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STANDING ORDER REGARDING COURTROOM OPPORTUNITIES FOR NEWER
ATTORNEYS

The Court is cognizant of a growing trend in which fewer cases go to trial, and in which there are
generally fewer opportunities in court for speaking or “stand-up” engagements. This is especially
true for newer attorneys, that is, attorneys practicing for less than seven years (“Newer
Attorney(s)”). Opportunities for Newer Attorneys to speak in federal court are increasingly rare.
Accordingly, the Court strongly encourages litigants to be mindful of opportunities for Newer
Attorneys to conduct oral argument before the Court, particularly for motions where the newer
attorney drafted or contributed significantly to the underlying motion or response. The Court
believes that it is everyone’s responsibility to assist in providing substantive experience to our next
generation of lawyers and that the benefits of doing so will accrue to Newer Attorneys, to clients,
and to the profession generally. Therefore, the Court strongly encourages all parties practicing
before it to keep this goal in mind.

Recognizing the importance of the development of future generations of practitioners through
courtroom opportunities, the Court adopts the following procedures regarding oral argument as to
pending motions:

(1) If a party is interested in having a Newer Attorney argue a motion, after the motion is
ripe, the party should contact chambers to request oral argument and inform chambers
that a Newer Attorney will argue the motion or a portion of the motion.

(2) If such a request is made, the Court will:

A. Grant the request for oral argument on the motion, if it is at all practicable to do
so, even if the Court would not ordinarily permit oral argument. In those
instances where the Court is inclined to rule on the papers, a representation that
the argument would be handled by a Newer Attorney will weigh in favor of
holding a hearing.

B. Strongly consider allocating additional time for oral argument beyond what the
Court may otherwise have allocated, were a Newer Attorney not arguing the
motion.

C. Permit other, more experienced counsel of record to speak on the motion as
well, where appropriate, during oral argument.

D. Notify opposing counsel if such a request is granted and request opposing
counsel reciprocate in permitting a Newer Attorney to make its argument on the
motion.

All attorneys, including Newer Attorneys, will be held to the highest professional standards.
Relatedly, all attorneys appearing in court are expected to be adequately prepared and thoroughly
familiar with the factual record and the applicable law, and to have a degree of authority
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STANDING ORDER REGARDING COURTROOM
OPPORTUNITIES FOR YOUNGER ATTORNEYS

The Court recognizes a growing trend in which fewer cases go to trial and there are generally
few opportunities for attorneys to speak in court. This is especially true for newer attorneys, that is,
attorneys practicing for less than seven years (Newer Attorney(s)). Opportunities for Newer
Attorneys to speakin federal courtare increasingly rare. Accordingly, the Courtstrongly encourages
litigants to be mindful of opportunities for Newer Attorneys to conduct oral argument, particularly
where a Newer Attorney drafted or contributed significantly to a motion or response. The Court
believes that all attorneys share the responsibility to assist in providing substantive experience to the
next generation of lawyers and that the benefits of doing so accrue to Newer Attorneys, clients, and
the profession generally. The Court strongly encourages all parties to keep this goal in mind.

Recognizing the importance of developing future generations of practitioners through
courtroomopportunities, the Court adopts the following procedures for all oral argument on motions
before Judge Mazzant:

1. Ifaparty would like a Newer Attorney to argue a motion, after the briefing is ripe, the
party should contact the law clerk to request oral argument and inform the clerk that
a Newer Attorney will argue the motion or a portion of the motion.

2. Ifsuch a request is made, the Court will:
a Grant the request for oral argument, if it is at all practicable to do so.

b. Permit sufficient additional time for oral argument beyond what the Court
otherwise may have allocated were a Newer Attorney not arguing.

c. Permit more experienced counsel of record to speak on the motion as well,
where appropriate, during oral argument.

d. Notify opposing counsel if such a request is granted and suggest opposing
counsel reciprocate by permitting a Newer Attorney to make its argument.

All attorneys, including Newer Attorneys, will be held to the highest professional
standards. All attorneys appearing in court are expected to be adequately prepared and
thoroughly familiar with the factualrecord and applicable law, and to have a degree of authority
commensurate with the proceeding.

commensurate with the proceeding.
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Stats from the 3'"9 COA

2025

2026

Total Filings: 1,071
(mostin history of the Court at the
time)

Total Filings: est. 1,331
(mostin history of the Court)

138 avg. opinions per justice
(typically 120 annually)

150 avg. opinions per justice

Original Proceedings- 164

Original Proceedings - 240

Self-Represented Litigant Appeals-
33 percent

Self-Represented Litigant Appeals-
40 percent




Criminal and Civil Filing Statistics in TXED by Division

2026
2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 * through 6/30/2026
Criminal Civil Criminal Civil Criminal Civil Criminal Civil Criminal Civil Criminal Civil

Division Defendants| Cases | Defendants| Cases |Defendants| Cases |Defendants| Cases |Defendants| Cases |Defendants| Cases
Beaumont 133 635 177 636 133 498 142 558 140 638 87 281
Lufkin 60 312 70 223 52 246 26 259 65 392 20 491
Marshall 20 489 13 511 6 648 37 1094 29 1272 12 530
Sherman 870 1139 613 1097 538 1158 517 1164 348 1465 188 762
Texarkana 43 154 41 165 22 154 40 198 54 190 17 92
Tyler 110 518 237 517 148 642 177 517 200 525 177 327
District Totals 1236 3247 1151 3149 899 3346 939 3790 836 4482 501 2483

Data source: CM/ECF District Court Statistical Reports, Weighted Reports - Weighted Filings




@he Washington Post

They confided in ChatGPT. Their secrets
ended up in court.

The Post found a dozen examples of chatbot conversations being swept into criminal
and civil legal proceedings.

By Miriam Waldvogel and Gerrit De Vynck
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JUDGE DREDD
In The Fature, Gne Man Is The Law.






