COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS

The Court of Criminal Appeals is the highest state
court for criminal appeals and is composed of a
presiding judge, four judges and two permanent com-
missioners. In addition, pursuant to Art. 18lle,
VAT.S., three special commissioners served the
Court at various times during the year. These special
commissioners included two retired judges and one
justice of a court of civil appeals.

The Court of Criminal Appeals faced a record
caseload in 1975, The 1,864 new cases docketed in the
Court represent a 21 per cent increase over the 1,546
cases docketed in 1974 and were 20 per cent higher
than the five-year average of 1,552.

Undocketed habeas corpus and mandamus cases
showed an increase from 812 in 1974 to 839 in 1975,
and were 8 per cent higher than the five-year average.
The Court handled only 283 motions for rehearing in
1975, compared to 436 in 1974,

Ten per cent of the cases appealed to the Court in
1975 involved sentences of less than two years im-
prisonment. Fourteen per cent of the cases arose from
marijuana, heroin and other drug related offenses.

Six decisions invoking the death penalty were filed
for review, compared to 3 in 1974. Life imprisonment
had been imposed in 199 cases, compared to 145 the
previous year.

In 1975, the Court of Criminal Appeals disposed of
71 per cent of the cases docketed during the year or
carried over from 1974, compared to 80 per cent the
previous year. Seventy-six per cent were disposed of by
per curiam opinions, up from 59 per cent in 1974,

One thousand eight hundred sizty-nine opinions
(including dissents and concurrences) were written in
1975, 3 per cent fewer than the 1974 total of 1,933.
Thirty-two per cent of these were authored opinions.

The Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed the trial
court’s decision in 82 per cent of the cases reviewed
and dismissed the appeal in an additional 5 per cent.
The other 13 per cent were disposed of in various
ways,

Six hundred ninety-six docketed cases were pending
at the end of 197550 per cent higher than a year ago
and 6 per cent higher than the five-year average of
655.

Based on the service of five judges and four fulltime
commissioners, the caseload per judge in the Court of
Criminal Appeals was higher than that of the other
appellate courts. The number of cases docketed per
judge or commissioner increased to 211 in 1975 from
176 in 1974,

Figure 2. COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS
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The intermediate state appellate courts in Texas do
not have criminal jurisdiction. As a result, appeals in
criminal cases are 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 intermediate courts. Awarding of crimi-
nal jurisdiction to the Courts of Civil Appeals is a fre-
quently suggested solution to easing the workload of
the Court of Criminal Appeals.

The Court of Criminal Appeals is also burdened by
the provision of Article 44.24 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure which requires the Court to deliver a writ-
ten opinion in each case it decides. This rule resulted
in the five judges and four commissioners of the Court
writing an average of 208 opinions during 1975. In
1974, the five judges and four commissioners wrote an
average of 215 opinions each.
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COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS

STATISTICS--1975

Cases pending January 1, 1975 - o ——— o
Cases filed for the year ending December 31, 1975
Cases reinstated on the docket-———=== —————— o e e e e et
Cases disposed of for the year ending December 31, 1975-———-- e e e e L

tases pending December 31, 1975:
Under submission on rehearing———-e——mmmmmmmmm e 4 0 O o A A
Under original submission--——e——————o- —— e e e e e e e S
Pending on motion for leave to file motion for rehearing----- e ————————— e
Waiting to become final or for motion for rehearing————eemmmeeeeo A e L e
Unsubmitted cases————m e e e i e e s A i s L e s e i e ek bubod
Totale=rome e e ——

Disposition of cases for period mentioned:

464
1863
10 2367

1671

14
95
25
121

Affirmed-—————m— e e ————————— e e e e e e 1330
Reformed and affirmed---—-eece—an e e e e e e ——————— 48
Appeals dismissed--—-cemcmmemanman ———— e o e e —_— 88
Reversed and remanded--- o e e e e e e e e e e e o et e 115
Reversed and dismissed—————-meeeear ————— e e ot e e o 21
Relief denied-———c—memmmmmmeea e ——————————— 10
Relief granted----e—eemmccacon- e e e B 13
Appeals abated-——- e ———————— e 31
Reversed and bail granted--——————cmememea — e e e ———————— 6
Relief granted in part and denied in part------w-= e ————————— e —————————— 1
Remanded to trial court for proper punishmentes— oo - 6
Total-——-- ——————————— e 1671
Number of opinions written by the Court:
Original opinions—w—e—eemmmmmmm e m———————— e 1700
Concurring opinions——————cemmmmmmmmen e e e e 50
Dissenting opinions - meeemm e e e e e e 80
Opinions dissenting in part and concurring in parteceeeecme oo ooeen ——————— 9
Opinions granting rehearing—---- —— e i o e e e e 19
Opinions denying rehearing 11
1869
Motions for rehearing disposed of by the Court:
Motions overruled without written opinion 13
Motions overruled with written opinion-—-—-eeeeea 17
MoOTions Eranted-——m e e o e e e e e e e e e i e e e 192
Leave to file motions denied-—meeememeemee—a—— _ 234
283
Disposition of writs of habeas corpus, etc. for the year ending December 31, 1975:
Applications for writ of habeas corpus, etc. denied with written order-—-—————-- 16
Applications for writ of habeas corpus, etc. and motions for rehearings
denied without written order-—c-eememmeoamca- e e 758
Applications for writ of habeas corpus dismissed--———c—ee—n e ———— 5
Applications for writ of habeas corpus ordered filed and set for submission---- 28
Applications for writ of habeas corpus, etc. marked "no action"—--eeeommccmceen 19
Hearings ordered on applications for writ of habeas COrpuS-—-——-—cewooommeomeme o 8
Gut of time appeals granted-—cemem oo B i 5
L0 27 1 o e e Pl e o 839
Applications for writ of habeas corpus, etc. under consideration of the Court——-- 27
Appealed cases disposed of for the year ending December 31, 1975 —-—mmmcmmmmeeeen 1671
Applications for writ of habeas corpus, etc. disposed of for the year ending
e B L, B e e e ot B L T rp— B3y
Total-mm=— e — 510
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