps of the regular appellate decision-making process.
"Regular Causes'" are cases in which oral argument of counsel
in open court is received (unless waived) and in which the
court's decision is usually reported in a written opinion,
Most are reviewed in conference by the Supreme Court, before
oral argument and decision, upon application for writ of error,
with three or more of the justices voting that the decision
of the Court of Civil Appeals was erroneous and that the

writ therefore should be granted. A similar procedure is
followed regarding petitions for original mandamus and habeas

corpus, which become '"Regular Causes' only after review and
vote in conference.

Cases other than "Regular Causes" include such actions as the

court's rejection in conference of an application for writ of

error or application to file a petition for original mandamus

or habeas corpus. This category is obviously larger than that
of "Regular Causes."




Judgments reversed (or in part) and judgment

renderedm——m—mme——————— - e e e ot e e e 14
Judgments of Courts below vacated and cause dis~
missed=—=- o e e e e 2
Judgment of Court of Civil Appeals is reversed
and judgment of trial court vacated and cause
dismissed-~mmmme-— , o et ot 2
Judgment of Court of Civil Appeals reversed and
appeal dismissed- - - e 1 e o o e 2
Mandamus (Writs granted——m——em—a—ea— 4
(Writ dismissed as moot--~- 1
(Relator's motion to
_ dismiss granted~—————we~- 1
Direct Appeal (Judgment of trial court
affirmed-=—mmeme—m— e 3
(Judgment of trial court
reversed and judgment
rendered-———mmcmmm————— 1
Habeas Corpus (Relator discharged-————=- 1
Certified Question (Answered in affirmative~- 1
' Sub Total-—mmmm——— 94
Pending under submission- 30
Pending set for
submission-=—mmmmemme——a— 8
Totalem-emem—m———— 132 132
Causes submitted in 1973«cmemcmmmc e e e ——— 74
IXI. CASES OTHER THAN REGULAR CAUSES
APPLICATIONS FOR WRITS OF ERROR
On Docket Within the Year
Carried over from 1972~cemmmemececmcmcc e 119
Filed in 1973~—~—cmmmm s e e e e G614
Total-==m———m—mm——— 733 - 733
Dispositions
Gran tedmm e o o i e o o o S e e e o e 80
RE FUSE A e i e o o e e o R e 6
Refused. No Reversible Errore-memememomcmcmmeee~ 463
Dismissed for want of jurisdiction-——emem—camcma- 50
Petitioners motion to dismigS—mmemmomiomm s m—m——:———— 1
Joint Motion of parties to dismiss—=s=mecmecaceaao )
Dismissed by order of the Court-————cmmmmmemamcam= 4
Dismissed by Rule 483 (Texas Rules of Civil
ProCcedUTE) ~mmm o e e e e e e e e e e e e e 5
Sub Total-=wmummemen==~ " 611 611

[ ST
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Carrieq over to 1974

. T e ot
Totalmme ,;22 122
e ————— h\____‘h
MANDAMUS - cryyy, REE
On Docket
Carriedq ov =
. er fip
Filed ip 1973~“fTLf972_““"‘"-~~—-—__
—_-‘—_‘---—-._.___Mh_-._::::-.-“\.-—'" 5
Total-——~~_:::—‘“-%%._ﬁz__N
Dispositi . 7
Grantedeam..___ Too——=ons
OVerru1ed_____:h—~~"““-~-—~-——__ .
—.--._-~—--——‘-—-u‘~._.__~_.--__—-—__.—.‘— 5

T o

Carrieg over to 1974

Sub Totaie..___ =" 40

__._-__—-—_-‘_l _——‘—‘M‘\
mmmmee T 45 45
e e 47
MANDAMUS - CRIMINAL
On Dock
o et
Fileg o O7r from 107
ed in 1973.____ T ————
e i i
S ITTTTmmee 9
Totale—_____ .~ -150 ‘
o . TTe-=- 241 543 |
o . 1Spositiong |
;:m?ssed as moot
missed for £ oon T ——
ismis Want of jupisdioes T m————
1smis:§g for want f gr§;8d10t1°n"“‘"‘*-~~-— oT ted
for want of mer.§CUt10n—-~_______ o 1 |
Carrie "‘*"-—~~~—__~____::—-—_ ;
d over to 1974 _____ Sub Total_..__ 777 “T7£L*‘““" |
———ee LTI ~-- 176

Y e e .

Totale—e____

Disposi i 10
: Siti 10
Granted...__ TS

T 10

v
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MOTIONS

Motions for Rehearing of Causes

On Docket

__________ 9
Carried over irom 1972-----------------—---------- 74
Filed in 1973~---———-—m—- TOtA Le e e e 83 83
Dispositions
___________ 69
OVerTuled-———mmomm e m oo m o m e e e e m e e m e 5
Granted--—-——m=———-————- Sub Totale—smmemem—m—— 73 73
Carried over to 1974""‘“""'E;;;3 ______________ 83 83
. i T
Motions for Rehearing of Applications for Writs of Erro
Oﬁ Docket
e 11
Carried oyer from 1972--—--—-w-"om--mmmm-—osiioo-- 246
Filed in 1973-——c=mmmmm—————— POtATmmm e e e 257 257
Dispositions
_____________ 239
g A S 8
Granted--ommmmmmmoorone Sub Total--—------- 247247
Carried over to 1974———————————E;;;E:::::::: ______ 557 557
Motions for Rehearing of Motion for Leave to File
Petitions for Writs of Mandamis on Docket
RS 5 5
Filed in 1973--me—mm—mm e e e ,
Dispositions-
_________ 4
OVerTULod- e oo o e 1
Carried over to 1974------- TOtA lm oo 5 5
10

g
5
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Miscellaneous moti

ons passed on by the Court
AT Y D08 Dowrt 40
OPINIONS DELIVERED BY THE COURT IN 1973
oociding causesomoom 94
On motions for rehearing of causes overruled—————_
Per Curiam on applications, motions, etc. -mmme——_ 16
b L AN
DisSenting e TTIIITTTTIITTTTS 20
Totale—mmm 139
RECAPITU L ATION
Regular causes determined by Court in 1978-mee—__ 94
Applications for writs of error determined by
court in 1978-wee——_____ [ “T7OTRARed by 611
Motions for leave to file petitions for writ of
mandamus involving civil Cases determined by
court in 1978 . T “°rermined by 45
Motions for leave to file petitions for writ of
mandamus involving criminal cases determined by
court in 1973 ___[7 77°° fetermined by 176
Petitions for writs of habeas corpus determined
by Court in e e N S 10
Total number of Cases passed on by Court
AT e Y TOWEE 936
Motions for rehearing of causes determined by
court in 1973-_——.________ 77 ‘erermined by 74
Motions for rehearing of applications for writs
of error determined by Court in 1973——o______~ 247
Motions for rehearing of motions for leave to
file petitions for writ of mandamus determined
by Court in 1978 TTEG 4
Miscellaneous motions passed on by Court in 1973-— 40
Total number of motions passed on by Court
AT TOurt 365
Regular causes pending at close of December 31,
1973“‘“""""““‘“‘—‘--‘T --------------------- 30
Applicatlons for writ of error pending at that
e e 77 Pending ————— e 122

11
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OPINIONS WRITTEN BY JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURTL
1973
(a) (b) (e) (d) (e) (£)
Original Opinious on Concurring Dissenting Per Total
Opinions Motions for
Rehearing Per
Deciding of Causes
Justices causes Overruled Opinions Opinions Curiam Justice
Joe R. Greenhill, 8 1 0 9
Chief Justice
Price Daniel, 9 1 10
Associate Justice
James G. Denton, 7 1 8
Associate Justice
Sam Johnson, 5 1 3 9
Associate Justice
Sears McGee, 6 2 8
Associate Justice
Jack Pope, 11 2 3 16
Associate Justice
Thomas M. Reavley, 9 2 3 14
Associate Justice '
Zollie Steakley, 9 3 12
Associate Justice
Ruel C. Walker, 10 3 4 17
Associate Justice
Per Curiam:
Rule 483 T. R. C. P. 11 27
Other 16
74 2 7 20 27 130

The comments in the four footnotes on p.29 (Courts of Civil Appeals) are largely applicable to all appellate courts.
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ACTION BY THE SUPREME COURT IN CASES FROM THE
s ‘ COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS
ON WRIT OF ERROR GRANTED
COURT COURT C.C.A, REV. REV. & REV, OTHER TOTAL
OF REV., AND REM.
AND CIVIL TRIAL REM. TO AND FOR
APPEALS COURT TO TRIAL
LOCATION AFF . AFF, C.C.A, COURT REN. ACTIONS COURT
FIRST ~
at 0 1 1 1 1 1 5
HOUSTON
SECOND ,
‘at 2 1 2 3 1 2 11
FORT WORTH
THIRD :
at o 2-1/2 - 3 1 1 3-1/2 3 14
AUSTIN
FOURTH
at 1 1 0 1 0 1 4
SAN ANTONIO.
FIFTH
at 1 1 0 4 0 1 7
DALLAS
SIXTH .
at 0. 0 1 1 0 0 2
TEXARKANA
SEVENTH
at 1-1/3 o 1 1-1/3 1/3 1 5
AMARILLO
EIGHT
at 1-1/3 1-1/3 0 0 1/3 0 3
EL PASO ‘

NINTH
at
BEAUMONT 1 0 0 2 1
TENTH
at
WACO 1 1 0 2 2
ELEVENTH.
at
EASTLAND 0 2 0 0o 2
TWELFTH 0 4
at
TYLER 2 1 1 3 0
THIRTEENTH 0 7
at
CORPUS CHRISTI 1 0 0 -
FOURTEENTH T 0 ¢
at
HOUSTON 2-1/2 1 0 1/2 0 0

; | 4

Total for 16-2/3 13-1/3 7

all Courts 23-1/3 12-2/3 9 82
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COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS
Statistics--1973

Cases pending January 1, 1973-—cmmcmcmceam—- 763
Cases filed for the year ending December 31,

1978-mmm e e e 1628

Cases reinstated on the docket---reeemcaee—- 34 2425

Cases disposed of for the year ending December 31,
1973 1730

Cases pending December 31, 1973:

B Under submission on rehearing——=eemeememecaea- 4
. - Under original submission--—————me——mceaea- 113
g Pending on motion for rehearing-————ceam—— 29
Waiting to become final or for motion
for rehearing-———mececmm o 77
Unsubmitted cases——emarermmccm e e ———— 472 695
~ Total-m—————m 2425

Disposition of cases for period mentioned:

Affirmedem—mem—m—emcm e mm e mmmm—meemem e 1304

w Reformed and affirmed-—cecemecmmcmmc e 39
Appeals dismissedre—mmmccc e ——— ———— 86

Reversed and remanded-=——mmemmmcc—ec e cc e e 135

- Reversed and dismissede-muc—mmmamm e e c—————— 7
Writs denied-——— e 6

Writs granted-———e e 33

Appeals abated-~mmmcmm e - 22

Reversed and bail granted-mew—a—m—mmmaenun 4

Balil denied-esmcmmm e e 2

Writs dismissed-—=mcmmm e e e - 2

Total-~——-—=-~ 1730
Number of opinions written by the Court:

Original opinions~———cocammuomm e 1689

Concurring opinions-—=m=em oo e — e 43
7 Dissenting opinions—=—esmmmcmc e 59

Opinions dissenting in part and

concurring in part-——cecmemmcmmcc—c————— e 7

‘Opinions on motions for rehearing-—=mme—-—- 41

‘Total--—=—=—= 1839

19




e

L O

et TR I L T e e e g e i = o
T e E T R RS e N T 5 R R T A N

:

Motions for rehearing disposed of by the Court:

Motions overruled without written opinion- 172
Motions overruled with written opinion---- 11

Motions grantedem—-————=cecmmmmm—— e ————— 29
Leave to file motions denied-=--- e ——————— 256
Total-——===—- 468

Disposition of writs of habeas corpus, etc.
for the year ending December 31, 1973:

Applications for writ of habeas corpus,
etc. denied with written order--————=—===-- 6

Application for writ of habeas corpus
granted in part and denied in part with
written order-——cemmmm e - —————————— 1

Applications for writ of habeas corpus,
etc. and motions for rehearings denied
without written order-————=cmcmmcm—emeaeee- 684

Applications for writ of habeas corpus,

etc. and motions for rehearings denied

without written order and without
prejudice———m—mmmmmmm e e — e 13

Applications for writ of habeas corpus
dismissed-———mmemmmmm e e 2

Applications for writ of habeas corpus
ordered filed and set for submission--—-—-- 28

Applications for writ of habeas corpus,
etc. marked '"No Action'—mecmem—mommm e 49

Hearings ordered on applications for writs

of habeas COrpuS————m—rmemmcm—m—m— e o - 4

Hearing on application for writ of habeas

corpus rescinded-——-=-e-mmmmmmm—m e 1
Total-=-=—=——- 790

Applications for writ of habeas corpus

etc. under consideration of the Court----- 40
Total-—o—m——= 830

20

Appealed cases disposed of for t
€ h
ending December 31, 1973 cyeer

———————————————————— 1730
Applications for writ of habea
_ S corpus, etc.
g;igosed of for the year ending Decgmbér Si
_____________________ . ’
——————————————————— 830
Total-~mmeewee 2560

21




OPINIONS WRITTEN BY JUDGES OF THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS !

N
N
1973
j (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) &) () (h)
i Original Concurring Dissenting Opinions Opinions Opinions Per Curiam Total
‘ Concurring
in part & Refusing Granting Per
Dissenting
) Judge . : Opinions Opinions : Opinions in part Rehearing Rehearing Opinions Judge
!~ John F. Omnion, Jr.,
| Presiding Judge 115 11 13 4 4 2 89 238
| W. A. Morrison,
Judge 114 11 9 1 2 2 91 230
Leon Douglas,
Judge 88 1 22 0 0 1 82 194
Truman Roberts,
Judge 119 i6 9 1 4 3 72 224
Wendell Odom,
Judge 115 4 6 1 1 5 81 213
Tom G. Davis,
Commissioner 92 0 0 0 1 8 66 167
Carl E. F. Dally,
Commissioner 118 0 0] 0 2 2 64 186
Penn J. Jackson (1)
Commissioner 115 ] 0 0 2 ] 59 176
Howard P. Green, (2) '
Commissioner 95 0 o] 1] 0 2 64 161
Wesley Dice, (3). :
Commissioner 9 0 4] o] 0 0 0 9
Quentin Keith, (4)
Commissioner 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 13
Raleigh Brown, (5) b
Commissioner 5 [¢] o] 0 0 0 2 7
C. L. Ray, (6)
Commissioner 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Bill Cornelius, (7)
Commissioner 6 0 0 0 0 0 2 8
Austin, McCloud, (8)
Commissioner 4 0 0 0 (4] 0 0 4
Charles Reynolds, (9)
Commissioner 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
T. C. Chadick, {10) :
Commissioner 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
TOTAL 1,017 43 59 7 16 25 672 1,839

(1) Began January 5, 1973.

(2) Began February 1, 1973.

(3) VWorked January 1973.

(4) Began July 17, 1973,

(5 - 10) Began Septeémber 1, 1973.

The comments in the four footnotes on p. 29 (Courts of Civil Appeals) are largely applicable to all appellate courts.

iy

ey

CASES FILED IN COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS

OFFENSE ‘ SENTENCE TOTALS
' Death Life 20 Years 10-19 5-9 2-4 12-23 Less Than Fine Sub- Percent
o and Over Years Years Years Months 12 Months Only Total of Total
Murder ’7 49 62 ’ 28 22 11 ‘ 0 0 0 179@' .11.20
Assault to Murder 0 3 13 9 11 6 2 2 0 46 - 2.88 ;
Rape 0 9 S 35 2 5 0 0 0 0 51 3.19
Other Sex Offenses 0 1 1 10 5 . 2 0 1 0 20 1.25
Robbery 0 52 109 49 29 2 0o 0 0 241 15.08
Theft 0 6 0 31 37 51 1 2 5 133 8.32
Burglary 0 17 5 44 60 11 0 0 0 167 10.45
Arson 0 (V] (4] 2 2 1 (1] o] V] 5 .31
Embezzlement 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 3 .19
Forgery 0 (1] 0 )] 8 7 1] (4] (V] 15 .94
Heroin Offenses - (4] 17 53 37 17 3 0 V] 0 127 7.95
Marijuana--Possession 0 0 5 9 37 46 0 1 Y 98 6.13
Marijuana--Sale 0 1 3 2 11 ] 0 [s] 0 17 1.06
Other Drug Offenses 0 0 2 11 . 18 10 0 0 1 42 2.63
1 DWI 0 o ] (1] 4 ¢ 7 4 111 1‘ 127 7.95
Swindling 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 3 . .19
Shoplifting (4] 0 (4] 3 4 5 2 6 0 20 1.25
VLL 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 2 9 11 .69
Aggravated Assault 0 0 4] G 0 3 4 7 4 18 1.13
DWLS (1] 0 (4] (1] 0 0 0 1 0 1 .06
Other Felonies 0 1 3 12 22 36 5 3 3 85 5.32
Other Misdemeanors 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 33 31 70 ) 4.38
Habeas Corpus. Extradition, ) 119 7.45
Bond Forfeitures E
SUB TOTAL 7 156 291 250 294 233 23 171 54 1,598
. PERCENT OF TOTAL .44 9.76 18.21 @ 15.64 18.40 14.58 1.44 10.70 3.38 7.45
N The categories include several distinct, though related offenses. ' For example, "robbery" includes robbery with fire arms and
N assault with intent to rob.
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COURTS OF CIVIL APPRALS
: N‘ ey WO HUTOwesow OSETS Mo
N o 1st —~ Houston § .
S
2nd -~ Fort Worth
OLovam TR (= o

3rd - ustin SR e e SUPREME JUDICIAL DISTRICTS

4th - Sanp Antonlo

5th - Dallas.:

6th - Texarkana

[ : : ' 7th - Amarillo
8th - E1 Paso

‘ : 9th - Beaumont

10th = Waco

11th -~ Eastload

12th -~ Tyler

13th = Corpus Christi

4th - Houston

.
SUPREME JuDICiAL promescr  \x| ww [ m | e e N
County Districts . 1 R
Brazos 1, 14 & 10 ot v | ol oeon \ o i
Gregg 6 & 12 oyt
. Eopkfc.ns 6 & FI.Z
: Hunt 5&6 e Lo :" o
Kaufman 5 & 12
Panola 6 & 12
Rusk. 6.& 12 D Jua voos nooxs e
Opshur 6 & 12 ; i .
Van Zandt 5 & 12 - 3

-
¥
w |
COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS a 1 = : o o
- =% o - F-E k3 b
: g 5 8 g = S o & £ % = 8 Y § 2 & ¥4
i 1973 0 9 = g = = ) ¥ B oA 5 oW ] g d ¥ o @ o 0 9
N - hod I~ s i + < £ ] = = =] Bl - o L g = o Ll bl = + 2 - R - ¥
L - I T % e B S - | Q@ H 2 A AR 38 O B ¥ oA 0 N O on R oa
Ho8 §o08 Zod 808 Hog Aol 248 Huo S08 5.8 308 f2.% Hed 2025 o
Lam damn B35 med HNEA nLE 88E BhHE 2wd 8hF Bud Ehk EUS8 22 8 o
1.. Cases pending January 1 70 43 57 48 61 26 45 42 22 12 35 45 38 57 601
E - .
2. New cases filed ‘187 100 115 115 207 ‘54 98 56 78 38 23 40 %6 145 1,332
3.  Cases transferred from other‘cOurts 20 V] o 4] 12 o 0 35 51 29 11 o 62 220
4. Cases transferred to other gourts 82 1 [ 15 80 [s] g 4] [} ¢ o V] 1 40 219
5. Rehearings granted ] 1 [ 1 2 1 1] 1 [1] 2 2 2 0 12
6. Cases affirmed 56 46 59 40 50 43 52 34 59 41 46 40 410 76 682
7. Cases reformed. and/or modified and affirmed 6 3 2 7 4 0 3 o 5 10 5 1 0 8 55
N
8. Cases affirmed in par® and in part reverged and rendered 3 2 4] 1 2 2 2 4 0 ] 1 1 3 4 23
9. Cases affirmed in part and in part reversed and remanded 4 2 1 3 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 o 0 3 19
10. Cases reversed and remanded 16 14 11 7 18 11 13 18 25 20 10 5 20 16 204
11. Cases reversed and rendered io part and in part reversed and remanded 1 1] o 1 0 1 0 ] o 0o 0 o o 4] x]
12. ‘Cases reversed and rendered [ 8 i1 [ 1 7 11 8 10 5 .5 10 8 8 107
13, Cases dismissed:
. . (a) with written opinion 7 3 4 5 1 6 5 4] 4 12 4 10 11 3 85
¢ (b) without written opinion 19 8 15 11 25 0 7 6 5 [ 2 0 o 13 111
14. Cases otherwise disposed:
(a) with written opinion 10 5 4 5 3 1 4 2 2 2 7 3 1 13 62
(b) without written opinion 10 2 1 2 5 1] 0 1 6 o 0 o 1 14 33
15. - Total cases disposed ‘. 138 23 108 100 120 71 98 74 117 91 81 70 85 158 1,404
16. - Total cases decided: .
- {a) inciuding dismissals with written opinions 109 83 108 98 89 71 91 67 106 91 70 70 83 130 1,275
(b) ‘excluding dismissals with written opinions 102 80 104 93 88 65 86 67 102 79 75 60 72 127 1,200
17.  Cases pending December 31 57 50 64 49 70 22 45 25 18 12 8 28 28 66 542
On. docket: (a) up to 6 mon:hs 85 47 50 42 69 14 42 21 16 12 8 26 22 61 485
{b) 6 to 12 months 2 2 14 7 1 5 3 4« #2 0 0 2 [ 5 53
(c) ‘over 12 months o 1 0 0 0 3 a o Q a [} o [ ] 4
Average time between date of filing and dispositions(months) 4-3/2 5-1/2 5-1/3 5-1/4 4-1/4 6-2/3 S 6-2/3 3-3/4 2-2/3 4-1/3 5 6-1/4 3-1/4 4-3/4
*
Includes 1 ¢ase remanded by Supreme Court. ‘
Record has not been received in 1 case. !
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opiNTOoNSl WRITTEN BY JUSTICES OF THE COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS

1973
h) (1)
b (c) (d) (e) (£) (g) (
Court Oréginal éo;— Dis— Opinions Opinions Op;glons Per Total Total
) S i is-
S - . Y "
and Og;ntgg curring senting Refusing Granting missing Per for
t on N . .
Justices C;‘Ile}:its Opinions Opinions Rehearing3 Rehearlng4 Appeal » Curiam Justice Court
FIRST 0
S. Bell 2 0 (4} 0 0 0 2) "
T. Coleman 39 0 0 0 3 0 42) 6
F. Evans 29 1 1 0 0 (V] 31)
P. Peden 39 0 0 1 1 0 > 41)
SECOND 26)
F. Massey 23 1 2 0 o 0 a5
H. Brewster 26 0 4] [¢] 0 1 gg;
J. Langdon 28 0 0 0 0 2 5 _
THIRD
J. Phillips 031 0 0 0 0 3 34)
T. O'Quinn 27 0 . 0 0 0 ] 27) 99
B. Shannon 29 0 7 0 0 2 - 38?
C. Béi"row 39 1 0 0 0 0 40) »
C. Cadena 16 1 3 0 0 1 21) 91
F. Klingeman 20 0 0 0 0 0 5 20)
B 30)
H. Bateman 28 0 1 1 1] 1] 30 o1
C. Guittard 26 0 0 1 2 1
C. Williams 27 0. 0 0 1 1 " 29)
BIXTH
T. Chadick 18 0 0 3 1 2 24) 5
B. Cornelius 19 0 0 1 0 3 zi;
M. Davis 1 0 0 0 4] 0
C. Ray 25 0 0 0 0 0 25)
SEVENTH , 5 )
J. Ellis 25 0 0 2 0 0 27)
J. Joy 23 0 0 0 0 0 23) 95
.C. Reynolds 30 1 1 0 1 2 32; :
M. Robinson 5 0 ) 0 0 0 5
EIGHTH
S. Preslar 18 0 2 0 0 1 21) 0
M. Osborn 12 0 0 0 0 0 ig; )
M. Ramsey 12 0 1 2 1 (4] 16)
W. Ward 21 0 0 0 0 0 = 21) -
NINTH
M. Dies 28 0 4 1 0 1 3:1)
Q. Keith 33 2 4 0 0 0 44) 121
H. Stephenson 32 2 3 0 0 1 38)

N
Yo

TENTH (4]

F. McDonald 29 0 0 0 0 4 33)

V. Hall 26 0 0 0 3 5 34) 92
J. James 22 0 0 0 0 3 25)

ELEVENTH 0

R. Brown 24 0 1 1 0 1 27)

A. McCloud 22 2 0 0 0 3 27) 85
E. Walter 26 0 0 3 2 0 31)

TWELFTH 9

O. Dunagan 20 0 (o] 0 0 1 21)

C. McKay 20 0 0 0 0 0 20) 71
J. Moore 20 0 0 0 0 1 21)
THIRTEENTH : 7

P. Nye 29 0 o’ 1 0 3 34)

G. Bissett 22 0 1 1 0 2- 26) 87
H. Young 20 0 0 - 0 0 0 20)
FOURTEENTH 0

B. Tunks 43 0 0 0 0 1 44)

C. Brown 43 0 1 2 0 1 47) 135
E. Coulson 43 0 0 0 0 1 44)

NOTE: Some Justices of the Courts of Civil Appeals have written opinions for the Court of Criminal Appeals. See p.22

lfor the reason explained in the Cautionary Statement at p. 3 above,
courts or judges for a single year may not be significant in estimat

Generally, over a sufficient period of time,
indicate the output of the court or Jjudge in
Ordinarily these i

Ordinarily these are comparable to an original opinion of the court.

3

the mere number of opinions attributable to particular
ing judicial output.

such- as two years or more, these, together with those in column (e), reliably
question.
nvolve substan