COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS
1979 Statistics

The 14 courts of civil appeals exercise inter-
mediate appellate jurisdiction in civil cases.
Each court has geograpical jurisdiction in a
supreme judicial district. Seven of the courts
have three justices and three have six, for a
total of 51 intermediate appellate justices in the
State. (The First and Fourteenth Courts in
Houston and the Fifth in Dallas were expanded from
three to six justices effective December 1, 1978.)

Cases filed in all the courts of civil appeals
during 1979 increased 13 percent over 1978 and
were 44 percent higher than the ten-year average.
More new cases were filed in 1979 than in 1978 in
all but the Austin and Texarkana courts. Of the
courts with increased filings, the Amarilleo Court
experienced the largest percentage increase - 37
percent (40 cases) - and the Dallas Court the
largest increase in actual number of filings - 116
cases. The Dallas Court continued to receive more
new filings than any of the other courts - 474
compared to the average of 175 (Figure 4). The
two courts at Houston, each of which have juris-
diction over the same geographical area, received
a total of 550 new cases, 30 cases more than in
1978.

In 1979, the courts of civil appeals together
disposed of 61 percent of the cases filed during
the year or carried over from 1978, the same as
during the previous year. The 3,299 dispositions
were 42 percent higher than the ten-year average
of 1,619 and 16 percent higher than 1978's 1,987
dispositions.  The Dallas Court had the highest
nutber of dispositions - 288 compared to the
average for the 14 courts of 164,

In 1979, a total of 2,080 opinions were written
by the courts of civil appeals, compared to 1,896
in 1978. The Dallas Court wrote the largest
number of opinions - 229 - compared to the average
per court of 149 (up from 135 in 1978).

The average number of written opinions per
Justice for all courts was 41, down from 45 in
1978.

The courts of civil sppeals reversed, at least
in part, the decision of the trial court in 25
percent of the cases disposed, three percent less
than during 1978.

At the end of 1979, 1,479 cases remained on the
courts of civil appeals' dockets for subsequent
disposition, a 13 percent increase over the pre-
vious year. The number of cases pending at the
end of 1979 was 70 percent higher than the ten-
year average of 865. Of the 1,479 cases pending
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December 31, 1979, 362 had been on the docket six
to 12 months and 42 had been pending more than a
year.

Two hundred four cases were pending on the
docket of the Dallas Court at the close of the
year. The number for the other courts ranged down
to 58 at Eastland. The average number pending for
all courts was 106, up from 93 at the end of 1978.

The average lapse of time between the filing of
a case in a court of civil appeals and its dispo-
sition ranged from 4.3 months in the Dallas Court
to 8.7 months in the Tyler Court. The average for
all courts was 6.5 months, a half-month longer
than during 1978. The average lapse of time fram
the submission of a case to the court and its

Figure 3. COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS
Cases filed, disposed and pending 1970-1979
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disposition ranged from one-half of a month in the
fourteenth Coutt at Houston to 4.2 months in the
Texarkana Court. The average for all courts was
2.3 months.

while the 14 courts of civil appeals operate to
2 large extent as autonomous courts in specific
gographical areas, some desirable aspects of uni-
fication are achieved by transfer of cases among
the courts by order of the Supreme Court pursuant
to Article 1738, V.T.C.S. The Supreme Court
transferred 333 cases during 1979, compared to 407
transferred in 1978,

The Dallas Court recelved the most relief from
these transfers; of the 333 cases transferred
to other courts, 96 were transferred from the
Dallas Court. The Eastland Court received the
most transferred cases - 76.

The net result of these transfers for the year
1979 is shown in Figure 5. The workload of the
courts after transfers were made is shown by the
total bar above the center line. This workload
ranged from 101 cases at Tyler to 378 in the
Dallas Court, a range considerably narrower than
the range of filings (56 at Eastland to 474 in
Dallas).

Figure 4. COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS
Cases filed, disposed and pending 1979
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Workloads and cases transferred 1979
Dallas

Figure 5. COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS
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Courts of Civil Appeals
1979 Statistics (Continued)

DPINIONS WRITTEN BY JUSTICES OF THE COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS

COURT ORIGINAL CON [s- OPINIONS TOPINIONS OPINIONS 10T AL 10Tal
OPINIONS
AND OF THE CURRING SENTING REFUSING GRANTING ISMISSING OTHER FER PER
COURT ON
JUSTICES MERITS OPINIONS OPINIDNS BEHEARING REHEARING APPEAL CPINIONS JUSTICE COURT
32 0 0 ? 1 1 1 a7
Frank G 32 0 3 | 2 3 3 a4j 218
il Pemen 17 [ 0 o { 2 0 34
Heinry £ § 27 1] 0 ? 1 1 i KN
James Py tk! 1 0 2 0 2 0 385
James bW il 0 ] i 1] 2 1 Ay
SCCOND ;
Frank & Massey a0 1 1 I 1 2 2 48}
W A Hughes ..rl 36 1 4 1] 0 1 i} 424 133
Jog Spuripck KE] 1 1 1 { 1 1] 38
Per Cunam 3 { 0 0 i 1 ! i
THIRD
John © Prallips 27 [ 1 H ] 0 o 28)
Trugman 0 Quinn 28 i} 1 i 0 0 1 44 1004
Hob Shannon 36 3 0 ) 0 0 ] A7
Per Cunam 0 0 i 1 ] } [ 2)
FLURTH <
Carlos € Cadena 18 1 0 a 0 ! 1 21}
Frad Vv Klingeman 24 0 & 0 ? ¢ [t} 28] 0%
Robert R Mufray 40 0 1] 0 0 i 1] Al
Fer Curiam 5 1] [i} 0 0 7 7 145}
FIFIH .
g A Guitlarg 38 (U i 2% 1% i 0
Akin 32 ] 2 ] 1] 0 4
Sarver i 27 il | 1 0 ! ]
y Humphreys 28 0 0 2 0 1 1 20g
& Robertson a0 ] 1 0 o 1 1
Charles H Stor 26 0 1 i 7 i 1]
Per Curiam 3 0 ] ] ] 1 |
SIXTH
Wam J Cornelius 1] i] 0 1 Yo 8 1}
C L Aay Jr 24 0 i G 1 4 2 123
Bun L. Hutchinson N [} i} {1 0 4 3
SEVENTH
'Mary Lou Rolinson 10 0 i} 1 2 i} [t}
les Reynalds a7 ] 1 2 a 6 0 136
Carllon B. Dodson 34 [ 0 4 0 7 2
‘Richard N Countiss 14 (] 0 1 0 B 1
Per Cunam 3 0 v U} 1] 3 2
EIGHTH
S F Praslar 23 0 2 0 0 1} 0
Max N Osbarn 15 (] 1] 3 0 Q 1] 107
William £ Ward 27 1 0 1] ] 1 1
Per Curiam 2 0 1} o 0 9 1
NINTH
Martin fes. Jr 44 ] 3 1] 1 0 0 48}
(uentin Keith a4 1 2 1] 2 0 1 G0} 161
Harold A Claylon 1 i} { 0 0 1 0 42}
Per Curiam 5 0 a 0 [i} 6 0 1)
ENTH
Frank G McDanald 49 0 i 1 0 & 5
Wir Hali 32 ] 0 1 1} 13 1] 156
John A James. I 33 0 1 a ] il 3
ELEVENTH
Austin 0 McCloud 35 1] o 1 o 1 @ A4}
Raleigh Brown a7 il 2 Y 1'% 3 2 56) 148
Charles Robert Mokenson 35 ] i A% 1% 5 0 46|
Fer Clinam il ] i 0 1 2 q 7l
FWELFTH
J W sumimers 25 0 1] o 1] 1 1
E H Moore 25 1} ] i [t} 5 1 114
CKay ao 1] 0 0 0 1 4
Per Curiam K} 0 0 0 0 15 k]
THIRTEENTH
Paul W Nye 43 1] 1 242 Y o 1] 50}
Gerald T Bissen 34 0 o 2 0 0 1} 41} 149
Horace 5. Young 36 ] { 0 ¢ ] 0 36)
S UT1AMm 1 ] {1 0 @ 19 3 i
FOURTEENTH
Cutliss Brown 37 i il ] 0 1] | qH)
'ieorge [ Cire 12 U 1] 1 { 0 ¢ 13)
Edward D Coulson 41 i 0 0 0 0 0 41
George £ Miller 25 0 0 1 ] ! 0 a7 180
H Paul Pressler 24 1] 0 ] 1] 0 i} 244
Felix Saiazar, Je 2] 0 0 1 2 ] ] 23)
*Wilham E Junell 10 0 ] 1 1 1 0 13]
Per Curam 0 0 (] 1] 1] 1] 1 1]
TOTALS 1704 " 29 561 25 171 83 2.080 2080

feclive 5 1
‘Appoinied efective 65 79
*Hesigned efeclive 5-31-79
*Appointed efeclive 6-21-79

124

i IJﬁeae dre L‘Ulllgill'atlle o an onginal opiman on the menis
1-7




COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS

1979 Statistics (Continued)

CASES FILED

COURT
AND 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979
LOCATION
FIRST, 139 183 181 187 170 189 191 235 271 2772
HOUSTON e
SECOND, 110 98 37 100 115 119 141 117 139 154
FORT WORTH +10.8%
THIRD, 87 99 105 115 123 148 162 183 228 204
AUSTIN -10.5%
FOURTH, 103 90 112 115 114 172 195 201 223 245
SAN ANTONIO +9,9%
FIFTH, 187 236 236 207 258 301 304 346 358 474
DALLAS +32.4%
SIXTH, 39 47 62 54 48 54 49 62 60 a0
TEXARKANA -
SEVENTH, 101 102 100 98 39 T93 120 117 107 147
AMARILLO +37.40%
EIGHTH, 75 76 €5 56 65 70 70 108 93 101
EL PASO +8.6%
NINTH, 48 &7 94 78 79 80 82 81 97 131
BEAUMONT +35.1%
TENTH, 54 48 54 38 54 60 73 S0 81 a5
WACO +4_9%
ELEVENTH, 60 54 47 23 62 54 53 48 51 56
EASTLAND +9.8%
TWELFTH, 54 52 53 40 47 60 63 41 52 61
TYLER +3.4%
THIRTEENTH, 72 94 75 76 107 113 4 132 156 177
CORPUS CHRISTI +13.5%
FOURTEENTH, 99 afl i 116 145 161 231 227 208 249 278
HOUSTON +11.6%
TOTALS 1,228 1,328 1,397 1,332 1,502 1,764 1,824 1,969 A B 2,445
+12.6%
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COURTS OF CIVIL APPEALS

1979 Statistics (Continued)

Dallas
Harris
Travis
Bexar
Tarrant
Nueces
Jefferson
£l Paso
Lubbock
Cameron
Potter
Hidalqo
Bowie
collin
Galveston
McLennan
Brazos
Wichita
Ector
webb
Brazoria
Gregg
Midland
Zavala
Fort Bend
Orange
Taylor
Johnson
Montgomery
Jim wells
Denton
Guadalupe
Jasper
Angelina
Bastrop
Grayson
Matagorda
Smith
Bell

Hays
Milam
Randall
Uvalde
Val Verde
Caldwell
Hardin
Madison
Victoria

431
418
126
128
98
66
51
48
41
39

27
22
22
22
22
21
20
18
18
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COUNTIES FROM WHICH CASES APPEALED

Walker
Duval
Eastland
Harrison
Austin
Cherokee
Comal
Cooke
Coryell
Freestone
Hale
Henderson
Hutchinson
Marion
Nacogdoches
Polk

San Patricio
Upshur
Ande rson
Brown
Burnet
Comanche
Dimmit
Gray
Grimes
Howard
Hunt

Kau fman
Lamb

Leon

Live Oak
Maverick
Medina
Newton
Panola
Rusk
Stephens
Van Zandt
Wise
Baylor
Bosque
Brooks
Castro
Childress
Colorado
Crockett
Dal lam
Danley
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Ellis
Fannin
Hockley
Hood
Karnes
Kerr
Kimble
Kleberg
Lamar
Lavaca
Lee
Liberty
Limestone
Nolan
Parker
Red River
Robertson
Sabine

San Augustine

San Jacinto
Starr
Williamson
Zapata
Bailey
calhoun
carson
Ccoleman

De Witt
Dickens
Floyd
Gaines
Garza
Gonzales
Hall
Hansford
Houstan
Jim Hogg
Llano
McCul loch
Navarro
Palo Pinto
Pecos
Reeves
Runnels
San Saba
Scurry
Shelby

Tom Green
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Waller
wharton
Wheeler
Willacy
Wilson
Yoak um
Young
Andr ews
Aransas
Atascnsa
cass

Clay

Coke
Cottle
Crosby
Culberson
Fayette
Fisher
Franklin
Frio
Gillespie
Hardeman
Hemphill
Hill
Hudspeth
Jackson
Jones
Kent

King

Knox

La Salle
Martin
Mills
Mitchell
Mont ague
Mot ley
Ochiltree
Presidio
Real
Rockwall
Sherman
Somervell
Sutton
Terry
Throckmorton
Ward
Washington
Wink ler
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