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SUPREME COURT

The Supreme Court of Texas is composed of the
Chief Justice and eight associate justices. It is the
highest state court for civil appeals and promulgates
the rules of civil procedure for the courts of the state.

Although the number of applications for writs of er-
ror filed in the Supreme Court was the lowest since
1970, the general level of activity of the court has re-
mained comparatively steady over the past ten years,
In 1974, 96 new “regular causes’'—primarily cases in
which the court hears oral arguments and delivers an
opinion—reached the docket, compared to 101 in
1973, and the ten year average of 100. Applications for
writs or error decreased to 564 in 1974—8 per cent
lower than 1973’s 614 and the ten year average of 615.
New civil mandamus matters increased from 42 to 72,
criminal mandamus matters decreased from 150 to
112 and habeas corpus matters remained the same at
10 new matters.

In 1974, the Supreme Court disposed of 81 per cent
of the regular causes docketed during 1974 or carried
over from 1973, 10 per cent more than in 1973. Eighty-
five per cent of the applications for writs of error were

disposed of during the year, 1 per cent more than in
1973,

The court delivered 109 deciding opinions in 1974,
compared with 94 in 1973. A total of 137 opinions was
written (including Rule 483 per curiam opinions), an
average of 15 per justice.

The Supreme Court disposed of 586 applications for
writs of error from decisions of the Courts of Civil Ap-
peals, compared to 611 in 1973. Fifteen per cent of
these were granted. Of the granted writs, the Court of
Civil Appeals was reversed in 77 per cent of the cases
for an effective reversal rate of the Courts of Civil Ap-
peals of 11 per cent.

Twenty-five regular causes were pending at the end
of 1974—13 less than at the end of 1973. The average
number of cases pending at the end of each year over
the past ten years is 40. The number of applications
for writs of error was also lower than in 1973: 100
were pending on December 31, 1974, compared with
122 the previous year. The number carried over to
1975 was 12 per cent higher than the ten-year average
of 89.

Figure 1. SUPREME COURT

Cases filed, disposed and pending 1965-1974

538¥D 40 HIFWNN

1966 1967 1968 1969

DISPOSED !_____j

PENDING :]

1970 1971 1972 1973 1874

115



SUPREME COURT
I. REGULAR CAUSES!

On Docket Within the Year:

Carried over from 1973 (Pending under submisSsione--———————____ 30
(Pending set for submission--————w——__ 8

By granted applications for writ of O O e e e e e e e e e 63

By granted motions for leave to file petitions for writs of mandamus—————e———__ 12

By direct appeals f£iled-————cmmmmee_—________________°° °F PARCAMMS---------- 5

By certified question filed - i e e e 1

By granted habeas cOrpus filed-mm-—mmme—mmmmmee——oo__________________TTTTTTT" 2

By Rule 483 (Texas Rules of Civil Procedure)--- e e e 13
TOtA L e e 134 131

Dispositions:

Judgment (or judgments) affirmed, or reformed or modified and affirmed---—————-_— 18
Judgment of Court of Civil Appeals reversed (or in part) and Jjudgment of trial

court affirmed-———me-n - o e e e e et e e e 22
Judgments reversed (or 1in part) and cause remanded to trial courte———mme—_______ 27
Judgment of Court of Civil Appeals reversed (or in part) and cause remanded

A AL QoW e i e ot s i i i e e e CTED 5
Judgments reversed (or in part) and judgment renderede—-ee——meeee———__________ 12
Judgment of Court of Civil Appeals reversed and appeal dismissed-——————________ 4

(Writs granted-—————ee——o o _______ 6
Mandamus (Writs dismissed——me——ee—e e ________ 3
Mrdte denietd e se s e 1
(Judgment of trial court affirmed----- 2
Direct Appeal (Dismissed for want of Jurisdiction--- 2
(Dismissed on motion of appellants———- 1
(Relator dischargede-—————mmo oo _____ 3
Habeas Corpus (Relator remanded-——————ee— o _______ 1
(Cause dismissed————me—cemee_________ 1
Certified Question (Answered in negative—-——e—————________ 1
Sub Totale—mee— e = 1
Pending under submission-—-—ce———_____ 23
Pending set for SubmiSSion-e——————_.__ 2
Totalem e 134 134
Causes submitted in 1974 -oooeeeo 70

J"ngular Causes" are reported in a separate category because they are the cases which pass
through most, if not all, of the eteps of the regular appellate decision-making process.
"Regular Causes" are cases in which oral argument of counsel in open court is received (un-
less watved) and in which the count's decision is usually reported in a written opinion.
Most are reviewed in conference by the Supreme Court, before oral argument and deaision,
upon application for writ of error, with three or more of the dJustices 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 on application to file a petition for original mandamus
or habeas corpus., This category ie obviously larger than that of "Regular Causes".
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II. CASES OTHER THAN REGULAR CAUSES
APPLICATIONS FOR WRITS OF ERROR

On Docket Within the Year:

Carried over from 1973-—mm oo 3
Filed in 1974 e — e

Dispositions:

No Reversible Error
Dismicsed for want of Jurisdlotien—-seccasiclimmmmsionn, oo T
Joint motion of parties t0 diSMISS-———meememccocm e oo

Dismissed by order of Courte=—————e—m e~
Dismissed as MOOt—mwmommmmcme e T T

On Docket :

Carried over from 1973—ee—c——eeeo i
Filed in 1074 m e o TTTTTmmm e

On Docket:

Carried over from 1978-———memmmeoccooocmee oo

Filed in 1974 oo e ™™

Dispositions:

Disnilssed a8 MoOtesmwwmmmibmi ot e »
oy omissed for mant UF JUEEEBRAELEN wame am e T
Diemigsed for Want Of ProSecUtloNeesssssocstommns e

Carried over £0 1976-—emmmmmeeo T

On Docket:

Filed dn 1974 e mmem e oie — s

Dispositions:

122
564
686 6

85
453

7474

12
62

74 74

65
112
177 177
140
4
3
30 30
10 10
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MOTIONS

Motions for Rehearing of Causes

On Docket:

paxried OVer frOm 1978 o e e 9
Filed in 1974- e e e e e e o v e e e 71
Total e e 80 80
Dispositions:
S L oo o B b 5t e e b S R M A o 66
Granted-—-emaao____ T e e e e e e e e ——— 7
Sub Totale———mmme 73 73
Carried over o IP76 comuannsin - - e e e 7 7
Tota e e e _ 80 80
Motions for Rehearing of Applications for Writs of Error
On Docket:
parrled over from 1978 e 10
Flled in 1974-—memocan oo - e e e e 214
B 224 224
Dispositions:
e e e —— I 199
el 8
Sub Total-memmmmme 207 207
Carried over to 1975-—we— oo _______ —-_— T e ———————— 17 17
Tota e e L 224 224
Motions for Rehearing of Motion for Leave to File Petitions
for Writs of Mandamus
On Docket:
Carried over from T b i e s e e A S = 1
e e s 13
TOtalmmmm T i S v |
Dispositions:

OV OIS e s i e e e b5 14 14
Miscellaneous motions passed on by ‘the GO Rl BOTfemmsmanivm st o 52 52
OPINIONS DELIVERED BY THE COURT IN 1974

Deciding causes—--—- T o o e L s e i i s 109
On motions for rehearing of causes overruled-- e e e e i e 2
Supplemental opinion on MOLLON F08 PONOBPIN T e i i Ch
Per Curiam on APpLicitiong, SotIONN, 850 .~ r—cresosmsmet T 25
Concurring——memeo_._ —— _— e e e e e e 5
Dissentinge—e—eee—o_____________ " o o e e L 18
Tota ) e e 160
118
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RECAPITULATTION

Regular-oouges deletmineid UY QONPE DI DT oo i s i o m
Applications for writs of error determined by Court in 1974-—mmmmeme

Motions for leave to file petitions for writ of mandamus involving civil
cases determined by Court in 1974--- _— —_—— e

Motions for leave to file petitions for writ of mandamus involving criminal
cases determined by Court in 1974-——mmee oo _______ "> T

Petitions for writs of habeas corpus determined by Court in 1974- - __
Total number of cases passed on by Court in 1974w——--
Motions for rehearing of causes determined by Court in 197d-eem e ____

Motions for rehearing of applications for writs of error determined by
Court in 1974ecm e T L T - -

Motions for rehearing of motions for leave to file betitions for writ of
mandamus determined by Court in 1974————__ - - - -

Miscellaneous motions passed on by Court in 1974——— . ——

Total number of motions passed on by Court in 1974—--—

Regular causes pending at close of December 31, 1974 e

Applications for writ of error pending at that time-—-em———oo o ____

Motions for leave to file petitions for writ of mandamus in criminal cases
PeRdizg 8t ThEb LIMe e e 8 S NTORE ORBes

Total number of cases pending at close of
December 31, 1974 -mmmememeo o

109

586

74

147

10
926

73

207

14

52

346

23

100
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