Defense Attorney Survey Results

The Status of Indigent Criminal Defense in Texas 

Note:  When answering questions in this survey, please refer to your most typical criminal law experience and exclude any experience with capital cases.
(n= valid number of responses)
Q1.  
How satisfied are you with the current method of appointing counsel in indigent criminal cases in your jurisdiction ?  (Circle one)  (n=1296)

14.4%
Very Satisfied

31.9%
Somewhat Satisfied

15.8%
Neither Satisfied nor Dissatisfied

22.8%
Somewhat Dissatisfied

15.2%
Very Dissatisfied


  

Q2.
How do lawyers typically receive their court appointed assignments in your jurisdiction?  (Circle one)   (n=1306)
52.6%
A judge makes the appointment

29.7%
A clerk, coordinator, or other administrative personnel of  the court makes the appointment

  1.5%
Affirmatively volunteer

  2.5%
Other (Please specify) 

12.9%
Combination of 1 & 3

  0.6%
Rotating List

  0.2%
District Attorney appoints

Q3.
Does the court maintain a list of lawyers who accept court appointed assignments?  (Circle one)
              (n=1296)

79.3%
Yes

  6.6%
No  Please skip to Q5

14.1%
Don't Know   Please skip to Q5

Q4.
How does a lawyer become included on this list?  (Circle one) (n=1084)

15.6%
All lawyers are included

30.5%
Affirmatively volunteer

32.0%
Volunteer and be determined qualified by the court

  5.1%
Volunteer and participate in continuing legal education 

  2.8%
All included unless opt out 

  2.8%
Be politically connected

  3.5%    Combination of responses 3 & 4

  1.3%
Other

  6.4%
Don't Know 

Q5.
Are there formal provisions for selecting court appointed counsel in more complex, serious or special cases (e.g., mentally ill)?   (Circle one) (n=1303)

22.6%
Yes

40.3%
No

37.1%
Don=t Know

Q6.
What provisions, if any, exist for monitoring the quality of representation provided by attorneys serving as court appointed counsel?  (Circle one) (n=1312)

42.4%
None exist

  4.4%
Formal provisions exist

26.3%
Informal provisions exist

26.9%
Don=t Know
Please elaborate on the formal or informal provisions that exist in your jurisdiction: (n=420)
Method


Percent
Judge Monitors

60.7%

Formal Methods

13.6%


No Rules Exist

11.0%

Attorney Experience  
  5.2%

Varies by Court

  3.6%

DA & County Clerk
  1.4%

Bar Rules Used

  0.7%

Attorney Can Withdrawal
  0.5%

Misc.


  3.3%

Q7.
How satisfied are you with the current method of determining the defendant's indigent status in your jurisdiction?    (Circle one) (n=1303)

10.6%
Very Satisfied

25.2%
Somewhat Satisfied

23.6%
Neither Satisfied nor Dissatisfied

24.1%
Somewhat Dissatisfied

16.5%
Very Dissatisfied

Q8.
On a daily basis, who typically determines indigent status in your jurisdiction?  (Circle one) (n=1300)

62.2%
A Judge

29.0%
A clerk or other administrator of the court

  0.4%
Other (please specify)

  4.3%
Both 1 & 2 

  1.7%
The defendant

  0.2%
Nobody

  2.3%
Don't Know

Q9.
Does the county in which you primarily practice have formal written criteria used in determining indigency status?   (Circle one) (n=1304)

32.3%
Yes

33.7%
No  Please skip to Q11

34.0%
Don't Know  Please skip to Q11

Q10. 
If formal criteria for determining indigency status exist, are the criteria adhered to on a regular basis?   (Circle one)   (n=542)

66.4%
Yes

33.6%
No

Q11.
In your opinion, what criteria are typically used for determining indigency status in criminal cases (e.g., in jail, bond status, employment, etc.)?  (n=1161)
Method



Percent
In Jail



65.4%

Ability to Pay


13.1%

Formal Criteria Used
 
  9.4%

Judge Decides


  5.1%

Requested Counsel
  
  4.6%

Eligible for Food Stamps

  1.0%

Misc.



  1.5%

NOW WE WOULD LIKE YOUR THOUGHTS ON THE COMPENSATION AND SUPPORT SERVICES PROVIDED BY THE COURT IN INDIGENT CRIMINAL CASES IN YOUR JURISDICTION.

Q12.
Does the court maintain a fee schedule for determining attorney compensation in indigent cases? (Circle one) (n=1301)

74.4%
Yes

13.4%
No  Please skip to Q14

12.2%
Don=t Know  Please skip to Q14
Q13.
If a fee schedule exists, does the court regularly adhere to it? (Circle one) (n=1027)

70.0%
Yes

16.3%
No

13.7%
Don=t Know

If Ano,@ please indicate how the court typically deviates from the schedule as well as other payment alternatives used in your jurisdiction.   (n=197)

Deviation




Percent
Judge Decides




33.5%

Judge Reduces


 

33.0%

Varies by Case and Court

 

10.7%

Fees Increased For Judge's  Favorites  

  7.6%

Flat Fee Paid




  6.6%

Extra Hours Are Approved


  2.5%

Removes Incentive for Success
   

  2.5%

Fees Lowered If Attorney Does Not Plead Case
  2.0%

Misc.





  1.5%

Q14.
Have you ever spent money out of your own pocket for litigation related expenses for which you have not been reimbursed in a court appointed case? (Circle one)   (n=1290)
73.1%
Yes

26.9%
No

If Ayes,@ for what percentage of your court appointed assignments does this occur?  Please give an example.  (n=736)

mean = 27.65%, median = 10.00, s.d. = 34.26  (n=736) 

Q15.  
On average, what percent of your normal fee (fee you would receive if you were retained) do you 

recoup when doing court appointed work? 
mean = 29.28%, median = 25.00, s.d. = 16.36 (n=1190) 

Q16.
How satisfied are you  with the current system of compensating appointed counsel in indigent cases in your jurisdiction? (Circle one)  (n=1297)
  3.6%
Very Satisfied



16.8%
Somewhat Satisfied

14.6%
Neither Satisfied nor Dissatisfied


31.5%
Somewhat Dissatisfied

33.5%
Very Dissatisfied

Q17. 
Do you believe that current rates of compensation are sufficient to attract and retain qualified private counsel for court appointed indigent cases?  (Circle one) (n=1300)

15.1%
Yes

77.1%
No

  7.8%
Don't Know

Q18.
In your opinion, does the level of compensation paid to assigned counsel in any way affect the quality of representation they provide to defendants in your county?  (Circle one) (n=1308)

67.8%
Yes

22.9%
No

  9.3%
Don't Know
Q19.
As an assigned counsel, how often are you required to obtain prior approval before using special services (e.g., investigator, criminalist, forensic experts)?  (Circle one) (n=1246)

91.2%
Always

6.9%
Sometimes


1.9%
Never

Q20.
Do you feel you generally receive the support services you need to represent your indigent client?  (Circle one) (n=1232)

39.0%
Yes
 

61.0%
No

Q21.
Generally speaking, how free do you feel to use special services (e.g., investigator, criminalist, forensic expert)?  (Circle one)   (n=1251)
  1.3%
Always feel free to use special services without prior approval

  5.0%
Ex parte approval

62.2%
Depends on the judge

  4.8%
No longer request special services due to previous denials

  1.6%
Other (Please explain)

  0.2%
Difficult to get appointment if request services

  1.8%
Combination of responses 1 & 5 .

  1.4%
Never had to use services 

  0.1%
Court usually approves services.

  0.2%
Depends on the cost of services

  0.2%
Services are not available

Q22.  
Approximately what percent of your requests for special services have been denied? (n=854)

mean = 31.78%, median = 20.00%, s.d. = 31.81 

Q23.
If you have been denied access to special services, please describe how you feel the lack of support services affected your ability to provide legal representation to indigent defendants.  (n=669)

Effect






Percent
Denied Services or Receive  Only Poor Services

42.3%

Reduced Quality of Defense



30.9%

Attorney Pays For Services



  7.9%

Makes Representation More Difficult


  4.6%

Denial Has Minimal Effect
  

  
  4.3%

Request for Services Leads to Denial of Future Appointments
  3.0%

Forces Attorney to Plea Case
  


  1.5%

Do Not Request Services
    



  1.5%

Varies By Case

    



  1.2%

Services Are Always Granted     



  0.9%

Misc.



 


  1.8%

Q24.
Based on your experience, how often do the attorney's support staff (e.g., investigator, criminalist) receive more money from the court than court appointed counsel?  (Circle one) (n=1045)

  8.3%
Staff always receive more

31.3%
Staff frequently receive more

42.4%
Staff rarely receive more

18.0%
Staff never receive more

PART OF THIS SURVEY'S GOAL IS TO DETERMINE THE COST OF "DOING BUSINESS.@   THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS ARE DESIGNED TO HELP DETERMINE THE TYPICAL OPERATING COSTS AND EXPENSES OF A CRIMINAL ATTORNEY.
Q25.
Please indicate how you were paid in retained cases in 1994:  (Circle one) (n=1227)
9.7%
Hourly rate  
What was your average hourly rate in criminal cases? 


                    
mean=$135.98, s.d. = 51.45 (n=512)

45.5%
Flat fee per case 
What was your average fee for a misdemeanor plea?   


            
mean=$630.97, s.d. = 404.15 (n=1010)

What was your average fee for a misdemeanor trial?   


                              mean=$1,706.33, s.d. = 899.71 (n=948)

What was your average fee for a felony (non-capital) plea? 


mean=$1,588.0, s.d. = 1341.12 (n=975)

What was your average fee for a felony (non-capital) trial? 


mean=$4,604.91, s.d. = 4488.59 (n=899)

1.9%
Flat fee per appearance  

What was your average fee per appearance in criminal matters?




mean=$303.42, s.d. = 422.71 (n=341)

42.9%
Other (Please specify method and fee) 

Q26.  
What is your approximate total monthly overhead?  (By "overhead" we mean your expenses in the 

following areas:  associate and staff salaries and benefits, rent or mortgage, utilities, vehicle parking, equipment expenses, reference materials, travel expenses, malpractice insurance, and client development) (n = 1051)

mean = $6,119.82, median = $3,500.00,  s.d.= 13,003.90

Q27.
Approximately what percent of your hourly rate or flat fee goes to cover overhead expenses? (n=909)
mean = 52.48%, median = 50.00%, s.d. = 21.77  

Q28.  
Which of the following best describes the nature of your office?  (Circle one) (n=1278)
66.0%
Sole practitioner   Please skip to  Q30

28.9%
Office with 5 or fewer attorneys

 3.6%
Office with 6 - 10 attorneys

 0.8%
Office with 11-25 attorneys

 0.5%
Office with more than 25 attorneys

 0.3%
Other (Please specify)

Q29.
If you are in a group practice, is it a      (Circle one) (n=443)

47.4%
Office sharing arrangement

  0.7%
Public Interest or Public Defender arrangement

27.5%
Partnership

14.2%
Corporation

  7.0%
Limited liability partnership

  0.7%
Other (Please explain)

  1.6%
Associate Attorney

  0.9%
Sole Proprietor

Q30.
Please indicate the number of people you have working in the following positions:
(Note: means are reported)


Full Time

Part Time

Unpaid


Paralegal

1.52 (n=261)

1.08 (n=111)

1.00 (n=14)

Secretary

1.22 (n=934)

1.12 (n=220)

1.07 (n=27)

Receptionist

1.02 (n=340)

1.08 (n=118)

1.00 (n=12)

Investigator

1.21 (n=38)

1.09 (n=140)

1.00 (n=6)

Law Clerk

1.37 (n=41)

1.12 (n=73)

1.00 (n=11)

Runner/Gopher

1.30 (n=69)

1.04 (n=136)

1.00 (n=27)

Other


1.73 (n=44)

1.18 (n=39)

1.00 (n=15)

THIS NEXT SECTION CONTAINS QUESTIONS WHICH ASK FOR YOUR OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE CURRENT INDIGENT CRIMINAL DEFENSE SYSTEM IN TEXAS. 
Q31.
In general, do you believe that clients with retained counsel receive better representation than clients who have received court appointed attorneys?  (Circle one)        (n=1281)
10.6%
Retained counsel always provide better representation.

64.4%
Retained counsel usually provide better representation

24.0%
Retained and court appointed counsel typically provide the same quality of representation

  0.9%
Court appointed counsel usually provide better representation

  0.0%
Court appointed counsel always provide better presentation


Q32.
Are you aware of any significant differences in the disposition trends between indigent cases and those with retained lawyers?  (Circle one)  (n=1273)
51.3%
Yes

48.7%
No 

If "yes," what are those trends?  (n=609)

Trend






Percent

Retained lawyers don't suffer loss of time or effort
 
33.5%
Indigents clients do worse




27.8%

Indigents more likely to take pleas 



19.7%

Retained clients do better




17.4%

Indigents have more priors which influences pleas/sentence
  0.3%

Misc.





 
  1.3%

Q33.
In similar cases, is there a difference between pleas offered to clients with retained counsel compared to those with court appointed counsel?  (Circle one) (n=1243)

40.2%
Plea offers are better for clients with retained counsel

57.8%
Plea offers are about the same for clients with retained and appointed counsel

  1.9%
Plea offers are better for clients with appointed counsel

Q34.
Based on your experiences, how does the judge treat retained counsel and appointed counsel in the courtroom?  (Circle one) (n=1259)

1.4%
Appointed counsel is always treated more favorably than retained counsel
5.4%
Appointed counsel is usually treated more favorably than retained counsel

77.7%
Both retained and appointed counsel are treated equally

13.8%
Retained counsel is usually treated more favorably than appointed counsel

1.7%
Retained counsel is always treated more favorably than appointed counsel

Q35.
In sentencing decisions, how does the judge treat clients with retained counsel and appointed counsel?  (Circle one)    (n=1239)
1.1%
Clients with appointed counsel always receive more favorable sentencing decisions

6.1%
Clients with appointed counsel usually receive more favorable sentencing decisions

66.3%
Clients with appointed and retained counsel receive similar sentencing decisions

25.3%
Clients with retained counsel usually receive more favorable sentencing decisions

1.2%
Clients with retained counsel always receive more favorable sentencing decisions
Q36.
In similar cases, how does your time investment in retained and court appointed cases compare?   (Circle one) (n=1237)

39.3%
Spend more time on retained cases

54.0%
Spend equal amounts of time on retained and appointed cases

  6.7%
Spend more time on appointed cases
Q37.
In general, do you believe that your retained clients receive better or worse representation than your appointed clients?  (Circle one)
(n=1228)
  5.5%
My retained clients always receive better representation

20.3%
My retained clients usually receive better representation 

74.0%
My retained and appointed clients typically receive the same quality of representation

  0.2%
My court appointed clients usually receive better representation

  0.0%
 My court appointed clients always receive better representation

Q38.
Which of the following changes in the present system of representation would you favor, if any?  

Please rank all that apply by importance, number one being the change that you favor the most.
Development of a county  based public defender system
(n=512)

Rank
Percent
1
27.9%%




2
25.2%

3
16.2%


4
18.8%

5
  8.6%

6
  3.1%

Development of a statewide public defender system
(n=431)

Rank
Percent
1
23.4%

2
16.7%

3
12.5%

4
15.8%

5
23.2%


6
  6.5%

7
  1.9%

Development of a centrally coordinated and regulated assigned counsel system to replace an  ad  hoc appointed system to replace a judge appointed system (n=586)

Rank
Percent
1
35.2%



2
28.0%

3
19.1%

4
  9.6%

5
  7.3%

6
  0.7%

7
  0.2%

Contracting with private attorney to provide representation in all types of criminal cases (n=476)

Rank  
Percent


1
18.3%




2
26.3%

3
24.8%


4
14.5%

5
12.4%

6
  3.85

Increased fees for county-appointed counsel.  Please specify the suggested hourly rate(s)and/or reasonable fee(s) per case: (n=979)

Rank 
Percent




1
62.7%
 Suggested hourly fee: mean = $96.41, median = 41.40 s.d. = 41.40 (n=585)

2
20.3%
 Suggest fee per case: mean = $812.11, median = 500.00, s.d. = 1106.16 (n=142)

3
  9.9%

4
  3.8%

5
  3.1%

6
  0.2%

No changes necessary (n=241)


Rank 
Percent


1
32.4%




2
13.3%

3
  9.1%

4
  8.7%

5
  4.6%

6
27.0%

7
  5.0%

Other (Please specify) (n=113)

Rank 
Percent


1
33..6%




2
27.4%

3
 10.6%

4
  8.0%

5
  4.4%

6
  4.4%

7
 11.5%

Q39.
When thinking of the criminal defense attorneys in your jurisdiction, are the attorneys who provide court appointed representation generally more experienced or less experienced than the typical criminal defense attorney?  (Circle one)
(n=1255)

   0.6%
Court appointed attorneys are always more experienced 

   8.0%
Court appointed attorneys are usually more experienced

37.2%
Court appointed attorneys and retained attorneys are about equally experienced

50.5%
Retained attorneys are usually more experienced

  3.7%
Retained attorneys are always more experienced

FINALLY, WE WOULD LIKE SOME INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR BACKGROUND AND YOUR EXPERIENCE WITH THE INDIGENT CRIMINAL DEFENSE SYSTEM IN TEXAS.

Q40.
How many years have you been practicing law? 

mean = 14.97, median = 14.00, s.d. = 9.55  (n=1300) 

Q41.
How many years have you been practicing criminal law (defense and/or prosecution)? 

mean = 13.63, median = 12.00, s.d. = 9.12  (n=1281)

Q42.
How many years have you been practicing criminal defense law? 

mean = 12.12, median = 10.00, s.d. = 8.47  (n=1280)

Q43.
Approximately what percentage of your time is spent doing criminal law work? 

mean = 49.16, median = 40.00, s.d. = 30.40 (n=1253)

Q44.
Have you ever been appointed to represent an indigent defendant in state court?  (Circle one) (n=1282)

95.0%
Yes   

Please explain why you believe you have received court appointed assignments.

Reason




Percent
On Approved List


27.9%

Competency



25.9%

Volunteered



23.2%

Politics/Had Connections


10.1%

Happened To Be In Court


  6.2%

Language Ability  & Competency

  2.2%

Small Number of Attorneys  In Area
  1.9% 

Attorney was Young/ Inexperienced
  0.9%

Negative Payback from Judge

  0.4%

Misc 




  1.3%

  5.0%
2.   No  

Please explain why you believe you have not received court appoints assignments then skip to Q46.

Reason




Percent
Too Busy To Take  Appointment 

39.4%

Requested Removal


18.3%

Politics




13.5%

Judicial Revenge



12.5%

Personality Conflict         


  1.9%

Misc.




14.4%

Q45.
What type of court appointed assignments in state indigent criminal matter have you received?  (Check all that apply) 

Misdemeanor

Felony
1.  Trial level


84.0% (n=1147)

86.2% (n=1156)


2.  Post-Conviction

26.0     (n=348)
 
44.8    (n=601)

3.  Appellate level

21.3     (n=286)

45.4    (n=609)

4.  Capital Case 





28.1    (n=377)

Q46.
Please specify the number of district criminal courts you routinely practice in:  
mean = 7.09, median = 5.00,  s.d. =5.88  (n=1150)



Q47.
On average, how many state trial court level cases (court appointed and retained) do you handle each year? 

mean = 72.46, median = 42.00, s.d. = 97.68  (n=1155) 

Q48. 
On average, how many court appointed trial court level cases do you handle each year? 
mean =35.22,  median = 18.00, s.d. = 53.14  (n=1034)
Q49.
On average, how may appellate cases (court appointed and retained) do you handle each year? 

mean = 5.30, median = 2.00, s.d.=13.80  (n=666) 

Q50. 
On average, how many court appointed appellate cases do you handle each year?

 mean = 4.17, median = 2.0, s.d. = 8.91  (n=527)

Q51.
Has the number of indigent cases you handle each year increased, decreased, or remained roughly the same over the course of your legal career?  (Circle one) (n=1254)

8.3%
Increased Substantially

16.7%
Increased Somewhat

26.7%    Remained about the Same

15.1%
Declined Somewhat

33.2%
Declined Substantially
Q52.
Have you ever refused court appointed work?  (Circle one) (n=1268)

39.6%
Yes

60.4%
No 

If "yes," please explain the circumstances under which you have refused court appointed work.  (n=514)

Reason



Percent
Conflict of Interest

33.1%

Too Busy To Take  Appointment 
15.4%

Low Pay



13.6%

Decline Certain Types of Cases
  8.6%

Requested Removal

  8.0%

Disagreeable Client

  5.8%

Decline Specific Judges

  4.9%

Needed More Experienced Counsel   3.7%

Misc.



  7.0%

Q53.
Do you currently seek out court appointed work?  (Circle one) (n=1292)

39.9%
Yes

60.1%
No

Q54.
What county(ies) do you primarily practice in? See results at the end of this survey.
Q55.
Which type of legal work best describes the majority of your current practice?  (Circle one) (n=1266)

44.9%
Criminal trial defense

  1.1%
Criminal appellate defense

39.0%
Civil law

  2.2%
Other (Please specify)

  0.2%
Corporate

  4.0%
Family

  7.6%
Criminal and Civil

  0.9%
Both 1 & 2 

Q56.
Please circle all of the following that apply to you:

75.6%
I attend continuing criminal legal education courses sponsored by the State Bar of Texas  (n=1014)

54.9%
I attend continuing criminal legal education courses sponsored by TCDLA  (n=736)

29.2%
I subscribe to Criminal Law Digest  (n=391)

  8.7%
I am Board certified in criminal law  (n=117)

Q57.
Please specify your gender:   (n=1272)

83.7%
Male  

16.4%
Female  16.4%     
Q58. 
Please specify your ethnicity: (n=1220)

5.2%  
Black

81.1%  
White

11.6%
Hispanic

1.2%
Native American 

0.9%
Pacific Islander

Please use the space below to offer any comments you feel would be helpful in providing an understanding of the status of indigent criminal defense in Texas:
Response






Percent
Court Appointed Attorneys Are Poorly Paid



22.8%

Reforms Are Need





19.0%

System Increases Pleas 





10.4%

Patronage Corrupts the System




  7.9%

Court Appointed Counsel  Doing A Good Job 


  5.6%

Lack of Support Services Hurts Defense



  5.4%

System Treats Indigents More Harshly and State Usually Wins
   
  4.1%

Court Appointed Attorneys Are Less Capable


  4.3%

System is Used to Train Lawyers


 
  
  3.6%

Trying Case Results in No Future Appointments


  3.1%

Raise Indigency Standards




 
  2.1%

Public Defenders Office Would Be A Mistake
  

  1.9%

Should Change/Lower Standards For Determining Indigency 

  2.1%

Pay is too high 






  0.2%

Misc.







  7.5%



Q54 
Counties in which respondent practices law (First three responses were recorded if respondent reported more than one county)
County 

Frequency
Percent of Cases

County 

Frequency
Percent of Cases
Anderson
10


0.8

Andrews
3


0.2

Angelina
6


0.5

Aransas

5


0.4

Archer

5


0.4

Atascosa
10


0.8

Austin

6


0.5

Bailey

2


0.2

Bandera

7


0.6

Bastrop

10


0.8

Baylor

1


0.1

Bee

7


0.6

Bell

10


0.8

Bexar1

48


1.8

Blanco

3


0.2

Bosque

8


0.6

Bowie

7


0.6

Brazoria1
9


1.5

Brazos1

8


1.4

Brewster
2


0.2

Brooks

3


0.2

Brown

2


0.2

Burleson
11


0.5

Burnet

2


0.1

Caldwell
8


0.6

Calhoun

6


0.5

Callahan

9


0.7

Cameron1
4


1.1

Camp

1


0.1

Cass

6


0.5

Castro

2


0.2

Chambers
9


0.7

Cherokee
10


0.8

Childress
2


0.2

Clay

3


0.2

Cochran

2


0.2

Coleman
1


0.1

Collin

40


3.2

County 

Frequency
Percent of Cases

County 

Frequency
Percent of Cases
Collingsworth
1


0.1

Colorado
5


0.4

Comal

17


1.4

Comanche
4


0.3

Concho

2


0.2

Cooke

3


0.2

Coryell

7


0.6

Crane

1


0.1

Crosby

2


0.2

Culberson
2


0.2

Dallam

1


0.1

Dallas

154


12.3

Dawson

1


0.1

DeWitt

2


0.2

Deaf Smtih
1


0.1

Delta

3


0.2

Denton

36


2.9

Dickens

1


0.1

Dimmit

4


0.3

Duval

2


0.2

Eastland

4


0.3

Ector

10


0.8

Edwards

3


0.2

ElPaso

42


3.4

Ellis

7


0.6

Erath

5


0.4

Falls

5


0.4

Fannin

10


0.8

Fayette

3


0.2

Fisher

1


0.1

Floyd

3


0.2

Foard

3


0.2

Fort Bend
44


3.5

Franklin

3


0.2

Freestone
6


0.5

Frio

4


0.3

Gains

2


0.2

Galveston
33


2.6

Gillespie
5


0.4

Goliad

2


0.2

Gonzales
3


0.2

Gray

1


0.1

Grayson

10


0.8

Gregg

10


0.8

Grimes

5


0.4

Guadalupe
10


0.8

Hale

9


0.7

Hall

1


0.1

Hamilton
2


0.2

Hansford
2


0.2

Hardeman
3


0.2

Hardin

8


0.6

Harris

248


19.8

Harrison

4


0.3

Harley

2


0.2

Hays

19


1.5

Henderson
7


0.6

Hidalgo

20


1.6

Hill

10


0.8

Hockley

11


0.9

Hood

4


0.3

Hopkins

7


0.6

Houston

1


0.1

Howard

2


0.2

Hudspeth
4


0.3

Hunt

6


0.5

Hutchinson
3


0.2

Jack

1


0.1

Jackson

5


0.4

Jasper

2


0.2

Jeff Davis
2


0.2

Jefferson
24


1.9

Jim Hoog
1


0.1

Jim Wells
2


0.2

Johnson

15


1.2

Jones

10


0.8

Karnes

3


0.2

Kaufman
6


0.5

Kendall

10


0.8

Kerr

10


0.8

Kimble

4


0.3

Kinney

3


0.2

Kleberg

6


0.5

Knox

1


0.1

LaSalle

1


0.1

Lamar

7


0.6

Lamb

7


0.6

Lampasas
4


0.3

Lavaca

5


0.4

Lee

4


0.3

Leon

5


0.4

Liberty

9


0.7

Limestone
4


0.3

Live Oak
4


0.3

Llano

1


0.1

Loving

2


0.2

Lubbock

23


1.8

Lynn

1


0.1

Madison

1


0.1

Marion

3


0.2

Matagorda
4


0.3

Maverick
6


0.5

McCulloc1h
1


0.1

McLennan
15


1.2

Medina

7


0.6

Menard

2


0.2

Midland

15


1.2

Milam

2


0.2

Mills

2


0.2

Mitchell

4


0.3

Montague
2


0.2

Montgomery
44


3.5

County 

Frequency
Percent of Cases

County 

Frequency
Percent of Cases
Moore

1


0.1

Morris

4


0.3

Nacogdoches
5


0.4

Navarro

3


0.2

Newton

1


0.1

Nolan

5


0.4

Nueces

19


1.5

Ochiltree
2


0.2

Orange

18


1.4

Palo Pinto
5


0.4

Panola

3


0.2

Parker

18


1.4

Parmer

2


0.2

Pecos

1


0.1

Polk

10


0.8

Potter

13


1.0

Presidio

2


0.2

Rains

5


0.4

Randall

12


1.0

Red River
7


0.6

Reeves

3


0.2

Robertson
7


0.6

Rockwall
4


0.3

Runnels

3


0.2

Rusk

6


0.5

San Jacinto
6


0.5

San Patricio
15


1.2

San Saba
1


0.1

Schleicher
1


0.1

Scurry

2


0.2

Shackelford
2


0.2

Shelby

3


0.2


Sherman

3


0.2

Smith

19


1.5

Somervell
2


0.2

Starr

6


0.5

Stephens
1


0.1

Swisher

3


0.2

Tarrant

108


8.6

Taylor

20


1.6

Terry

4


0.3

Titus

4


0.3

TomGreen
4


0.3

Travis

64


5.1

Trinity

6


0.5

Tyler

3


0.2

Upsher

7


0.6

Upton

1


0.1

Uvalde

3


0.2

Val Verde
8


0.6

VanZandt
7


0.6

Victoria

12


1.0

Walker

8


0.6

Waller

9


0.7

Ward

3


0.2

Washington
4


0.3

Webb

7


0.6

Wharton

7


0.6

Wichita

4


0.3

Wilbarger
4


0.3

Willacy

2


0.2

Williamson
28


2.2

Wilson

6


0.5

Winkler

1


0.1

Wise

6


0.5

Wood

12


1.0

Yoakum

2


0.2

Young

2


0.2

Zapata

2


0.2

Zavala

5


0.4

NewMexico
1


0.1

FederalCourt
2


0.2
