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Summary of All Federal Capital Habeas
Dispositions, 2000-2006

Rate of Total Relief Granted—‘ZOB[I to 2006

Granted (% —rounded

Circuit  Total Cases (filtered) Granied (Raw #) fo 3rd decimal point)
1st o - n/a n/a
2d A 0 ' n/a n/a
3d 16 3 : 18.75
4ih 60 1 ~ 1.667
5th 202 8 3.960
6th 68 8 11.765
7ih .21 5 23.81
8th 29 5 17.241
gth 20 7 35.00

10th 64 15 22,438
11th 52 2 3.846
Average 48.364 4.909 12.68

Rate of COA’s granted (by Either District Couri or
Court of Appeals)—2000 to 2006

COA granted by Rate of GOA granted

Circuit  Relief Denied by DG - Either (Raw) by either (%)
- st 0 . n/a —
2d 0 nfa —
3d 13 11 84.616
4th 59 27 45,763
5th 198 86 43.434
6th 60 49 81.667
7th 16 6 375
8th 24 22 91.667
" Gth . 16 11 68.75
10th . a7 38 66.667
11th - 51 © 43 84.314°

Average 44.9091 26.636 54.944
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Rate of Relief Granied Upon Grant of COA
(by Either Court)—2000 to 2006

# of COA’s Relief Granted
Gircuit ‘ - Granted As resuli of COA Rate (%)
1st n/a n/a n/a
2d n/a nfa - n/a
3d 11 0 - ]
4th 27 ] 0
Sth 86 4 4,651
6ih : 49 : ] 12.245
Tth 6 0 0
8th : 22 1 ' 4.548
9th ‘ 1 3 27.27
10th 38 8 21.053
11th 43 1 2,326
Average 26.636 2.001 6.554
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