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STATISTICS ON THE TEXAS SUPREME

COURT AND THE TEXAS COURT OF

CRIMINAL APPEALS

Clark Thomas*
Anthony Champagne**

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this brief article is to provide for the fourth year' statis-
tical information on the state's highest courts, much like the HARVARD
LAW REVIEW provides statistical information on the Supreme Court of
the United States. With the exception of publications of the Office of
Court Administration and Texas Judicial Council and a yearly bloc analy-
sis of the Texas Supreme Court by the TEXAS LAWYER, no publication
has on a regular basis attempted to provide a statistical review of the
Texas high courts' productivity.

The data used for these statistics consist of all authored opinions de-
cided between October 1, 1994 and September 30, 1995. Per curiam opin-
ions are excluded from the analysis.

* Clark Thomas recently received his Ph.D. in Political Economy from The Univer-
sity of Texas at Dallas.

** Anthony Champagne has a Ph.D. degree in Political Science from the University
of Illinois and is a Professor of Government & Politics and of Political Economy at The
University of Texas at Dallas.

1. Our first presentation was for the period October 1, 1991 through September 30,
1992. See Clark Thomas and Anthony Champagne, Statistics on the Texas Supreme Court
and the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals, Annual Survey of Texas Law, 46 SMU L. REv.
1879-86 (1993). The second presentation of statistics was for the period from October 1,
1992, through September 30, 1993. See Clark Thomas and Anthony Champagne, Statistics
on the Texas Supreme Court and the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals, Annual Survey of
Texas Law, 47 SMU L. R-v. 1771-79 (1994). The third statistical presentation was for
October 1, 1993 through September 30, 1994. That appeared in Clark Thomas and
Anthony Champagne, Statistics on the Texas Supreme Court and the Texas Court of Crimi-
nal Appeals, Annual Survey of Texas Law, 48 SMU L. Rv. 1655-1663 (1995). In this
presentation of statistics, there are 10 justices listed on the Texas Supreme Court. That is
because Justice Doggett did not seek re-election to the Court and he was replaced on
January 1, 1995 by Justice Owen. Eleven judges are listed on the Court of Criminal Ap-
peals. Judge Miller did not seek re-election. He was replaced by Judge Keller on January
1, 1995. Judge Campbell was defeated for re-election. The victor in that election contest
was Judge Mansfield who took office on January 1, 1995.

1413



SMU LAW REVIEW

00

~
o .2~z .~

CO

U.-

0

0

C-

[.-,

z

0..

- Ln m ) 0 N 011 m~ 't m~

m q - N' \0 0 q!;IiQ 0

0) W tn. W) 0. 0 tn.

Q- --, - D

co

[Vol. 49

0 CN 0000~ 0000

~ - - e'i \O e~ -

~,O ~ r~ II~ 0 ~ r'~ O~' -

1414

0,a

00-

°0

*0

0
cc 0

1-0)

'0 00~,

~ .~ ~

5
~

00

0 0

o
;F .C E

c2~o

T:~

000000-0-0



STATISTICS

0

z

u
.40

z
0

2

0

Go
z

0

1996] 1415

.=_

o 2

.

8.E
o

0 0

e 20

00- N eJ 00- 0, D r

to t -n-- na --

d0 000 !

0000i



SMU LAW REVIEW

TABLE 3
SUBJECT MATTER OF DISPOSITIONS OF THE

SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS

Tax 3
Against Local Entity/Officer 0  4
Private Litigation" 7
Writ 2  7
Procedure13  12
Workers Compensation 2
Constitution 1
Education 1
Product Liability 3
Define/Interpret 4  1
Liability/Injury/Death"5  14
Due Process 1
Insurance 6  4
Medical Malpractice 5
Legal Malpractice 1
Public Utility 1
Trade Practices 2

Total 69

TABLE 4
SUBJECT MATTERS OF DISPOSITIONS OF THE

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS OF TEXAS
Capital Punishment 24
Right to Counsel 1
Ineffective Counsel 4
Writ 7  4
Sufficient Evidence 7
Admission/Exclusion 18  6
Timeliness' 9  1
Jury Instruction 5
Discretionary Review/General 36
Double Jeopardy 5
Procedural Error/General 5
Jury Action 1
Search and Seizure 1

Total 100

"Involved litigation against governmental entities.
"Purely private litigation involving corporations or individuals.
2Issues involving writs (i.e., mandamus).
"Issues involving proper legal procedure.
4Issues involving the application of or the interpretation of words in statutes.
15Cases that are not workman's compensation cases that involve wrongful death or
injury.
"Involves interpretation of insurance policies.
"Issues involving writs (i.e., habeas corpus).
"Admissibility of evidence issues that are not search and seizure issues such as
admissibility of testimony or outbursts in the courtroom.
"Questions involving whether motions or appeals were filed in a timely manner.

[Vol. 491416



STATISTICS

0

z
0

<

1

0
u

z

u

0
u

1996]

Cfn 1-)O 4 tn 00 C 414 , 0

f-4

W)-4 0-4 1-40-00R0400000

tn- - e n-

4 tn r - .- I -.- - C- - --

-4 -4 - c 0.0 4 -q 0 c

r- in~ ,--000 t06-1

00C

C-1 50 CO

CC t ~ -

oC 0o.oo)

1417

A, -.

~ 0

oo

o

00

0) 0

0

2C m

00

0 0 C6

~ 0



[Vol. 49SMU LAW REVIEW

5;-, os 2

CD e C 4 4

-4 -4- -4 Q 0r~*N ~ ~0 4f en eno a-

.4= -. 4 ' 4 c =O '

en -t- \ n .1 1-

0

C44

z

L<

w

P4

z
rJ

U

0
u

R 00 02C
414 V) - -4

N524

I- 00 - O n IC en -0 0

0
,-0

Q e ' N- -N
-40 46 e en -402

en r- 4f- en Nt CD

00T -n NO r - 4 4

'4
*°0).0,' .0.0 0 0 Q o

co

0

0 C

0
05%

1418

-4M
-. ; 0
en;

0 -4-4 ~ 00
~-. 4J40 ~* N



1996] STATISTICS

\D CD - n '.T N -o0 o C q.

0 n000-T 0000000000 ) n c o

0

u- ,0

04 Z-4om -4 - 4 ttnmN

V' OAl 0 0 -4 0 n 0

tru v1 wlrn1-

-Z

00
< ~ ~

0 00W

1419



1420

U

oU

1-U

SMU LAW REVIEW

,-: N r- \0 0 0 00 aC 1-4-414 m 0-4 't C\ r- mf m

r~%O00 00N % 0~0 0 0 110 0

00 -C r-4 000 tt~~ r-4 tn .q q" W

0 W)C N krI r- 0 aC Nq 0 r- Vo -1 Wr N cN W)
- -4 -4 -4 -4 -4

a, ) w f-On 1 w D 0%r- e -

0000 00 W) , 14 1- 000 0% - t-V -

-o -40 t-44* t )W

r-O0-4 % 4 N N4 0 N00Ir m

\0 r-4 V 0 14 40-4N0

-4 -411-

- 0q ena 0. en N0.

-4c -4 -4

N 00~ 004 ~
-- 4a

[Vol. 49

0o

00

0 M)
00-E4

0C 0

004

w
bo00

0- 0

=u 0.a
U

o0 

0*00

o t!
U0


	Statistics on the Texas Supreme Court and the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals
	Recommended Citation

	Statistics on the Texas Supreme Court and the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals

