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JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF lliE UNITED STA'rES 
28 U.S.C. 331 

S 331 Judicial Conference of the United States 

The Chief Justa of the United Stat ... hall summon annu.lly the chief Judge of each Judicial circuit, 
the chief Judge of the Court of Internetlonal Trade, end a d~trlct Judge from Nch judicial circuit to a confer­
ence at such tlma end place In the United states as he mey de.lgnata. tt. .hllil pra.lde at rJuch conference 
which .hall be known as the Judicial Conference of tha United sta .... Special .... Ion. of the conference 
may be called by the Chief Justice at such time. and placea a. he may dulgnate. 

The district Judge to be .ummoned from each judicial circuit .hall ba chosen by the circuit and 
district Judges of the circuit at the .nnual Judicial conference of the circuit held pur.ullnt to section 333 of 
this title and ahallaervll as 8 ITIGmber of the conference for thr .. succo88lva years, except that In the year 
following the enactment of this amended section the Judges In the first, fourth, aeventh, and tlmth circuits 
shall choose iii distrIct Judge to serve for one year, the Judgea In the second, fifth, and eighth circuits shall 
choose a district Judge to aervll for two yeara and the Judges In the third, sixth, nlnlh, and DistrIct of Colum­
bia circuits shall chooue a district Judge to serve for three yeers. 

If the chief Judge of any circuit, the chief judge of the Court of Intllrnatlonal Trade, or the district 
Judge chosen by Judges of the circuit Is unabla to aHend, the Chief Justice may summon any other circuit or 
district Judge from .uch circuit or any other Judge of the Court of International Trade, 115 the case may be. 
Every Judge summoned shall attend and, unle2s excused by the Chief Justice, shall remain throughout the 
sessions of the conference and advise as to the naods of his circuli or court and ss to allY mailers In respect 
of which the administration of Justice In the courts of tha United States may be Improved. 

The Conference shall make. comprehensive .urvey of the condition of business In the courts of the 
United States and prepare plans for sssignment of Judges to or from circuits or districts whllre necessary. It 
shall also submit suggestions and recommendations to the various courts to promote uniformity of manage­
ment procodures and the expodillous conduct of court buslnes&. The Conference Is suthorlzed to exerclsil 
the authority provided In aecllon 372(c) of this tllie as the ConferellC4l, or through II .tandlng committee. If 
the Conference elects to establish a standing commlttell, It shall be appointed by the Chief JustlCl' .!Ind all 
petitions for review .hall be reviewed by that commlHEIG. The Conferenl;8 or .tandlng committee may hold 
hearings, take .worn testimony, Issue .ubpoenas .nd .ubpoenas duces tecum, and make necessary .nd 
appropriate orders In the exercise of Its authority. Subpoenas .nd subpoenas duces tecum shall be Issued 
by the cklrk of the Supreml Court or by thl clark of any court of eppaals, at the direction of the Chlel Justice 
or his d.slgnee and under thl seal of the court, and .hall be served In the manner provided In rule 45(c) of 
tho F&deral Rule. of Civil Procedure for .ubpoenas and subpoena a ducea tecum Issued on behalf of the 
United stat .. or .~ officer or any aglncy thareof. Th. Conf.rence may .Iso proscribe .nd modify rulls for 
the exercise of the .uthorlty provided In asctlon 372(c) of this 1111 •• All Judicial officers and Imployeea of the 
United States .hall promptly carry Into effect all orders of the Judicial ConferellC4l or the standing commlttle 
established pursuant to thla section. 

Tha Conference .hall also carry on • continuous study of the operation and Iffect of the general 
rulee of practice and procedure now or hereafter In use aa prescribed by the Suprema Court for the other 
courts of the United Statos pursuant to law. Such chenges In and additions to those rules as the Conference 
may deem deslrabl. to promote simplicity In procedure, falm ... In .dmlnlstratlon, the Just determination of 
litigation, and the elimination of unJustlfisbla expenaa and delay .hall ba recommended by the Conference 
from :Jme to lime to the Supreme Court for Its conslderetlon end adoption, modification or reJection, In 
accordance with law. 

The Attorney General shall, upon request of the Chlof Justice, report to such conference on mailers 
relating to tho business of the several courts of the United States, with partIcular reference to cases to whIch 
the United States Is a party. 

The Chief Justice ahall submit to Congress an annual report of the proceedings of the Judicial 
Confllrance and Its recommendations for legislation. 



REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 

March 13, 1990 

The Judicial Conference of the United States convened on 
March 13, 1990, pursuant to the can of the Chief Justice of the 
United States issued under 28 U.S.C. 331. The Chief Justice 
presided and the following members of the Conference were 
present: 

First Circuit: 

Chief Judge Levin H. Campbell 
Chief Judge Frank H. Freedman, 

District of Ma~ssachusetts 

Second Circuit: 

Chief Judge James L Oakes 
Chief Judge Charles L. Brieant, 

Southern District of New York 

Third Circuit: 

Chief Judge A. Leon Higginbotham 
Judge William J. Nealon, Jr., 

Middle District of Pennsylvania 

Fourth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Sam J. Ervin, 11\ 
Judge Frank A. Kaufman, 

District of Maryland 
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Fifth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Charles Clark 
Chief Judge Barefoot Sanders, 

Northern District of Texas 

Sixth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Gilbert S. Merritt 
Judge James P. Churchill, 

Eastern District of Michigan 

Seventh Circuit: 

Chief Judge William J. Bauer 
Judge Sarah Evans Barker, 

Southern District of Indiana 

Eighth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Donald P. Lay 
Chief Judge John F. Nangle, 

Eastern District of Missouri 

Ninth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Alfred T. Goodwin 
Judge Robert F. Peckham, 

Northern District of California 

Tenth Circuit: 

Chief Judge William J. Holloway 
Chief Judge Earl E. O'Connor, 

District of Kansas 

Eleventh Circuit: 

Chief Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat 
Chief Judge Sam C. Pointer, Jr., 

Northern District of Alabama 
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District of Columbia Circuit: 

Chief Judge Patricia M. Wald 
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., 

District of Columbia 

, Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey 

Court of International Trade: 

Chief JudgC:i Edward D. Re 

Circuit Judges Richard S. Arnold, Edward R. Becker, 
Stephanie K. Seymour, and Walter K. Stapleton; Senior Circuit 
Judge Joseph F. We.is, Jr.; and District Judges Richard M. Bilby, 
Morey L. Sear, and William W Schwarzer attended all or some of 
the sessions of the Conference. Circuit Executives Vincent 
Flanagan (First Circuit), Steven Flanders (Second Circuit), John P. 
Hehman (Third Circuit), Samuel W. Phillips (Fourth Circuit), Lydia 
Comberrel (Fifth Circuit), James A. Higgins (Sixth Circuit), Collins 
T. Fitzpatrick (Seventh Circuit), June L. Boadwine (Eighth Circuit), 
Gregory B. Walters (Ninth Circuit), Eugene J. Murret (Tenth 
Circuit), Norman E. Zoller (Eleventh Circuit), and Linda Finkelstein 
(District of Columbia Circuit) were also present. 

Congressman Robert Kastsnmeier, Chairman of the House 
Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts, Intellectual Property, and the 
Administration of Justice, attended the Conference briefly and 
spoke Oil matters pending in the Congress of interest to the 
judiciary. The Attorney General of the United States, Dick 
Thornburgh, addressed the Conference on matters of mutual 
interest to the Department of Justice and the Conference. 

L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of 
the United States Courts. attended the sessions of the 
Conference, as did James E. Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director; 
William R. Burchill, Jr., General Counsel; Robert E. Feidler, 
Legislative and Public Affairs Officer; Karen K. Siegel, Chief, Office 
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of the Judicial Conference Secretariat; and David A. Sellers, 
Public Information Officer. Judge John C. Godbold, Director of 
the Federal Judicial Center, also attended the sessions of the 
Conference, as did Lawrence H. Averill, Jr., Administrative 
Assistant to the Chief Justice; Charles W. Nihan, Deputy Director 
of the ~Judicial Center; and Judicial Fellows Robert George, Kevin 
Jones, and Linda Mullenix. 

The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Judge 
Godbold, presented a report on the activities of the Center. 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFf~CE OF THE 

UNITED STATES COUffffi 

The Director of the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, Mr. Mecham, submitted a brief report summarizing 
the workload of the federal judiciary during the calendar year 
1989. 

JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 

Mr. Mecham reported that filings in the 12 regional courts 
of appeals rose more than three percent during 1989, to a record 
high of 40,266. The overall increase in appeals resulted from a 
substantial jump in criminal appeals from the district courts. 
These appeals climbed 27 percent due to sentencing appeals and 
increases in the drug-related criminal caseload of the district 
courts. There were 1,556 appeals in 1989 involving only 
sentences, 18 percent of all criminal appeals. Drug-related cases 
appealed to the courts of appeals continued their dramatic rise 
this year, up 36 percent over 1988, and accounted for 56 percent 
of all criminal appeals filed. Appeals from rulings of the district 
courts on state and federal prisoner petitions also rose this year, 
by three percent. With the exception of original proceedings, all 
other appeals categories (civil, bankruptcy, and administrative) 
were lower compared to a year ago. During the year, 
dispositions in the regional courts of appeals reached an all-time 
high of 37,604, an increase of more than two percent from 1988. 
Despite this increase in terminations, the pending caseload rose 
nine percent, to 31 ,836 on December 31, 1989. 
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Filings in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
rose nearly eight percent, from 1 ,303 in 1988 to 1 ,407 in 1989. 
The largest increases were in appeals from the U.S. district courts 
and from the Patent and Trademark Office. Although appeals 
from the Merit Systems Protection Board (MSPB) remained 
relatively constant (up one percent), MSPB appeals continued to 
account Jor more than 40 percent of the court's total workload. 
The court's dispositions also increased this year, rising eight. 
percent to 1,419. The overall increase in terminations resulted 
from significant rises in dispositions of appeals from the MSPB 
and the district courts. Since terminations outnumbered filings, 
the pending caseload dropped Slightly (less than two percent), to 
632 on December 31, 1989. 

Civil filings in district courts fell seven percent this year, to 
223,113 cases. Filings involving the United States declined by 
11 percent, and private cases declined by six percent. Despite 
the overall decline in civil filings, increases were reported in 
several categories, most notably U.S. actions to recover defaulted 
student loans and prisoper civil rights petitions. Throughout most 
of the past decade, the changes in the volume of civil filings have 
been determined by the number of cases involving the U.S. in 
two areas: actions by the U.S. to recover overpayment of 
veterans' benefits C'JA cases) and actions against the U.S. 
regarding social security disability insurance benefits. These 
actions were again major factors during 1989. Filings of VA 
cases declined almost 6,000 during the year, down from 12,124 
in 1988; as recently as 1985, filings of VA cases totaled more 
than 45,000. Social security disability insurance cases declined 
almost 3,000 in 1989, down to 6,374; at the peak of activity in 
1983, more than 22,000 of these cases were filed. 

While the case types noted above have been the primary 
factors in the decline in civil filings in the past, a new factor was 
introduced this year. In May, 1989, the jurisdictional amount in 
diversity cases increased from $10,000 to $50,000. As a result, 
diversity cases declined 14 percent in 1989, to 60,183 cases, the 
lowest level since 1984. Diversity filings during the last six 
months of 1989 totaled 27,267, down more than 20 percent from 
the 34,362 such cases filed during the same period in 1988, and 
more than 17 percent below the 32,916 filed during the first six 
months of 1989. The number of civil cases closed was also 
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lower, falling six percent to 224,514. Even with the decline, 
terminations outnumbered filings, resulting in a slight reduction in 
the pending caseload. The civil pending caseload, which has· 
remained relatively steady throughout most of the 1980s, declined 
less than one percent, to 244,198 cases. 

Criminal cases filed in the district courts continued to 
increase this year to 47,779 cases, up seven percent over the 
44,761 cases filed in 1988. There were several offense categories 
with increased levels of prosecutions. The most significant 
increase was for drug offenses, where case filings rose from 
10,904 last year, to 12,782 in 1989, an increase of 17 percent. 
Over the last five years, criminal case filings overall have grown 
by 17 percent, while drug filings alone have increased by 75 
percent. Drug cases have accounted for 80 percent of the overall 
increase in case filings during that time, and now represent 27 
percent of all criminal cases. The number of criminal cases 
closed also increased this year by seven percent to 44,068 cases, 
up from 41,136 cases last year. With filings still exceeding 
closings, however, the pending caseload rose by 12 percent. On 
December 31, 1989, there were 33,586 pending criminal cases, 
involving 49,914 defendants. 

During 1989, there were 679,980 bankruptcy petitions filed 
in the bankruptcy courts, an increase of 11 percent over 1988. 
The overall increase in filings this year was the result of a 12 
percent increase in non-business filings, with increases of ten 
percent in Chapter 7 liquidations and 18 percent in Chapter 13 
debt adjustments. Filings under Chapter 11, which represent only 
a fraction of the non-business total, declined for the third straight 
year. Overall, there was a small decrease (one percent) in 
business filings. This resulted from a three percent drop in 
Chapter 7 filings. Despite the overall decline in business filings, 
Chapter 11 business reorganizations rose five percent to 16,303, 
the first increase since 1986. Chapter 13 business debt 
adjustments also increased in 1989, up six percent. Filings of 
family farmer business debt adjustments under Chapter 12, which 
was initiated in 1986, continued to decline. Only 1,440 petitions 
were filed under Chapter 12 in 1989, down almost 30 percent 
from the 2,037 filed in 1988, and down more than 70 percent 
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from the high in 1987. The number of terminations in 1989 
increased to 594,237, up mora than two percent from a year ago. 
As a result of the large volume of new filings, the pending 
caseload reached an all-time high of 927,437 petitions as of 
December 31, 1989, more than ten percent above the 841,694 
petitions pending last year. The rate of increase in the pending 
caseload is up substantially from the four percent rate reported 
in 1988. 

Mr. Mecham also reported that as of March 13, 1990, there 
were 18 vacancies among the 168 judgeship positions authorized 
for the United States courts of appeals, 45 vacancies among the 
575 positions authorized for the United States district courts, and 
one vacancy on the United States Court of International Trade. 

FEDERAL HABEAS CORPUS IN CAPITAL CASES 

In June, 1988, the Chief Justice appointed an Ad Hoc 
Committee on Federal Habeas Corpus in Capital Cases, to inquire 
into lithe necessity and desirabiiity of legislation directed toward 
avoiding delay and the lack of finality" in capital cases in which 
the prisoner had or had been offered counsel. Retired Associate 
Justice Lewis F. Powell, Jr., chaired the Committee, which also 
included Judges Charles Clark, Paul H. Roney, William Terrell 
Hodges, and Barefoot Sanders. 

In September, 1989 (Cont. Rpt., pp. 83-84), the Judicial 
Conference received the report of its Ad Hoc Committee, which 
proposed draft legislation to revise the existing habeas corpus 
statutory procedure with respect to those states that establish a 
system for the appointment and compensation of competent 
.counsel throughout all stages of state post-conviction review. The 
draft bill recommended by the Ad Hoc Committee would limit the 
period within which a federal habeas petition must be filed; 
establish an automatic stay of execution until federal habeas 
proceedings are completed; and preclude relief or further stays 
of execution if prisoners file successive petitions for habeas 
corpus in federal court after they have had one full course of 
federal collateral review, absent extraordinary circumstances and 
a colorable showing of factual innocence. The Conference 
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determined at that time to release the report to the public, 
discharge the Ad Hoc Committee from further service, and 
postpone additional consideration of its report until the current 
meeting. 

The Conference revised the recommendations of the Ad 
Hoc Committee report, together with five proposals for 
rl'"lodification submitted by Conference members. After renewed 
consideration, the Conference endorsed the objectives of the Ad 
Hoc Committee report (1) to eliminate piecemeal appeals; (2) to 
provide an automatic stay in capital cases in order to obviate 
successful petitions for stay; and (3) to provide competent 
counsel on stat& post-conviction cases. It further endorsed the 
recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee report with the 
following modifications: 

1. Specific mandatory standards similar to those set forth in 
the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988 should be required with 
respect to the appointment and compensation of counsel 
for capital defendants at all stages of the state and federal 
capital punishment litigation. 

2. A federal court should entertain a second or successive 
petition for habeas corpus relief if (a) the request for relief 
is based on a claim not previously presented by the 
prisoner in the state and federal courts and the failure to 
raise the claim is the result of state action in violation pf 
the Constitution or laws of the United States, the result of 
Supreme Court recognition of a new federal right that is 
retroactively applicable, or based on a factual predicate 
that could not have been discovered through the exercise 
of reasonable diligence; and (b) the facts underlying the 
claim would be sufficient, if proven, to undermine the 
court's confidence in the jury's determination of guilt on 
the offense or offenses for which the death penalty was 
imposed, or in the appropriateness of the sentence of 
death. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

CIVIL JUSTICE REFORM ACT 

S. 2027 and H.R. 3898 (101 st Congress), the proposed 
Civil Justice Reform Act, would, inter alia, require all federal 
district courts to adopt "civil justice expense and delay reduction 
plans" within one year of enactment. The bills are based on the 
recommendations of a Brookings Institution task force report 
entitled, "Justice for All, Reducing Costs and Delay in Civil 
Litigation". 

In recognition of the substantial impact this legislation 
would have on the federal courts if enacted, and of the proposed 
"fast track" for enactment, the Executive Committee appointed a 
subcommittee composed of District Judges Robert F. Peckham 
(chairman), Sarah Evans Barker, John F. Nangle, and Aubrey E. 
Robinson, Jr., to develop a strategy for consideration and 
appropriate Conference action. 

Between February 28 and March 9, 1990, the Executive 
Committee held four teleconferences to discuss this matter, and 
agreed to recommend that, at its March 13 session, the Judicial 
Conference oppose this legislation in its present form; approve a 
description and analysis of the bills; reaffirm its long-standing 
commitment to case management by adopting a "Statement on 
Case Managementt'; and authorize the Secretary of the 
Conference to disseminate the Conference's position to all judicial 
officers and to others in the judicial community. 

On March 13, 1990, the Judicial Conference unanimously 
approved these recommendations. 

* * * * * 

The Executive Committee also reported that, since the last 
session of the Conference in September, 1989, it had addressed 
the following matters on the Conference's behalf: 
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APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1990 

On December 18, 1989, the Executive Committee approved 
spending plans for the "Salaries and Expenses" and "Court 
Security" appropriations for the fiscal year 1990. In the aftermath 
of the tragic death of Judge Robert Vance, $5,000,000 withheld 
in the "Court Security" spending plan was restored by the 
Committee on February 14, 1990. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 

The Executive Committee agreed to revise the 1988 
Judgeship Survey to include five additional judgeships for the 
Sb.1h Circuit, and one additional judgeship for the Northern District 
of Texas. 

TRAVEL REGULATIONS FOR JUSTICES 
AND JUDGES 

Effective January 1, 1990, the Committee amended the 
travel regulations for justices and judges to raise the alternative 
maximum actual subsisten~e expense allowance to $175 per day.' 

SENIOR JUDGE LEGISLATION 

Section 705 of the Ethics Reform Act of 1989 (Public Law 
101-194) enacted new section 371 (1) of title 28, creating a new 
work certification requirement for senior judges. With respect to 
work performed after January 1, 1990, in order to continue 
receiving the full salary of the office including increases of a non­
routine nature, senior judges must be certified by the chief judge 
of the circuit as having met one of five specified work 
requirements. Rules and standards for meeting the work 
requirements are to be promulgated by the Judicial Conference. 

Effective March 13, 1990, the Conference in plenary 
session raised the $175 alternative maximum subsistence rate to 
$225 daily, with annual increases to account for inflation. See 
''Travel Regulations for Justices and Judges", infra p. 22. 
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On February 14, 1990, the Executive Committee 
promulgated interim rules for senior judge workload certifications 
for the calendar year 1990. See also IISenior Judge Legislationll

, 

infra p. 20. 

FEDERAL COURTS STUDY COMMITTEE 

Title I of Public Law 1 00-702, the Federal Courts Study Act, 
established within the Judicial Conference a Federal Courts Study 
Committee on the future of the federal judiciary. No later than 
April 2, 1990, the Committee is required to file its final report with 
the Conference, the President, the Congress, and others. 

In a draft dated December 22, 1989, the Study Committee 
circulated recommendations for public comment and, on the 
Conference's behalf, the Executive Committee agreed that 
comment on two matters would be appropriate. The Executive 
Committee advised the Study Committee of its support for the 
establishment of a long-range strategic planning committee for the 
judiciary, to be placed under the Executive Committee of the 
Conference, with staffing of the function to be determined by the 
Executive Committee. The Executive C,ommittee also endorsed 
a recommendation to the Study Committee to retain in the 
Administrative Office responsibility for developing judicial impact 
statements. 

The Study Committea's final recommendations will be 
circulated to all Conference committees for further comment and 
subsequent action by the Executive Committee. 

MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 

The Executive Committee declined to take a position on 
Title II of H.R. 1620, 101 st Congress, which would create a 
National Commission on Judicial Impeachment; directed that an 
incentive award be conferred upon the Director of the 
Administrative Office; approved the convening of a sentencing 
institute in September, 1990, for the judges of the Fifth and 
Eleventh Circuits; authorized the Ninth Circuit to grant special 
awards to court employees who displayed exemplary dedication 
following the recent earthquake, and extended the same 
opportunity to the First, Third, and Fourth Circuits for similar 
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actions during and following Hurricane Hugo (see also, 
"Resolution", infra p. 26); approved technical amendments to the 
bankruptcy court miscellaneous fee schedule; directed the 
Administrative Office to draft amendments to improve the Judicial 
Survivors' Annuities System (JSAS); and approved amendments 
to the "computer-assisted legal research in chambers" program. 

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

The Committee on the Administrative Office reported on 
briefings and tours of the agency, held in November, 1989. The 
Committee concluded that, overall, the Administrative Office is 
functioning appropriately. The Director, advised of areas of 
concern, agreed to address those areas. 

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 

ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 

In order to respond to sharp and steady increases in 
bankruptcy filings, the Conference voted to recommend that 
Congress authorize one additional bankruptcy judgeship each for 
the District of Colorado, the District of Maryland, the District of 
Puerto Rico, the Southern District of Florida, the Eastern District 
of Virginia to be stationed at Norfolk, and two additional 
judgeships for the Middle District of Florida to be stationed at 
Orlando and Tampa. 

BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATOR PROGRAM 

The Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and 
Family Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-554), which 
provided for the expansion of the United States trustee program 
nationwide, excepted the judicial districts in Alabama and North 
Carolina until October 1, 1992 (or the election by a district to be 
included in the U.S. trustee system). 

The Federal Judicial Center is studying the operation of 
the bankruptcy administrator program. In an interim report, the 
Judicial Center has concluded that, although bankruptcy 
administrators are not statutorily afforded standing to raise issues 
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and be heard in court, the program appears to be accomplishing 
its statutory tasks. 

The Conference agreed to recommend that Congress 
enact legislation (a) continuing the bankruptcy administrator 
program; (b) granting bankruptcy administrators status similar to 
United States trustees; and (c) permitting judicial districts to opt 
out of the U.S. trustee system and into the bankruptcy 
administrator program. 

ADDITIONAL DUTY STATIONS AND PLACES OF 
HOLDING COURT FOR BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 

The Conference changed the official duty station of a 
bankruptcy judge from Spokane to Yakima, Washington, and 
designated Phoenix, Arizona, as the official duty station for the 
additional judgeship for the District of Arizona authorized by 
Public Law 100-587. 

NOTICING GUIDELINES 

In order to conform the Conference's bankruptcy noticing 
guidelines with recent changes in the schedule of miscellaneous 
fees to be charged in the bankruptcy courts, the Conference 
amended Guideline 5 to read as follows: 

5. Fee for Noticing by Clerks. For ali notices 
generated in cases filed under title 11 of the United 
States Code, 50 cents each. Notices dated prior 
to January 1, 1987, should be charged at the rate 
of 25 cents for each notice in excess of fifty notices 
per set. Notice fees are payable only from the 
estate and only to the extent there is an estate. 

COMMITTEE ON THE BICENTENNIAL 
OF THE CONSTITlfllON 

The Committee on the Bicentennial of the Constitution 
reported on its participation in the Bicentennial effort. The 
Committee has been active in promoting and funding Bicentennial 
activities, including the International Appellate Judges Conference. 
See infra, p. 20. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 

ASSET FORFEITURE FUND AMENDMENTS 

In the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988 (Public Law 100-
690), Congress authc)rized reimbursement to the judicial 
branch from the' Crime Victims Fund for the judiciary's 
administrative cos:ts of monitoring and collection. Observing 
that reimbursement from the Asset Forfeiture Fund is 
indistinguishable in principle from reimbursement from the 
Crime Victims Fund, the Budget and Criminal Law and 
Probation Administration Committees recommended that 28 
U.S.C. 524 (c) be amended to authorize such reimbursement 
for adjudication and home detention costs. The Conference 
agreed, voting to, seek such an amendment from the 
Congress. 

COMMnTEE ON THE CODES OF CONDUCT 

FEDERAL ETHICS LAW REFORM 

Among other things, the Ethics Reform Act of 1989 (Public 
Law 101-194) imposed new statutory rules for officers and 
employees in the judiciary governing the receipt of gifts and 
honoraria, outside e,arned income, and other outside activities. 
The Act authorizes the Judicial Conference to issue regulations 
with respect to the judicial branch under Titles III (relating to gifts 
to federal employee:s) and VI (relating to limitations on outside 
earned income, outside employment, and honoraria). This gives 
the Judicial Conference a supervisory and regulatory role over the 
Supreme Court and 1the Federal Judicial Center, two entities over 
which the Conference has heretofore had no jurisdiction. 

The Judicial Conference authorized the Executive 
Committee to adopt and implement regulations under these titles, 
and the Committee on Codes of Conduct to issue advisory 
opinions interpreting these titles, for a/l officers and employees of 
the judicial branch except those of the Supreme Court and the 
Federal Judicial Center. The Conference also authorized the 
Executive Committee to amend the Code of Conduct for United 
States Judges and the comparable canons for other members of 
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the judicial branch to conform, where appropriate, to the 
regulations adopted under Titles III and VI. With respect to 
adopting and implementing regulations for officers and employees 
of the Supreme Court and the Judicial Center, the Conference 
delegated its authority to the Chief Justice of the United States 
and the Judicial Center Board, respectively. 

JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE AND IMPEACHMENT 

S.J. Res. 11, 232, and 233 (101 st Congress) propose 
constitutional amendments concerning the impeachment of 
judges. The Conference voted to oppose all three measures as 
unnecessary, unwise, and threatening to judicial independence. 

COMMrrrEE ON THE COURT SECURIlY 

PARTICIPATION ON LOCAL 
COURT SECURITY COMMITTEES 

In March, 1989 (Cont. Rpt., p. 13), in order to improve the 
security of the courts, the Judicial Conference approved 
expanding the membership of district court security committees 
to include a representative of the bankruptcy court and, where 
there is a court of appeals within the district, a representative of 
that court. At this session, noting that United States magistrates 
are often the first line of the judiciary in criminal proceedings, the 
Conference approved expanding the membership of district court 
security committees to include a magistrate. 

OFF-SITE SECURITY OF JUDICIAL OFFICERS 
AND THEIR FAMILIES 

The Conference approved the following resolution 
declaring a state of emergency as to the off-si~e security of 
judicial officers and their families, and requesting that the Attorney 
General address the situation immediately: 

The death of District Judge Richard J. 
Daronco at his home two years agol the recent 
death of Circuit Judge Robert S. Vance at his 
home in Birmir.~ham, the bomb intercepted at the 
courthouse in Atlanta, the public threats against all 
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federal judges in the Eleventh Circuit, and the 
bombs mailed to offices of persons engaged in 
Civil Rights activities, convince the Judicial 
Conference that a state of emergency exists as to 
the off-site security of judicial officers and their 
families, and the Judicial Conference requests that 
the Attorney General of the United States 
immediately address the situation. 

COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 
AND PROBA1l0N ADMINISTRATION 

MANDATORY MINIMUM SENTENCES 

Observing that the Third, Eighth, Ninth, and Tenth Circuits 
had passed resolutions in opposition to mandatory minimum 
sentences, the Judicial Conference voted to urge the Congress 
to reconsider the wisdom of mandatory minimum sentence 
statutes and to restructure such statutes so that the U.S. 
Sentencing Commission may uniformly establish guidelines for all 
criminal statutes to avoid unwarranted disparities from the scheme 
of the Sentencing Reform Act (Title II of the Comprehensive Crime 
Control Act of 1984, Public Law 98-473). 

PRETRIAL DETENTION CRISIS 

Noting that the average number of defendants in pretrial 
detention has more than doubled in the past four years, and that 
many of these defendants must be detained at great distance 
from places of trial, the Conference adopted a resolution 
recognizing this pretrial detention crisis, and recommending that 
the Congress provide adequate funding to the Bureau of Prisons, 
the U. S. Marshals Service, and U. S. pretrial services. officers to 
provide for adequate custody and supervision of pretrial 
detainees. The Conference also supported the development of 
alternatives to incarceration for some offenders, and broader 
experimentation with remedies such as video access to prisoners 
at remote facilities by attorneys and other court officers. 
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MANDATORY DETENTION FOR OFFENDERS 
CONVICTED OF SERiOUS CRIMES ACT 

S. 1259 (101 st Congress) would amend 18 U.S.C. 3143 to 
require the detention of any person found guilty of a violent 
offense or serious drug offenses, pending sentence or appeal. 
Since courts have ample legal authority to detain convicted 
defendants when circumstances warrant, the Conference voted to 
oppose the bill. 

PRETRIAL SERVICES REPORTS 

In order to increase local flexibility, the Conference agreed 
to recommend that Congress amend 18 U.S.C. 3154 to remove 
the requirement for pretrial services reports in Class A 
misdemeanor cases. 

COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 

APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 

The Defender Services Gommittee reported that, during the 
fiscal year 1989, approximately 69,954 persons were represented 
under the Criminal Justice Act, compared to 65,507 persons 
during the fiscal year 1988, an increase of 6.8 percent. Of the 
69,954 persons represented, approximately 36,000, oJ" 51.5 
percent, were represented by federa! public and community 
defender organizations. 

BUDGET AND GRANT REQUESTS - FEDERAL PUBLIC 
ANO COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 

The Committee approved a request from the Federal 
Public Defender Organization for the Southern District of West 
Virginia for an increase in its allocation of $56,500, to support the 
employment of an automation specialist to provide field support 
for national automation efforts. The Committee also approved a 
sustaining grant for the fiscal year 1991 for a sixteenth death 
penalty resource center, for the Northern and Southern Districts 
of Ohio, in the amount of $960,047, contingent upon the 
organization's securing the requisite amount of non-CJA funds. 
and further contingent upon the approval of amendments to the 
CJA plans for the districts to be served. 
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REDUCTION OF CJA VOUCHERS 

The Judicial Conference declined to replace the language 
in Paragraph 2.22{D) of the Guidelines for the Administration of 
the Criminal Justice Act with language advising judicial officers to 
provide appointed counsel with the opportunity to respond to 
proposed reductions in vouchers. The Conference also declined 
to approve the transmittal of a recommendation to the circuit 
councils that they adopt local procedures providing that presiding 
judicial officers shall afford counsel an opportunity to respond to 
a proposed fee reduction. 

COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL-5TATE JURISDICllON 

STATE-FEDERAL JUDICIAL COUNCIL 

The Judicial Conference approved in principle creation of 
a National State-Federal Judicial Council, as suggested b)' the 
Conference of [State] Chief Justices. A specific proposal will be 
presented to the Conference in September, 1990. 

PORNOGRAPHY VICTIMS' COMPENSATION ACT 

The Conference voted to oppose H.R. 3785 (101 st 
Congress), the proposed Pornography Victims' Compensation Act, 
insofar as it would create a private right of action in the federal 
courts by victims of violent crime against producers and 
distributors of sexually explicit materials in certain circumstances. 
The subject matter of the legislation falls within the traditional 
scope of state law, and there is no need for actions in the federal 
court to vindicate federal interests or policies. 

INTERSTATE GREYHOUND RACING ACT 

Since enforcement of state regulatory schemes relating to 
matters such as off-track betting on greyhound racing is a matter 
traditionally left to the states, the Conference opposed S. 1745 
(101 st Congress), the proposed Interstate Greyhound Racing Act 
of 1989, insofar as it would create a private right of action in 
fedaral courts for damages resulting from the making of interstate 
off-track wagers on greyhound races. 
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CIVIL PRIORITIES 

The appropriations act for the Department of the Interior 
for the fiscal year 1990 establishes a priority for federal court 
actions challenging timber sales in forests with the northern 
spotted owl, and also requires that final decisions in such matters 
must be rendered within 45 days. Establishing civil priorities, and 
imposing time limits on the judicial decision-making process, are 
inimical to effective civil case management and unduly hamper 
exercise of the necessary discretion in the performance of judicial 
functions. Accordingly, the Conference voted to oppose 
reenactment of these provisions. 

COMMERCE IN INDIAN-PRODUCED GOODS 

The Conference opposed H.R. 2006 (101 st Congress), 
insofar as the bill would provide a private right of action in the 
federal courts for damages for false representations that goods 
are Indian-produced. 

TRAVEL REGULATIONS FOR JUSTICES AND JUDGES 

The Conference resolved that a joint meeting of the 
Conference of Chief Justices and the Judicial Conference of the 
United States in Washington, D.C., on September 10, 1990, shall 
be considered a "Judicial Conference Committee meeting" for 
purposes of section D.1 .a(5) of the travel regulations for justices 
and judges. See also ''Travel Regulations for Justices and 
Judges", infra p. 20. 

COMMrrTEE ON INTERCIRCUrr ASSIGNMENTS 

The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that 
during the period August 15, 198~, through January 30, 1990, the 
Committee had recommended 89 intercircuit assignments to be 
undertaken by 72 judges. Of this number, 18 were senior circuit 
judges, three were active circuit judges, 27 were senior district 
judges, 18 were active district judges, two were senior judges of 
the Court of International Trade, and four were active judges of 
the Court of International Trade. 
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Of the 89 assignments approved, 46 judges undertook 58 
assignments to the courts of appeals, and 28 judges undertook 
31 assignments to the district courts. 

COMMnTEE ON THE INTERNATIONAl 
APPEUATE JUDGES CONFERENCE OF 1990 

TRAVEL REGULATIONS FOR JUSTICES AND JUDGES 

The Conference resolved that the International Appellate 
Judges Conference shall be considered a "Judicial Conference 
Committee meeting" for purposes of section D.1.a(5) of the travel 
regulations for justices and judges. See also ''Travel Regulations 
for Justices and Judges", supra p. 19. 

COMMIlTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 

SENIOR JUDGE LEGISLATION 

As noted supra pp. 10-11, on February 14, 1990, the 
Executive Committee promulgated interim rules for senior judge 
workload certifications for the calendar year 1990. 

On March 13, 1990, the Conference in plenary session 
approved a two-step procedure for promulgating permanent rules 
for certification of senior judges under 28 U.S.C. 371 (f): first, the 
interim rules would be distributed to all Article III judges for notice 
and comment; and second, after comments had been taken into 
account, permanent rules tor calendar year 1991 and thereafter 
would be presented to the Judicial Conference in September, 
1990. 

COMMnTEE ON JUDICIAL ETHICS 

The Committee on Judicial Ethics reported that as of 
January, 1990, the Committee had received 2,509 financial 
disclosure reports and certifications for the calendar year 1988, 
including 1,024 reports and certifications from judicial officers and 
1,485 reports and certifications from judicial employees. 
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COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL IMPROVEMENTS 

AUTOMATION 

The Judicial Conference approved the 1990 update to the 
Long Range Plan for Automation in the United States Courts. 
The Conference declined to delegate authority to the Judicial 
Improvements Committee to approve the annual updates of the 
Plan on the Conference's behalf. 

MISCELLANEOUS FEES 

The Conference amended the schedules of fees to be 
charged in the district and bankruptcy courts to establish the 
following rates for electronic access to court data on the PACER 
system, barring congressional objection. PACER allows a law 
firm, or other organization or individual, to use a personal 
computer to access a court's computer and extract public data in 
the form of docket sheets, calendars, and other records. 

Yearly Subscription Rate: 

Commercial - $60 per court 
Non-profit - $30 per court 

Per Minute Charge: 

Commercial - $1 .00 
Non-profit - $0.50 

Under language included in the judiciary's appropriations 
act for the fiscal year 1990 (PubliC Law 101-162), the judiciary will 
be entitled to retain the fees collected for PACER services in the 
bankruptcy courts. The Conference agreed to seek similar 
legislative language to permit the judiciary to retain the fees 
collected for district court PACER services. 
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COURT-ANNEXED ARBITRATION 

Title IX of the Judicial Improvements and Access to Justice 
Act (Public Law 100-702) provided statutory authorization for the 
current ten-district court-annexed arbitration program. It also 
authorized ten additional courts to establish programs of 
arbitration by consent of the parties. 

The JUdicial Conference approved for inclusion in the 
consensual arbitration program the Northern and Western Districts 
of New York, the Western District of Pennsylvania, the Eastern 
District of Texas, the Western District of Kentucky, the bankruptcy 
court of the Southern District of Indiana, the Eastern District of 
Washington, the District of Utah, and the Middle District of 
Georgia. The Conference delegated authority to the Committee 
to authorize a tenth court for future inclusion in the consensual 
arbitration program, and to replace any court that might withdraw. 

TRAVEL REGULATIONS FOR JUSTICES AND JUDGES 

As noted supra p. 10, the Executive Committee amended 
the travel regulations for justices and judges to raise the 
alternative maximum actual subsistence expense allowance to 
$175 per day. Effective March 13, 1990, the Conference in 
plenary session further increased the $175 maximum to $225 per 
day, with annual increases authorized to account for future 
inflation. 

In addition, observing that it would be appropriate for 
judges to receive local subsistence at irregular and special 
conferences such as meetings of Judicial Conference committees 
or circuit judicial conferences, the Conference voted to seek 
amendments to 28 U.S.C. 456(a) and 604(a)(7) to authorize 
payment of subsistence and local travel expenses to judicial 
officers when conducting official business (not ordinarily 
performed in the daily conduct of official duties) at their official 
stations. 
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COMPUTER-ASSISTED LEGAL RESEARCH 

Computer-assisted legal research (CALR) is now widely 
used by the bench, bar, and public. Accordingly, the Conference 
agreed to adopt a policy encouraging courts to allow the use of 
parallel electronic citations to federal court opinions. 

NATURALIZATION PROCEEDINGS 

Both the House and Senate in the 1 01 st Congress have 
passed separate bills (Title II of S. 358; H. R. 1630) that would 
shift the substantial administrative responsibilities of the courts in 
the current naturalization process to the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, including the oath ceremony (unless the 
alien asks for a court oath ceremony). 

At the Committee's direction, a survey was conducted of 
the chief judges and clerks of court of the fourteen districts in 
which two-thirds of the total petitions for naturalization are filed. 
After obtaining comments, the Committee recommended that the 
Judicial Conference support these bills in prinCiple, and also 
propose: 

1. an amendment to relieve clerks of additional routine 
record-keeping responsibilities; 

2. an amendment to provide a period of 45 days after 
certification by the INS to a court of the eligibility of an 
alien for citizenship, during which the court would have 
exclusive jurisdiction to conduct the naturalization 
ceremony, all or part of such period to be subject to 
waiver by the court on an individual, group, or across­
the-board basis as provided by local rule or otherwise; and 

3. that the legislative history of the bills emphasize the 
fundamental interest in a dignified, citizenship-oriented 
ceremony similar to current judicial ceremonies, and 
encourage the Immigration and Naturalization Service to 
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develop a model plan that would include coordination with, 
and participation of, federal judges interested in enhancing 
the effectiveness of the administrative naturalization 
ceremony. 

The Conference voted to support the recommendations. 

COMMIITEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 

JUDICIARY SALARY PLAN MODIFICATIONS 

On recommendation of the Committee on Judicial 
Resources, the Judicial Conference approved the following 
modifications to the Judiciary Salary Plan (JSP): 

1. Establishing an organizational structure for a JSP-15 chief 
deputy position (JSP-16 if meeting criteria for consolidated 
courts) and up to two JSP-14 mid-managerial positions, 
exclusive of appropriately classified deputy-in-charge 
positions, in courts where the clerk of court or chief 
probation officer position warrants a grade JSP-17 
classification. 

2. Deleting from the jury administrator classification standard 
the requirements that courts must have five or more 
judicial officers and hold 50 or more jury trials to be 
authorized a JSP-10 position. 

3. Eliminating the "career" designation requirement for 
appointment or promotion of law clerks and staff attorneys 
to JSP-13 and JSP-14. For retirement purposes only, the 
Conference reaffirmed its March, 1987 resolution (Cont. 
Rpt., p. 11), that an individual hired in one of these 
positions for a period understood to be less than four 
years shall be appointed as a "term" employee and subject 
only to contributions for social security, not federal 
retirement. 
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4. Establishing the position of deputy circuit executive, grade 
JSP-15, in each circuit executive's office, with no additional 
personnel to be assigned for this purpose, or additional 
promotions authorized where an administrative assistant to 
the circuit executive currently holds the JSP-15 grade. 

5. Reclassifying circuit librarian positions from JSP-14 to JSP-
15. 

6. Establishing four automation-related position classifications 
to support personal computer-based automation efforts: 
supervisor, JSP-12; PC system administrator, JSP-11; 
automation support speCialist, JSP-9; and depot 
maintenance technician, JSP-9. 

EMPLOYEE RECOGNITION PLAN 

Section 604(a)(22) of title 28 authorizes the Director of the 
Administrative Office, under the supervision of the Judicial 
Conference, to establish an Employee Recognition Program for 
judicial branch employees. On the Committee's recommendation, 
the Conference approved an Employee Recognition Plan, 
including special service awards, quality step increases, and the 
recently-approved longevity bonus program (see September 1989 
session, Cont. Rpt., p. 72). 

"SAVED GRADE AND SAVED PAY" POLICY 

On March 14, 1989 (Cont. Rpt., p. 21), the Judicial 
Conference approved a "saved grade and saved payll policy for 
judiciary employees whose positions are abolished and who are 
qualified for, and selected for, lower graded pOSitions in the 
judiciary. At this session, the Conference amended the policy to 
apply prospectively only, from the date the policy was enacted in 
March, 1989. 

BANKRUPTCY WORK MEASUREMENT FORMULA 

The Conference endorsed two modifications of the 
bankruptcy work measurement formula, to revise the credit given 
for divisional offices and to increase the credit for Chapter 13 
cases. 
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RESOLUTION 

The Conference passed the following resolution in 
recognition of extraordinary performance by court employees to 
ensure quick return of normal operations in courts affected by 
Hurricane Hugo: 

The Judicial Conference of the United States notes 
the extraordinary performance and exemplary 
dedication to the federal court system of all the 
court employees in those courts that were affected 
by Hurricane Hugo. The Conference expresses 
special thanks to the employees of the federal 
courts in the United Stat~s Virgin Islands, Old San 
Juan and Hato Rey. Puerto Rico, and Charleston, 
South CarOlina, where the devastating effects of the 
hurricane were felt most directly. The courage and 
hard work of the court employees in those 
locations helped to ensure the quick return of 
those courts to normal operations. 

By this resolution, the Conference recognizes the 
fine efforts of all employees involved and expresses 
its deepest appreciation. 

See also "Miscellaneous Actions" of the Executive Committee, 
supra p. 12. 

COMMrrrEE ON THE ADMINISTRA1l0N OF THE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 

SALARIES OF PART-TIME MAGISTRATES 

In accordance with the Ethics Reform Act of 1989 (PubliC 
Law 101-194), full-time U.S. magistrates received a 7.9 percent 
cost-of-Iiving adjustment, effective February 1, 1990. By Judicial 
Conference resolution of March, 1988 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 34-35), 
part-time magistrates are authorized the same cost-of-Jiving 
adjustments granted to full-time magistrates, effective upon the 
same date as the adjustments for full-time magistrates. As part 
of the transition to the 1988 salary structure, the salaries of 
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certain part-time magistrates in the pre-19P7i structure were 
maintained at existing levels until further specific action of the 
Conference. 

As approved, effective February 1, 1990, the new salary 
structure is as follows: 

t·evel Amount 

1 $ 2,444 
2 $ 4,444 
3 $- 6,665 
4 $ 8,887 
5 $11,109 
6 $13,331 
7 $15,553 
8 $17,774 
9 $22,218 

10 $26,662 
11 $31,105 
12 $35,549 
13 $39,992 
14 $44,436 

The Conference withheld the 7.9 percent cost-of-living 
adjustments from magistrate positions compensated at frozen pay 
levels $3,265, $4,354, $7,740, and $21,650 in the pre-198~ 
structure, except that, retroactive to February 1, 1990: 

(a) the salaries of the following part-time magistrate positions, 
previously frozen at $4,354 per annum, were increased to 
$4,444 per annum: 

Cape Girardeau, Missouri 
Vancouver, Washington 
Bellingham, Washington 
Dublin (or Statesboro), Georgia; and 

(b) the salaries of the following part-time magistrate positions, 
previously frozen at $21 ,650 per annum, were increased to 
$22,218 per annum: 
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Erie, Pennsylvania 
Midland (or Odessa), Texas 
Hot Springs, Arkansas 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.2 

CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 

After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the 
district courts, and the judicial councils of the circuits, the 
Conference approved the following changes in salaries and 
arrangements for full-time and part-time magistrate positions. 
Unless otherwise indicated, these changes are to be effective 
when appropriated funds are available. 

FIRST CIRCUIT 

Massachusetts: 

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Cape Cod National Seashore from $4,354 per annum to $4,444 
per annum, retroactive to February 1, 1990. 

Rhode Island: 

1. Established a part-time magistrate position at Providence 
at a salary of $31,105 per annum, in lieu of the 
clerk/magistrate position; and 

2. Continued the authority of the clerk of court to perform 
magistrate duties for an additional four-year term, but 
discontinued such authority upon appOintment of the part­
time magistrate. 

2 The part-time magistrate position at Jackson, 
TSilnessee, was erroneously included by the Judicial Conference 
in this category. However, in March, 1989 (Cont. Rpt., p. 28), 
the Judicial Conference increased the salary of this position to 
level 10 of the part-time magistrate structure. In accordance with 
the new salary structure (see above), the salary of that position 
is currently $26,662. 
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SECOND CIRCUIT 

New York, Northern: 

1 . Converted the part-time magistrate position at Watertown 
to a full-time position at that location; 

2. Authorized a part-time magistrate position to serve the 
court at Syracuse or Utica at a salary of $44,436 per 
annum; and 

3. Continued the part..:time magistrate position at Plattsburgh 
for an additional four-year term and increased the salary 
of the position from $4,354 per annum to $6,665 per 
annum. 

New Yor~', Southern: 

Authorized an additional full-time .magistrate position to 
serve the court at New York City. 

New York, Western: 

Authorized an additional full-time magistrate position to 
serve the court at Buffalo (or Rochester). 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

Pennsylvania, Middle: 

1. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Stroudsburg 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $17,774 per annum; and 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Williamsport 
for an additional four-year term and increased the salary 
from $4,354 per annum to $4,444 per annum, retroactive 
to February 1, 1990. 
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Pennsylvania, Western: 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Erie for an 
additional four-year term but deferred action on any 
change in the salary of the position for the new term. 

Virgin Islands: 

Converted the part-time magistrate position at Christianr3ieci 
to a full-time position at that location. 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

Maryland: 

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Salisbury (and Assateague Island National Seashore) from 
$4,354 per annum to $4,444 per annum, retroactive to 
February 1, 1990. 

West Virginia, Southern: • 

Made no change in the status of the part-time magistrate 
position at Beckley/Bluefield. 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

Louisiana, Western: 

1. Continued the full-time magistrate posHion at Lafayette (or 
Opelousas) for an additional eight-year term; and 

2. Made no change in the status of the part-time magistrate 
position at Lafayette (or Opelousas). 

Texas, Northern: 

1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Fort Worth 
for an additional eight-year term; 
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2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at San Angelo 
for an additional four-year term and increased the salary 
from $2,264 per annum to $6,665 per annum; and 

3. Continued the part-time magistrate positk'n at Abilene for 
an additional four-year term and increased the salary from 
$2,264 per annum to $6,665 per annum. 

Texas, Western: 

1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at EI Paso 
which is due to expire on January 25, 1991, for an 
additional eight-year term; 

2. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Del Rio for 
an additional eight-year term; and 

3. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Big Bend National Park from $16,468 per annum to 
$26,662 per annum. 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 

Kentucky, Eastern: 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Covington 
for an additional four-year term and increased the salary 
from $12,351 per annum to $35,549 per annum. 

Tennessee, Eastern: 

1. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate position to 
serve the court at Knoxville (or Chattanooga); and 

2. Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Sevierville 
(or Gatlinburg), effective upon the appointment of the new 
full-time magistrate. 
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Tennessee, Western: 

Converted the part-time magistrate position at Jackson to 
a full-time position to serve the court at Jackson or 
Memphis. 

SP/ENTH CIRCUIT 

Wisconsin, Eastern: 

1 . Continued the full-time magistrate position at Milwaukee 
which is due to expire on December 29, 1991, for an 
additional eight-year term; and 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Green Bay 
for an additional four-year term but decreased the salary 
from $4,354 per annum to $2,444 per annum, effective 
upon commencement of the new term. 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

Arkansas, Eastern: 

Authorized a fourth full-time magistrate position to serve 
the court at Little Rock. 

Arkansas, Western: 

1. Continued the part-time magistrate position at EI Dorado 
for an additional four-year term and increased the salary 
from $2,264 per annum to $4,444 per annum; and 

2. Continua,d the part-time magistrate position at Harrison for 
an additional four-year term and increased the salary from 
$4,354 per annum to $4,444 per annum, retroactive to 
February 1, 1990. 

Iowa, Northern: 

Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate position 
at Sioux City at the current level of $3,265 per annum until 
'further specific action on the position. 
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Iowa, Southern: 

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Burlington from $4,354 per annum to $4,444 per annUlTI, 
retroactive to February 1, 1990. 

Minnesota: 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Bemidji for 
an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $2,444 per annum. 

Nebraska: 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at North Platte 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $2,444 per annum. 

South Dakota: 

Alaska: 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Aberdeen 
for an additional four-year term and increasE~d the salary 
from $3,265 per annum to $4,444 per annum. 

NINTH CIRCUIT 

Increased tho salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Kodiak from $3,265 per annum to $4,444 per annum. 

Arizona: 

1. Authorized a full-time magistrate pOSition at Flagstaff; 

2. Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Flagstaff 
upon the appointment of the full-time magistrate at that 
location; 
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3. Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Grand 
Canyon National Park upon the expiration of the current 
term or upon the appointment of the fuJI-time magistrate at 
Flagstaff, whichever is later; 

4. Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Window 
Rock (or Holbrook) upon the expiration of the current 
term; and 

5. Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Kingman. 

California, Northern: 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Eureka for 
an additional four-year term and increased the salary of 
the position from $4,354 per annum to $4,444 per annum, 
retroactive to February 1, 1990. 

California, Eastern: 

1. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Yreka for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary from 
$3,265 per annum to $4,444 per annum; and 

2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Susanville from $3,265 per annum to $15,553 per annum 
for a four-month period commencing April 1, 1990, with a 
reduction to $6,665 per annum thereafter. 

California, Central: 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Palm 
Springs (or Twentynine Palms) for an additional four-year 
term and increased the salary from $4,354 per annum to 
$4,444 per annum, retroactive to February 1, 1990. 

Montana: 

1. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Helena for 
an additional four-year term and increased the salary from 
$4,354 per annum to $6,665 per annum; 
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2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Missoula from $3,265 per annum to $4,444 per annum; 
and 

3. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Cut Bank for 
an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $2,444 per annum. 

Oregon: 

1. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Bend from $3,265 per annum to $4,444 per annum; and 

2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Pendleton from $4,354 per annum to $4,444 per annum, 
retroactive to February 1, 1990. 

Washington, Eastern: 

Continued the patt-time magistrate position at Yakima for 
an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $26,662 per annum. 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

Colorado: 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Colorado 
Springs for an additional four-year term at the currently 
authorized salary of $44,436 per annum. 

New Mexico: 

1. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Alamogordo from $3,265 per annum to $6,665 per annum; 

2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Santa Fe from $4,354 per annum to $4,444 per annum, 
retroactive to February 1, 1990; and 
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3. Increased the saiary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Farmington from $4,354 per annum to $4,444 per annum, 
retroactive to February 1, 1990. 

Oklahoma, Western: 

1 . Continued the full-time magistrate position at Oklahoma 
City which is due to expire on December 12, 1991, for an 
additional eight-year term; 

2. Reaffirmed the need for four full-time magistrate positions 
in the district; and 

3. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Lawton for 
an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $44,436 per annum. 

Utah: 

1 . Continued the full-time magistrate position at Salt Lake City 
for an additional eight-year term; 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate pOSition at Salt Lake 
City for an additional four-year term at the currently' 
authorized salary of $44,436 per annum; 

3. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Cedar City 
for an additional four-year term and increased the salary 
from $3,265 per annum to $4,444 per annum; 

4. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Vernal (or 
Roosevelt) for an additional four-year term and increased 
the salary from $3,265 per annum to $4,444 per annum; 
and 

5. Continued the part-time magistrate pOSition at Monticello 
(or Moab) for an additional four-year term and increased 
the salary from $4,354 per annum to $4,444 per annum, 
retroactive to February 1, 1990. 
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Wyoming: 

Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate position 
at Sheridan at th~~ current level of $3,265 per annum until 
further specific action on the position. 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Florida, Southern: 

1 . Authorized two additional full-time magistrate positions to 
serve the court at Miami; 

2. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Miami which 
expires on September 11, 1991, for an additional eight­
year term; and 

3. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Fort Pierce 
for an additional four-year term and increased the salary 
from $3,265 per annum to $4,444 per annum. 

COMMrrrEE ON PACIFIC TERRITORIES 

The Committee on Pacific Territories reported on legal 
developments in the Pacific Islands and progress on pending 
legislation of interest to the Committee. 

COMMrrrEE ON RULES 
OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 

CRIMINAL RULES 

The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure 
submitted to the Conference proposed amendments to Rules 5 
("Initial Appearance Before the Magistrate"), 41 (a) ("Search and 
Seizure"). and 54 ("Application and Exception"), and new Rule 58 
("Procedure for Misdemeanors and Other Petty Offenses") of the 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, together with Committee 
notes explaining their purpose and intent. The Confsrence 
approved them for transmission to the Supreme Court for 
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consideration, with the recommendation that they be approved by 
the Court and transmitted to the Congress pursuant to law. 

In addition, the Conference was informed that Congress is 
considering, as part of S. 1171, 101 st Congress, an amendment 
to Rule 24(b) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure to 
equalize the number of peremptory challenges available to the 
defense and the prosecution. The Conference agreed to advise 
the Congress that, in its view, the Rules Enabling Act is the 
appropriate vehicle for amendment of Rule 24(b). The Congress 
will also be advised that a similar amendment has already been 
circulated to the bench and bar for comment by the Advisory 
Committee on the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 

COMMfITEE ON SPACE AND FACIlITIES 

RESOLUTIONS 

On recommendation of the Committee on Space and 
Facilities, the Judicial Conference approved the following 
resolution conveying the sympathy of the judiciary to Mrs. Helen 
Vance on the recent and tragic death of Judge Robert S. Vance, 
chairman: 

The Judicial Conference notes with sadness 
the death of the 

Honorable Robert S. Vance 

on December 16, 1989, in Birmingham, Alabama. 

Judge Vance served with distinction as a United 
States Circuit Judge. He also served the judiciary 
as the first Chairman of the Judicial Conference 
Committee on Space and Facilities. During his 
tenure as Chairman, Judge Vance was responsible 
for initiating a review and examination of court 
space standards, gaining endorsement by the 
Judicial Conference of legislation which would 
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provide the judiciary with independent real property 
authorities, and initiating a program which will 
provide a standard method for projecting the 
judiciary's space needs. 

The members of the Judicial Conference and the 
Committee on Space and Facilities convey their 
deepest sympathies to Judge Vance's family and 
request that this resolution be sent to his widow, 
Helen Vance, as a sign of their affection and 
respect. 

The Conference also resolved to request that Congress 
enact legislation. designating the United States Courthouse at 
1800 Fifth Avenue North, in Birmingham, Alabama, as the Robert 
Smith Vance United States Courthouse. 

AD HOC COMMflTEE ON CAMERAS 
IN THE COURTROOM 

The Ad Hoc Committee on Cameras in the Courtroom 
reported on its progress in reviewing the current rules governing 
cameras in federal courtrooms. The Committee will receive 
presentations from media representatives later this spring, and 
transmit final recommendations for Conference action in 
September, 1990. 

FUNDING 

All of the foregoing recommendations which require the 
expenditure of funds for implementation were approved by the 
Conference subject to the availability of funds, and subject to 
whatever priorities the Conference might establish for the use of 
available resources. 
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RESOLUTIONS 

On behalf of the Judicial Conference, the Executive 
Committee adopted the following resolutions in appreciation of 
Judge John C. Godbold and Chief Judge Levin H. Campbell, as 
follows: 

The Judicial Conference of the United States 
recognizes with appreciation, respect and 
admiration, the 

Honorable John C. Godbold, 

Director of the Federal Judicial Center from August 
1, 1987 to March 24, 1990. 

Judge Godbold has made innumerable 
contributions to the judiciary and the Nation as a 
Judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Fifth Circuit from 1966 to 1981, serving as its Chief 
Judge for seven .months prior to becoming Chief 
Judge of the new Eleventh Circuit on October 1, 
1981. He thus began his service as a member of 
the Judicial Conference as the Chief Judge of the 
Fifth Circuit in 1981, and completed his Conference 
membership as the Chief Judge of the Eleventh 
Circuit in 1986. He was appointed as the Director 
of the Federal Judicial Center in 1987, and his 
substantial contributions continued throughout his 
two and one-half years as the Director of the 
Federal Judicial Center. 

By his appointment as the Director of the 
Federal Judicial Center, Chief Justice R~hnquist 
and the Center's Board of Directors clearly 
demonstrated their respect for and confidence in 
Judge Godbold's leadership abilities. He brought 
a rich understanding of the federal courts and the 
judicial process, drawing not only on his career as 
one of the country's leading jurists, but also on his 
prior experience as a member of the Board of the 
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Center from 1976 to 1981. He carried on the 
tradition of excellence established by his four 
predecessors at the Center with skilHuI and 
distinguished leadership. 

While we will miss his friendship and 
counsel at Judicial Conference sessions, we are 
proud to acknowledge his dedicated service to the 
judiciary in this capacity, and we extend our 
sincere gratitude and esteem to Judge and Mrs. 
Godbold as they return to the Eleventh Circuit. We 
hope and anticipate that they will both continue 
their association with the' Judicial Conference and 
the Federal Judicial Center in the years to come. 

* * * * * 

The Judicial Conference of the United States 
recognizes with appreciation, respect and 
admiration, the 

Honorable Levin H. Campbell, 

Chief Judge of the United States Court of Appeals 
for the First Circuit, and a member of this 
Conference from March 31, 1983, until he 
completes his term on March 31, 1990. 

During his career on the federal bench, 
Judge Campbell has served the Conference in 
many capacities, including membership on the 
Committees on Court Administration and the 
Bicentennial of the Declaration of Independence. 
He chaired the Subcommittee on Supporting 
Personnel for three years just prior to becoming the 
Chief Judge of the First Circuit and a member of 
the Judicial Conference. Former Chief Justice 
Burger, recognizing Judge Campbell's wise counsel 
and stewardship, apPOinted him to the Executive 
Committee of the Conference in 1985. Chief 
Justice Rehnquist extended his appOintment on the 
Executive Committee in 1987. He also called on 
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Judge Campbell to serve on the Committee to 
Study the Judicial Conference in 1986, and on the 
congressionally-mandated Federal Courts Study 
Committee in 1988. Recently, Chief Justice 
Rehnquist has asked Judge Campbell to serve 
further, as a member of the Committee to Review 
Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders. 

Judge Campbell has carried out his 
responsibilities to the Conference, the Executive 
Committee, and the First Circuit with great skill and 
distinction. His numerous appointments clearly 
demonstrate that he has earned the confidence 
and respect of two Chief Justices, as well as his 
many colleagues and friends on the Conference 
and its committees. While we will miss his wisdom 
and friendship during the sessions of the Judicial 
Conference, we congratulate him on a successful 
and rewarding career as a member of the 
Conference and as the Chief Judge of the First 
Circuit. 

We extend our sincere gratitude and esteem 
to Judge and Mrs. Campbell, and we will look 
forward to their association with the Judicial 
Conference in the years to come. 

MEMOR~ RESOLUTIONS 

Noting the deaths of Judges Clement F. Haynsworth, Jr., 
Jean Galloway Bissell, and Philip Nichols, Jr., the Conference 
adopted the following resolutions: 

The Judicial Conference of the United States 
notes with deep sadness the death of the 

Honorable Clement F. Haynsworth, Jr., 

on November 22, 1989, in Greenville, South 
Carolina. 
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Judge Haynsworth was a summa cum laude 
graduate of Furman University and a graduate of 
the Harvilrd Law School. He practiced law in one 
of the leading firms of South Carolina in which he 
was of the fifth generation to bear his family name. 
He served as a circuit judge of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit since 1957, 
as its Chief Judge for 17 years, and as a member 
of this Conference for 17 years. He knew each of 
his brothers on the Fourth Circuit intimately and 
had the qualities of mind and c·f character that 
ensured a collegial bench. As his successor, 
former Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter stated, his 
brothers thought of Judge Clement Haynsworth as 
j~he judge first in our hearts". Judge Haynsworth 
was truly a sensitive, highly intelligent person who 
conducted himself throughout his life with great 
dignity and courage. 

The members of the Judicial Conference 
convey their sympathies to Judge Haynsworth's 
widow, Dorothy Haynsworlh, :and to his family, and 
ask that this Resolution be sent to them as a token 
of their profound respect and affection for Judge 
Haynsworth. 

* * * * * 

The Judicial Conference of the United States 
notes with sadness the death of the 

Honorable Jean Galloway Bissell, 

on February 4, 1990, in Washington, D.C . 

. Judge Bissell servr.j with distinction as a 
United States Circuit Judge on the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit from 
September 4, 1984, until her untimely death. She 
was greatly loved by her colleagues, and her 
indelible contributions to the collegiality of that 
court will long survive her passing. 
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Judge Bissell brought to the court broad 
experience gained in the private practice of law, in 
the teaching of law, and in the leadership of a 
major banking corporation. She was an extremely 
productive appellate judge, and her cpinions 
reflected both her exemplary judicial temperament 
and her comprE>hensive knowl3dge of legal and 
commercial matters. 

Judge Bissell also served on the Committee 
on the Judicial Branch, where she made important 
contributions toward the restoration of judicial 
compensation to its rightful place in the hierarchy 
of constitutional values. 

The members of the Judicial Conference 
convey their deepest sympathies to Judge Bissell's 
family and request that this Resolution be sent to 
her widower, Gregg C. Bissell, as a sign of their 
affection and respect. 

* * * * * 
The Judicial Conference of the United States 

notes with sadness the death of the 

Honorable Philip Nichols, Jr., 

on January 26, 1990, in Washington, D.C. 

Judge Nichols served with distinction as a 
United States Circuit Judge on the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit from its 
founding until his death, when he was serving as 
a senior judge. His distinguished judicial career 
spanned more than 25 years, and included service 
as a Judge of the United States Customs Court 
and as a Judge of the United States Court of 
Claims. He is remembered by his colleagues as 
the kindest of men and the most patient of judges. 
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Judge Nichols's long and rewarding career 
also included the private practice of law in Boston, 
Massachusetts, military seNice as a Naval officer 
during World War II, and extensive service in the 
Executive Branch culminating as the Commissioner 
of Customs. 

The members of the Judicial Conference 
convey their deepest sympathies to Judge 
Nichols's family and request that this Resolution be 
sent to his widow, Dorothy Jackson Nichols, as a 
sign of their affection and respect. 

RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 

The Conference authorized the immediate release of 
matters considered at this session where necessary for legislative 
or administrative action. 

", '" .. * '" 

ELECTION 

On March 26, 1990, by mail vote, the Conference elected 
to membership on the Board of the Federal Judicial Center Judge 
Diana Murphy, for a four-year term commencing March 28, 1990. 

April 16, 1990 
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 

September 12. 1990 

The Judicia! Conference of the United States convened on 
September 12. 1990. pursuant to ~he call of the Chief Justice of the United 
States issued under 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Chief Justice presided. and the 
following members of the Conference were present: 

First Circuit: 

Chief Judge Stephen G. Breyer 
Chief Judge Frank H. Freedman. 

District of Massachusetts 

Second Circuit: 

Chief Judge James L. Oakes 
Chief Judge Charles L. Brieant. 

Southern District of New York 

Third Circuit: 

Chief Judge A. Leon Higginbotham 
Chief Judge John F. Gerry. 

District of New Jersey 

Fourth Circuit: 

Judge Robert F. Chapmanl 

Judge Frank A. Kaufman, 
District of Maryland 

lDesignated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge Sam J. Ervin, 
III, who was unable to attend. 
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Fifth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Charles Clark 
Chief Judge Barefoot Sanders, 

Northern District of Texas 

Sixth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Gilbert S. Merritt 
Chief Judge Eugene E. Siler, 

Eastern District of Kentucky 

Seventh Circuit: 

Chief Judge William J. Bauer 
Judge Sarah Evans Barker, 

Southern District of Indiana 

f:ighth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Donald P. Lay 
Judge John F. Nangle, 

Eastern District of Missouri 

Ninth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Alfred T. Goodwin 
Chief Judge"William D. Browning, 

District of Arizona 

Tenth Circuit: 

Chief Judge William J. Holloway, Jr. 
Chief Judge Earl E. O'Connor, 

District of Kansas 
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Eleventh Circuit: 

Chief Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat 
Judge Anthony A. Alaimo, 

Southern District of Georgia 

District of Columbia Circuit: 

Chief Judge Patricia M. Wald 
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., 

District of Columbia 

Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Helen W. Nies 

Court of International Trade: 

Chief Judge Edward D. Re 

Circuit Judges Richard S. Arnold, Edward R. Becker, Joseph W. Hatchett, 
Stephanie K. Seymour, and Deanell Reece Tacha; Senior Circuit Judges 
Thomas M. Reavley and Joseph F. Weis, Jr.; District Judges Richard M. Bilby, 
Morey L. Sear, and Juan M. Perez-Gimenez; and Senior District Judges Walter 
T. McGovern and Robert F. Peckham attended all or some of the sessions of 
the Conference. Circuit Executives Vincent Flanagan (First Circuit), Steven 
Flanders (Second Circuit), John P. Hehman (Third Circuit), Samuel W. Phillips 
(Fourth Circuit), Lydia Comberrel (Fifth Circuit), James A. Higgins (Sixth Circuit), 
Collins T. Fitzpatrick (Seventh Circuit), June L. Boadwine (Eighth Circuit), 
Gregory B. Walters (Ninth Circuit), Norman E. Zoller (Eleventh Circuit), and Linda 
Finkelstein (District of Columbia Circuit), and Assistant Circuit Executive Teri 
Campbell (Tenth Circuit), were also present. 

The Attorney General of the United States, Dick Thornburgh, and Solicitor 
General Kenneth W. Starr addressed the Conference on matters of mutual 
interest to the Department of Justice and the Conference. 

L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the United 
States COl.lrtS, attended the sessions of the Conference, as did James E. 
Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director; William R. Burchill, Jr., General Counsel; 
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Robert E. Feidler, Legislative and Public Affairs Officer; Karen K. Siegel, Chief, 
and Wendy Jennis, Deputy Chief, Office of the Judicial Conference Secretariat; 
and David A. Sellers, Public Information Officer. Judge William W Schwarzer and 
Charles W. Nihan, Director and Deputy Director of the Federal JUdicial Center, 
also attended the sessions of the Conference, as did Lawrence H. Averill, Jr., 
Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justice. 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE 
ADMINISTRATlVE OFFICE OF THE 

UNITED STATES COURTS 

The Director of the Administrative Office of the Unite~ States Courts, L. 
Ralph Mecham, submitted to the Conference the Annual Report of the Director 
for the year ended June 30, 1990. The Conference authorized the Director to 
release the Annual Report immediately in preliminary form and to revise and 
supplement the final printed edition. 

JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 

Mr. Mecham reported that during the year ended June 30, 1990, the 
number of cases appealed to the 12 regional courts of appeals rose three 
percent to 40,898, due to a significant increase of almost 1,500 appeals of 
criminal cases. The new sentencing guidelines, which allow for appeal of the 
sentence itself, accounted for a portion of this rise in filings; this year, 1,745 
appeals concerned sentences only. Dispositions increased three percent this 
year to 38,520, but remained below the level of filings, resulting in an eight 
percent increase in the pending caseload by year's end. Filings in the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit climbed three percent to 1,466, primarily 
due to an increase in appeals from the Merit Systeml:> Protection Board. 
Terminations were three percent lower this year, resulting in an 11 percent 
increase in the pending caseload. 

In the U.S. district courts, the number of civil filings declined seven 
percent during 1990, to 217,879 cases. A change in the jurisdictional amount 
from $10,000 to $50,000 resulted in a 15 percent decrease in diversity cases. 
Cases involving the U.S. also decreased Significantly; U.S. plaintiff filings were 
down 10 percent and cases in which the U.S. was a defendant were down eight 
percent. Civil cases terminated fell nine percent to 213,922 in 1990, the lowest 
total since 1982; since filings Slightly outnumbered terminations, the pending 
caseload increased two percent to 242,346. 
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Criminal case filings rose more than six percent in 1990, following more 
moderate increases of three percent in the two previous years. The 48,904 
criminal filings represent 85 cases per judgeship, up from 80 per judgeship last 
year. The increase in criminal filings is directly attributable to the focus on drug 
related crimes. Although actual drug cases incieased only six percent, related 
criminal offenses, specifically weapons and firearms and immigration violations, 
increased 23 percent. While criminal case terminations increased almost four 
percent in 1990 to 44,295, filings greatly outnumbered terminations, resulting in 
a 15 percent increase in criminal cases pending as of June 30, 1990. 

Bankruptcy filings continued to increase to record levels in 1990, up 13 
percent to 725,484 petitions this year. The increase was primarily in non­
business cases, up 14 percent over last year and comprising 91 percent of the 
total filings, Although dispositions were up over seven percent, the pending 
caseload rose 12 percent to 974,593. 

Mr. Mecham also reported that as of September 1, 1990, there were 10 
vacancies among the 168 judgeship positions authorized for the United States 
courts of appeals, 33 vacancies among the 575 pOSitions authorized for the 
United States district courts, and one vacancy on the United States Court of 
International Trade. 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE 
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 

The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Judge William W Schwarzer, 
reported to the Conference on fiscal year 1990 Judicial Center activities. 

During the fiscal year 1990, the Center designed and conducted 85 
workshops and seminars for over 4,000 judicial officers, court managers, and 
other court personnel. In addition, 300 programs were conducted in local court 
settings by Center-trained instructional teams and by court training coordinators 
working with Center support and consultation. 

Important Judicial Center research projects include, among many others, 
studies of court-annexed arbitration, litigation flow, bankruptcy estate 
administration, and district court and bankruptcy court time stUdies. The Center 
is working with the Administrative Office, judges and .others to develop a 
deskbook on litigation management to provide judges with practical assistance 
in confronting management problems. 
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The Center has made it a top priority to offer case management 
education and support to judicial branch personnel; to offer programs that will 
assist judges and supporting personnel to meet growing responsibilities and 
perform increasingly complex and demanding tasks; to complete evaluation of 
new technology; to complete research that will provide information needed for 
effective reform and assess fairly the impact of innovation on the operations of 
the courts; and to further understanding of case management as the path to the 
"just, speedy, and inexpensive determination" of litigation. 

EXECUTIVE COMMIlTEE 

RESOLUTION 

In recognition of the substantial contributions made by outgoing chairmen 
of committees of the Judicial Conference,2 the Executive Committee 
recommended and the Conference approved, adoption of the following 
resolution: 

The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes with 
appreciation, respect and admiration the following judicial officers: 

Honorable Harlington Wood, Jr. 
Committee on the Administrative Office 

Honorable Morey L. Sear 
Committee on Administration of the Bankruptcy System 

Honorable Juan Perez-Gimenez 
Committee on Court Security 

Honorable Edward R. Becker 
Committee on Criminal Law and Probation Administration 

Honorable Stephanie K. Seymour 
Committee on Defender Services 

2The appointments of Judges Wood and McGovern were subsequently 
extended for an additional year. 
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Honorable William W Schwarzer 
Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction 

Honorable Thomas A. Flannery 
Committee on Intercircuit Assignments 

Honorable Frank Coffin 
Committee on the Judicial Branch 

Honorable John H. Pratt 
Committee on Judicial Ethics 

Honorable Richard M. Bilby 
Committee on Judicial Improvements 

Honorable Walter T. McGovern 
Committee on Judicial Resources 

Honorable Joseph W. Hatchett 
Committee on Administration of the Magistrates System 

Honorable Joseph F. Weis 
Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure 

Honorable Jon O. Newman 
Advisory Committee on Appellate Rules 

Honorable Lloyd D. George 
Advisory Committee on Bankruptcy Rules 

Honorable John F. Grady 
Advisory Committee on Civil Rules 

Honorable Leland C. Nielsen 
Advisory Committee on Criminal Rules 

Appointed as committee chairmen by Chief Justice Rehnquist, 
these distinguished jurists have played a vital role in the administration 
of the federal court system. These judges served as leaders of their 
Judicial Conference committees while, at the same time, continuing to 
perform in their regular capacities as judges in their own courts. They 
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have set a standard of skilled leadership and earned our deep respect 
and sincere gratitude for their innumerable contributions. We 
acknowledge with appreciation their commitment to the federal judiciary 
as shown by their dedicated service to the Judicial Conference and the 
judiciary as a whole. 

* * * * * 

The Executive Committee reported that, since the last session of the 
Conference in March, 1990, it had addressed the following matters on the 
Conference's behalf: 

CIVIL JUSTICE REFORM ACT 

Subsequent to the March 1990 session (JCUS-MAR 90, p. 9), the 
Executive Committee, and its Subcommittee on Civil Justice Reform chaired by 
Judge Robert F. Peckham, devoted considerable attention to the proposed Civil 
Justice Reform Act, S. 26483 and H.R. 3898, 101 st Congress. The Committee 
recommended, and the Conference approved by vote of 20 to one, a 14 pOint 
"Program to Address the Problems of Cost and Delay in Civil Litigation and to 
Improve Case Management"; authorized the Administrative Office to discuss with 
congressional staff legislation not inconsistent with the Program; approved a 
proposal for implementation of the Program, to include creation of a new 
Conference Committee on Court Administration cmd Case Management, effective 
September 13, 1990; and approved testimony for presentation before the Senate 
Judiciary Committee on Title I of S. 2648. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 

The results of the biennial survey of judgeship needs are traditionally 
presented for approval to the September session of the Judicial Conference in 
even-numbered years. £A, JCUS-SEP 88, pp. 85-89. However, in order to 
have the most current judgeship needs presented to Congress in connection 
with its analysis of civil justice reform legislation, the Executive Committee 
approved the acceleration of Judicial Conference consideration of this matter. 
The Judicial Resources Committee accordingly expedited its review, and the 
Executive Committee agreed to poll the Judicial Conference on the results. 

3Successor to S. 2027, 101 st Congress, which was unanimously opposed 
by the Judicial Conference in March, 1990. 

56 



On June 1, 1990, the Conference voted to recommend the creation of 
20 additional judgeships in the United States courts of appeals, and 47 
additional permanent judgeships and 29 a;,~ditional temporary judgeships in the 
United States district courts. The Conference also recommended that one 
temporary district judgeship be extended for an additional five years, that six 
temporary positions be converted to permanent, and that four roving judgeships 
be converted to a single district only. Finally, the Conference agreed to 
recommend the creation of an additional temporary judgeship for any district 
court or court of appeals in which an active judge has been selected as Director 
of the Federal Judicial Center. 

The Conference voted to recommend the creation of additional judgeship 
positions in the following United States courts of appeals: 

First Circuit 
Third Circuit 
Fourth Circuit 
Fifth Circuit 
Sixth Circuit 
Eighth Circuit 
Tenth Circuit 

TOTAL 

1 
4 
4 
1 
5 
2 
3 

20 

The Conference also voted to recommend the creation of additional 
permanent and temporary judgeships in the following United States district 
courts: 

First Circuit: 

Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 tip" + 1 temp. 

Second Circuit: 

Connecticut 
New Yorl< (N) 
New York (E) 
New York (S) 
New York ~ 

.................... 2 
· ................... 1 temp. 
............. , ...... 3 
• •••••••• I •••••••••• 1 
· ................... 1 tip 

4''T/p'' refers to e~isting temporary positions to be made permanent. 
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Third Circuit: 

New Jerse~f . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 
Pennsylvania (E) .................. 5 
Virgin Islands .................... 1 

Fourth Circuit: 

Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 temp. 
North Carolina (E) ................. extend temp. 
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 temp. 
Virginia (E) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 temp. 
West Virginia (N) .......... ,....... 1 temp. 
West Virginia (S) .................. 1 temp. 

Fifth Circuit: 

Louisiana (M) .................... 1 temp. 
Louisiana 0N) .................... 1 temp. 
MisSissippi (S) .................... 1 
Texas (N) .................... 2 
Texas (E) .................... 1 temp. 
Texas (8) .................... 7 
Texas (W) .................... 3 

Sixth Circuit: 

Michigan 0N) .................... 1 temp. 
Ohio (N) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 + 1 temp. 
Ohio (S) •................... 1 + 1 temp. 
Tennessee (E) ............. . . . . . . . 1 
Tennessee (M) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 temp. 

Seventh Circuit: 

Illinois (N) 
Illinois (C) 
Illinois (S) 
Indiana (N) 

· ................... 1 + 1 tip 
· ................... 1 temp. 
· ................... 1 temp. 
· ................... 1 tip 
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Eighth Circuit: 

Arkansas (E) 
Arkansas 0N) 
Iowa (N) 
Iowa (5) 
Missouri (E) 
Nebraska 

· ................... 2 r/single districf 
· . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 temp., + 1 tip 
· .. ; ................ 1 r/sinfJle district 
· ................... 1 
· ................... 1 + 1 temp. 
· ................... 1 temp. 

Ninth Circuit: 

California (N) .................... 2 
California (E) .................... 1 temp. 
California (C) .................... 6 
California (5) .................... 1 temp. 
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 temp. 
Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 + 1 temp. 
Washington 0N) .... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 tip 

Tenth Circuit: 

Kansas 
New Mexico 
Okiahoma (N) 
Oklahoma 0N) 

Eleventh Circuit: 

TOTAL 

Alabama (N) 
Florida (M) 
Florida (5) 

· ................... 1 temp. 
· ................... 1 temp. 
· ................... 1 temp. 
· ................... 1 + 1 r/single district 

· ................... 1 temp. 
· ................... 2 + 1 temp. 
· ................. , . 1 temp. 

47 
+29 temps. 
+ 6 temps. to be permanent 
+ 1 temp. extended 
+ 4 rovers redesignated 

SUR/single district'l refers to existing roving positions between judicial 
districts to be redesignated. 
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If the Congress were to eliminate diversity of citizenship jurisdiction, the 
request for district judgeships would be reduced from 76 (47 permanent and 29 
temporary) to 19 (6 permanent and 13 temporary). 

FEDERAL COURTS STUDY COMMITIEE 

Title I of Public Law 100-702 established within the JUdicial Conference 
a Federal Courts Study Committee (FCSC) on the future of the federal judiciary. 
As required, the FCSC filed its final report with the Judicial Conference on 
April 2, 1990. 

The Conference was advised that certain FCSC recommendations might 
be included in an 1I0mnibus court reform" title of the civil justice reform package 
being considered by the 101 st Congress and, consequently, that expedited 
review of the recommendations would be advisable. The various 
recommendations were referred to the committees having jurisdiction of each 
and the responses presented to the Executive Committee, which identified those 
appropriate for inclusion in non-controversial legislation and left the remainder 
for consideration by the Conference ift plenary session. The latter category of 
items app~ars throughout these proceedings. 

A. In May, 1990, the Executive Committee approved the following FCSC 
proposals for inclusion in comprehensive court reform legislation: 

• Concerning diversity jurisdiction,6 to specify that the jurisdictional 
floor does not include non-economic damages, and to raise the 
jurisdictional minimum from $50,000 to $75,000 and index the 
new floor amount. 

• To amend 42 U.S.C. § 1997e to require exhaustion of state 
institutional remedies in prisoner suits brought under 42 U.S.C. 
§ 1983. 

~e Judicial Conference has previously supported abolition of diversity 
jurisdiction ~, JCUS-MAR 77, p. 8), elimination of in-state plaintiff access to 
diversity jurisdiction ~, JCUS-MAR n, p. 9), and amendment of 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1332(c) to deem corporations to be citizens of every state in which they are 
licensed to do business (JCUS-MAR 88, p. 23). 
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• To extend the life of the United States Parole Commission, or 
create a successor agency, to conduct parole revocation hearings 
for lIold lawll prisoners. The Executive Committee opposed 
transferring jurisdiction to the Parole Commission or a successor 
agency over supervised release revocation proceedings for IInew 
law' prisoners. See also IIRevocation of Supervised Releasell, infra 
p.71. 

• To abolish the Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals and vest 
its remaining caseload in the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit. 

• To amend 28 U.S.C. § 158 to authorize small circuits to create 
multi-circuit bankruptcy appellate panels. 

• To reconstitute United States trustees as independent statutory 
officers in the judicial branch. 

• To amend 28 U.S.C. § 636(c)(2) to allow judges and magistrates 
to remind parties of the possibilities of consent to civil trials before 
magistrates. 

• To broaden statutory authorization for local rules for alternative 
and supplementary procedures in civil litigation, including rules 
for cost and fee incentives. 

• To authorize and fund sustained experimentation with alternative 
and supplementary dispute resolution techniques. 

• To support consideration by Congressuf a IIchecklist" for 
legislative staff to use in reviewing proposed legislation for 
technical problems. 

• To create limitations periods 1'or major congressionally-created 
federal claims that presently lack such periods, and to adopt 
fallback limitations periods for federal claims not explicitly created 
by Congress. 
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• To clarify 28 U.S.C. § 1391 (a) and (b), the general venue statute, 
and to provide that in federal question cases, there should be 
venue in a district in which any defendant may be found jf tilere 
is no district in which the action may otherwise be brought. 

• To amend 29 U.S.C. § 160 to provide that National Labor 
Relations Board orders be self-enforcing and to give jurisdiction 
over contempts and executions to the district courts. 

• To increase juror and witness fees. 

• To repeal mandatory minimum sentence provisions, whereupon 
the United States Sentencing Commission should reconsider the 
guidelines applicable to the affected offenses. 

• To amend 28 U.S.C. § 133 to authorize temporary judgeships for 
the court of any active judge selected to assume a full-time office 
of national federal judicial administration. 

• To amend 28 U.S.C. § 601 to authorize the Chief Justice, after 
consultation with the Judicial Conference, to appoint the director 
and deputy director of the Administrative Office. 

• To create a personnel system for the Administrative Office 
independent of the Office of Personnel Management. 

• To repeal or suspend the statutory requirement for specific 
authorization for cost-of-living judicial salary adjustments.7 

The Executive Committee also made a number of study assignments of 
FCSC recommendations. To the Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction, the 
Executive Committee assigned studies of minimal diversity jurisdiction; mass 
litigation procedure; proposals concerning the Anti-Injunction Act, abstention, and 

7 An additional item identified as non-controversial was' a proposal to 
amend 28 U.S.C. § 331 to recognize tho authority of the Judicial Conference 
to issue administrative rules. After a Conference member suggested that this 
matter was not without controversy, a three-judge subcommmittee, chaired by 
Judge Sarah Barker, was appointed to study the issue and recommend 
Conference action. At its September 1990 plenary session, the Conference 
postponed consideration, pending further review by the Barker Subcommittee. 
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removal; and restructuring of the courts of appeals. The Committee on Judicial 
Improvements, and its successor Committee on Court Administration and Case 
Management, were assigned studies of sanctions for litigation misconduct, 
attorney fee awards, and chief judge selection. The Committee on Criminal Law 
and Probation Administration was asked to study discovery in criminal cases, 
and the Defender Services Committee was tasked with a comprehensive review 
of the 1964 Criminal Justice Act, as amended. Finally, the Executive Committee 
requested that the Rules Committee study whether Congress should delegate 
to the Supreme Court the authority to define what constitutes a final decision for 
purposes of 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and the circumstances in which orders and 
actions of district courts not otherwise subject to appeal under acts of Congress 
may be appealed to the courts of appeals. 

The Executive Committee also agreed to request that the Federal Judicial 
Center study how courts handle scientific and technological complexity in 
litigation. 

B. In August, 1990, the Executive Committee was informed that the 
long-awaited omnibus court reform measure (to be attached to civil justice 
reform legislation) had been introduced by Congressman Kastenmeier as H.R. 
5381 (101 st Congress). Also circulating was a similar, although somewhat 
narrower, proposal by Senator Grassley.s In light of a scheduled hearing prior 
to the Conference's September 12, 1990, plenary session, the Executive 
Committee acted on the various committee recommendations with regard to 
the following items on the Conference's behalf: 

1. Agreed to take no position on § 106 of H.R. 5381 ("Budget Estimates 
of Courts"). 

2. Supported § 110 of H.R. 5381 C'Removal of Separate and Independent 
Claims"). 

3. Supported the establishment of a separate, enhanced retirement 
system for judges of the United States Claims Court, such as the system 
included in § 113 of H.R. 5381 ("Retirement Program for C~aims Court Judges"). 

SBoth Congressman Kastenmeier and Senator Grassley were members 
of the FCSC. All references are to H.R. 5381, because no bill was ever formally 
introduced by Senator Grassley. 
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4. Supported § 114 of H.R. 5381 ("Parties' Consent to Determination by 
Bankruptcy Court"). 

5. Supported § 116 of H.R. 5381 ("Appeal of Certain Determinations 
Relating to Bankruptcy Cases"). 

6. Agreed to recommend three amendments to § 120 of H.R. 5381 
("Supplemental Jurisdiction"). 

7. Supported a "rule of 87" contained in § 204 of HR. 5381 C'Retirem&nt 
Age of Certain Federal Judgesll

), but also reaffirmed support for the "rule of 80". 

8. Supported § 205 of H.R. 5381 ("Qualification of Chief Judge of Court 
of International Trade"). with a two-year "grandfather" of the incumbent chief 
judge. 

9. Opposed any formal name change for United States magistrates 
(§ 206 of H.R. 5381, "Change of Name of United States Mc.gistrates"). 

10. Opposed any chango to 28 U.S.C. § 636(e) related to contempt 
power of magistrates (§ 207 of H.R. 5381, "[Contempt] Authority of Assistant 
United States District Judges"). 

11. Supported § 208 of H.R. 5381 (IILength of Service Required for 
Eligibility under the Judicial Survivors' Annuities Act"). 

12. Supported a technical amendment (§ 209(b) of H.B. 5381) to allow 
magistrates and bankruptcy judges to draw both annuities under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 3n and military retired pay. 

The Committee also agreed to recommend the inclusion of an 
amendment to 28 U.S.C. § 332 to impose equal representation of district and 
circuit judges as members of circuit judicial councils, in addition to the chief 
judge of the circuit as council chairman. 

FEDERAL ETHICS LAW REFORM 

The Executive Committee approved regulations under Title III of the Ethics 
Reform Act of 1989, Public Law No. 1 01-194, concerning gifts, and under Title 
VI, concerning outside earned income, honoraria, and outside employment. 
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ADDITIONAL BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIPS 

In order to respond to sharp and steady increases in bankruptcy filings, 
the Executive Committee voted to recommend that Congress authorize four 
additional bankruptcy judgeships, two in the District of Arizona, one in the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, and one in the Northern District of Georgia. 

STATE-FEDERAL JUDICIAL COUNCIL 

In March, 1990 (JCUS-MAR 90, p. 18), the Judicial Conference approved 
in prinCiple creation of a National State-Federal Judicial Council. On the 
Conference's behalf, the Executive Committee approved a recommendation of 
the Committee on Federal~State Jurisdiction that the Chief Justice appoint four 
sitting federal judges to represent the federal judiciary on the CounCil, whose 
purposes will be '10 consider matters referred to it by either the Judicial 
Conference of the United States or the Conference of Chief Justices relating to 
issues of mutual concern to the state and federal courts, to advise the Judicial 
Conference and the Conference of Chief Justices on improving the relationship 
between the two systems, and to seek methods to enhance operations of the 
local State-Federal Councils." The Council will propose a plan for carrying out 
its functions to be submitted for further approval by the Judicial Conference and 
the Conference of Chief Justices. 

VOIR DIRE 

The Executive Committee declined to object to proposals contained in 
S. 591 and S. 592 (101 st Congress), establishing a four-year demonstration 
program in four districts to permit attorney participation in the voir dire 
examination of prospective jurors. 

MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 

The Executive Committee requested all judicial officers and employees 
who were previously required to file financial disclosure reports to prepare and 
file such reports for the calendar year 1989, notwithstanding Congress' 
inadvertent repeal of the statutory requirement for filing;9 restricted relocation 
reimbursement to situations involving employees grade JSP-12 or higher, except 
in cases of heads of offices or divisions, pending a comprehensive policy review 
of employee relocation allowances by the Committee on Judicial Resources; 

9p.L. 101-280 reinstated the reporting requirement. 
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strongly opposed § 103(a} of S. 1972 (101st Congress), which would create a 
so-called IIFederal Day", whereby all cases involving persons arrested on a 
designated day each month for felony drug violations that would otherwise be 
prosecuted in state or local courts would be presented to a federal grand jury 
(see also '''Federal Day' Legislation", infra p. 72); opposed S. 2104 and H.R. 
4000 (101 st Congress) insofar as the bills effectuate retrospective application of 
amendments to the Civil Rights Act of 1964 by requiring courts, upon a request 
for relief within specified periods, to vacate orders inconsistent with the 
amendments even in cases that have reached final judgment prior to enactment; 
approved a resolution in appreciation of Chief Judge Howard T. Markey (see 
"Resolution", infra p. 105); agreed to the expenditure of an additional $5,000 to 
reward Ninth Circuit employees who demonstrated exemplary service during the 
earthquake of October 17, 1989, and its aftermath; approved a memorandum 
entitled, "Role of Committees of the Judicial Conference of the United States, 
Committee Chairmen and the Conference Secretary"; amended the spending 
plan for the "Salaries and Expenses" appropriation for the fiscal year 1990 to 
approve the expenditure of $5,500,000 for urgent space alterations, furnishing 
of new space, electronic sound equipment, and clerks' travel, and also to make 
available $1,700,000 from the no-year fund for new judges' requirements to 
provide for judges' needs in space alter.ations and furnishings (both subject to 
congressional approval of reprogramming requests); agreed that there should 
be full disclosure of Conference actions on individual votes, unless otherwise 
determined by the Conference; and increased the salary of the part-time 
magistrate position at Lander, Wyoming, from $4A44 to $26,662 per annum, 
effective September 1, 1990 and subject to the availability of funds. 

COMMIT11:E ON THE ADMINISTRAnvE OFFICE 

The Committee on the Administrative Office reported that it had 
considered issues concerning general organization, management, and 
administration of the courts in light of continued growth and increaSing 
decentralization of functions, and referred several items to other committees of 
the Judicial Conference. The Committee also reported that it had reviewed the 
issue of delegations of administrative authority made from the Director of the 
Administrative Office to the courts and determined that the Administrative Office 
should develop a proposed delegation policy for consideration by the Committee 
on the Administrative Office and the Committee on Court Administration and 
Case Management. 
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COMMnTEE ON THE ADMINISTRAllON 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 

REGULATIONS GOVERNING RECALL OF 
RETIRED BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 

In order to implement the Judicial Conference policy of maintaining parity 
between bankruptcy judges and U.S. magistrates, the Conference approved 
revisions to Section 2· of the Regulations Governing the Recall of Retired 
Bankruptcy Judges which mirror the changes in the magistrates recall 
regulations also approved by the Conference this session (see "Recall 
Regulations", infra p. 94). These revisions eliminate administrative problems in 
computing pay and add needed cross-references to new retirement legislation 
enacted since the regulations were promulgated by the Conference. 

UNITED STATES TRUSTEES 

The failure of many United States trustees to perform fully their 
supervisory responsibilities of auditing case trustee reports and fee requests 
and verifying the disposition of all assets of the estate has caused concern that 
improprieties may occur in the bankruptcy system. The Judicial Conference 
reaffirmed its position that the United States trustees should assume the full 
range of their responsibilities as contemplated by statute and that staff of the 
clerks' offices should not be used routinely to perform or duplicate the United 
States trustees' responsibilities. 

TRUSTEE COMPENSATION 

The Judicial Conference took no position on an increase in compensation 
for trustees proposed by the Department of Justice. Further, the Conference 
opposed Department of Justice-proposed legislation that would eliminate 
statutory authority of bankruptcy judges to fix the level of compensation for 
trustees, due to concerns that the proposal for mandatory compensation would 
diminish the incentive of trustees to perform their statutory duties and would 
inequitably benefit trustees who had administered uncomplicated estates. 

BANKRUPTCY APPELLATE PANELS 

The Judicial Conference opposed an FCSC recommendation that 
Congress enact legislation to require each circuit to establish bankruptcy 
appellate panels, with an opt-out provision for litigants. Under the current 

67 



system, each circuit may exercise its discretion to establish a bankruptcy 
appellate panel and to adopt implied consent procedures (28 U.S.C. 
§ 158{b). 

COMMrrrEE ON THE BICENTENNIAL 
OF THE CONSnTUnON 

December 15, 1991, marks the two-hundredth anniversary of the 
ratification of the Bill of Rights. On recommendation of the Committee on the 
Bicentennial of the Constitution, the Judicial Conference agreed to encourage 
all circuit judicial conferences in 1991 to include an event in celebration of this 
bicentennial. 

COMMITTEE ON lltE BUDGET 

ALTERNATIVE BUDGET REQUEST FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1992 

AntiCipating the need to ensure that the judiciary's FY 1992 budget 
request is consistent with national budgetary constraints in a period of large 
federal deficits, the Committee on the Budget, after consulting with the chairs of 
the Conference committees whose program responsibilities directly affect the 
budget request, proposed budget estimates on balance lower than the full 
funding requests of the Conference committees. The Judicial Conference 
approved these alternative, or lower, budget estimates for the fiscal year 1992, 
subject to amendments necessary as a result of new legislation, actions of the 
JUdicial Conference, or any other reason the Director of the Administrative Office 
considers necessary and appropriate. 

COMMITTEE ON THE CODES OF CONDUCT 

The Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that it is continuing to 
monitor legislation on judicial discipline and impeachment. The Committee also 
reported it would undertake a study of the new revisions to the American Bar 
Association (ABA) Model Code of Judicial Conduct to determine whether the 
Judicial Conference should adopt the substantive changes and, if so, how to do 
so appropriately for the federal judicial system. 
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COMMnTEE ON COURT SECURnY 

LEGISLATION TO AUTHORIZE 
JUDICIAL OFFICERS TO CARRY FIREARMS 

The Judicial Conference approved a legislative proposal of the Committee 
on Court Security that would authorize federal judicial officers to carry firearms. 
The proposed legislation would overcome what are often varied and conflicting 
provisions of state law on firearm possession, so as to allow all judicial officers 
who so desire to carry firearms to enhance their personal security. 

COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 
AND PROBAnON ADMINISTRAnON 

SENTENCING GUIDELINES REVISION -
RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE SENTENCING COMMISSION 

The Judicial ConferenCl'~ authorized the Committee on Criminal Law and 
Probation Administration to aelt with regard to submission from time to time to 
the Sentencing Commission of proposed amendments to the Sentencing 
Guidelines, including proposals that would increase the flexibility of the 
Guidelines. The Conference also approved submission to the Commission of 
the following specific proposals: 

1. Change the minimum imprisonment requirement of §§ 5C1.1 (c)(3) 
and 5C1.1 (d)(2) from "at least one-half of the minimum term" to 
"at least 1 month ", to allow the sentencing court to determine the 
appropriate mix of imprisonment and confinement conditions when 
imposing a "split sentence." 

2. Modify §§ 581.1 (a)(2) and 5C1.1 (c). and eliminate § 5C1.1 (d), to 
permit probation with confinement/home detention conditions as 
a within-guidelines sentence in the ten guideline cells (those with 
minimum terms of from seven to ten months) for which a nsplit 
sentence" is the only current alternative to imprisonment for the 
full guideline term. 

3. Permit probation without confinement/home detention conditions 
at two additional offense levels (seven and eight) for Category I 
offenders by changing the ranges in the cells to zero to six 
months. 
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4. Modify § 5H1.1 to permit greater flexibility to consider age as a 
basis for departure or the use of sentencing options. 

5. Modify Chapter 5, Part H by adding an application note clarifying 
that offender characteristics that are not ordinarily relevant to 
sentencing may be considered if, alone or in combination, they 
are present to an unusual degree. 

6. Promulgate a two-part policy statement to replace the current 
§ 4A 1.3, to clarify that departures due to the inadequacy of the 
criminal history score may be based on either degree of risk or 
type of risk. 

7. Rewrite the relevant conduct guideline (§ 1 B1.3) , and 
accompanying commentary, to clarify that judges have flexibility 
to individualize the offense level according to the harm for which 
the defendant was personally culpable. 

8. Reconsider the acceptance of responsibility guideline (§ 3E1.1) 
with particular attention as to whether the two offense level 
adjustment should be increased, whether a greater adjustment 
should be available for higher offense levels than for lower offense 
levels, and whether a range of adjustments (rather than a fixed 
two offense level adjustment) should be made available. 

FEDERAL COURTS STUDY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

On recommendation of the Committee, and also of the Committee on 
Defendm Services, the Judicial Conference supported the following FCSC 
recommendations: 

1. Initiatives should be taken that would coordinate prosecution 
efforts with local authorities in seeking to limit federal drug 
prosecutions to charges that cannot or should not be prosecuted 
in state courts. 

2. The Attorney General should convene a conference on the 
problems of complex criminal trials. 
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'The Conference tookno acdon on the following FCSC recommendations: 

1. The Congress should enact a comprehensive recodification of 
the federal criminal laws. 

2. Serious consideration should be given to proposals that 1I(1} the 
guidelines issued pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act not be 
treated as compulsory rules, but, rather, as general standards that 
identify the presumptive sentence, and {2} the guidelines, and if 
necessary the Sentencing Reform Act, be amended to permit 
consideration of an offender's age and personal history.1I 

3. The Judicial Conference should create a standing committee to 
study proposed and actual guidelines and provide advice on them 
to the Sentencing Commission, the federal judiciary, and the 
Congress. tO 

4. The Congress should reevaluate the process by which 
Commission-promulgated guidelines become law. 

REVOCATION OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 

As noted, supra p. 61, on May 18, 1990, the Executive Committee 
approved the portion of an FCSC recommendation that supported the extension 
of the United States Parole CommisSion, or the creation of a successor agency, 
to conduct parole revocation hearings for lIold law' prisoners and opposed the 
portion of the same recommendation which provided that jurisdiction over 
supervised release revocation proceedings for "new law" prisoners should be 
transferred to the Parole Commission or a successor agency. At this seSSion, 
the Judicial Conference agreed to recommend to Congress that any 
determination with respect to revocation of supervised release be made by the 
district court, and that magistrates be permitted to conduct supervised release 
revocation proceedings and make reports and recommendations to the district 
court relating to the final determination. 

tOThis item was also recommended by the Defender Services Committee. 
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"FEDERAL DAY' LEGISLATION 

The Judicial Conference reaffirmed opposition to the concept of a 
"Federal Day" in federal courts, whereby local drug arrests would be prosecuted 
in federal courts. See also "Miscellaneous Actions", supra p. 66. 

SUPERVISION OF OFFENDERS FOUND NOT GUILTY 
BY REASON OF INSANITY 

Some offenders who have been found not guilty by reason of insanity 
are thereafter released to the community and often require a variety of social, 
psychiatric, and psychological services. Although the probation offices are often 
asked to become involved with such cases, there is no statutory authority for 
officers to perform services for such persons. On recommendation of the 
Committee, the Conference endorsed legislation to amend 18 U.S.C. § 3154 and 
§ 3603 to provide authority for probation and pretrial services officers to 
supervise offenders found not guilty by reason of insanity but required by court 
order to receive community supervision services. 

COMMIlTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 

APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 

The Defender Services Committee reported that, during the first half of 
the fiscal year 1990, approximately 33,000 persons were represented under the 
Criminal Justice Act, compared to 31,500 persons for the first half of the fiscal 
year 1989, an increase of 4.8 percent. Of the 33,000 persons represented, 
approximately 54.2 percent (17,900) were represented by federal public and 
community defender organizations. 

BUDGET AND GRANT REQUESTS - FEDERAL PUBLIC 
AND COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 

Under its delegated authority from the JuJicial Conference (JCUS-MAR 
89, p. 16), the Committee reviewed and approved funding requests from federal 
public defender organizations, traditional community defender organizations, and 
death penalty resource centers, as follows: 

72 



Federal Public Defender Organizations 

1. §.!dQQ,!emental Funding for the Fiscal Year 1990 

District 

Connecticut . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... $ 
Tennessee (M) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . 

Total .................................. $ 

2. Supplemental Funding for the Fiscal Year 1991 

District 

Alaska ................................ $ 
Arizona ............................... . 
California (N) . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
California (E) ........................ ... . 
California (C) ........................... . 
ConnectIcut . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
District of Columbia ................... ... . 
Florida (S) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Illinois (C&S) & Missouri (E) ................ . 
Kansas ...... , ........................ . 
Maryland .............................. . 
Minnesota ............................. . 
Missouri 0/'1) ...•........•..••..•.••.•... 
Nevada ..•............................. 
New Jersey/Delaware11 

••••••••••••••••••••• 

New Mexico ........................... . 
North Carolina (E) ,................. < • • • • • 

Oklahoma (E, N &. W) ..................... . 
Oregon ............................... . 
Pennsylvania fY'I) ............,............ 
Puerto Rico . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Amount 
Approved 

29,500 
61.400 

90,900 

Amount 
Approved 

37,413 
471,461 
323,286 
196,902 

1,684,366 
101,243 
185,000 
985,287 
56,915 

104,469 
252,757 

79,997 
126,063 
78,769 

308,746 
110,605 
178,763 
164,887 
100,216 
187,369 

33,777 
328,139 

11 Subject to amendment of the CJA plans for the two districts. 
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Tennessee (M) .......................... . 
Tennessee rtVJ . . . . . . . . . . . ............... . 
Texas (N) .. , .......................... . 
Texas (S) ............................. . 
Texas rtVJ .............................. . 
Washington (E)12 •.•••••••.••.••••••••.... 
Washington (W) ............... , ......... . 
West Virginia (5) ..............,....... .. . 

165,361 
36,357 
14,500 

424,087 
624,862 
783,014 

59,230 
97,741 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 8,301,642 

3. Fiscal Year 1992 Budgeis 

District 

Alaska ............................... . 
Arizona ............................... . 
California (N) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
California (E) ........................, .. . 
California (C) • . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . .... . 
Colorado .............................. . 
Connecticut . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
District of Columbia ............. ......... . 
Florida (N) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . 
Florida (M) ............................ . 
Florida (8) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Hawaii ................. , ............. . 
Illinois (C&S) & Missouri (E) ...........•..... 
Kansas ............................... . 
Louisiana (E) . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . 
Massachusetts . . . .. . . ................... . 
Maryland .............................. . 
Minnesota . . . . .............. , .......... . 
Missouri (W) •.•..•.•..........•......... 
Nevada ............................... . 
New Jersey/De!aware .................. . .. . 
New Mexico ........................... . 
North Carolina (E) ....................... . 
Ohio (N) .............................. . 

125ubject to amendment of the district's CJA plan. 
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Amount 
Approved 

$ 7'19,008 
2,892,245 
2,804,906 
2,793,263 
5,127,229 
1,142,912 

857,600 
1,607,571 

767,064 
2A99,985 
4,569,701 
1,255,437 
1 A34,649 
1,007,389 

991,358 
733,010 

1,994,475 
926,026 

1,282,998 
1,237,695 
2,092,386 
1,715,105 
1,275,173 

713,279 



Oklahoma (E,N&W) """"""""""'" 
Oregon, , , , ....... , ... , , , .... , ... , , .. , . 
Pennsylvania (M) .... " .. ,', .... " .. , .. , .. 
Pennsylvania f.Y'I) .,....,.."...,....,.,.,' 
Puerto Rico . . , , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . 
South Carolina . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Tennessee (M) ................... , ...... , 
Tennessee ~ .................... , ~ ... , . 
Texas (N) ............................. . 
Texas (S) ..•........... , .............. . 
Texas rN) ... , ......................... . 
Virgin Islands ....................... , .. , .. 
Washington (E) ... .... ,......,., ...... , .. 
W h' , /\A/\ as Ing'lon , .... , ' , , .. , .. , , , , .. , ........ , .. 
West Virginia (S) ..... , ......... ,......, .. 

1,066,505 
1,915,788 

937,633 
954,137 
902,889 
845,792 
924,489 
645,063 

1,027,436 
3,471,883 
2,489,926 

969,514 
654,368 

1,433,603 
859,162 

Total ....................... , .. , ....... $61,538,650 

Traditional Community Defender Organizations 

1. Supplemental Funding for the Fiscal Year 1991 

Community Defender Organization 

Federal Defenders of San Diego, Inc" 

Amount 
~proved 

California (S) .......... " .............. $ 348,441 

Federal Defender Program, Inc., 
Georgia (N) .,.............,........... 

Legal Aid & Defender Assn. of Detroit, 
Federal Defender Divi!3ion, Michigan (E) ...... . 

The Legal Aid SOCiety of New York, Federal Defender 
Services Unit, New York (S & E) ...... , .. , .. . 

Defender Assn. of Philadelphia, Federal Court 
Division, Pennsylvania (E) .. ,', ... , .. ,., ... 

99,083 

147,034 

210,397 

188,344 

Total , . . . . ..... , ..... , , . . . , , .. , .. , .... ,$ 993,299 
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2. Fiscal Year 1992 Sustaining Grants 

Community Defender Organization 

Federal Defenders of San Diego, Inc., 

Amount 
Approved 

California (S) .......................... $ 3,860,297 

Federal Defender Program, Inc., Georgia (N) . . . . .. 1,495,626 

Federal Defender Program, Inc., Illinois (N) ....... 2,037,308 

Legal Aid & Defender Assn. of Detroit, Federal 
Defender Division, Michigan (E) ............. 1,390,688 

The Legal Aid Society cif New York, Federal Defender 
Services Unit, New York (S & E) . . . . . . . . . . . .. 5,114,990 

Defender Assn. of Philadelphia, Federal 
Court Division, Pennsylvania (E) .. . . . . . . . . . .. 1 .565.397 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $15,464,306 

Death Penalty Resource Center/Community Defender Organizations 

1. Supplemental Funding for the Fiscal Year 1991 

Pennsylvania Death 
Penalty Resource Center13 

Approved 
CJA Grant 

$ 299,215 

13Expected to open during the fiscal year 1991 .. 
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Non~CJA 

Funds 

$ 299,215 



2. 

Revised 
Sustaining 

CJA Grant 

Georgia Appellate Practice and Education 
Resource Center, Inc. ........ $ 539,935 

Mississippi Capital Defense 
Resource Center, Inc .......... 369,314 

Fiscal Year 1992 Sustaining Grants 

Approved 
CJA Grant 

Alabama Capital Representation 
Resource Center ............ 412,450 

Arizona Capital Representation 
Project ................... 427,026 

California Appellate Project ...... 1,775,740 

Volunteer Lawyers' Resource 
Center of Florida, Inc. . ........ 1,535,931 

Georgia Appellate Practice and 
Educational Resource Center, Inc. 504,761 

Illinois Capital Resource 
Center ......... , ........... 308,819 

Kentucky Capital Litigation 
Resource Center ............ 418,081 

Loyola Death Penalty Resource 
Center (Louisiana) ........... 327,201 

Mississippi Capital Defense 
Resource Center, Inc. . ........ 443,684 
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Non-CJA 
Funds 

$ 252,600 

188,068 

Non-CJA 
Funds 

$ 268,250 

188,266 

2,131,900 

209,072 

295,754 

369,229 

282,858 

106,516 

191,909 



Missouri Capital Punishment 
Resource Center .... , .. , .... 418,808 128,160 

North Carolina Resource Center ... 229,875 229,875 

The Ohio Public Defender Commission, 
Death Penalty Resource Center . . 981,399 1,999,428 

Capital Post-Conviction Project of 
the Oklahoma Appellate Public 
Defender System ............ 717,445 473,749 

South Carolina Death Penalty 
Resource Center ............ 476,627 200,926 

Capital Case Resource Center of 
Tennessee, Inc. . . . . . ........ 350,978 289,850 

Texas Appellate Practice anci 
Educational Resource Center 2.704.184 726.461 

Total ...................... $12,033,009 $ 8,092,203 

FEDERAL COURTS STUDY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Judicial Conference agreed to implement an FCSC recommendation 
to establish a special committee to conduct a comprehensive review of the 
Criminal Justice Act. The Committee would consider such issues as adequacy 
of representation furnished by CJA panel attorneys; training of CJA panel 
attorneys; appropriate assignment of responsibility for the administration of the 
CJA panel; maintenance of independence of CJA panel attorneys in districts with 
no defender organization; selection, term, and compensation of federal public 
defenders; relationship of federal defenders to the Administrative Office and the 
judiciary; early appointment of counsel; procedures to assure prompt payment 
of CJA attorney compensation vouchers; review of determinations of 
compensation for CJA attorneys; and any other issues which warrant 
consideration. 
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The Conference endorsed a recommendation of the FCSC that Congress 
provide increased resources to house incarcerated defendants near federal 
courthouses. 

CRIMINAL \JUSTICE ACT COMPENSATION 

Consistent with a resolution of the Committee opposing reliance upon 
mandatory pro bono representation and supporting adequate compensation of 
CJA attorneys. the Conference took the following actions: 

1. The CJA revision of 1986 amended 18 U.S.C. 3006A(d)(1) to authorize 
the Judicial Conference to Increase the specified attorney compensation rates 
($60 and $40 per hour for time spent in/out of court. respectively, and a $75 per 
hour maximum alternative rate) by amounts not to exceed the aggregate of the 
federal pay comparability adjustments authorized since the effective date of the 
revision. To implement this authority. the Judicial Conference approved an 
amendment to paragraph 2.22 A(2)(d)(3) of the Guidelines for the Administration 
of the Criminal Justice Act (CJA Guidelines) to provide for automatic annual 
increases in maximum hourly attorney compensation rates. contingent upon the 
implementation of a federal pay comparability adjustment and the availability of 
sufficient funds in the Defender Services appropriation. 

2. The Judicial Conference also (a) approved the extension of alternative 
hourly attorney compensation rates which are currently applicable only at 
specific court locations within a district to all places of holding court within the 
district; and (b) agreed to establish an alternative attorney compensation rate of 
$75 per hour for in-and out-of-court time for all of the districts in the Seventh 
Circuit. subject to the availability of funds. 

NOMINATION. APPOINTMENT AND EVALUATION 
OF FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS 

Under paragraph 4.02 A of the CJA Guidelines, federal public defender 
nominees are subject to "full-field" background investigations similar to those 
conducted for candidates for the position of U.S. Attorneys. These are more 
costly and time-consuming than FBI "name checks" and IRS "records checks". 
which appear to be effective in revealing unfavorable information. Accordingly. 
the Judicial Conference approved a recommendation by the Defender Services 
Committee to amend paragraph 4.02 A of the CJA Guidelines to give courts of 
appeals discretion with regard to the employment of background investigations 
for federal public defender nominees. 
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The Conference approved an additional amendment to paragraph 
4.02 A of the CJA Guidelines to establish procedures for the appointment and 
evaluation of federal public defenders. Among other things, the amendment 
gives the courts of appeals discretion with respect to whether judicial officers 
may serve on committees to assess performance of federal public defender 
candidates or incumbents. 

DECENTRALIZATION OF CJA VOUCHER PROCESSING 

Under a current Administrative Office program, the processing of 
payments to attorneys providing services under the Criminal Justice Act is 
decentralized in 61 district courts and six courts of appeals participating in the 
program on a voluntary basis. Due to the success of the program and the need 
to continue to improve the efficiency of the CJA payment system, the Judicial 
Conference approved the Committee's recommendation that the decentralized 
processing of the CJA Form 20, "Appointment of and Authority to Pay Court 
Appointed Counsel", and CJA Form 21, "Authorization and Voucher for Expert 
and Other Services", be made mandatory for all courts. 

COMMI'TlEE ON FEDERAL..sTAlE JURISDlcnON 

CIVIL PRIORITIES 

In response to recent legislative efforts to impose litigation priorities and 
time limits in certain classes of cases, the Judicial Conference (a) reiterated its 
strong opposition to legislative provisions imposing statutory litigation priority, 
expediting, or time limitation rules on specified classes of civil cases brought in 
the federal courts beyond those currently specified in 28 U.S.C. § 1657 ~, 
JCUS-MAR 80, p. 19; JCUS-SEP 81, p. 68); and (b) strongly opposed any 
attempt ~o impose statutory time limits for disposition of specified cases in the 
district courts, the courts of appeals or the Supreme Court. In addition, the 
Conference specifically opposed provisions relating to judicial case management 
of habeas corpus actions in capital cases and civil actions for certain violations 
involving financial depository institutions contained in the Senate-passed version 
of S. 19i'0 (101 st Congress), the omnibus crime bill. 

FEDERAL QUESTION CITIZEN SUITS 

Responding to an increasing number of bills in Congress which would 
create private federal causes of action in areas of only marginal federal interest, 
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the Judicial Conference adopted the following standards and criteria for 
evaluating and determining the appropriate position for the judiciary to take with 
respect to legislative proposals to create new private federal causes of action 
or to create standing to bring "citizen suits" in the federal courts: 

A. General Principles to be considered. 

1. Proliferation of new private rights to sue in federal courts should not 
be encouraged. 

2. New private rights to sue in federal courts should be established only 
to further a clear federal interest. 

3. Especially strong federal interest should be shown before invading 
areas that traditionally have been left to state courts. 

4. New federal rights should be narrowly drawn to encompass only the 
matters of specific federal interest. 

5. The legislative history should clearly set forth the federal interests 
Congress believes justify the creation of federai question jurisdiction in 
a particular area. 

6. Congress should provide the judicial resources necessary to meet 
caseload increases resulting from new federal claims. 

B. Factors to be considered in determining whether it is appropriate to enact 
a proposal for enforcing federal rights by private litigation. 

1 . Whether private suits for injunctive or other relief are needed to 
supplement inadequate public enforcement resources. 

2. Whether the subject matter is one traditionally within the realm of 
state law, such as ordinary fraud, domestic relations, or child custody. 

3. Whether the subject matter involves an important widespread activity 
conducted on an interstate basis that creates peculiar difficulties in 
bringing civil actions in state courts, such as large scale boiler room 
telemarketing operations across state lines involving large amounts of 
money. 
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4. Whether other dispute resolution mechanisms are adequate or more 
appropriate, such as federal or state government administrative 
enforcement action or arbitration programs. 

The Conference postponed consideration of S. 2754, a bill to create 
federal question jurisdiction for a victim of any rape, sexual assault, or abusive 
sexual contact motivated by gender-based animus to recover compensatory and 
punitive damages. 

PATENT INFRINGEMENT DISPUTES 

In response to the United States Trade Representative's request for 
comment on alternative solutions to discriminatory procedures in resolving 
international patent infringement disputes, the Judicial Conference opposed the 
creation of a specialized Article III Patent Court or the creation of a specialized 
patent division within the Article III Court of International Trade. The Conference 
has consistently opposed the establishment of specialized courts in the judicial 
branch ~, JCUS-SEP 86, p. 60; JCUS-SEP 62, p. 54). The Conference took 
no position, until a specific legislative proposal is advanced, on permitting the 
transfer of international patent infringement cases to the district courts. 

FEDERAL COURTS STUDY COMMllTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Judicial Conference supjJorted FCSC recommendations which: 

1. Endorse legislation to provide that Employee Retirement Income 
Securiw Act cases involving less than $10,000 not be removed 
from state to federal courts [provided that all claims brought under 
29 U.S.C. § 1132(a)(1)(8) not be removable]. 

2. Endorse legislation to authorize pendent-party jurisdiction with 
discretion in the district court to dismiss or remand the pendent­
party claims if state claims predominate, if they present novel or 
complex questions of state law, or if dismissal is warranted by 
considerations of fairness or economy. 

3. Support the repeal of the Federal Employers' Liability Act and the 
Jones Act. 
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The Confsrence opposed an FCSC recommendation to: 

Create an Article III Tax Court.14 [However, if such a proposal were to 
be enacted, the legislation should be drafted to spell out the relationship 
of the new court to the Judicial Conference and the Administrative Office.] 

The Judicial Conference took no position on the following FCSC 
recommendations: 

1 . Congress should prohibit the so-called policy of "non­
acquiescence in judicial decisions" under the Social Security Act. 

2. Congress should establish a small claims procedure (under 
$10,000) for claims under the Federal Tort Claims Act (see also 
"Small Claims Procedures", infra p. 94). 

The Conference referred the following FCSC recommendations back to 
the Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction for further study: 

1. Congress should create a new structure for adjudicating disability 
claims under the Social Security Act with hearings before 
administrative law judges whose decisions could be appealed to 
a new Article I Court of Disability Claims, with Article III review in 
the geographic courts of appeals limited to constitutional claims 
and statutory construction. 

2. Congress should authorize a five-year test program to allow the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission to arbitrate 
employment discrimination cases with the consent of both parties. 

14Although the Judicial Conference in 1979 approved in principle a 
separate Court of Tax Appeals (JCUS-SEP 79, p.64), it opposes this proposal 
on the ground that no exception should be made to the Conference policy of 
general opposition to specialized Article III courts ~, JCUS-SEP 86, p. 60; 
JCUS-SEP 62, p. 54). 

83 



COMMma: ON INTERCIRCUrr ASSIGNMENTS 

The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during the 
period February 1, 1990, through August 1, 1990, the Committee had 
recommended 64 intercircuit assignments to be undertaken by 48 judges. Of 
this number, seven were senior circuit judges, nine were active circuit judges, 
19 were senior district judges, seven ware active district judges, one was a 
senior judge of the Court of International Trade, and five were active judges of 
the Court of International Trade. 

INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS FOR 
EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES 

The Judicial Conference endorsed a recommendation of the FCSC to 
expand intercircuit assignments of circuit judges by recommending to Congress 
an amendment to 28 U.S.C. § 291 which would provide for the intercircuit 
assignment of circuit judges to sit on other courts of appeals from time to time 
on an exchange basis, as a means of promoting education in court 
administration. 

COMMIT11:E ON nlE INTERNAnONAL 
APPEIJ.ATE JUDGES CONFERENCE OF 1990 

The Committee on the International Appellate Judges Conference of 1990 
will file a final report with the Judicial Conference in March, 1991, on the 
International Appellate Judges Conference, held in Washington, D.C., September 
10 - 14, 1990. 

COMMIT11:E ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 

SENIOR JUDGE CERTIFICATION 

The Judicial Conference approved permanent Rules for Certification of 
Senior Judges, effective January 1, 1991. The Judicial Conference also 
approved the Committee's recommendation to seek two legislative revisions to 
the existing senior judge certification law in order to minimize disincentives to 
senior judge service as recommended by the FCSC. These revisions would 
permit senior judges (a) to make up lapses in anm.l:al certifications; and (b) to 
aggregate administrative duties with judicial duties for work certification 
purposes. 
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JUDICIAL SURVIVORS' ANNUITIES SYSTEM 

The Conference agreed to seek legislation allowing survivors of judicial 
officers to continue Federal Employee Health Benefits enrollment whether or 
not the judicial officer participated in the Judicial Survivors' Annuities System. 

COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL ETHICS 

The Judicial Ethics Committee repo,~ed that as of July, 1990, it had 
received 2,319 financial disclosure reports and certifications for the calendar 
year 1989, including 995 reports and certifications from judicial officers and 
1,324 reports and certifications from judicial employees. 

ETHICS REFORM ACT 

Upon recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference 
delegated its authorities under Title II and its authority for monitoring compliance 
with Titles III and VI of the Ethics Reform Act of 1989 (Pub. L. No. 101-194) to 

. the Committee on Judicial Ethics. 

COMMrneE ON J~DICIAL IMPROVEMENTS 

MISCELLANEOUS FEE SCHEDULE 

To implement the fundamental judicial policy of encouraging settlement 
and compromise, the Judicial Conference amended Item 21 of the bankruptcy 
miscellaneous fee schedule to eliminate the application of the fee to motions for 
approval of an agreement or stipulation to the termination, annulment, 
modification or condition of the automatic stay. Effective October 1, 1990, the 
amended Item 21 reads as follows (language to be omitted is lined through): 

21. For filing a motion to terminate, annul, modify, or condition 
the automatic stay provided under § 362(a) of title ii, a motion 
to compel abandonment of property of the estate pursuant to 
Bankruptcy Rule 6007(b), or a motion to withdraw the reference 
of a case under 28 U.S.C. § 157(d), $60. The fee shall be paid 
also upon the filing of a motien for appro'lal of an agreement or 
stipulation to the termination, annulment, modifioation, or oondition 
of the automatie stay, unless a motion requesting the relief has 
been filed previously and a fee paid therefor. 
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In order to clarify the responsibilities of a debtor in possession with 
regard to the payment of the $120 fee for the filing of a complaint, the Judicial 
Conference approved the following amendment to Item 6 of the bankruptcy 
miscellaneous fee schedule (new language is underlined): 

6. For filing a complaint, a fee should be collected in the same 
amount as the filing fee prescribed in 28 U.S.C. § 1914(a) for 
instituting any civil action other than a writ of habeas corpus. If 
the United States, other than a United States Trustee acting as 
a trustee in a case under Title 11, or a debtor is the plaintiff, no 
fee is required. If a trustee or debtor in possession is the plaintiff. 
the fee should be payable only from the estate and to the extent 
there is any estate realized. 

JURY MATIERS 

On recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Improvements, the 
Judicial Conference agreed to seek legislation to amend the Jury Selection and 
Service Act to permit travel by aircraft within the contiguous 48 states by grand 
jurors when weather conditions warrant, after certification of the Chief Judge and 
subject to guidelines set by the Conference. 

ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

Under 28 U.S.C. § 657(a), a district court is authorized to establish and 
pay arbitrators' compensation, if any, for services rendered in each case, subject 
to compensation limits set by the Judicial Conference. Upon the 
recommendation of the Committee, the Conference established limitations of 
arbitrators' compensation at $250 per day or per case for a single arbitrator 
and $100 per day or per case per panel member. The Conference delegated 
authority to the new Committee on Court Administration and Case Management 
to approve exceptions. The Conference also agreed to allow arbitrators to 
apply for awards of excess fees for protracted hearings or cases involving 
excessive preparation time, not to exceed hourly rates authorized under the 
Criminal Justice Act (18 U.S.C. § 3006A(d)). Higher rates may be paid by the 
parties upon agreement. 

Funding was approved for compensation of mediators for a pilot 
mediation program in the Bankruptcy Court for the Middle District of Florida. 
The Judicial Conference authorized the funding, not to exceed $36,000 in the 
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fiscal year 1991, provided that no negative reaction is received from 
congressional committees. 

CELLULAR TELEPHONE PILOT 

Due to the growing interest in the use of cellular telephones as a means 
of improving the efficiency of court operations, the Committee on Judicial 
Improvements readdressed the issue of the purchase of such telephones, and 
determined that there may be good reasons for the utilization of cellular phones 
in probation and pretrial services offices. Following the Committee's 
recommendation, the Judicial Conference approved a pilot test of cellular 
telephone technology in four or more probation and/or pretrial services offices, 
two rural and two urban, to determine the effectiveness of cellular telephones in 
improving their operations. 

PLACES OF HOLDING COURT 

Upon request from the District Court for the District of Nevada and the 
Ninth Circuit Judicial Council, the Judicial Conference agreed to recommend 
that 28 U.S.C. § 108 be amended to include Ely and Lovelock as places of 
holding court in the District of Nevada. 

FEDERAL COURTS STUDY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Judicial Conference agreed to support the following FCSC 
recommendations: 

1 . District judges should take greater advantage of their authority to 
use oral findings of fact and conclusions of law in bench trials. 

2. Federal courts should continue to use protective orders to 
preserve the confidentiality of sensitive materials. 

3. The Administrative Office should regularly collect and report data 
concerning pro se litigation for use by a Conference committee, 
so that it may conduct an in-depth evaluation of the costs of pro 
se litigation to the litigants and the courts, and recommend to the 
Conference methods to reduce those costs and improve the 
efficiency of dispensing justice in those cases. 
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4. The courts should consider the impact on courts and litigants 
before adopting technological innovations designed to save costs 
in court reporting [provided that this does not constitute a 
.retrenchment to old technology]. 

5. Each circuit [and district court] should designate the circuit 
executive or another person as the media contact person, with 
training for the contact person and the chief judges in media 
relations. 

6. Courts should hold "press days" to facilitate communication 
between the courts and the media. 

7. The courts should continue and expand publications programs to 
explain court operations to the public. 

8. The federal judiciary should expand efforts to educate judges and 
supporting personnel about the existence and dangers of racial, 
ethnic, and gender discrimination and bias. 

The Conference opposed the following FCSC recommendations: 

1. When a court of appeals reviews a case raising an issue already 
decided in another circuit, it should accord considerable respect 
to that earlier decision; a panel contemplating disagreement with 
the panel of another circuit should circulate its draft opinion 
among the remaining judges of the court for their comments. 

2. A representative ad hoc committee under the auspices of the 
Judicial Conference should review policy on unpublished court 
opinions in light of increa\~ing ease and decreasing cost of 
database access. 

3. The judicial councils should consider establishing grievance 
procedures for complaints by members of the public of 
inappropriate treatment by judicial branch personnel, including 
allegations of rac!al, ethnic, religious, or gender bias. 

4. Congress should authorize a five-year experimental pilot project 
to resolve some intercircuit conflicts, during which the Supreme 
Court could refer selected cases to an en banc court of appeals 
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for disposition and creation of national precedent on the conflict 
issue. A properly staffed committee of the Judicial Conference 
should monitor the project and recommend after four years 
whether the experiment should be continued, modified or 
discontinued. 

The Judicial Conference took no position on the following FCSC 
recommendations: 

1 . Congress should allow each court of appeals to perform its en 
banc functions by such number of the members of its en banc 
courts as may be prescribed by rule of the court of appeals, 
except that the number should not be less than nine unless the 
court has fewer than nine authoriz,ed judgeships. 

2. The Judicial Conference should conduct an intercircuit study, 
perhaps under the aegis of the Federal Judicial Center, of the 
most effective appellate case management techniques, and 
provide a means for the courts regularly to exchange case 
management information, experience and ideas. 

COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL REISOURCES 

FISCAL YEAR 1992 BUDGET REQUESTS FOR SLlPPORTING PERSONNEL 

The Judicial Conference reviewed requests for fiscal year 1992 positions 
for supporting personnel, and approved the following additional positions 
(subject to the availability of resources): 

1. Three JSP-13 estate analysts, four JSP-11 administrative analysts, 
and 2.5 JSP-8 estate administration clerks in the six Bankruptcy 
Administrator Offices. 

2. Twelve JSP-11 deputy clerks for the Automation Training Centers. 

3. Twenty-five JSP-12 probation officers and fifteen JSP-7 probation 
clerks. 

4. Two JSP-14 court interpreters for Texas (Southern) and one JSP-
14 interpreter for Texas (Western). 
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5. Fifty-eight JSP-8 electronic court recorder operators. 

6. Forty-two JSP-14 supervisory staff attorneys, thirty-four staff 
attorneys with a target grade of JSP-14, and eleven secretaries at 
JSP-7. 

ADDITIONAL COURT REPORTERS 

The Conference approved four additional court reporter positions, one 
each in the Eastern District of Arkansas, the Northern District of Florida, and the 
Districts of Montana and Oregon. 

JUDICIARY SALARY PLAN MODIFICATIONS 

On recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Resources, the Judicial 
Conference took the following actions regarding position classifications to be 
effective immediately but subject, as always, to the availability of funds and also 
subject to revision following completion of the ongoing comprehensive review 
of the Judiciary Salary Plan: 

1. Approved the creation of two new benchmark standards: 
probation/pretrial services officer assistant I, JSP-5/6/7; and 
probation/pretrial services officer assistant II. JSP-7/8/9. 

2. Reaffirmed its position on a ratio of one senior probation or 
pretrial services speCialist position for every four line officer 
positions; approved a replacement benchmark standard for the 
JSP-13 senior probation/pretrial services speCialist position; and 
adopted revised qualification and entry age standards for 
probation and pretrial services officer positions. 

3. Approved a certification process for the classification of courtroom 
deputies to full-time magistrates, and approved the reclassification 
of eighty-one courtroom deputy clerks (magistrate) from JSP-9 to 
JSP-10 and ninety-one courtroom deputy clerks (magistrate) to 
JSP-11. 

4. Approved the creation of a new JSP-12 user support speCialist 
(Training Center) benchmark standard. 

90 



f 
I , 

5. Authorized circuit chief judges to appoint an assistant secretary 
at the JSP-11 level when the judge maintains geographically 
separate offices and when one secretary is permanently assigned 
to a duty station in each location. 

6. Approved an increase in the target grade of law clerks to federal 
judges, bankruptcy judges or magistrates, to allow individuals to 
progress to JSP-16 upon completion of certain experience 
requirements. 

7. Amended the benchmark standard for deputies-in-charge of 
divisional offices. 

S. Approved modifications to the qualification standards for librarians 
and librarian technician positions to ease recruitment difficulties. 

EXECUTIVE PAY IN THE JUDICIARY 

In order to remain competitive with the executive branch, which 
anticipates an increase in pay for senior executives in January, 1991, the 
Judicial Conference approved a one-grade pay increase, if requested by the 
appointing official, for clerks of the courts of appeals, district court clerks, 
bankruptcy court clerks, the Clerk of the Court of International Trade, the Clerk 
of the Claims Court, chief probation officers, chief pretrial services officers, 
senior staff attorneys, chief preargument attorneys, bankruptcy administrators, 
district court executives, and circuit librarians. The Conference authorized 
exceptions to norma! promotion and time-in-grade requirements to be made to 
allow incumbents to be promoted to the next higher grade at the step held at 
the time of the promotion, and required that no position other than the court 
unit executives cited be increased in grade by virtue of this change. These 
increases are to take effect no earlier than January 1, 1991. 

BASIC ADMINISTRATIVE WORK SCHEDULE 
FOR COURT EMPLOYEES 

The Committee on Judicial Resources determined that the lack of an 
established work schedule has the potential to jeopardize a full-time court 
employee's entitlement to retirement and leave benefits, both of which are tied 
by statute to work schedules. Pursuant to the Committee's recommendation, 
the Judicial Conference adopted an SO-hour biweekly administrative work 
schedule for full-time court employees. 
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COURT REPORTERS 

The Judicial Conference approved a Committee recommendation that 
an official court reporter receive credit for time spent serving in a federal court 
as a contract or per diem reporter for the purpose of calculating the ten-year 
waiting period for the five percent longevity salary increase available to court 
reporters (see JCUS-SEP 77, p. 55). Such credit would be calculated on a daily 
basis reflecting time spent recording 'federal court proceedings, and would not 
include transcript preparation time. 

COURT REPORTERS' TRANSCRIPT RATES 

When the Judicial Conference increased transcript rates in 1986 (on a 
temporary basis, JCUS-SEP 86, p. 61) and 1988 (on a permanent basis, JCUS­
SEF 87, p. 64), it excluded government-paid transcripts from the increases. 
Recognizing the hardship this imposed on court reporters, the Judicial 
Conference at this session increased the rates for government-paid transcripts 
to the same levels as those for non-government-paid transcripts. Implementation 
of this increase is subject to the availability of funds. 

AUTOMATION STAFFING 

On recommendation of the Judicial Resources Committee, the 
Conference approved portions of the report entitled Staffing for Decentralized 
Automation: Support for PC-Based Systems, as follows: 

1. Added 305 positions to the FY 1992 budget for automation 
support; 

2. Added the position of administrative assistant to the circuit 
executive for automation to each circuit executive's office; 

3. In each circuit executive's office, extended and made permanent 
a personal computer coordinator position; and 

4. Authorized staff attorney offices to reprogram vacant clerical 
positions to appropriate automation pOSitions, provided '~hat the 
ratio of non-attorney to attorney positions adheres to Judicial 
Conference policy. 
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FEDERAL COURTS STUDY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Judicial Conference took the following actions on FCSC proposa.ls 
considered by the Committee on Judicial Resources: 

1 . Agreed to support the concept of maintaining a relatively small 
Article III judiciary through limitations on the jurisdiction and 
case load of the courts, but opposed any efforts to set a maximum 
limit on the number of Article III judgeships. 

2. Agreed to support a proposal that the Federal Judicial Center be 
requested, in cooperation with the Administrative Office, to 
develop alternative approaches for evaluating judgeship needs in 
the courts of appeals. Alternatives should include, but not be 
limited to, a weighted caseload approach. 

3. Opposed a recommendation that the courts should have 
discretion in assigning a title to the chief administrative officer of 
the court. 

COMMITTEE ON lHE ADMINISTRA1l0N OF lHE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 

PART-TIME MAGISTRATES 

On recommendation of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Federal Magistrates System, the Judicial Conference reaffirmed its preference for 
a system of full-time United States magistrates. See also 28 U.S.C. § 633(a)(3). 
It also endorsed the plans of the Committee to review each part-time position 
on an individual basis with a view toward eliminating most of the part-time 
positions either by abolishing them, combining them, or converting them to full­
time positions. 

In keeping with this preference for full-time magistrate positions, the 
Conference approved a cost-of-living adjustment for part-time magistrates in the 
same percentage as is granted by the Congress to federal employees generally 
in 1991, provided that no cost-of-living adjustment will be granted unless full­
time magistrates receive a cost-of-living adjustment or a salary increase in 1991, 
equal to or above the adjustment granted to federal employees generally. The 
cost-of-living adjustment for part-time magistrates will become effective on the 
same date as any salary adjustment for full-time magistrates becomes effective .. 
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SMALL CLAIMS PROCEDURES 

The FCSC had proposed as one alternative to improve disposition of 
federal tort claims that the judiciary establish "divisions in the district court 
administered by magistrates" to handle claims below $10,000. Pursuant to a 
recommendation by the Magistrates Committee, the Judicial Conference 
objected to this FCSC recommendation which would vest magistrates with 
authority to decide certain Federal Tort Claims Act cases automatically. The 
Conference also reaffirmed disapproval of legislation ''which mandates that a 
district court automatically refer particular types of cases to magistrates." See, 
~, JCW~-MAR 80, p. 34; see also "Federal Courts Study Committee 
Recommendations", supra p. 83. 

RECALL REGULATIONS 

The Judicial Conference approved an amendment to the regulations 
governing the recall of retired magistrates to clear up confusion concerning the 
calculation of pay for recalled magistrates. See also "Regulations Governing 
Recall of Retired Bankruptcy Judges", infra p. 67. The Conference also 
approved minor revisions to the regulations to include cross-references to the 
new retirement act for bankruptcy judges and magistrates (28 U.S.C. § 377). 

DESIGNATION OF NEW FULL-TIME MAGISTRA.TE POSITIONS 
FOR ACCELERATED FUNDING 

In order to provide prompt magistrate assistance to judicial districts which 
are seriously affected by drug filings, the Judicial Conference approved the 
Committee's recommendation to accelerate the funding for three new full-time 
magistrate positions authorized at this session. Magistrate positions at San 
Diego, California, Portland, Oregon, and Las Cruces, New Mexico were 
designated for accelerated funding in the fiscal year 1991. 

CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 

After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district courts, 
and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Conference approved the following 
changes in salaries and arrangements for full-time and part-time magistrate 
positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these changes are to be effective when 
appropriated funds are available. 
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D.C. CIRCUIT 

District of Columbia 

Continued the full-time magistrate position which is due to expire on June 1, 
1991, for an additional eight-year term. 

SECOND CIRCUIT 

Connecticut 
. 

Continued the full-time magistrate position at Hartford which is due to expire on 
October 31, 1991, for an additional eight-year term. 

New York, Northern 

Rescinded the action taken in March, 1990, converting the part-time magistrate 
position at Watertown to a full-time position and establishing a part-time 
magistrate position to serve at Syracuse (or Utica) at a salary of $44,436 per 
annum, and instead: 

1 . Authorized a full-time magistrate position to serve the court at Syracuse 
(or Utica); and 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Watertown for an additional 
four-year term at the currently authorized salary of $44,436 per annum. 

New York, Eastern 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Patchogue for an additional four­
year term at the currently authorized salary of $6,665 per annum. 

New York, Southern 

Continued the full-time magistrate position at New York City which is due to 
expire on November 30, 1991, for an additional eight-year term. 
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THIRD CIRCUIT 

New Jersey 

1 . Authorized an additional fuJI-time magistrate position to serve the court 
at Newark; and 

2. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Camden which is due to 
expire on August 10, 1991, for an additional eight-year term. 

Pennsylvania, Eastern 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Allentown for an additional four­
year term and increased the salary of the position from $8,887 per annum to 
$44,436 per annum. 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

North CarOlina, Eastern 

Continued the fuJI-time magistrate position at Fayetteville for an additional eight­
year term. 

South Carolina 

1. Continued the fuJI-time magistrate position at Charleston for an additional 
eight-year term; 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Florence for an additional 
four-year term but deferred action on any change in the salary of the 
position; and 

3. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Aiken for an additional 
four-year term at the currently authorized salary of $2,444 per annum, 

Virginia, Eastern 

Continued the full-time magistrate position at Newport News for an additional 
eight-year term. 
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FIFTH CIRCUIT 

Louisiana, Eastern 

Continued the full-time magistrate position at New Orleans which is due to 
expire on July 31. 1991. for an additional eight-year term. 

Louisiana, Western 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Mnnroe for an additional four­
year term but deferred action on any change in the salary of the position. 

Mississippi, Northern 

1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Greenville for an additional 
eight-year term; and 

2. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Aberdeen (or Oxford) for an 
additional eight-year term. 

Texas, Western 

1. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Big Bend 
National Park from $26.662 per annum to $44,436 per annum for a three­
month period commencing October 1. 1990. with a return to the $26.662 
per annum salary thereafter; and 

2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Midland from 
$22.218 per annum to $39.992 per annum for a two-month period 
commencing October 1. 1990. with a return to the $22.218 per annum 
salary thereafter. 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 

Kentucky, Western 

1. Converted the part-time magistrate position at Hopkinsville to a full-time 
magistrate position designated ta serve the court at Hopkinsville or 
Bowling Green; 
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2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Hopkinsville for an 
additional four-year term or until the fuJI-time magistrate is appointed; 
and 

3. Continued ~he part-time magistrate position at Bowling Green for an 
additional four-year term, or until a full-time magistrate is appointed at 
Hopkinsville or Bowling Green, whichever comes fi~t; the position to be 
discontinued thereafter. 

Michigan, Eastern 

1 . Continued the full-time magistrate position at Detroit which is due to 
expire on November 13, 1991, for an additional eight-year term, and 
redesignated the position as Flint (or Detroit); and 

2. Continued the fulHime magistrate position at Detroit which is due to 
expire on December 1, 1991, for an additional eight-year term, and 
redesignated the position as Ann Arbor (or Detroit). 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Wisconsin, Western 

Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Eau Claire at the expiration of 
the current term in July, 1991. 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

Iowa, Southern 

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Council Bluffs from 
$7,740 per annum to $8,887 per annum. 

NebrMka 

1. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate position to serve the court 
at Omaha; and 

2. Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at North Platte upon 
appointment of the new fuJI-time magistrate at Omaha. 
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NINTH CIRCUIT 

California, Eastern 

1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Yosemite National Park for 
an additional eight-year term at the currently authorized salary of 70% 
($62,210 per annum) of the maximum salary payable to a full-time 
magistrate; 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Sequoia-Kings Canyon 
National Parks for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $13,331 per annum; and 

3. Continued the part-time magistrate position at South Lake Tahoe for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary from $7,740 to $11,1 09 
per annum. 

California, Central 

1. Continued the salary of the part-time magistrate position at San Luis 
Obispo at the current level of $26,662 per annum for the term 
commencing March 31, 1991; 

2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at San 
Bernardino from $22,218 to $26,662 per annum for the term commencing 
January 18, 1991; 

3. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Long Beach for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of $13,331 
per annum; and 

4. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Barstow (or 
VictolVille) from $8,887 to $11,109 per annum. 

California, Southern 

1 . Authorized an additional full-time magistrate position to serve the court 
at San lJiego; 

2. Continued the full-time magistrate position at San Diego which is due 
to expire on April 9, 1992, for an additional eight-year term; and 
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3. Continued the full-time magistrate position at San Diego which is due 
to expire on March 29, 1991, for an additional eight-year term. 

Hawaii 

1. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Wailuku for an additional 
four-year term and increased the salary from $2,444 to $4,444 per 
annum; and 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Hila for an additional four­
year term at the currently authorized salary of $6,665 per annum. 

Oregon 

Authorized an additional full-time magistrate position to serve the court at 
Portland. 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

Colorado 

1 . Continued the full-time magistrate position at Denver which is due to 
expire on October 5, 1991, for an additional eight-year term; 

2. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Denver which is due to 
expire on September 30, 1992, for an additional eight-year term; and 

. 3. Decreased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Grand 
Junction from $44,436 to $22,218 per annum, effective immediately. 

New Mexico 

Converted the part-time magistrate position at Las Cruces to a full-time 
magistrate position. 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Florida, Middle 

Continued the full-time magistrate position at Jacksonville which is due to expire 
on August 28, 1991, for an additional eight-year term. 
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Georgia, Middle 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Columbus for an additional four­
year term at the currently authorized salary of $39,992 per annum. 

Georgia, Southern 

1. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Brunswick (or Waycross) 
for an additional four-year term at the currently authorized salafY of 
$44,436 per annum; and 

2. Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Dublin (or Statesboro), 
effective immediately. 

COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC TERRITORIES 

The Committee on Pacific Territories reported on the status of pending 
legislation concerning Ninth Circuit review of judgments of local courts of 
American Samoa (H.R. 3438, 101 st Congress) and a comprehensive proposal 
dealing with the Territory of Guam which could affect judicial relations between 
the federal courts and the territory (H.R. 98, 101 st Congress). 

COMMnTEE ON RULES 
OF PRAcnCEAND PROCEDURE 

APPELLATE RULES 

The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Conference proposed amendments to Rules 4(a) ("Appeal as of Right - Wh~n 
Taken"), 25 (a) ("Filing and Service"), 28(a), (b), and (h) ("Briefs"), 30(b) 
("Appendix to the Briefs"), and 34(d) ("Oral Argument") , as well as amendments 
to correct typographical errors in Rules 6, 1 o (c) , 26(a) , 26.1, and 28(a) of the 
Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. The proposed amendments were 
accompanied by Committee notes explaining their purpose and intent. The 
Conference approved the amendments for transmission to the Supreme Court 
for conSideration, with the recommendation that they be approved by the Court 
and transmitted to Congress pursuant to law. 

The Conference also agreed to recommend that Congress amend 
28 U.S.C. § 2101 to conform to the proposed amendment to Rule 4(a) of the 
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Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure and to eliminate the inconsistency 
between that section and the current version of Appellate Rule 4. 

CIVIL RULES 

The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Conference a proposed new Civil Rule 4.1, as well as amendments to Civil 
Rules 4 ("Processll

), 5 (IlService and Filings of Pleadings and Other Papers"), 
12 ("Defenses and Objections-When and How Presented--By Pleading or 
Motion-Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings"), 15 ("Amended and 
Supplemental Pleadings"), 16 ("Pretrial Conferences; Scheduling; Managemene), 
24 ("Intervention"), 26 ("General Provisions Governing Discovery"), 28 C'Persons 
Before Whom Depositions May Be Taken"), 30 ("Depositions Upon Oral 
Examination"), 34 ("Production of Documents and Things and Entering Upon 
Land for Inspection and Other Purposes"), 35 ("Physical and Mental Examination 
of Personsll

), 41 ("Dismissal of Actions"), 44 ("Proof of Official Record"), 45 
("Subpoena"), 47 ("Jurors"), 48 ("Juries of Less than Twelve--Majority Verdictll), 
50 ("Motion for a Directed Verdict and for Judgment Notwithstanding the 
Verdictll), 52 ("Findings by the Court'), 53 ("Masters"), 63 ("Disability of a Judge"), 
71 A ("Condemnation of Property"), 72 ("Magistrates, Pretrial Matters"), and 77 
("District Courts and Clerks"). The Committee also submitted new chapter 
headings VIII and IX and amendments to the Appendix of Forms to the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure, as well as amendments to Rules C and E of the 
Supplemental Rules fer Certain Admiralty and Maritime Claims. Advisory notes 
and a report explaining the purpose and intent of all the amendments were 
transmitted with the proposals. The Conference approved these amendments 
and authorized their transmittal to the Supreme Court for consideration with the 
recommendation that they be approved by the Court and transmitted to 
Congress pursuant to law. 

BANKRUPTCY RULES 

The Committee submitted to the Conference substantial amendments to 
the Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure, most of which were necessary to effect the 
provisions of the Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family Farmer 
Bankruptcy Act of 1986 (P.L. 99-554) and the Retiree Benefits Bankruptcy 
Protection Act of 1988 (P.L. 100-334). These amendments were approved by 
the Conference, which authorized their transmittal to the Supreme Court for 
consideration with the recommendations that (a) they be approved by the Court 
and transmitted to Congress pursuant to law; and (b) they should become 
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effective as soon as possible without regard to the effective dates of the 
amendments to the Rules of Appellate and Civil Procedure. 

The Committee also proposed a number of amendments to the Official 
Bankruptcy Forms to conform with the proposed changes to the Bankruptcy 
Rules or to accommodate the development of automation in the bankruptcy 
courts. The Judicial Conference approved these amendments to take effect on 
the effective date of the amended Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure. 

PROCEDURES OF THE RULES COMMITIEES 

The JUdicial Conference approved amendments to paragraphs 6(b) and 
9(b} of the Procedures for the Conduct of Business by the Judicial Conference 
Committees on Rules of Practice and Procedure. These amendments would 
require retention of the records of the Committees at the Administrative Office 
for two years instead of the current five years, before they are forwarded to a 
Government Records Center. 

COMMITTEE ON SPACE AND FAClunES 

The Committee on Space and Facilities reported that, in recognition of 
the urgent need for issuing revised space standards, it has accelerated the 
schedule for submitting to the Judicial Conference the revised space standards 
contained in the United States Court Design Guide. The Committee anticipates 
submitting the revis~d Design GMide for consideration at the Conference's March 
1991 session. 

AD HOC COMMITTEE ON CAMERAS 
IN ntE COURTROOM 

The Ad Hoc Committee on Cameras in the Courtroom was established 
in October, 1988, lito reviaw recommendations from other Conference 
committees on the introduction of cameras in the courtroom, and to take into 
account the American Bar Association's ongoing review of Canon 3A(7} of its 
Code of Judicial Conduct, dealing with the subject." At earlier sessions, the 
Committee reported its initial reaction that the current language of Canon 3A(7} 
of the Code of Conduct for United States Judges, in effect for almost forty 
years, was unduly restrictive and that a more flexible approach was in order. 
~, JCUS-MAR 89, p. 34. 
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After careful consideration of the views expressed by numerous judges 
in the system and media representatives, and of the state experiences in this 
area, the Ad Hoc Committee recommended, and the Conference agreed, to (a) 
strike Canon 3A(7) from the Code of Conduct for United States Judges and 
henceforth include policy on cameras in the courtroom in the Guide to Judiciary 
Policies and Procedures; and (b) adopt a policy statement and commentary on 
cameras in the courtroom, extending their permissible uses. Under the revised 
policy, cameras will be permitted in the courtroom during ceremonial 
proceedings for any purpose. For non-ceremonial proceedings, their utilization 
will be broadened from "presentation of evidence" and "perpetuation of the 
record" (as contained in former Canon 3A(7)), to include "security purposes" and 
for other purposes of "judicial administration." 

In the view of both the Committee and the Conference, lifting all 
restrictions on camera coverage in federal courthouses would not be an 
appropriate move reflective of the current sentiment of most federal judges. 
However, the Committee believed that control/ed experimentation on a voluntary 
basis would offer federal judges the opportunity to observe first-hand the effect 
of camera coverage and broadcasting of proceedings in federal court. 
Consequently, the Committee proposed, and the Conference authorized, a three­
year experiment in up to two courts of appeals and up to six district courts, 
permitting photographing, recording, and broadcasting of civil proceedings, in 
accordance with guidelines, also approved by the Conference, which 
partiCipating courts would have to adopt and which give presiding judicial 
officers the discretion, at any time, to refuse, limit, or terminate media coverage 
for any reason "considered necessary or appropriate by the presiding judicial 
officer." The Federal Judicial Center has agreed to monitor and evaluate the 
pilot, which will commence July 1, 1991, and "sunset" June 3D, 1994. 

The Ad Hoc Committee was deSignated by the Conference to select the 
partiCipating courts. Upon completion of the selection process, the Ad Hoc 
Committee is discharged from further service, and oversight of the pilot is then 
assigned to the Committee on Court Administration and Case Management. 

RESOLUTlON 

On behalf of the Judicial Conference, the Executive Committee adopted 
the following resolution in appreciation of Judge Howard T. Markey of the 
Federal Circuit, as follows: 
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Judge Markey was the first Chief Judge of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, last Chief Judge of the United 
States Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, and member of this 
Conference from 1972 to 1990. 

Chief Judge Markey served with distinction as a member of the 
Conference. The confidence and respect he earned during his tenure as 
a member of the Judicial Conference have been clearly demonstrated 
through his numerous committee appointments by two Chief Justices. 
He served as a member of the Executive Committee from 1982 to 1987, 
the Committee on Court Administration from 1979 to 1987, the 
Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements from 1975 to 1979, and as Co­
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Cameras in the Courtroom from 
1983 to 1984. He served as the Coordinator for the Committee on the 
Bicentennial of the Declaration of Independence from 1975 to 1981, and 
was later appointed to serve as Chairman of the Committee on the 
Bicentennial of the Constitution from 1985 to 1987. His leadership and 
skill were further demonstrated in his chairing of the Committee on the 
International Appellate Judges Conference from 1987 to 1988, and the 
Advisory Committee on the Codes of Conduct from 1979 to 1987. He 
was elected to the Board of Certification for Circuit Executives in 1973, 
and remained on the Board until 1985. 

Of his many contributions to the administration of justice, three 
deserve special recognition: 

The emergence of the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit - Chief Judge Markey presided over the emergence of 
the first new federal court to be established under Article III in more than 
70 years. That its two predecessor courts, the Court of Claims and the 
Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, were respectfully conSigned to 
history and replaced by a national court of appeals ready, willing and 
able from the first moment of its existence to execute the mandate of 
Congress was the handiwork of its first chief judge, Howard T. Markey. 
While his preeminent judicial leadership forged the bonds of judicial 
collegiality, his unparalleled administrative abilities were creative of the 
institutional framework through which the old became the new without 
pause or hesitation. He has left a legacy that will guide all who follow. 

The Codes of Conduct - Chief Judge Markey served for almost 
a decade as the first chairman of the Judicial Conference's AdviSOry 
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Committee on the Codes of Conduct. No element of our society has 
been as free of unethical conduct as the federal judiciary. In our time, 
no single person has been so responsible for this vital aspect of the 
administration of justice as Chief Judge Howard T. Markey. Countless 
numbers of federal judges sought and received his advice on virtually 
every matter in their personal lives that impinged on their service as 
judges. Under his leadership of this vital committee, our judges received 
the clear, sound guidance needed to insure the integrity of their public 
lives and the sanctity of the judicial proceedings they preside over. 

The American Inns of Court - While many in our society are 
cynical about the future of the administration of justice, the young 
movement known as the American Inns of Court holds the hope that 
lawyers and judges working together can vastly improve the quality of 
courtroom and lawyering skills in our overly litigious times. Chief Judge 
Markey has been a driving force in this movement, having served in 
many capacities, including chairman of the initial board of trustees of 
the American Inns of Court Foundation. 

In summary, when the improvements in the administration of 
justice in these times are enumerated, they will have a common element, 
the energizing influence of a most remarkable jurist, Howard T. Markey. 
To create new institutions for the administration of justice, to keep the 
conscience of the judiciary during times of ethical scrutiny and change, 
and to participate in the renewal of the legal profession and the judiciary, 
these represent the very highest service to the causa of justice. 

While we will miss his friendship and wise counsel at Judicial 
Conference sessions, we are proud to acknowledge his many 
contributions to the federal judiciary and the nation, and extend our 
esteem and gratitude. 

MEMORIAL RESOwnONS 

Noting the deaths of Judge Harrison L. Winter and Mr. William E. Foley, 
the Conference adopted the following resolutions: 
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The Judicial Conference of the United States notes with deep 
sadness the death of the 

Honorable Harrison L. Winter 

on April 10, 1990, in Baltimore, Maryland. 

Judge Winter was a life-long Baltimore resident, a graduate of 
Johns Hopkins University and the University of Maryland Law School 
where he was a member of the Order of the Coif. He served as a United 
States District Judge from 1961 until his apPointment to the Fourth Circuit 
Court of Appeals in 1966 where he served as its Chief Judge from 1981 
until 1989, and was a member of this Conference for eight years. 

Judge Winter believed in the Constitution and the rights of citizens 
and had a life-long dedication to civil rights and fairness to all citizens. 
He will be remembered as a superb administrator and an exceptional 
judge and lawyer. Judge Murnaghan of the Fourth Circuit said of Judge 
Winter that he was "one of those with the happy faculty of making up his 
mind easily after reflection.1I 

The members of the Judicial Conference convey their sympathies 
to Judge Winter's widow, Gladys Winter, and to his family and ask that 
this Resolution be sent to them as a token of their respect and affection 
for Judge Winter. 

* * * * * 

The Judicial Conference of the United States notes with great 
sadness the death of 

Mr. William E. Foley, 

on August 11, 1990, in Washington, D.C. Mr. Foley served as Deputy 
Director of the Administrative Office of the United States Courts from 
1964 to 1977 and served as Director from 1977 until his retirement in 
1985. At the time of his retirement, the Conference noted the respect 
and admiration Mr. Foley had earned from the members of the 
Conference and federal judges throughout the nation. We echo those 
sentiments today and ask that this resolution be sent to Mrs. Foley as 
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an expression of our deepest sympathies and as a token of our respect 
and esteem. 

PRETERMISSION OF TERMS 
OF THE COURTS OF APPEALS 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 48, the Conference approved the pretermission 
of terms of the following United States Courts of Appeals during the calendar 
year 1991: the Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit at Asheville, North 
Carolina; the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit at Los Angeles, California; 
and the Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit at Wichita, Kansas, and 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 

FUNDING 

All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expenditure of 
funds for implementation were approved by the Conference subject to the 
availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might 
establish for the use of available resources. 

RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 

The Conference authorized the immediate release of matters considered 
at this session where necessary for legislative or administrative action. 

November 12, 1990 
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REPORT OF THE FEDERAL COURTS STUDY COMMITTEE 

The topics listed below are taken from the table of recommendations found in 
the Report of the Federal Courts Study Committee. Chapter 10. Summary and 
Conclusions (FCSC. pp. 172-186). Actions with regard to these topics taken by 
the Executive Committee on the Conference's behalf. or by the Judicial 
Conference are found on the pages referenced below. TopiCS on which no 
Conference action was taken are omitted. 
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1990 Annual Report of the Director 

SECTION I 

Judicial Business 



PREFACE 

I am pleased to present the 1990 Annual Report of the Director of the Administrative OfflCe of the 
U.s. Courts. The following pages contain a detailed summary of the busilless of the Federal courts and 
the activities of the Administrative Office for the last year. Highlights of the changes in the business of 
the courts are provided below and a brief summary of the workload indicators is provided on the following 
page. 

We welcome any comments or suggestions you may have for improving the content and format of 
this report. ~ 

WORKLOAD HIGHLIGHTS 

Appeals 

o In regional courts ofappeals,jilings were up3 percent over 1989. 
• Criminal appeals rose 18 percent, with drug appeals accounting for 60 percent of all criminal 

appeals. Appeals involving only a sentence under the Sentencing Guidelines accounted for 
18 percent of aU criminal appeals. Appeals of prisoner petitions rose 4 percent; all other civil 
appeals dropped less than 2 percent in 1990. 

• Total pending appeals rose by 8 percent in 1990 with pending criminal appeals up 29 percent. 

Civil 

• Civil casesjiled declined 7 percent to 217,879 cases. 
• Filings lESS recovery and social security cases fell only 4 percent. Due to the increase in 

jurisdictional amountfrom $10,000 to $50,000 in May of 1989, diversityjilings decreased 
10,000 cases, or 15 percent. Asbestos personal injury product liability filings increased 66 
percent in 1990. 

'" The pending civil caseload rose 2 percent to 242,346; the number of 3 year old pending civil 
cases increased 13 percent to 25,207. 

Criminal 

• Criminaljilings rose more than 6 percent in 1990. Drug cases continued to be a major factor 
in the increase, rising 6 percent after increases of more than 15 percent in each of the past 
two years. Cases charging immigrt.ltion and weapons violations, many related to drug activity, 
ros.e more than 23 percent each. F'raud jilings jumped 10 percent. 

• More than 37 percent of all pending criminal cases involve drug offenses. 

[1ankruptcy 

• Filings were up 13 percent from last year, continuing a long term increase. Filings in all 
chapters increased except Chapter 12. N on-businessjilings comprise 91 percent oftotaljilings 
in 1990. The pending caseload grew to over 970,000 cases. 

1 



Judicial Workload Indicators 
Statistical Years 1989 and 1990 

Judicial Workload Indicators 1989 

U.S. Courts of Aggeals· 
Cases Filed 39,734 
Cases Terminated 37,372 
Cases Pending 30,018 

U.S. District Courts 

Civil 
Cases Filed 233,529 
Cases Terminated 235,219 
Cases Pending 238,389 

Criminal 
Cases Filed' 45,995 
Cases Terminated" 42,810 
Cases Pending 30,910 

U.S. Bankrugtc~ Courts 
Cases Filed 642,993 
Cases Terminated 577,848 
Cases Pending 869,758 

Federal Probation S~stem 
Persons Received" 46,352 
Persons Removed" 44,548 
Persons Under Supervision 77.208 

Pretrial Services 
Pretrial Cases Activated 41,562 
Total Reports 39,770 
Prebail 35,197 
Postbail 3,922 
Other 651 

No Report 1,792 

1990 

40,898 
38,520 
32,396 

217,879 
213,922 
242,346 

48,904 
44,295 
35,519 

725,484 
620,649 
974,593 

47,546 
44,906 
79,848 

46,101 
44,261 
39,490 

4,098 
673 

1,840 

• Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
II Includes transfers. 

2 

Percent 
Change 

2.9 
3.1 
8.0 

-6.7 
-9.1 
1.7 

6.3 
3.5 

14.9 

12.8 
7.4 

12.1 

2.6 
0.8 
3.4 

10.9 
11.3 
12.2 

4.5 
3.4 
2.7 
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ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRA TIVE OFFICE OF THE 

UNITED STATES COURTS 
1990 

TO: The Chief Justice of the United States, Chairman, and Members of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States 

This report was prepared in accordance with Title 28, U.S. Code Section 604(a)(3}. It 
summarizes the business of the Federal courts and the activities of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts for the twelve-month period ended June 30, 1990. The report is divided into 
two sections. The first covers the business of the courts, judicial appropriations and financial reports, 
personnel, and a legislative summary. The second covers the activities of the Administrative Office. 
All references to ''year'' in this report apply to the twelve-month period ended June 30 unless stated 
otherwise. 

JUDICIAL BUSINESS 

U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Filings in the 12 regional courts of appeals 
continued a steady increase in 1990, up 1,164 
cases (3 percent) to 40,898 appeals. This repre­
sents 787 filings per authorized three-judge 
panel, compared to 722 only two years ago. All 
but four of the courts of appeals showed increases 
in filings. Summary data on activity in the courts 
of appeals are contained in Tables 1, 2 and 3. 
Detailed data on activity in each of the courts of 
appeals are provided in the B series of the Appen­
dix Tables and Supplemental Tables S-1 through 
S-3. 

While total appeals filed increased 
moderately, appeals of criminal cases rose by 18 
percent this year. Civil appeals from the U.S. 
district courts remained relatively stable com­
pared to 1989, increasing less than 1 percent, 
while appeals from the U.S. bankruptcy courts, 
and original proceedings decreased more than 3 
percent from 1989. Administrative agency cases, 
after a drop of 3 percent last year, decreased 13 
percent in 1990. 

Criminal appeals arising from the district 
courts had increased at a moderate pace until 
November 1987 when the Sentencing Guidelines 
became effective in the U.S. district courts. 
Criminal appeals rose rapidly each subsequent 

3 

year, up 14 percent in 1988, 33 percent in 1989 
and 18 percent this year. Specifically, crimicLl.1 
appeals increased 1,473 cases to 9,493 this year, 
up from 8,020 in 1989. The authorizing legislation 
for the SentenCing Guidelines provided for the first 
time for appeals of sentences imposed in the U.S. 
district courts. Of the 9,493 criminal appeals filed 
this year, 1,745 (18 percent) were appeals of a 

Table 1 
Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 

1980 through 1990 

Commenced 
Author-

ized Cases 
Judge- Per Termi- Pend-

Year shins Number Panel nated ina 

:J.~~j,:i:l:lli:l:W?g:ltIg@'lgP'Q1i.r::lQ.?:tIII:?:~I~:~t:l::J:tgQ.igt?~ 
1981 132 26,362 599 25,066 21,548 
i[9.~gi:Itrm!Ft$.~lti:i:igt~~4.~i:i:ti:i:i:i:~$s.Ili:i:i:gi1§.:g~Hllgn~Mj 
1983 132 29,630 673 28,660 22,480 
:J.~~ill:i:ttttl~g[:I:ti:i~:~:[M~~tl:tItl§i:tIi:i:~Ja:g§:i:ttlggi7.~$ 
1985 156 33,360 642 31,387 24,758 
\tij~ij:i:i:i:iJrlir:i@§~Ii:ir:iJJ&;g:~g:i:i:i:ri:i:J~~~IJr:i~;~i4.irJ:t:~$.:;gZ~ 
1987 156 35,176 676 34,444 26,008 
J~~~tl:i:iJ:tIIi~::§§:mr:::i[~Zi§2!J:i:li:?tggr:i:iI:i~$~~:!~lt:i:ir:i:IgZ;;§W! 
1989 156 39,734 764 37,372 30,018 
:j!9.~m:tf1:@J:1MJ:KI4.m~~ij:~rEmg&?1:i:l!mii§gmllm~?';~@.:ij 
Percent Change 

1990 over 
1989 2.9 3.0 3.1 8.0 

Note: Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit. 



Source 

Table 2 
Source of Appeals 

1989 and 1990 

I 1989 I I Percent 
1990 Cbange 

Total" 39,734 40,898 2.9 

U.S. District Courts 
Criminal 

Civil - Total 
Prisoner Petitions 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 

Other Appeals 

8,020 

26,975 
9,559 
4,284 

13,132 

Bankruptcy 1,130 
Administrative Agency 2,965 
Original Proceedings 644 

9,493 18.4 

27,116 0.5 
9,941 4.0 
4,363 1.8 

12,812 -2.4 

1,087 -3.8 
2,578 -13.0 

624 -3.1 

"Excludes tbe U.S. Court of Appeals for tbe Federal 
Circuit. 

sentence only, and 3,641 were appeals of both 
sentence and conviction. Summary data on 
Guideline appeals are contained in Table 3. 

In addition to the Sentencing Guidelines, 
drug related cases have had a dramatic influence 
on the workload of the courts of appeals. In 1988, 
appeals of drug cases accounted for 2,977 filings, 
50 percent of the total criminal appeals filed. This 
year, appeals of drug related cases totaled 5,658 
and comprised 60 percent of the total criminal 
appeals filed. In just the last year, appeals of drug 
cases have grown by 29 percent. 

During the year, the courts of appeals dis­
posed of 38,520 cases, an increase of 3 percent 
from a year ago. Dispositions per authorized 
three-judge panel rose to 741 in 1990 compared 
to only 604 in 1985. Six of the 12 courts of appeals 
reported higher terminations this year, while the 
remaining courts had decreases of more than 1 
percent each. As with filings, criminal appeals 
accounted for 19 percent of the terminations. The 
courts of appeals closed 7,509 criminal appeals 
during 1990, up 19 percent (or 1,212). Termina­
tions of both U.S. and state prisoner petitions rose 

4 

u.s. Courts of Appeals 
Filings 1980-1990 

Appeals Filed (Thousands) 
50~~~--~--~~-----------' 

·to 

30 

20 

10 

o 
1980 81 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 

Year Ending June 30 

1

_ IJrug ApPBal. 

o Other Appeal. 

~ Other Criminal I 

8 percent from 8,821 in 1989 to 9,548 in 1990. In 
contrast, private civil appeals closings decreased 
4 percent from 13,429 to 12,870; while ad­
ministrative agency appeals dropped 11 percent 
or 332 cases. 

Reversing a two-year downward trend, 
cases terminated on the merits increased 9 per­
cent to 21,006 compared to 19,322 in 1989. Ter­
minations on the merits accounted for 55 percent 
of all appeals closed this year. Cases disposed of 
on the merits after oral hearing deClined for the 
third straight year. In 1990, only 45 percent of the 
dispositions on the merits were after oral hearing, 
compared to 50 percent in 1989. The percentage 
of appeals terminated on the merits ranged from 
a high of 67 percent by the Eighth Circuit to a low 
of 38 percent by the Second Circuit. Nationally, 
12 percent of all cases terminated on the merits 
were reversed and remanded to the U.S. district 
courts for further action. See 5upplementalTabie 
5-1 for more data on appeals terminated on the 
merits. 



Data on case participations in appeals ter­
minated on the merits are provided in Supplemen­
tal Table S-2. Of the 63,828 case participations 
reported during 1990, 82 percent were recorded 
by resident active circuit judges and 11 percent 
by senior judges. Senior judges are a valuable 
resource for the courts of appeals. 

Forty-nine percent (or 10,196) of all opinions 
or orders filed in cases which were terminated on 
the merits in 1990 were written, unsigned and 
reasoned. Reasoned opinions expound on the 
law as applied to the facts of an individual case 
and explain the rationale upon which the final 
judgment is based. Written opinions signed by an 
individual judge accounted for 40 percent of all 
opinions. Supplemental Table S-3 provides a 
summary, by circuit, of the types of opinions or 
orders filed in cases closed during 1990. 

Reversing a two-year u·pward trend, appeals 
terminated procedurally decreased 6 percent 
from 15,342 in 1989 to 14,359 this year. Proce­
dural terminations by judges decreased 10 per­
cent, while procedural terminations by court staff 
declined only 3 percent. 

Since more appeals were filed than disposed 
of, the number of appeals pending rose to 32,396 

Table 3 
Criminal Appeals Commenced Under 

the Sentencing Guidelines 
1988 through 1990 

Criminal Appeals 
by Type 

Total 
Crim-
inal Total Sen-
Ap- Non Total tence 

peals Guide- Guide- and 

on June 30, 1990. This is an increase of 8 percent 
over 1980 and more than 60 percent above the 
number pending 10 years ago. The largest in­
crease was in pending criminal cases, which rose 
29 percent to 8,760. Pending drug appeals rose 
39 percent over 1989 levels and now represent 
61 percent of the total pending criminal appeals. 
Pending prisoner appeals totaled 6,187 this year, 
up 393 (7 percent) from a year ago and now 
comprise 19 percent of the pending caseload. 

Cases Under Submission 

Judges of the 13 courts of appeals and the 
Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals reported 
1,274 cases under submission over 90 days for 
the quarter ended June 30, 1990. This was a 22 
percent increase from the 1 ,041 cases reported 
for the same quarter in 1989. Cases awaiting 
additional memoranda; briefs, or an opinion in 
another case are not included in this report. In­
cluded are cases in which the proposed opinion 
is being circulated to panel members for com­
ment, or a concurring or dissenting opinion is 
being written. The Ninth Circuit had the largest 
number of cases under submission with 276 
cases. Eleven circuits reported increases in the 
number of cases held under submission at the 
end of June 1990 compared to eight circuits the 

previous year. In contrast, the Fourth 
and Fifth Circuits and the Temporary 
Emergency Court of Appeals reported 
a decrease. Table 4 provides addition­
al information on appeals under sub­
mission for 1989 and 1990. 

U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit 

Com- line Ap- line Ap- Sen- Convic- Convic-

Filings in t'ne U.S. Court of Ap­
peals for the Federal Circuit increased 
3 percent (49 cases) this year to 1,466 
reaching the highest total since 1985. 
Although the total increase is modest, 
appeals from several agencies showed 
significant increases. The largest in­
crease was in appeals from the Merit 
Systems Protection Board (MSPB) 
which rose by 97 cases; MSPB ap­
peals continue to represent a sig-

Year menced peals peals tence tion tion Other·" 

198B" 6,012 5,7B7 225 95 B4 27 19 

19B9 B,020 3,60B 4,412 1,247 2,004 652 509 

1990 9,493 2,174 7,319 1,745 3,641 94B 985 

" Under the Sentencing Guidelines, data was first collected on appeals 
in 19BB. 
""Includes cases which have been appealed under the Sentencing 
Guidelines but the appropriate case type was not identified at the time of 
filing. 
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Table 4 
u.s. Courts of Appeals 

Appeals Under Submission 
More Than Three Months on June 30,1989 and 1990 

Circuit 1989 

Total 1,041 
Federal 17 
District of Columbia 34 
First 31 
Second 31 
Third 23 
Fourth 107 
Fifth 44 
Sixth 66 
Seventh 121 
Eighth 54 
Ninth 268 
Tenth 154 
Eleventh 89 
Temporary Emergency 
Court of Appeals 

nificant portion (47 percent) of the court's 
case load. There was also a significant increase 
of 54 percent (or 60 cases) in appeals from the 
U.S. Claims Court, after a 22 percent decrease 
last year. These increases were offset by 
decreases in appeals from the Court of Interna­
tional Trade, down 43 percent (or 29 cases) and 
the Patent and Trademark Office, down 13 per­
cen! .(or 20 cases). Filings of appeals from 
deCISions of both these agencies had increased 
in each of the previous two years. 

During the year, the court disposed of 1,393 
appeals, 3 percent (or 47 cases) lower than the 
1 ,440 cases closed in 1989. This decline was 
primarily in appeals terminated by judges which 
were down 4 percent from 876 in 1989 to 842 this 
year. Despite the decrease, appeals terminated 
by judges still accounted for 60 percent of all 
terminations. With the combined effects of a slight 
increase in filings and fewer cases terminated, the 
pending caseload increased by 11 percent (or 72 
cases). Appendix Table G-2 contains summary 
data on the activity of the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit. 
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1990 Months Under Submission 

Total T 3 - 6 I 6 - 9 T 9 _ 121 °1v;r 

1,274 n9 275 88 132 
45 30 11 3 1 
37 17 5 1 14 
40 32 6 - 2 
49 35 12 - 2 
25 15 8 2 -

101 71 24 5 1 
42 35 6 1 -
80 40 18 11 11 

136 88 33 7 8 
85 60 18 - 7 

276 132 81 20 43 
190 112 18 25 35 
168 112 35 13 8 

- - - - -

u.s. District Courts 

Civil Workload 

Civil cases filed in the U.S. district courts 
declined 7 percent from 233,529 cases in 1989 to 
217,879 in 1990. Filings per judgeship fell from 
406 to 379, the lowest total since 1981. Tables 5 
and 6 provide summary data on the civil workload 
since 1980. The C series of Appendix Tables 
contain more detailed data on the civil workload 
including information for each U.S. district court. 
Additional summary data are provided in Appen­
dix Tables X-4, X-5 and Supplemental Tab/es 
S-4 through S-8. . 

Since 1980, the predominant trends in the 
civil workload in the U.S. district courts have been 
in actions filed by the United States to recover 
overpayment of veterans' benefits and defaulted 
student loans (referred to as recovery cases), and 
actions filed against the United States regarding 
social security benefits. Filings of recovery cases 
have declined each year since 1986, and Social 
Security filings have decreased since 1985, with 
the exception of a 14 percent increase from 1987 



TableS 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil Cases Flied, Termlnatod, and Pending 
1980 through 1990 

Commenced 

Recovery 
and Author­

ized 
Judge-

Cases 
Per 

Judge-
Enforce- Social All 

Other ment Security Termi- Pend-

ll~~~fl:mll:lttln1!:~Hl1~IDZ§}!!i:f!:ll~~tit:f!tMi~i~J.!:!lfl!M1.t4.1~Itl!ll!i,lgJ.J.i~Mllil~ri~~R1ni:ii:!ttl:J.~~l~i~ 
1981 516 180,576 350 18,161 9,780 152,635 177,975 188,714 
ai@.~g:mHtI:~§'1§m~]:~gQWtlJ1~Wfl#J!ijmilm~Q.i~~ItilJ~l~1~1t:i:imi~~~a.~~t@fiaijj,lJ.it~mmt:i~Q~ii.ijJ. 
1983 515 241,842 470 41,213 20,315 180,314 215,356 231,920 
11~J.a\m:lf:H!1::$.j]l!t:rH1tQM'J.":W!tl~QI\W11r.4.'-1l~~::1:1:1~:t1t~~~~~lm::l:@~§.mffi~i::::ll:~~M;1:$.l:l@!1::;:::~;m~~J. 
1985 575 273,670 476 58,160 19,771 195,739 269,848 254,114 
l:~§.$.l:l:!:!:!:::!:!i:tt§'l~:!:::l:!:!l!~i]ijgij]l!%n~!:!:!:!:!lIimijgi!tl!lijii.Qft:;:f!:;:ii:~~m~iml:~1!:g~§~l~~:!t:i:i:1gjg'ilN 
1987 575 239,185 416 24,233 13,338 201,614 238,001 243,361 
)[Q~;a@1MfIm!§:m1:i:ii:i:ig~~i~~~Wt@iilili:mlnlgi~t§:lfli:l!aM.gJm:lgQ~~~Q~i::tli:~~tt$.~:ili1t:~!:#.a:?~ 
1989 575 233,529 406 16,467 10,206 206,856 235,219 238,389· 
:i~~~:!f:m@mm~tj~;:1!l::::gj:l~ijt~f::I@~t:@Jm!:!:!:mlrit.~tij:!:m:::tl1:~~~i:imIj~ijl~~~::1:1::::~1~lij~gf;f:l!::~#J.i;A~ 
Percent Change 

1990 over 
1989 -6.7 -6.7 -33.9 -27.1 -3.5 -9.1 1.7 
• Revised 

to 1988. These two types of cases have had such 
a dramatic effect on the change in total civil filings 
from year ~\J year that the direction and rate of 
change has been dependent on the number of 
recovery and social security cases filed. Exclusive 
of these two categories, civil filings increased 
each year during the 1980's. In 1990, however, 
civil filings exclusive of recovery and social 
security cases declined by 4 percent to 199,562 
cases. This resulted from a substantial drop in 
diversity of citizenship cases which is discussed 
in more detail later in this section. 

Civil filings involving the United States 
decreased 9 percent to 56,300 cases in 1990. 
U.S. plaintiff cases decreased from 35,165 to 
31,763 in the past year, a decline of 10 percent. 
The most significant decrease was in cases 
where the U.S. government attempted to recover 
benefit overpayments or defaulted loans. 
Recovery of overpayment of veterans' benefits 
fell 45 percent from 9,060 to 4,963 filings while 
recovery of defaulted student loans declined by 
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19 percent from 6,621 to 5,357 cases. The 
decrease in recovery of overpayment of veterans' 
benefits and defaulted student loans can be at­
tributed to a combination of factors. In the early 
part of the decade, there was a large backlog of 
recovery cases to be litigated; once the backlog 
was reduced, however, the number of recovery 
cases fell naturally to a lower level of filings. A 
reduced effort by the Federal government to 
recover these loans and recent budget restric­
tions on agencies involved in these actions are 
the most important ingredients in their continued 
decline. 

Data collected since July 1989 on drug re­
lated seizures of property indicates that these 
cases will have an increasing impact on U.S. 
plaintiff filings in the next few years. These cases 
are a byproduct of the Federal government's in­
creased emphasis on illegal drug activities. In only 
12 months, drug related seizures of property al­
ready make up 5 percent of total U.S. plaintiff 
filings (1,714 cases). 



Table 6 
u.s. District Courts 

Civil CaSH Flied by Jurisdiction 
1980 and 1SB5 through 1990 

U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Diver-

Fed- s~y 
eral of Local 

Plain- Defend- Ques- C~izen Juris-

~[~~9]iili;lffi~}Z~~gi.?lKf};~:~]iI~~~Ml~f:tJI~i.~~%~~~~:f~Hf:\~t~ 
1985 273,670 79,371 38,117 94,467 61,101 614 
l~~iJjJ.:l:?~I!~~~Ji.@ij~~Ztiji:::J~M~~:"l~i::~~f.4i@:t~~1~!t.?::H~t.~ 
1987 239,185 42,683 29,396 99,393 67,125 588 
19~Hg~g~~?~1{:m:~7ttt.~,~Jt~M~~;nJQJii!t!i1im;(~}gg4W;~?i 
1989 233,529 35,165 26,741 103,768 67,247 608 
~:~IlJii~Ml(t~~~l:::~li;Z§'iWKili.{i~tWimiW.~:::r:~ftUJJ.~:;ii:i[#~~ 
Percent Change 

1990 over 
1989 -6.7 -9.7 -8.2 0.2 -15.0 -24.7 

u.s. District Courts 
Civil Filings 1980-1990 

Civil Caaeo Flied (Thousands) 
300 -n----..,-------------, 

= 
200 -.--.. -.--- ..... 

150 

100 

50 

1980 81 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 

Year Ending June 30 

CJ Total Civil _ Adjusted Civil· 

• ExcludIng Recovery 01 Owrpaymenll 
and SocIal Socurfly Ca.ol 
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Cases filed against the United States in 1990 
declinedby8percent, from 26,741 to 24,537. The 
most significant decrease was in Social Security 
cases which fell from 10,080 cases in 1989 to 
7,355 in 1990, a decline of 27 percent. This 
decrease was concentrated in Disability In­
surance and Supplemental Security Income 
cases which declined 30 percent and 20 percent 
respectively. The downward trend in Social 
Security cases began in 1985 after a dramatic rise 
in 1983 and 1984 resulting from numerous 
beneficiaries being ruled ineligible for disability 
benefits by the Disability Determination Services .. 

Among private cases, federal question litiga­
tion was essentially unchanged this year. The 
most significant change in private civil filings oc­
curred in diversity of citizenship cases. Often, 
when citizens of different states bring a dispute to 
court, they choose the Federal courts as providing 
an impartial forum rather than state court; the 
amount in dispute must exceed a certain limit for 
the Federal courts to have jurisdiction. Diversity 
filings declined by 15 percent (more than 10,000 
cases) to 57,183 cases as a result of the increase 
in the jurisdictional amount from $10,000 to 
$50,000 in M~y 1989. The drop in diversity filings 
was the most important factor in the 7 percent 
decrease in all civil cases and the 4 percent 
decrease in total civil filings less recovery and 
social security cases. The drop in diversity cases 
would have been even more dramatic were it not 
for a substantial increase in asbestos personal 
injury product liablJity filings. Asbestos filings in­
creased by 66 percent from 7,718 in 1989 to 
12,822 cases in 1990. A large portion of this 
increase was concentrated in three districts. As­
bestos filings rose from 1,550 to 3,396 in Ohio, 
Northern; from 159 to 1,089 cases in Virginia, 
Eastern; and from 569 to 1,031 cases in Texas, 
Eastern. The marked increase in asbestos filings 
was the result of numerous plaintiffs filing against 
a single defendant. In Texas, Eastern, 663 of the 
1,031 asbestos filings were reopened cases, and 
in Ohio, Northern, 2,778 of the 3,396 filings were 
removals from state court in a situation where the 
plaintiffs in the original 45 state court cases were 
required to file individually in federal court. If as­
bestos filings had remained at 1989 levels, the 
drop in diversity cases resulting from the new 



jurisdictional dollar amount would have been in 
excess of 15,000 cases. 

Civil cases terminated in the U.S. district 
courts fell 9 percent to 213,922 in 1990, the lowest 
total since 1982. The median time from filing to 
disposition (excluding land condemnation cases, 
prisoner petitions, and deportation reviews), 
remained constant at 8 months from 1989 to 
1990. Since filings slightly outnumbered termina­
tions, the pending caseload increased 2 percent 
to 242,346 cases as vf June 30, 1990. The num­
ber of civil cases pending three years or more rose. 
13 percent to 25,207 cases. Much of the increase 
in cases pending for three years or more can be 
attributed to asbestos cases which increased 37 
percent from 5,515 to 7,549 cases as of June 30, 
1990. The number of asbestos cases pending for 
three years or more is likely to increase over the 
next two years as there are 7,068 cases that have 
been pending for 2 to 3 years and 6,988 cases 
that have been pending for 1 to 2 years as of June 
30,1990. 

Arbitration 

Public Law 100-702 created the court-an­
nexed arbitration program in May of 1989. The 

Table 7 

program was created to serve as an alternative 
for settling civil disputes without resorting to trial. 
Cases can be referred to arbitration if both parties 
consent (voluntary), or the court can require ar­
bitration in cases where money damages sought 
are $100,000 or less (mandatory). The decision 
of the arbitrator is not binding and parties can file 
for a trial within 30 days after the ruling. In this 
situation, the case is then treated as though it 
never went to arbitration. The following district 
courts were authorized to participate in arbitration 
during the first year of its implementation: the 
Northern District of California, the Middle District 
of Florida, the Western District of Michigan, the 
Western District of Missouri, New Jersey, the 
Eastern District of New York, the Middle District 
of North Carolina, the Western District of Ok­
lahoma, the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, and 
the Western District of Texas. An additional 10 
courts have been authorized to participate in this 
program during 1991.TabJe 7 provides additional 
data on the number of arbitration cases filed, 
terminated and pending during 1990. 

During 1990, the first year of reporting, a total 
of 3,970 cases were referred to arbitration in the 
10 participating districts, which was 10 percent of 

total civil filings in these courts. 

Arbitration Cases Flied, Terminated and Pending by District 

Over 46 percent (1,828 cases) 
of the arbitration cases were 
contract actions, and another 
38 percent (1,499 cases) dealt 
with tort actions. Other types of 
actions in which a significant 
number of cases were referred 
to arbitration were labor suits 
(161 cases), civil rights actions 
(103 cases), and Federal 
Employers' Liability Act litiga­
tion (87 cases). A total of 4,476 
arbitration cases were ter­
minated in 1990. Of all arbitra­
tion cases terminated, 4,041 
(90 percent) were mandatory, 
compared with 199 (4 percent) 
voluntary terminations. A total 
of 236 (5 percent) of the cases 
terminated were withdrawn 
from the program. The number 
of arbitration cases pending in 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1990 

Arbitra-
Arbitra- tion Arbitra-

Civil tion Cases tion 
Cases Cases Ter- Cases 

District Filed Filed Perce~j.l minated Pendillct 

California, Northern 4,801 656 13.7 475 561 
Florida, Middle 4,248 668 15.7 670 795 
Michigan, Western 1,841 155 8.4 221 156 
Missouri, Western 2,399 186 7.8 195 136 
New Jersey 5,439 1,081 19.9 1,336 1,096 
New York, Eastern 4,432 170 3.8 239 154 
North Carolina, Middle 711 58 8.2 91 55 
Oklahoma, Western 2,288 282 12.3 313 187 
Pennsylvania, Eastern 9,271 485 5.2 745 559 
Texas, Western 3,004 229 7.6 191 242 

Total 38,434 3,970 10.3 4,476 3,941 
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these 10 courts declined 11 percent from 4,447 in 
1989 to 3,941 as of June 30, 1990. 

Criminal Workload 

Criminal case filings in the district courts 
continued to increase during 1990, rising 6 per­
cent to 48,904. includinJ transfers. During each 
of the previous two years, the rate of growth was 
a more moderate 3 percent. The number of 
criminal filings per authorized judgeship rose to 
85 from 80 last year. Criminal case terminations 
were also up in 1990 by almost 4 percent to 
44,295. Last year, terminations increased less 
than 2 percent, and in 1988 they declined slightly. 
As a result of the heavy increase in filings, the 
upward spiral in pending criminal cases con­
tinued. By year's end, the number of pending 
cases reacheu 35,519, which was 15 percent 
above last year's total. Pending criminal cases 
have climbed 141 percent since 1980, when they 
numbered 14,759. Table 8 presents figures on 
the criminal workload for 1980 through 1990. 
Detailed data on criminal workload are provided 
in the D series of Appendix Tables. 

New drug cases continued to lead the in­
crease in criminal filings as Congress and the 
Department of Justice (DOJ) have focused 
resources on illegal drug activitY. The Organized 
Crime Drug Enforcement Task Force coordinates 
efforts within DOJ to stem the tide of drug-related 
crimes. The Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988 added 
70 inspectors and 435 border patrol agents for the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) and 
244 agents for the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Firearms (ATF). The latter agency has grown 
by 700 agents since 1985. These increases con­
centrated more personnel on drug investigations 
and a variety of related crimes. In addition, en­
hanced penalties for many drug offenses have 
encouraged prosecutors to center their emphasis 
on illicit drugs. 

As a result of these new resources, drug 
cases rose 6 percent overall in 1990 to 12,810 
(including transfers), although the rate of increase 
was substantially less than the 15 percent in­
crease reported last year. Excluding transfers, 
marihuana cases were up 10 percent to 4,002 
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TableS 
U,S. DistrIct Courts 

Criminal Cases flied, Terminated, and Pending 
19,BO through 1990 

Commenced* 
Author- Cases 

ized Par 
Judge- Judge- Termi- Pend-

Year ships Total ship Druas nated ing 
1980 516 28,932 56 3,245 ,29,297 14,759 
1981 516 31,328 61 3,818 30,221 15,866 
1982 515 32,682 63 4,359 31,889 16,659 
1983 515 35,872 70 5,254 33,985 18,546 
1984 515 36,845 72 5,769 35,494 19,938 
1985 575 39,500 69 6,849 37,139 22,299 J 
1986 575 41,490 72 8,059 39,328 24,453 
1987 575 43,292 75 9,088 42,287 25,263 
1988 575 44,585 78 10,501 42,115 27,722 
1989 575 45,995 80 12,076 42,810 30,910" 
1990 575 48,904 85 12,810 44,295 35,519 

" Percent 
Change 
1990 over 
1989 6.3 6.3 6.1 3.5 
* Includes transfers **Revised 

dO 

60 

40 

30 

20 

U.S. District Courts 
Criminal Filings 1980-1990 

Casss Flied (ThoLlsa:lds) 

1980 81 82 83 84 86 ,96 67 68 89 90 

Year Ending Juns 30 

I - Drug Cases 0 All Other l 

14.9 



while narcotics filings climbed 7 percent to 7,522. 
The Anti-Drug Abuse Act n;/'!~ only increased en­
forcement personnel in INS and ATF, it desig­
nated drug offenses as "crimes of violence." This 
important change enabled the government to use 
weapons and immigration laws to help in the fight 
against drugs. As a reSUlt, even though drug 
cases did not increase at the rate of previous 
years, weapons and firearms cases and immigra­
tion cases each rose substantially (23 percent) 
this year. These two offenses accounted for 2,713 
and 2,390 cases, respectively, nearly 1,000 more 
than were filed for the same offenses last year. 
See Appendix Table D-2. 

Fraud cases also climbed significantly, up 1 0 
porcent this year after a 6 percent decline in 1989. 
The 7,552 fraud cases filed in 1990 were the most 
ever reported. Renewed emphasis in this area, 
spurred by the savings and loan scandal, con­
tributed to an 11 percent rise in fraud offenses 
involving lending institutions, as well as a 16 
percent increase in cases charging false claims 
and statements. DOJ has reported the prosecu­
tion of 329 officials for fraud in 243 savings and 
loan failures since October 1988, and even more 
of these cases are yet to be prosecuted. Drunk 
driving and traffic cases continued to increase, up 
4 percent in 1990 to B, 538 after a rise of 7 percent 
last year. Nearly th ~~~-fourths of all traffic cases 
were confined to five districts with large areas of 
military or Federal park jurisdiction. 

A trend that was reversed this year was the 
moderate two-year decline in new cases filed by 
indictment. As more than 600 additional Federal 
prosecutors authorized since 1988 have been 
appointed and trained, they have enabled U.S. 
Attorneys to pursue more investigations. In 1990, 
cases filed by indictment rose 9 percent to 25,571. 
The number of defendants indicted grew to 
41 ,286, an increase of 6 percent. 

DOJ has been authorized 640 more deputy 
U.S. attorney positions under the Emergency 
Drug Funding of the Department of Transporta­
tion Appropriations Act of November 1989; further 
increases in indictments filed are expected. The 
total number of defendants charged in 1990, in­
cluding those charged by information and other 
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types of proceedings, climbed 5 percent to 
65,359. Because drug offenses tend to involve 
broad enterprises with many participants, drug 
cases continued to comprise a large portion of 
cases filed with more than one defendant. The 
average number of defendants charged in each 
drug case was 1.8, while the average for non-drug 
offenses was 1.2. 

During 1990, the district courts concluded 
cases involving 56,519 defendants. This was 3 
percent (or nearly 1,900 defendants) more than 
last year. Table 9 shows the number of defen­
dants convicted rose to 46,725, and accounted for 
83 percent of all dispositions. This compares with 
81 percent in 1989. Convictions obtained by guilty 
pleas rose 5 percent while defendants found guilty 
by juries increased 13 percent. In contrast, the 
number of defendants found guilty after court 
trials fell 13 percent and the number dismissed 
dropped 3 percent. This latter decline is notable 
because of the large increase in total dispositions. 
Defendants acquitted after court and jury trials 
were also down this year. 

Almost 3,000 more defendants were sen­
tenced to prison in 1990 than in 1989. Defendants 
sentenced to regular terms of imprisonment, 
which includes sentences imposed under 18 
U.S.C. Section 4205(a) with parole eligibility, 
Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act sentences, and 
sentences imposed under the Sentencing 
Guidelines, climbed even more sharply from 
21,485 in 1989 to 25,768. This accounted for 55 
percent of all sentences imposed. Last year, 
regular terms of imprisonment comprised 48 per­
cent of all sentences. Split sentences (6 months 
or less in jail followed by probation) fell 36 percent 
to 1,716 following a drop of one-third last year. 
Indeterminate sentences also dropped, down 56 
percent to 312. Both types of sentences are 
proscribed by the new Sentencing Guidelines so 
these numbers will continue to fall as the number 
of pre-guidelines cases declines. 

The increase in prison sentences resulted, 
in part, from more than 2,000 additional defen­
dants convicted of drug offenses. There were 
'16,188 defendants sentenced for drug convic­
tions this year, with 83 percent receiving regular 



TableS 
Imprisonment sentences. Last year, there were 

u.s. DIstrIct Courto 14,139 defendants convicted for drugs, with 77 
CrImInal Defendants Convicted and percent receiving regular Imprisonment senten-
Not ConvIcted DurIng 1989 and 1990 caS. More drug offenders are being sentenced to 

prison due to legislation mandating prison as the 

198.9 
, 

1990 
I Percent penalty for drug offens~s. The Sentencing 

Change Guidelines also affect this Increase by directing 

Total Defendants 54,643 561519 3.4 
imprisonment in all but the lowest levels of drug 
convictions. Significantly more offenders were 

Total Not Convicted 10,119 9,794 -3.2 also sentenced to regular terms of imprisonment 
Percent of Total 18.5 17.3 
Dismissed 8,420 8,193 -2.7 

following convictions for weapons and firearms, 

Acquitted by Court 638 630 -1.3 
and immigration violations. Appendix Tables D·4 

Acquitted by Jury 1,061 971 -8.5 
and D-S provide summary totals of defendant 
dispositions and sentences imposed for each type 

Total Convicted 44,524 46,725 4.9 of offense. 
Percent of Total 81.5 82.7 The Sentencing Guidelines also affected the 

By Plea of Guilty 37,973 39,734 4.6 
average length of prison term imposed. The 

Nolo Contendere 708 718 1.4 
average term of imprisonment rose slightly to 59 

By Court 1,225 1,063 -13.2 
months this year, but remained 7 months below 

By Jury 4,618 5,210 12.8 the average regular term imposed in 1988. 

Type Sentence 
The reduction from the 1988 average term 

Imprisonment 24,867 27.796 11.8 
imposed results from the fact that the Guidelines 

Regular Sentence- 21,485 25,758 19.9 
more often call for short prison terms where 

1·12 Months 5,057 6,701 32.S probation may have been imposed previously. As 

13·35 Months 5,301 6,466 22.0 an example. 2.528 defendants were convicted of 
36·59 Months 3,463 3,305 -4.6 immigration violations this year, compared to 
60 Months and over 7,664 9,296 21.3 2.028 in 1988. Twoethirds (1,663) of these of· 
Average Term (Mos) 58.5 59.1 fenders received regular terms of imprisonment 

Split Sentence-- 2,676 1.716 -35.9 in 1990, of which 1.322 were in the range of 1 to 
lndeterminate--- 706 312 ·55.8 12 months. In 1988, there were only 936 regular 

imprisonment terms imposed (46 percent) with 
Probation 14,997 14,196 -5.3 497 in the range of 1 to 12 months. The overall 

1-12 Months 4.079 3,688 -9.6 total of defendants sentenced to regular prison 
13·24 Months 2,440 2,493 2.2 terms of 1 to 12 months in 1990 climbed to 6.701 
25·36 Months 4.4n 4.599 2.7 from 5.057 last year. In 1988, the total was only 
37 and over 4,007 3,416 -14.7 3.070. 
Average Term 32.9 32.7 

While there has been a reduction In the 
Fine Only 4,193 4,176 -0.4 overall average prison term imposed, the average 
Other 467 557 19.3 prison term served is almost certain to dse. Prior 
- Includes Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act senten- to the Sentencing Guidelines. regular terms of 
ces, imposed under 18 USC Section 4205(a) with 'imprisonment allowed for parole after as little as 
parole eligibility, and sentences imposed under the one-third of the sentence was served in prison. 
gUidelines of the U.S. Sentencing Commission which 
do not allow for parole. But the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984. which 
•• Includes sentences of six months or less imprison- promulgated the Guidelines System of Sentenc-
ment to be followed by a term of probation . ing. eliminated parole for offenders committed to 
.... Includes imprisonment imposed under 18 USC Federal institutions. The only reduction in prison 
Section 4205(b)(1) or (2). terms imposed under the Guidelines is 54 days 
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per year that can be awarded for good behavior. 
A defendant sentenced to 5 years imprisonment 
under the Guidelines, for example, must serve 
approximately 51 months in prison, while the 
same offender might have been considered for 
release after only 20 months prior to the 
Guidelines. As a result, while the full length of 
prison terms dictated by the Guidelines is some­
times less than the terms under old laws, the 
effect is longer periods of incarceration. During 
1990, well over one-half of all sentences imposed 
were under the Guidelines. 

Even with more defendants convicted this 
year, the number sentenced to probation declined 
5 percent to 14,196. Only 30 percent of all defen­
dants sentenced this year received probation, 
compared to 37 percent in 1988. The number of 
sentences imposed consisting of a fine only 
remained stable at 4,176. 

Two-thirds of the 15 percent increase in 
pending cases was in cases involving offenses 
other than drugs. While the number of pending 
cases involving drugs climbed by 1 ,524 to 13,092 
in 1990, the number of non-drug cases pending 
rose 3,088 to 22,427. Even so, drug cases con­
tinued to comprise 37 percent of all cases pend­
ing, the same as last year. There were increases 
in pending cases involving fraud (up 732 cases to 
5,504), weapons and firearms (up 440 to 2,048). 
immigration (up 242 to 1,818) and traffic (up 493 
to 1,940), concurrent with augmented numbers of 
filings for each of these offenses. 

Appendix Table D-10 shows the status of 
defendants in cases pending at year's end. Of the 
52,568 defendants whose cases were pending on 
June 30, 1990, slightly more than one-third 
(17,824) were fugitivE;ls. Fugitives who fled prior 
to trial increased 5 percent from 16,176 in 1989 
to 17,022, while the number who became fugitives 
after conviction climbed 9 percent to 802. Another 
21 percent (10,892) of defendants in pending 
cases had already been tried and were awaiting 
sentencing only. This was an increase of 2,327 
(27 percent) and reflects the longer times required 
for sentencing under the Sentencing Guidelines. 
There were 23,127 defendants pending on June 
30 who were triable. Nearly one-third (7,428 or 32 
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percent) of these defendants were facing nar­
cotics charges and another 2,359 (1 ° percent) 
were charged with marihuana offenses. The over­
all total of 10,621 defendants pending on drug 
charges was 11 percent more than the 9,579 
pending in drug cases at the end of last year. 

Case Disposition Times 
and Speedy Trial Compliance 

Appendix Table D-6 shows median time in­
tervals from filing to disposition of criminal defen­
dants during 1990. The median time from filing of 
an indictment or information to disposition (includ­
ing imposition of sentence when convicted) for 
defendants disposed of this year was 4.5 months. 
This was up from 4.1 months in 1989~ The median 
has risen steadily since 1985, when if-stood at3.0 
months. Part of this increase is due to;.the longer 
times being reported for the period from convic­
tion to imposition of sentence. The increasing 
drug case load, however, has also affected the 
average length of time for disposing of criminal 
cases. The median time from filing to disposition 
for drug defendants this year was 5.9 months 
overall, but it was only 3.7 months for defendants 
accused of all other types of offenses. Drug cases 
often are linked, with defendants in one case also 
involved in other cases. Sometimes one 
defendant's testimony against a defendant in 
another case will be part of a plea bargain. Until 
this testimony is assured, U.S. attorneys will con­
tinue one or more cases that eventually end in a 
plea to lesser charges or dismissal. In addition, 
scheduling of these events causes its own delays 
in processing drug cases. As a result, the median 
time from filing to disposition in dismissed drug 
cases was 4.6 months compared to 2.7 months 
in other cases. For defendants pleading guilty, the 
median disposition time was 5.7 months in drug 
cases versus 3.7 months in other cases. 

The Speedy Trial Act of 1974, as amended, 
mandates that defendants be indicted within 30 
days of their arrest (Interval I), and brought to trial 
within 70 days (Interval II), not counting ex­
cludable delays granted by the court. If the 
government does not proceed within these time 
limits, the case can be dismissed upon application 
of the defendant. Such dismissal can be with 



prejudice, meaning the government cannot refile 
in the same case, or without prejudice, meaning 
this option is still available. Of 18,629 defendants 
for whom Interval I applied during 1990, 95 per­
cent were indicted within 30 days. Also, 95 per­
cent of the 54,991 defendants to whom Interval" 
applied were brought to trial within 70 days. (See 
Appendix Table D-11.) 

Table 10 shows districts with defendants 
whose cases were dismissed during the past two 
years because the local U.S. attorneys did not 
meet the constraints of the Speedy Trial Act. This 
year, 9 districts reported such cases, resulting in 
the dismissal of 13 defendants. Last year, seven 
defendants were dismissed in four districts as a 
result of speedy trial sanctions. This year, two 
cases were dismissed with prejudice during the 
second interval. In one of these cases, the judge 
cited the fact that this was not the first case in 
which the U.S. attorney's office had been ad­
monished for failing to follow the mandates of the 
Speedy Trial Act. In the cases dismissed without 
prejudice, judges cited defects in processing such 
as typographical errors by the clerk's office that 
caused the government to miss its deadlines. The 
courtroom was closed on the date one case was 

Table 10 
U.S. District Courts 

initially scheduled for trial due to a breakdown in 
the air conditioning unit, and the case was not 
re-scheduled until after the 70-day time period 
had expired. These errors were not found to have 
harmed the defendants' chances in any retrials, 
so these cases were dismissed without prejudice. 

Interval III in the processing of each criminal 
case is the time between conviction and sen­
tence. Although the Speedy Trial Act does not 
sanction this interval, the Judicial Conference 
Committee on the Administration of the Criminal 
Law has recommended a 45-day time limit for 
sentencing. Appendix Table D-12 provides the 
median times by district from conviction to sen­
tence for defendants convicted during the past 
year and the number sentenced within 45 days. 
In 1982, more than 73 percent of all convicted 
defendants were sentenced within 45 days. The 
percentage has fallen every year since then. 
During 1990, less than 28 percent (13,058) of 
46,912 convicted defendants were sentenced 
within 45 days, down from 34 percent in 1989. 

The Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 con­
tributed to this change in the time between con­
viction and sentence. Along with requiring the use 

Criminal Defendants Whose cases Were Dismissed 

of Sentencing Guidelines, it allows 
defendants to challenge their 
presentence reports at the sen­
tencing hearings by presenting 
evidence to refute certain state­
ments concerning their prior record 
or the circumstances of their offen­
ses. As a reSUlt, probation officers 
spend more time on presentence 
reports and judges must allow 
more time for sentencing hearings' 
as well, which can cause schedul­
ing problems. The median time 
from conviction to sentence for 
defendant~ sentenced more than 
45 days after their convictions has 
risen from 65 days in 1987 to 79 
days during 1990. 

Pursuant te) Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(h) In 1989 and 1990 

1989 1990 
First Second First Second 

Interval Interval Interval Interval 
District W/P I W/O W/P I W/O W/P I W/O W/P I W/O 

New York, Western - - - 3 - - 1 -
Texas, Northern - - - - - 1 - 2 
Texas, Western - - - - - 1 - 1 
Kentucky, Eastern - - - - - - - 2 
Michigan, Eastern - - - - - - - 1 
Ohio, Southern - - - - - - - 1 
Tennessee, Western - - - 1 - - - -
Indiana, Southern - - - - - - 1 -
Arkansas, Westlun - - - 1 - - - -
Nebraska - - - - - - - 1 
Arizona - - - - - - - 1 
Florida, Southern _J 1 - - - - - -
Total 1 1 - 5 - 2 2 9 
WIP - With Prejudice WiD '" Without Prejudice 
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Trials 

During 1990, judges in U.S. district courts 
completed 20,433 trials, including those resulting 
in a verdict or judgment as well as other contested 
hearings where evidence was presented. Appen­
dix Table C-7 shows the number of civil and 
criminal trials completed in each district. The total 
was 2 percent more than the 20,102 trials 
reported last year, but only 3 percent more than 
the total reported 10 years ago when there were 
19,825 trials completed. Jury trials numbered 
9,826 this year, up 2 percent from 1989. 

The number of jury trials has increased one­
third since 1980 when there were 7,355. Non-jury 
trials totaled 10,607 in 1990, 2 percent more than 
last year. In 1980, there were 12,470 non-jury 
trials. Thus, while the overall number of trials 
completed has not increased significantly in the 
past 10 years, the proportion of trials with juries 
rose from 37 percent in 1980 to 48 percent in 
1990. Non-jury trials include both hearings on 
motions and other matters that did not result in a 
final judgment and full trials where the ,iury was 
waived by the defendant and the final judgment 
or verdict was rendered by the judge. 

Criminal jury trials reached a record 5,061 in 
1990, up 13 percent from last year. For the first 
time, they accounted for 52 percent of all jury 
trials. Criminal jury and non-jury trials in 1990 
increased to 8,931, or 11 percent over last year's 
total. 

Civil jury and non-jury trials fell nearly 5 
percent in 1990 to 11,502. This is the lowest total 
in the past ten years. Civil jury trials were down 8 
percent from last year to their lowest level since 
1982 at 4,765. Appendix Table C-10 shows that 
for the tenth straight year, the median time from 
issue to trial for all civil cases was 14 months in 
1990. The median time for completion of civil jury 
trials, however, increased from 14 months last 
year to 15 months. 

Although there is a tendency to focus on 
trials, they do not encompass all work performed 
by judges. Many more cases are settled prior to 
trial only through extensive amounts of judicial 
involvement. For example, Appendix Table C-5 
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shows that judges closed 119,048 civil cases 
before or during pretrial proceedings. In addition, 
they spent time on land condemnation cases, 
prisoner petitions and deportation reviews that 
are not included in this figure. In the criminal area, 
judges accepted pleas from 31,500 defendants 
convicted without trials and held violation hear­
ings for revocation of probation terms. They ruled 
on thousands of motions and held other non-con­
tested hearings in both civil and criminal cases 
and maintained final authority on many of the 
nearly 345,000 matters handled by U.S. 
magistrates but not falling under magistrate trial 
jurisdiction. 

Judges also spent more time this year on 
sentencing hearings. Under the Sentencing 
Guidelines, defendants may contest the cir­
cumstances presented on their offenses or their 
criminal histories at these hearings, since these 
determinations directly affect the sentences to be 
imposed. In 1990, there were 2,458 contested 
sentencing hearings that are not included in the 
appendix tables or the numbers reported above. 
This is about double the number reported for 
1989. Judges also conducted non-contested sen­
tencing hearings for more than 34,000 defendants 
in 1990. 

Appendix Table C-8 shows the length of all 
trials completed by district judges during 1990. 
Because these figures include hearings and mo­
tions, 44 percent of all trials were completed in a 
single day, up from 42 percent in 'I S89. In con­
trast, nearly 5,000 trials (24 percent of the total) 
lasted 4 days or more during 1990, about the 
same percent as last year. Appendix Table C-9 
lists the trials that lasted 20 days or more. In 
Massachusetts, a criminal trial for an alll~ged of­
fense of sedition lasted 167 days, making it the 
longest trial in 1990. The longest civil trial was 122 
days for a trademark suit filed in the Middle District 
of North Carolina. 

Service of Visiting Judges 

Appendix Tab/es V-1 and V-2 provide sum­
mary numbers for case dispositions by visiting 
judges in the U.S. district courts and in the U.S. 
courts of appeals. The term ''visiting ju~ge" in-



cludes both active and senior judges who perform 
service in courts other than their own. Judges will 
be asked to assist another court if all judges must 
recuse themselves from a particular case, when 
death or illness of a court's judges creates a 
backlog of cases, orin order to give district judges 
experience in the procedures of the courts of 
app&als. During 1990, visiting judges accounted 
for a total of 696 civil and criminal case disposi­
tions in the U.S. district courts. They conducted 
trials for 315 of these cases. Visiting judges a/so 
provided 4,759 case participations as members 
of panels that disposed of cases in the courts of 
appeals. More than two-thirds of these participa­
tions were in cases disposed of after oral hear­
ings. 

Cases and Motions Under Advisement 

For the quarter ended June 30, 1990, U.S. 
district court judges reported a total of 2,916 
cases and motions under advisement over 60 
days. This figure is 8 percent below the number 
reported for the same quarter in 1989. Matters 
awaiting additional memoranda or briefs or cases 
assigned to a special master are not included in 
this total. This quarter, 705 judges (including 182 
senior judges) reported, 1 percent less than the 
number of judges reporting for the same quarter 
last year. Forty-six percent of the reporting judges 
had cases and motions under advisement over 60 
days for an average of 9 per judge. 

The circuits with the largest numbers of 
cases and motions under advisement were the 
Sixth (590), the Eleventh (477) and the Fifth (429). 
Supplemental Table S-9 shows the number of 
judges reporting and the number of matters under 
advisement in each circuit. 

Weighted Filings 
Per Authorized Judgeship 

Recognizing that each case filed does not 
require equal judicial attention, the district courts 
have participated in studies that have led to the 
development of case weights. A typical case has 
a weight of 1.0; a more complex case receives a 
higher weight (e.g. asbestos personal injury with 
a weight of 1.5) and a case that demands little 
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work by a judge, like student loan cases (weight 
of 0.03), will have a lower than average weight. 

Although raw filings decreased 5 percent to 
436 per judgeship in 1990, weighted filings 
decreased only 4 percent to 448 per judgeship. 
Individual districts ranged from a low of 227 
weighted filings per judgeship in South Dakota to 
a high of 876 in Ohio, Northern. Asbestos per­
sonal injury product liability cases accounted for 
60 percent of Ohio, Northern's civil weighted 
filings. While criminal weighted filings increased 5 
percent to 58 per judgeship in 1990, it was not 
enough to offset a 5 percent decrease in civil 
weighted filings to 390 per judgeship. The reduc­
tion in civil weighted filings was in part the result 
of a decline in diversity of citizenship cases due 
to the increase in the jurisdictional amount from 
$10,000 to $50,000 in May of 1989. 

Appendix Table X-1A (excludes mis­
demeanor cases) provides, by district, weighted 
and unweighted filings per authorized judgeship 
in 1990. For a further discussion of the weighted 
case load and its history in the Federal courts, see 
the 1980 Annual Report of the Director. 

Petit Jury Activity 

Table 11 provides data on the number of 
citizens called to serve on petit juries from 1985 
through 1990. Petit juries served a total of 45,844 
trial days throughout the 94 district courts in 1990, 
which was 2 percent more than were reported last 
year. The sum of individual days served by all petit 
jurors (including days serving on trials, selection 
days, and travel) rose 3 percent to 825,020. A 
change in the number and percentage of juror 
days devoted to criminal trials, which require 
largerjuries, contributed to the overall increase in 
juror days. This year, more than half of all petit 
juror service was dedicated to criminal cases. The 
percentag~ of petit jury trial days devoted to 
criminal cases has increased gradually since 
1984 when only 42 percent of trial days were 
criminal. 

The increased activity in criminal trials 
resulted in more jurors being summoned for ser­
vice this year. The total present for voir dire was 
403,674; this was 2 percent more than appeared 



Table 11 
National Petit Juror Service 

Hl85 through 1990 

Service I 1985 I 1986 I 1987 1988 1989 1990 

Ov!mlll !ioI!'![Q[ S§'IYI~I 

Jury Trial Days 40,289 41,945 44,511 44,224 45,119 45,844 

Percent Criminal 42.7 45.9 42.9 44.0 47.3 50.2 
Percent Civil 57.3 54.1 57.1 56.0 52.7 49.8 

Juror Days· 676,140 705,819 732,039 750,679 803,538 825,020 

Percent Selected or Serving 65.4 65.9 66.7 65.3 63.4 63.9 
Percent Challenged 16.9 16.9 17.3 17.6 17.8 18.1 
Percent Not Selected, 
or Challenged·· 17.7 17.2 16.0 17.1 18.8 18.0 

Average Jurors Per Day of Trial 16.6 '16.8 16.4 17.0 17.8 18.0 

!ioI!.!ry Selection Pay 

Jurors Present for Voir Dire 328,360 338,022 344,863 362,304 395,171 403,674 

Percent Selected 30.4 30.5 31.1 29.9 27.9 28.7 
Percent Challenged 34.8 35.2 36.8 36.4 36.2 37.1 
Percent Not Selected 

or Challenged 34.8 34.3 32.1 33.7 35.8 34.2 

Number of Juries Selected 10,257 10,567 11,074 11,07811,012 11,253 
Average Jurors Present 

for Jury Selection 32,0 32,0 31.1 32,7 35.9 35.9 
* Each juror is counted for each day serving, waiting at the courthouse to serve, or in travel. 
** Includes jurors in travel status. 

last year. Of this total, 149,651 or37 percent were 
removed from service by peremptory challenges 
of the attorneys or dismissed for cause by the 
judges. The total selected was 115,877 or nearly 
29 percent, compared to 28 percent in 1989. The 
number of juries selected this year grew 2 percent 
to a ne~ record of 11 ,253 after a slig ht decline last 
year. The average number of jurors present for 
jury selection remained stable at 36, which is 3 
more than were summoned per jury selected in 
1988. Many districts continue to report significant 
numbers of highly publicized cases involving 
public figures and provocative issues. These 
cases normally require the summoning of larger 
pools of potential jurors in anticipation that many 
of them will be disqualified because of their 
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familiarity with the circumstances surrounding the 
case. 

The percentage of jurors not selected or 
challenged dropped nearly 2 percent to just over 
34 percent in 1990, reversing a 2 percent increase 
in 1989. The decrease is a result of efforts in 
many courts to pool jurors more frequently and 
use multiple voir dire (select more than one jury 
at one session for trials scheduled in the future). 
More courts, too, are eliminating the practice of 
summoning jurors for orientation only. Appendix 
Table J-2 provides additional data on petit jury 
selection by district during 1990. 



United Statet.\ District Courts 

PETIT JUROR SERVICE 
Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1990 

SELECTED OR SERVING = 28.7% 

CHALLENGED = 37.1% 

NOT SELECTED, SERVING, OR CHALLENGED .. 34.2% 

Note: Thirty-six people are pictured because the average 
number of jurors present for jury selection in 1990 
was 35.9. 
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Table 12 
National Grand Juror Statistics 

1980 and 1984 through 1990 

Jurors 

Juries Sessions Average 
Serv- Con- Per 

Grand Jury Activit}, 

There were 752 grand juries serving in 1990, 
down from 776 last year. The number of sessions 
convened fell 4 percent to 10,134. This is the 
fewest sessions convened since 1979, and is 
more than 1,600 below the high of 11,804 
reported in 1984. The number of juror days in 
grand jury sessions declined 3 percent to 
200,588, the lowest in eleven years and 14 per­
cent below the number of jurors who served in 
1984. The number of hours in session also 
declined by nearly 5 percent to 54,476. Continu­
ing improvements by U.S. Attorneys in the use of 
grand jury time have been a major factor in the 
declines in sessions, hours, and jurors used. 

Despite these decreases in grand jury ac­
tivity, the number of indictments returned rose 9 
percent in 1990, to 25,571 cases. The number of 
defendants named in returned indictments in­
creased 6 percent in 1990 to 41,286. This large 
increase in defendants indicted coupled with the 
drop in sessions convened resulted in a record 
high rate of defendants indicted per session. This 
year, the rate rose to 4.07 from 3.70 in 1989. By 
comparison, in 1980 the average was only 2.5 
defendants indicted per session. Grand jury 
statistics are summarized in Table 12. Appendix 
Table J-1 shows grand juror service in each dis­
trict for 1990. 
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Hours Proceedings Defendants 
Commenced Indicted 
by Indictment 

Average Average 
Per Defen- Per 

Three-Judge Court Hearings 

During the year ended June 30, 1990, a total 
of 9 three-judge court hearings were reported by 
7 districts, up slightly from 8 hea.rings in 1989, the 
second year in a row that there were less than 10 
hearings. While there was a slight increase in 
1990, the number of three-judge district court 
hearings held under provisions of Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 2284 has declined significantly, down 
from 208 hearings in 1976. This 14-year 
downward trend can be attributed to Public Law 
94-381 signed on August 12, 1976, which 
abolished the general requirements of three­
judge courts and specified when thesf) courts 
could be convened. In 1990, 7 of the 9 hearings 
involved voting rights issues such as injunctive 
relief from changing voting procedures or chal­
lenging the method of election of legislators. The 
two remaining hearings concerned education dis­
crimination and welfare injunctive relief against 
certain statutes and practices affecting abortion 
facilities, services and information. Supplemental 
Table S-10 illustrates the total number of three­
judge court hearings held over a six year period. 

Passport and Naturalization 

With the exception of 1989, passport ap­
plications processed by the U.S. district courts 
have been declining for more than 10 years. This 



trend continued this year when only 647 passport 
applications were processed, a decrease of 37 
percent from the 1,032 reported last year. Eight 
district courts processed applications in 1989, but 
only six district courts processed applications this 
year. The Western District of Michigan continues 
to process the greatest number of applications, 
with 497 or 77 percent of the total. 

All U.S. district courts are designated as 
naturalization courts and are empowered to 
award U.S. citizenship. In 1990,281,254 petitions 
for naturalization were filed and 266,578 aliens 
were naturalized. Compared to last year, the num­
ber of petitions for naturalization has declined by 
4,170 petitions or 1 percent. The number of aliens 
naturalized has increased by 30,107 or 13 per­
cent. Appendix Table P-1 summarizes passport 
applications, petitions for naturalization and 
aliens naturalized during the twelve-month period 
ended June 30, 1990. 

Other Federal Courts 

Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals 

The Temporary Emergency Court of Ap­
peals (TECA) began operating on December 22, 
1971. This court litigates all appeals from the U.S. 
district courts in cases arising under Section 4(e) 
of the Economic Stabilization Act of 1971, the 
Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 1973, the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 1975, and 
the Emergency Natural Gas Act of 1977. 

TECA's workload remained light in 1990 with 
only 9 appeals filed, substantially lower than the 
16 appeals filed in 1989. Terminations increased 
by 1 from 17 in 1989 to 18 in 1990. With termina­
tions outnumbering filings by 2 to 1, the pending 
case load was reduced from 15 to 6 as of June 30, 
1990. 

Special Court Established Under the 
Regional Rail Reorganization Act of 1973 

The Special Court was established by the 
Regional Rail Reorganization Act of 1973 (Rail 
Act). Under the Rail Act, the court's primary role 
is.to determine the value of properties transferred 
by seven principal bankrupt railroads and 
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numerous other transferor railroads in the North­
east and Midwest regions. The Rail Act also 
provides exclusive jurisdiction over certain civil 
actions enumerated in Section 209(e). 

In August 1981, the Northeast Rail Service 
Act of 1981 (NRSA) was enacted as Subtitle E of 
Title XI of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act 
of 1981. Section 1152(a) of NRSA provides addi­
tional exclusive jurisdiction in the Special Court. 
A considerable amount of litigation quickly arose 
and, in May 1982, pursuant to Section 1152(d) of 
NRSA, the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
assigned three additional judges to the Special 
Court to handle litigation under NRSA. In October 
1986, the Conrail Privatization Act was enacted 
as Subtitle A of Title IV of the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1986. Subsections 4025(b) 
and 4033(c)(1 )(A) provide additional exclusive 
jurisdiction in the Special Court. The Court is 
presently divided into two panels of three judges 
each, with one member of the Court sitting on both 
panels. The General Panel exercises jurisdiction 
found in the Rail Act, while the Section 1152 Panel 
exercises jurisdiction overthe cases arising under 
NRSA and under the Conrail Privatization Act. 

In proceedings arising under its original and 
exclusive jurisdiction, the Special Court reported 
2 cases filed and 1 case terminated during the 
year, leaving 15 civil actions and 8 miscellaneous 
matters pending as of June 30, 1990. Of the 2 new 
civil actions filed, 1 case is based on jurisdiction 
found in section 209(e) of the Rail Act and 1 case 
arises under section 1152(a) of NRSA. 

Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 

The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
was created in 1968. Its mission is to coordinate 
or consolidate pretrial proceedings in civil actions 
involving common questions in different districts. 
The Panel, consisting of seven circuit and district 
judges designated by the Chief Justice of the 
United States, approves all transfers of actions 
involved in the consolidations, and later remands 
the cases to the original districts. The Panel is also 
empowered to remand transferred actions before 
their conclusion tor action on specific counter­
claims, cross-claims, and third-party claims. 



At the beginning of 1990, there were 260 
actions pending before the Panel. The Panel 
acted upon 512 civil actions pursuant to 28 U .S.C. 
1407 during the twelve-month period ended June 
30, 1990. The Panel transferred 252 cases 
originally filed in 53 U.S. district courts to 22 
transferee districts for inclusion in coordinated or 
consolidated pretrial proceedings. The Panel 
denied transfer of 119 actions. 

Since creation of the Panel in 1968, there 
have been 17,918 civil actions centralized for 
pretrial proceedings. Out of a total of 16,048 ac­
tions during 1990, 2,763 actions were remanded 
for trial, 165 were reassigned within transferee 
districts, and 13,120 actions were terminated in 
transferee courts. There were 1,870 actions 
pending on June 30, 1990 throughout 35 trans­
feree disl.rict courts. 

Supplemental Table S-11 provides statistics 
on the number of c:ases transferred since the 
Panel was created, 8lnd the flow of cases into and 
out of the districts during the current year and 
cumulative since 1968. Information on specific 
cases may be obtained from the Judicial Panel on 
Multidistrict Litigation. 

U. S. Court of International Trade 

During the year ended September 30, 1990, 
there were 720 cases filed in the U.S. Court of 
International Trade, down 16 percentfrom the 858 
that were filed during the year ended September 
30, 1989. The Customs Courts Act of 1970, as 
implemented by the rules of the U.S. Court of 
International Trade, permits an importer to con­
solidate into a single civil action any number of 
denied protests involving the same category of 
merchandise and presenting a common issue. Of 
650 new civil actions filed in fiscal year 1990, 537 
were 1581 (a) or (b) actions which included ap­
proximately 4,535 denied protests covering 
16,769 entries of merchandise. 

The Court terminated 1,727 ca8BS, also 18 
percent fewer than last year because of a drop in 
cases closed by dismissal (down 42 percent). The 
number of decisions rendered, however, climbed 
44 percentfrom 440 last year to 635 this year. The 
increase was in decisions rendered in cases sub-
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mitted on agreed statements of facts. Decisions 
after trials dropped to 68 this year from 98 in 1989. 
With terminations greatly exceeding new filings, 
the number of cases pending fell 22 percent 
during the year to stand at 3,473 on September 
30,1990. 

U. S. Claims Court 

During the year ended September 30, 1990, 
the U.S. Claims Court received 787 complaints, 
which wa.s an increase of 10 percent over the 
number of cases filed last year. Most cases 
brought to the Court involved multiple defendants 
in a single action. There were 12,534 plaintiffs in 
cases filed this year, up nearly 23 percent from 
1989. In some cases, attorneys will consolidate 
cases from various districts into single cases to 
be presented at the Claims Court, which has 
national jurisdiction. Such consolidations ac­
counted for a rise in filings concerning civilian pay 
from 29 last year to 78 in 1990. These complaints 
represented more than half (6,413) of all plaintiffs 
for whom cases were. filed. There was also an 
increase of 13 percent in tax complaints filed this 
year, which rose to 192 and involved 4,224 plain­
tiffs. 

The number of cases terminated by the 
Court rose 15 percent from 691 to 793 this year. 
Although this was a substantial increase in ter­
minations, it was only .;ix more than the number 
of filings for the year. The pending caseload, 
therefore, remained stable at 1,933 complaints as 
of September 30, 1990. 

The total dollar amount claimed in cases 
terminated during 1990 exceeded $1.5 billion, 
excluding cases in which no given amounts were 
claimed. This is down from $2.7 billion claimed 
last year, partly because the dollar amounts in 
certain cases ending in settlements were not fully 
represented. The Claims Court rendered judg­
ments for claimants in the sum of $304 million~ of 
which $188 million carried interest. A number of 
these judgments were based on settlements be­
tween the parties. The Court rendered judgments 
for the U.S. on counterclaims or offsets of more 
than $7 million. Under its non-monetary jurisdic­
tion, it also disposed of 2 tax exempt and 15 



contract cases seeking injunctive or declaratory 
relief. Appendix Tables G-3A and G-38 provide 
the numbers and types of complaints filed and 
terminated during the year and the claims 
awarded. 

The Claims Court is also responsible for 
cases emanating from the National Vaccine Injury 
Compensation Program, which became effective 
on October 1, 1988. Vaccine cases are referred 
to the Office of Special Masters. As a result of 
amendments to the program, these appointed 
masters now have decision authority in vaccine 
cases, with appeal to the Claims Court. The pro­
gram was originally scheduled to expire on Sep­
tember 30,1990. While there were only 172 cases 
filed last year, the Court reported 1,492 vaccine 
compensation claims filed this year - the vast 
majority during the month of September as the 
deadline approached. The Act was extended until 
January 31 at the request of the Court because 
so many claimants came forth in the last days of 
September that the court could not accommodate 
aI/ of the filings. Only 136 vaccine cases were 
disposed of this year, so more than 1,500 vaccine 
claims were pending on September 30, 1990, or 
ten times the number that were pending on the 
same date last year. 

Criminal Justice Act AppOintments 

During 1990, there were approximately 
71,853 appointments of counsel under the 
Criminal Justice Act (CJA), an increase of 1,144 
appointments from the 70,709 apPOintments in 
1989. The CJA provides for the funding of repre­
sentation in Federal criminal proceedings of in­
dividuals with limited financial resources. Each 
district has a plan for furnishing representation by 
private attorneys or Federal public or community 
defender offices. Appointments of private attor­
neys increased 3 percent this year from 33,952 in 
1989 to 35,000. 

Total representations (including appeals, 
habeas corpus, revocations, criminal, etc.) by the 
42 Federal defender organizations increased only 
1 percent this year to 36,853. Criminal repre­
sentations by Federal defender organizations 
continued a trend of moderate increases, riSing 2 

percentto 24,569. Representations in drug cases 
accounted for 24 percent (5,930) of the criminal 
cases opened in 1990. In contrast, repre­
sentations in other matters inciuding appeals, 
probation/parole revocations, and motions to cor­
rect or reduce sentence declined slightly for the 
second year, down less than 1 percent. The Mid­
dle District of Florida reported the largest increase 
in case openings with 209 cases more than last 
year, an increase of 23 percent. Although case 
openings in California, Southern continued to 
decrease, it remains the largest Federal defender 
organization, with 18 percent of the total 
workload. 

Total defender representations in cases 
closed rose modestly to 35,682 in 1990, of which 
66 percent were criminal cases. Total cases 
pending in Federal defender organizations rose 
to 13,750 on September 30,1990, up 9 percent 
from the 1989 level. Pending crimina! cases in­
creased 1 ° percentto 8,598 and accounted for63 
percent of all cases pending. Supplemental Table 
5-14 provides a summary of Federal defender 
appOintments under the CJA for the past five 
years. Appendix Table K-1 provides information 
on the representations handled by each Federal 
public and community defender organization 
during the year. 

U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

The growth in bankruptcy filings in the U.S. 
bankruptcy courts in recent years continued 
during 1990. Petitions filed increased to 725,484 
in 1990, up 13 percent from a year ago and up 22 
percent from 1988. 

The increase in filings was primarily in non­
business cases which increased 14 percent over 
last year's level. In 1985, non-business filings 
represented 82 percent of the total filings; by 
1990, they had grown to 91 percent of the total. 
After declining for the past 2 years, business 
filings showed a modest increase of 3 percent in 
1990. 

Filings under all chapters of the Bankruptcy 
Code, except Chapter 12, increased in 1990. 
Chapter 7 of the Bankruptcy Code allows in­
dividuals to discharge most debts and get a fresh 
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Tabl~13 

Bankruptcy Code Petitions Filed, 
Terminated and Pending 

1985 through 1990 

Filings 
Non- Busi- Termi-

Year Total Business ness _nations Pending 

1985 364,536 297,885 66,651 333,158 608,945 
i~~:~::IKgft;~~§rIf!.'Ql:$.:t~;mmt§g~1:mM[J~?:~;2.g4iJIt.~:~:$.zt 
1987 561.278 478,988 82,290 481,351 808,504 
~::~@X@§~lt§'§Z[i[r!:~?'§::Q§:Mi!ft~~~§Jn[lE@!~:n§:t4!i[iJ[¥nUl~s. 
1989 642,993 580,459 62,534 577,848 869,758* 
~:~,~p.::;[~mZ;g§:!M:mt;§g9.~Z~§;f@§~:i9.:?~l~iWi[§gQ;~~Mi[;~.Z4:§g~ 
Percent Change 
1990 over 
1989 12.8 13.8 3.4 7.4 12.1 

"Revised 
The Bankruptcy Act case data is available separately. 
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U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Petitions Filed 1981-1990 

Petitions Filed (Thoueandll) 

1981 82 83 &4 85 88 87 88 89 90 

Year Enl.ling June SO 

[ _ Chapter 7 0 All Othl'lr I 

start financially. Chapter 7 also provides for order­
ly liquidation of debtor business assets. Petitions 
filed under Chapter 7 increased 11 percent over 
1989 to 505,332. Chapter 7 filings continue to 
make up the greatest proportion of total filings; 
they comprised 70 percent in 1990, at()ut the 
same as last year. Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy 
Code allows a business or certain individuals to 
reorganize their debts and continue to function. 
Filings under this chapter had been falling In the 
past 3 years; however, this year filings increased 
12 percent to 19,591. Chapter 12, the most recent 
addition to the Bankruptcy Code, was enacted in 
1986 to give relief to family farmers. Filings under 
Chapter 12 have declined each year since 1987 
and, in 1990, with only 1,351 filings, they repre­
sent only 79 percent of their level of one year ago. 
The decrease may be due in part to farm banks 
coming to agreements with financially troubled 
farmers outside of the courts. Chapter 13 of the 
Bankruptcy Code allows individuals with regular 
income up to five years to payoff debts in install­
ments under a cow1 approved plan while collec­
tion actions by creditors are curtailed. Filings 
under this Chapter amounted to 199,186, up 20 
percent over their level last year. 

Although terminations of bankruptcy peti­
tions decreased last year, they showed an in­
crease of 7 percent to 620,649 in 1990. This, 
however, has not curtailed the growth in the per,d­
ing caseload. Terminations continue to fall short 
of filings on a national level. These conditions 
account for the growth of 12 percent in the pend-

Table 14 
Filings by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Cod. 

1985 through 1990 

a I I Chapter 

Ye r Total 1--7 """1-~""I-l-=-2* -'-1-j-3 II -0;:""" 
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iog bankruptcy caseloar.);, The pending caseload 
reached 974,593 cases as of June 30, 1990. 
Tables 13 and 14 contain national data on 
bankruptcy petitions. Detai'led data on each dis­
trict sre provided in the F series of the Appendix 
Tables. 

Ninth Circuit 
Bankruptcy Appellate Panel (SAP) 

Bankruptcy Appe"ate Panels were 
authorized initialiy by the Bankruptcy Reform Act 
of 1978. Although the First Circuit had a BAP 
between 1980 and 1982, the only BAP operating 
at present is in the Ninth Circuit. In '1979, the Ninth 
Circuit Judicial Council authorized formation of a 
SAP to hear case~ arising in the Central District 
of California and the District of Arizona. The BAP 
heard its first case in April 1980, and by 1982 its 
jurisdiction had been expanded to cover all dis­
tricts of the Ninth Circuit. 

Seven bankruptcy judges serve on this 
court, with groups of three judges assigned to 
hear and decide initial appeals from decisions of 
the bankr(Jptcy courts in the Ninth Circuit. The 
following chart sets forth the workload of the Ninth 
Circuit SAP during the year ended June 30, 1990. 

Total Appeals Filed 1.269 
Opted Out 449 
Transferred for Lack 
of Jurisdiction 38 
Total Assigned to BAP 782 
Total BAP Cases Closed 580 
Decided After Hearing 239 
Decided on Motion 175 
Other Dispositions 166 
Total SAP Cases 
Pending IJune 30. 1990 1.043 

The Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal 
Judgeship Act- of 1984 limited the jurisdiction of 
Bankruptcy Appellate Panels to cases where the 
parties consented to its jurisdiction, resulting in 
very few referrals to the Ninth Circuit BAP. In 
1985, the Ninth Circuit altered the consent re­
quirement to assume that consent is given unless 
the litigants "opt out" of BAP jurisdiction within a 
21-day timeframe. This step greatly increased the 

proportion of bankruptcy appeals being handled 
by the BAP. The following table shows the number 
of cases filed with the SAP and the number and 
percentage of these cases in Which the litigants 
have opted out for the past four years. 

Year 
Ended 
Jyne 30 

1987 
1988 
1989 
1990 

Total 
Bankruptcy 

Appeals 
Filed 

1,301 
1,196 
1,134 
1.269 

Total Percent 
Opting Opting 

Out Out 

394 
437 
475 
449 

30.3 
36.5 
41.9 
35.4 

U.S. Magistrates 

U.S. magistrates handle a variety of duties 
in district courts, as demonstrated by Table 15 
and the accompanying chart. In 1990, they dis­
posed of 450,565 matters, a rise of 4 percent from 
last year. The increase was centered in prelimi­
nary proceedings and additional duties in felony 
cases, and in adjudication of petty offense cases. 
Additional data on the workload of magistrates by 
district are provided in the M series of Appendix 
Tables. 

The growth in; felony prosecutions nation­
wide, especially drug-related o'ffenses, continued 
to affect directly and Significantly the workload of 

. U.S. magistrates. In particular, the number of 
detention hearings grew nearly 9 percent to 
17,191, complementing a similar growth in the 
issuance of 20,672 search warrants this year. 
Increases in other felony duties during 1990 were 
reported also, but the growth in the performance 
of these duties over the past five years 
demonstrates more vividly the upward trend. 
Magistrates handled 313 percent more detention 
hearings in 1990 than in 1985, 111 percent more 
search warrants, 45 percent more preliminary 
examinations, 44 percent more arrest warrants, 
and 38 percent more arraignments. There were 
increases in the past year of 24 percent and 16 
percent. respectively, in non-case-dispositive mo­
tions (22.340) and case-dispositive motions 
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(4,169) in which magist,ates submitted proposed 
findings and recommendations to judges pur­
suant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 6.36 (b)(1 )(8). 
Magistrates also completed 3,684 "other" addi­
tional duties in felony cases, up 9 percent over last 
year, which included final probation revocation 
hearings, calendar calls, and the issuance of 
writs. 

In Gomez v. United States, 109 S. Ct. 2237 
(1989), the Supreme Court held that the Federal 
Magistrates Act did not authorize magistrates to 
conduct voir dire in felony trials. The immediate 
effect on the workloads of magistrates is modest 
since magistrates conducted only 97 voir dire 
proceedings in 1990 and 154 in 1989. The ul­
timate impact may be significant, however, be­
cause the Gomez decision may eventually 
implicate other duties presently handled by 
magistrates. 

U.S. magistrates disposed of 100,930 mis­
demeanor cases this year, a 9 percent increase 
from 1989. Those cases resulted in 66,352 con­
victions and 34,578 dismissals or acquittals. A 
total of 16,9~ 6 misdemeanor trials were com­
pleted, including 618jurytrials. The misdemeanor 
case load included 87,682 petty offense cases 

and 13,248 misdemeanor cases above the level 
of petty offense. 

The need for magistrates to concentrate 
their efforts on criminal matters has interrupted a 
general upward trend since 1981 in their involve­
ment in civil cases. Thl=.! decline in the number of 
social security appeals reviewed by magistrates 
during 1990 was especially steep, dropping from 
6,805 in 1989 to 5,112. This drop, however, mere­
ly reflects the general decrease in social security 
cases filed in recent years. Declines in other areas 
included civil consent cases (down 11 percent), 
civil pretrial conferences (down 4 percent) and 
prisoner cases (down less than 1 percent). Even 
with these decreases, U.S. magistrates were in­
volved at various levels in nearly 145,000 civil and 
prisoner matters in 1990. 

Probation/Pretrial 

Federal Probation System 

In 1990, the number of persons received for 
supervision by the Federal Probation System rose 
4 percent (excluding transfers) to 39,799. This 
follows a 1 percent increase in 1989. The number 
of persons received for: supervision upon release 
from prison (which includes parole. mandatory 
release, military parole, special parole, and super-

DUTIES PERFORMED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
Year Ended June 30, 1990 

Total (All Matters) 450.565 

Warrants 9% 
Arraignments 8% 

Olvll Oonsent Oases 1% 

I nl tlal Appearances 11% 

Motions 20% 

Social Security 1% 
Trial Jurisdiction 22% 

Pretrial Oonferences 11% 

Prisoner Litigation 5% Other Addlt'l Duties 2% 
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vised release) increased to 46 percent of all per­
sons received, up from 41 percent in 1989. Nearly 
all of the increase is a result of the dramatic rise 
in the number of persons sentenced to a prison 
term with a subsequent term of supervised 
release. Persons received under terms of super­
vised release nearly quadrupled, increasing 299 
percent to 4,797 persons. Conversely, the num­
ber received for supervision from probation im­
posed by judges continued a steady downward 
trend falling 10 percent to 12,870 persons. This 
decrease follows a 1 0 percent decline in 1989 and 
a 6 percent decline in 1988. 

Both the rapid increase in terms of super­
vised release and the downward trend in judge 
imposed probation can be attributed to the Sen­
tencing Guidelines established in November of 
1987. As a result of the Guidelines, judges must 
now sentence defendants to prison terms in many 
situations where only a term of probation was 
imposed in the past, resulting in fewer defendants 
sentenced by judges to terms of probation. In 
particular, the number of defendants sentenced 
to 37 months probation or more declined 17 per­
cent (931 persons) in 1990, indicating that some 
defendants who may have received long terms of 
probation in the past are now being sent to prison. 
In addition, the Guidelines often call for a prison 
sentence to be followed by a term of supervised 
release. This has resulted in sharp increases in 
this category as a greater percentage of those 
sentenced under the auspices of the Guidelines 
complete their prison terms and begin their terms 
of supervised release. Tables 16 and 17 provide 
summary data on the activity of the Federal 
Probation System. 

The number of persons removed from super­
vision (excluding transfers) increased 2 percent 
in 1 H90 to 37,159 persons, continuing a trend of 
steady increases in persons removed each year 
since 1984. Appendix Table E-7 shows that the 
number of persons removed froll) supervision 
without violations increased 2 percent in 1990 to 
25,070 (76 percent of all persons removed). A 
total of 19,917 persons served their full period of 
supervision, and another 4,822 were released 
from supervision early because of good behavior. 
Persons removed because they violated the con-

ditions of their supervision also increased 2 per­
cent in 1990 to 7,849. A total of 5,473 persons (17 
percent of all persons removed) were removed for 
technical violations such as failing to report to the 
probation officer regularly or failing a periodic test 
for drug use. An additional 1,802 (5 percent) 
committed major violations, including felonies and 
serious misdemeanors; and 574 (2 percent) com­
mitted minor violations such as drunk driving, 
disorderly conduct, or petty theft. 

By far, the highest violation rate occurred 
among persons removed from terms of super­
vised release where 67 percent (430 persons) 
were removed because they violated the condi­
tions of their release. Only 148 persons com­
pleted full terms of supervised release this year, 
as the vast majority of persons under this type of 
supervision were sentenced in either 1989 or 
1990, and their terms of supervision (which nor­
mally run from 3 to 5 years) have not yet expired. 
This high violation rate should fall as terms of 
supervised release expire and more people suc­
cessfully complete them. 
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Table 16 
Persons Under Supervision of 
the Federal Probation System 
1980 and 1985 through 1990 

Received Removed 

Total Total 
Less Less 

Trans- Trans-
f r 

Persons 
Under 
Super-
vision 

on 
0 

i!:g§~:::::m::t~@'~Q~lI~i:~~lQf:rf.i!:~~9.Wl~::~I~i:~:::::::::~M,,~gI:: 
1985 42,812 35,199 39,862 32,249 65,999 
:H~§~::::::::I::ag~~!.i:mI~f:I~~@'::1@J?M:@.j1r::M~~ij:::::m~~;'§~~l~ 
1987 46,698 38,486 42,916 34,704 73,432 
~@~~!:ml!rl§@§!H:H¥tl~1~l:mg~~~t$.If~{i$gffZ$.J#,Wgg 
1989 46,352 38,184 44,548 36,380 77,208" 
j:gijmr::::::::::#ll~j~:lm~~~f:t$.m:::::j~~~9.~II~t:a~~::::!l~ij]~jijt: 
Percent Change 

1990 over 
1989 2.6 4.2 0.8 2.1 3.4 

"Revised 



Table 17 
Persons Under SupervIsion of the Federal Probat/on System 

by Type of SupervIsIon 
1989 and 1990 

Received 
Type 1989 1990 

ot Num- Num-

Total 38,184 39,799 
Judge Probation 14,258 12,870 
Magistrate Probation 8,310 8,428 
Parole 7,419 6,942 
Mandatory Release 4,145 3,889 
Military Parole 472 589 
Special Parole 2,378 2,284 
Supervised Release 1,202 4,797 
"Revised 

The total number of persons removed did not 
keep pace with the number of persons received, 
resulting in 79,848 persons under supervision on 
June 30, 1990, an increase of 3 percent over 
1989. Persons under supervision increased in 

100 

80 

60 

40 

20 

o 

U. S. Probation Service 
Persons Under Supervision 1980-1990 

Persons Under Supervision (Thousands) 

1980 81 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 

On June 30 

Under 
Per- 1989 1990 Per-
cent Num- Num- cant 

4.2 77,208- 79,848 3.4 
-9.7 42,838 40,868 -4.6 
1.4 11,448 11,655 1.8 

-6.4 13,460 13,549 0.7 
-6.2 2,708 2,791 3.1 

24.8 669 777 16.1 
-4.0 5,042 5,197 3.1 

299.1 1,051 5,011 376.8 

each area except for probationers serving terms 
imposed by judges; the number of these 
probationers fell almost 5 percent from 1989 after 
falling 2 percent last year. Despite the decline, 
probationers serving terms imposed by judges 
still account for 51 percent of all persons under 
supervision. Included in these figures are a num­
ber of persons who are under electronic monitor­
ing. Although an exact number is not available at 
this time, approximately 85 persons are under 
electronic monitoring in the two districts which 
have been provided with funds for this purpose -
California, Central and Florida, Southern. The E 
series of the Appendix Tables contains more 
detailed data on the Federal Probation System. 

Investigative Reports 

Probation offices prepared 151,176 inves­
tigative reports this year (twelve months ending 
March 31, 1990) up 2 percent from a year ago. 
The most significant increases were in presen­
tence reports (up 8 percent) and alleged violation 
reports (up 9 percent). The largest decline was in 
furlough and work release reports, which dropped 
19 percent to 5,231 this year. Table 18 contains 
summary data on investigative reports filed during 
1989 and 1990. 
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Pretrial Services 

Pretrial Services Officers (PSO) assist judi­
cial officers in making bail decisions by providing 
information on defendants who have been inter­
viewed and investigated before the initial hearing. 
During 1990, PSO's activated cases for 46,101 
defendants in U.S. district courts, an 11 percent 
increase over 1989. This rise in cases activated 
can be attributed mainly to the 11 percent in­
crease in the number of reports prepared for 
defendants charged by complaint before U.S. 
magistrates. In addition, cases activated as a 
result of charg es of indictment or information were 
up to 20,660 compared to 18,295 cases in 1989. 
Even though the number of cases were up sub­
stantially this year, there are still defendants who 
are not interviewed prior to the bail hearing. In 
some cases, there is insufficient time between 
arrest and the bail hearing; in others there is no 
pretrial or probation officer in the location; and 
others simply are missed by the system. Appendix 
Table H-1 provides data on the number and types 
of cases activated in U.S. district courts for the 
twelve-month period ended June 30, 1990. 

Much of the workload in pretrial services 
involves report writing. A minimum requirement of 
one report per case activated is necessary to 
process a client. Pretrial service officers prepared 
46,101 reports this year, an increase of 11 percent 
over last year. The number of prebail reports 
(39,490) was up 12 percent over 1989 levels and 
the number of postbail reports (4,098) rose 5 
percent over last year. (See Table 19.) Appendix 
Table H-2 provides data on PSA interviews and 
the type of bail reports filed for the twelve-month 
period ended June 30, 1990. 

The number of pretrial diversion cases (the 
conditions agreed to by the defendant and the 
U.S. government prior to or at the initial hearing) 
continued to increase during 1990. There were 
2,4 75 pretrial diversion cases activated, a 3 per­
cent increase from 1989. Approximately 83 per­
cent of the total pretrial diversion cases involved 
agreements reached before defendants were for­
mally charged in court. Probation and pretrial 
officials see this trend as an indication that they 
are successfully identifying the appropriate can-

Table 18 
Investigative Reports by Probation Officers 

1989 and 1990 

Type of Inyestigation 
I I I Pe~e~ 

1989* 1990* Change 

Total 148,880 151,176 1.5 

Presentence 38,563 41,812 8.4 
Collateral for 

Another District 29,363 28,584 -2.7 
Postsentence for 
Institution 1,082 1,094 1.1 
Pretransfer 
(Probation and Parole) 9,448 8,762 -7.3 

Alleged Violation 
(Probation and Parole) 16,781 18,236 8.7 

Pre-release for a Federal 
Military Institution 10,643 10,581 -0.6 

Special Regarding a 
Prisoner in Confinement 6,991 7,766 11.1 

Furlough and Work-Release 
Reports for Bureau 
of Prison Institutions 6,438 5,231 -18.7 

Supervision Reports 27,441 26,647 -2.9 I ~;role Revocation 2,130 2,463 15.6 

cwelve,month periods ended March 31. 

Table 19 
Summary of Pretrial Reports 

1989 and 1990 

11989 
Percent 

Category 1990 Change 

Total Pretrial 
Cases Activated 41,562 46,101 10.9 

Type of Pretrial Report: 

Prebail 35,197 39,490 12.2 
Postbail 3,922 4,098 4.5 
Other 651 673 3.4 
No Report 1,792 1,840 2.7 

Pretrial Diversion 
Cases Activated 2,408 2,475 2.8 

29 



didates for supervision before involvement in for­
mal hearings and trials. Appendix Tables H-3 
through H-9 provide additional data on pretrial 
service cases and defendants. 

contract drug treatment has increased dramati­
cally. From September 1985 to March 1990, the 
number has more than doubled. Treatment ser­
vices are provided to Federal offenders by con­
tract with local agencies, or on a non-contract 
basis when the probation office can provide the 
service. Also, there are free local services, or the 
individual can pay for his own treatment. Table 20 
reflects the rapid growth in drug aftercare clients 
during the past six years. Table 21 reflects the 
number of alcohol depend~nt clients treated 
during 1988, 1989, and 1990. 

Substance Abuse 
Identification and Treatment Services 

Contract treatment services have been 
provided to drug dependent Federal offenders 
since October 1, 1979. From that time, the num­
ber of offenders receiving both contract and non-

Table 20 
Drug Dependent Clients 

1985 through 1990 

Years Ended September 30 

Contract 2,710 3,635 5,016 6,377 

Non-
Contract 3,800 4,083 5,363 5,870 

7,335 8,566 

7,254 7,604 

Total 6,510 7,718 10,379 12,247 14,589 16,170 

• As of March 31, 1990. 

Table 21 
Alcohol Dependent Clients 

1988,1989 and 1990 

Type of Service 11988*11989- 11990** 

Contract 754 877 1,041 

Non-Contract 2,444 2,380 2,571 

Total 3,198 3,257 3,612 

• As of September 30 . 
•• As of March 31, 1990. 
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REPORT OF COMPLAINTS AND ACTION 
TAKEN UNDER TITLE 28 
U.S.C. SECTION 372{c) 

Any person alleging that a Federal judge or 
magistrate has engaged in conduct prejudicial to 
the effective and expeditious administration of the 
business of the courts, or that such officer cannot 
discharge all the duties of the office because of 
physical or mental disability, may file a complaint 
with the clerk of the appropriate court of appeals 
or national court (Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372 (c)). 
Such complaints are initially reviewed by the chief 
judge of the court, who may dismiss the complaint 
if it is not in compliance with the filing provisions 
of Section 372,(c); is directly related to the merits 
of ajudicial decision; or is frivolous. Chief judges 
may also conclude the proceeding if corrective 
action has been taken. Otherwise, they shall ap­
point a special committee to investigate the al­
legations in the complaint on behalf of the judicial 
council. The judicial councils or national courts 
are granted power to take appropriate action, 
except that in no circumstances may they order 
the removal from office of a judge appointed to 
serve during good behavior under Article III of the 
Constitution. 

The disposition of complaints is not judicially 
reviewable on appeal (as provided by Section 
372(c)(1 0)). The complainant orthe judicial officer 
may, however, petition the judicial council for 
review of any order of a chief judge dismissing a 
complaint. Petition may also be made to the Judi­
cial Conference for review of judicial council or­
ders issued after a special committee 
investigation. The Conference is permitted to act 
on such petitions directly orto establish a standing 
committee to take final action on its behalf. Pur­
suant to this authority, the Chief Justice has ap­
pointed the Judicial Conference Committee to 
Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability 
Orders, consisting of three judges, who actforthe 
Conference in its review responsibility under Sec­
tion 372(c)(1 0). 

The number of complaints filed against judi­
cial officers remained at a stable level of 31 0, only 
four iess than the 314 complaints filed in 1989. 
Only the Second, Fifth and Eighth Circuits 
reported more complaints filed. The other circuits 
either had no change or showed a decrease in 
complaints filed. The Second Circuit reported the 
highest number of complaints (56) this year, 
primarily due to the filing of multiple complaints by 

Table 22 
Judicial Complaints Flied, Concludod, and Pending 

1985 through 1990 

Filed 194 312 237 213 314 310 

Concluded 215 280 244 222 266 311 
By Chief .Judges 187 227 208 182 211 204 

Dismissed 179 218 198 173 201 195 
Corrective Action Taken 7 8 8 4 5 5 
Withdrawn 1 1 2 5 5 4 

By Judicial Councils 28 53 36 40 55 107 
Dismissed 27 53 35 37 55 107 
Action Taken 1 3 

Referred to JUdicial Conference - 1 
Pending on June 30 27 59 52 43 91 90 
* Revised 
··Percent not calculated on fewer than 10 cases. 

31 

Percent 

-1.3 

16.9 
-3.3 
-3.0 

94.5 
94.5 
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Table 23 
Report of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under Authority of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372{c) 

1990 

Circuits 

Summary of Activity Total Fed lDC 1stJ 2nd 3rd 4th 15th I 6th 17th lath I 9th 11 Oth 111th 

Complaints Pending on July 1, 1989* .... 91 0 3 6 5 9 9 2 4 0 5 23 21 4 

Complaints Filed .................. 310 4 5 4 56 20 31 22 35 13 40 49 14 14 

Officials Complained About** 
Judges 

Circuit ..................... 87 8 30 1 14 - 8 3 5 7 1 7 - -
District ..................... 220 - 2 3 35 13 20 19 34 13 28 34 7 12 
National Courts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Bankruptcy Judges ............. 34 - - - 5 1 3 7 - 1 1 9 7 -. 
Magistrates . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66 - - - 2 5 10 6 5 1 11 17 3 6 

Nature of Allegations** 
Mental Disability ............... 6 - - - 2 1 - - - - 1 - 1 1 
Physical Disability .............. 4 - - - - 1 - - - - 1 - 1 1 
Demeanor .................... 11 - - - 2 - - 2 - - 1 3 1 2 
Abuse of Judicial Power .......... 134 - 4 6 40 2 13 16 1 6 12 19 3 9 
Prejudice/Bias ................. 94 1 2 1 8 3 15 17 6 4 8 15 4 10 
Conflict of Interest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 - - - - - - 3 - - - 3 - 1 
Bribery/Corruption .............. 16 - - - 4 - - 1 - 1 3 6 - 1 
Undue Decisional Delay .......... 34 - 1 - 3 - 2 9 3 - 3 9 2 2 
Incompetence/Neglect ........... 18 - - 2 2 - 1 5 - 1 3 4 - -
Other ....................... 75 3 6 2 8 12 2 - 24 6 1 5 6 -

-- - -

National 
Courts 

cclclT 

0 0 

3 -

3 -
- -
- -
- -
- -

- -
- -
- -. 
3 -
- -
- -
- -
- -
- -
- -
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Table 23 

Report of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under Authority of TItle 28 U.S.G: Section 372(c) 
, --- __ , .... ----, 

I National 
ClrcuHs Courts 

Summary of Activity Total Fed I DC list! 2ndl3rd 14th 15th I 6th I 7thf 8th I 9th 11Othl11th ccl CIT 

Complaints Concluded .••...••.•..•• 311 4 8 7 53 19 33 22 34 13 30 62 11 12 3 0 
Action By Chief Judges 

Complaint Dismissed 
Not in ConformHy With Statute .... 19 - - - 2 - 5 - - 3 1 8 - - - -
Directly Related to Decision 

or Procedural Ruling . • . . • . • • . . 153 2 4 2 8 9 19 17 10 4 15 44 4 12 3 -
Frivolous ................... 23 1 - - 3 - 7 - 3 2 - 7 - - u -

Appropriate Action Already Taken ... 5 - - - - - - 1 - - - 3 1 - - -
Complaint Withdrawn .......••... 4 - - - 1 - 1 1 - - - - 1 - - -

Subtotal .................... 204 3 4 2 14 9 32 19 13 9 16 62 6 12 3 0 

Action By Judicial Councils· 
t.l Directed Chief District Judge to t.l 

Take Action (Magistrates only) .... 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Certified Disability .............. 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Requested Voluntary Retirement .... 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Ordered Temporary Suspension 

of Case Assignments ........... 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Privately Censured . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Public!~ Censured .............. 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Ordered Other Appropriate Action ... 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Dismissed the Complaint ......... 107 1 4 5 39 10 1 3 21 4 14 0 5 - - -
Referred Complaint to Judicial 

Conference . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Subtotal ..........•..•..... 107 1 4 5 39 10 1 3 21 4 14 0 5 0 0 0 

Complaints Pending on JUf!~3()1 1990_ ... 90 0 0 3 8 10 7 2 5 0 15 10 24 6 0 0 

CC - U.S. Claims Court 
CIT - Court of International Trade 

* Revised. 
**Each complaint may involve multip:e allegations against numerous judicial officers. 



individual complainants. Although the Ninth Cir­
cuit reported fewer complaints this year, it had the 
second highest number (49) of complaints filed, 
in part, because that circuit has the largest num­
ber of judicial officers. In contrast, no complaints 
were filed with the Court of International Trade. 
Table 22 summarizes judicial complaint activity 
from 1985 through 1990. 

Each individual complaint may involve mul­
tiple allegations against numerous judicial of­
ficers. The allegation cited most often (in 134 
complaints) was that judicial officers abused their 
judicial powers. Ninety-four complaints alleged 
judicial officers were prejudiced or biased, while 
75 complaints identified "other" conduct that was 
detrimental to the effective and expeditious ad­
ministration of justice. Almost all of these "other" 
allegations, however, were outside the jurisdiction 
of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) because they 
were found to be directly related to the merits of 
the court's decision in the original case. Table 23 
provides judicial complaint activity by circuit 
during 1990. 

While the number of complaints filed 
remained stable, the number of complaints con­
cluded increased for the second consecutive 
year. Compared to 1989, the number of com­
plaints concluded increased 17 percent to 311. 
Consequently, the number of complaints pending 
dropped less than 1 percent from 91 in 1989 to 90 
in 1990. 

As in prior years, the overwhelming majority 
of complaints (204 or 66 percent) were concluded 
by the chief judges. They dismissed 195 of the 
complaints, ruling that 153 were directly related to 
the merits of the original case, 19 were not in 
conformance with the statute, and 23 were 
frivolous. In five, appropriate action had already 
been taken and, in the other four, complaints were 
withdrawn by the complainant. 

The other 107 complaints were acted upon 
by the judicial council of the circuits. All complaints 
came to the circuit councils by way of a petition 
for review by the complainant or judicial officer; 
none were forwarded by special committees. The 
judicial councils dismissed all 107 complaints. 
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REPORT OF FEES AND EXPENSES 
AWARDED UNDER THE EQUAL ACCESS 

TO JUSTICE ACT 

The Equal Access To Justice Act 

The Equal Access to Justice Act (EAJA) 
lessens the financial burden on private parties 
who prevail againstthe U.S. Government in agen­
cy adversary adjudications or non-tort civil ac­
tions, by authorizing the award of attorney fees 
and expert witness fees. The EAJA also covers 
outlays for any study, analysis, engineering 
report, test, or project necessary in building a 
case. To be eligible for such an award, the party 
must prevail and meet certain financial require­
ments of the statute. Even when the private party 
prevails against the U.S. Government and is 
determined to be financially eligible, the attorney 
fees and other expenses requested can be denied 
if the U.S. can demonstrate that its position was 
"substantially justified." Applications for fees may 
also be denied if the court finds that the private 
litigant used delaying tactics or if special cir­
cumstances exist which would make an award 
unjust. This is the ninth report submitted by the 
Director in accordance with Title 28, U.S.C. Sec­
tion 2412(d)(5), 

Amendment To The 1989 Report 

After the 1989 Report was published, infor­
mation was received on 17 additional fee deter­
minations made prior to June 30, 1989. Sixteen 
of the applications involved the Department of 
Health and Human Services (HHS). These cases 
raised the total number of equal access applica­
tions terminated during 1989 to 520 as shown in 
Table 24. The federal courts granted 428 (82 
percent) of the applications and awarded a total 
of $1,884,578 to the successful applicants. 

Summary and Ana~ysis of 1990 Data 

During 1990, the level of equal access ac­
tivity in the Federal courts dropped dramatically. 
There were 412 dispositions in 1990, 21 percent 
below the 520 dispositions in 1989. Approximate­
ly 93 percent (383) of the applications were 
decided in the U.S. district courts. Four districts 
(New Jersey (53); Iowa, Northern (44); New York, 



Table 24 
Decisions on Equal Access 
to Justice Act Applications 

1985 Through 1990 

Total Appli- Appli-
Appli- cations cations Total 

1985 577 157 420 $1,912,768 
1986 672 108 564 $2,567,910 
1987 496 95 401 $3,878,033 
1988 521 105 416 $2,027,997 
1989 520 92 428 $1,884,578 
1990 412 41 371 $2,179,350 
Percent Change 

1990 over 
1989 -20.8 -55.4 -13.3 15.6 

Western (33) and Louisiana, Western (25)) ac­
counted for 40 percent of all dispositions. The 
U.S. courts of appeals terminated 16 equal ac­
cess applications while the U.S. Claims Court 
disposed of 10 applications. Three applications 
were decided in the U.S. Court of International 
Trade. Table 25 summarizes equal access ac­
tivity during 1990. 

The U.S. Supreme Court did not dispose of 
any equal access applications this year; however, 
the court did grant certiorari in Commissioner 
I.N.S. v. Jean, 110 S.Ct. 2316 (1990). In this case, 
there was substantial litigation over the fees them­
selves. The U.S. contended that the court may 
award attorney fees for time and expenses in­
curred during the fee litigation only if the 
government's position in the fee litigation itself 
was not substantially justified. The Supreme 
Court held that a "second" substantial justification 
finding is not required. Once the court determines 
that the l:J.S. position on the merits of the case is 
not substantially justified, the Federal courts have 
discretion to award attorney fees for all phases of 
the litigation. This is in accord with EAJA's pur­
pose which is to eliminate the average person's 
financial disincentive to challenge unreasonable 
government actions. 

The overall decline in equal access applica­
tions during 1990 was due primarily to a 16 per-

cent drop (down 72 applications) in applications 
against HHS. Despite this drop, applications in­
volving HHS accounted for the vast majority (385 
or 93 percent) of all equal access applications. 
Once again. nearly all of these cases concerned 
the determination of dis~bility benefits under the 
Social Security Act. The number of disputes over 
disability benefits has been on the decline since 
1985, so the number of applications for EAJA 
awards against HHS is likely to follow the same 
course. Sixteen other agencies were involved in 
at least 1 equal access decision in 1990. 

As in prior years, most of the actions con­
cluded this year (343 applications or 83 percent) 
were original applications under Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 2412{ d)( 1 )(A), after judgment against the 
U.S. Government in a civil case. Another 16 per­
cent (66 applications) were original applications 
under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2412(d)(3) after the 
court reviewed an agency decision. 

Three applications involved an appeal of a 
lower court decision. The appellate court affirmed 
the lower court's decision in its entirety in one 
case. In a second case, the appellate court 
reversed a lower court decision and granted an 
increase in the amount awarded. In the other 
case, the appellate court affirmed the granting of 
an award but reduced the amount awarded. 
Cases remanded to the lower court for further 
proceedings are not included in this report. 

In 1990, Federal courts granted 371 (90 
percent) requests for attorney fees and other ex­
penses, awarding a total of $2,179,350. This is 
not the amount actually received by successful 
applicants, however, because many awards are 
appealed. Again, the vast majority (98 percent) of 
the total amount awarded was for attorney' fees. 
The courts also awarded $36,400 for other expen­
ses such as travel and photocopying costs and 
$3,827 for preparation of reports. 

Despite the 13 percent drop in the number 
of awards this year, there was a 16 percent in­
crease in the total amount awarded. During 1990, 
awards in the amount of $1,171,075 were granted 
against HHS by the U.S. district courts and courts 
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Table 25 
Decisions on Applications for Equal Access to Justice Act Awards By Type of Court and Agency 

1990 

Applications 
Denied Applications Granted Nature and Amount of Awards* 

Total Total 
Fees and Fees and Total 

Appli- Expenses Expenses Amount 
Court/Agency cations Number Claimed Number Claimed Awarqed A B I C D 

~ ....................... 412 41 691,774 371 2,487,630 2,179,350 2,139,123 3,827 0 36,400 

U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Department of Energy .............. 1 1 267,476 - - - - - - -
Department of Health and 

Human Services ................ 10 2 16,909 8 202,476 179,479 179,479 - - -
Department of Interior . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 - - 1 12,160 12,160 12,160 - - -
Department of Labor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 - - 1 40,000 40,000 40,000 - - -
Department of Transportation . . . . . . . . . 1 - - 1 11,351 11,351 11,351 - - -

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission ................... 1 - - 1 12,268 12,268 12,268 - - -

Occupational Safety and Health 
Review Commission .............. 1 1 5,987 - ~ - - - - -

U.S. Court of International Trade 

Department of the Treasury .......... 3 2 23,560 1 2,563 901 713 - - 188 

U.S. Claims Court 

Department of the Army ............ 2 - - 2 84,588 79,000 79,000 - - -
Department of the Air Force . . . . . . . . . . 1 - - 1 4,156 4,156 4,008 - - 148 
Department of Commerce ........... 1 - - 1 62,483 56,451 51,848 3,114 - 1,489 
Department of Interior . . . . .......... 3 2 233,804 1 132,556 41,387 41,387 - - -
National Aeronautics & Space Admin ... 1 - - 1 39,001 39,001 39,001 - - -
D_ep_a!1rT1ef')t_ o! th~~avy . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 - - 2 330,891 273,593 251,381 - - 22,212 
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Table 25 
Decisions on Applications for Equal Access to Justice Act Awards By Type of Court and Agency 

1990 
(Continued) 

Applications 
Denied Applications Granted Nature and Amount of Awards* 

Appli-
Court/Agency cations Number 

U.S. District Courts . 
D.epartment of the Army ...... " ..... 1 -
Department of Health and 

Human Services ..... , .......... . 375 33 
Department of Interior ; . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 -
Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation . , .................. 2 -

Federal Aviation Administration .... , ... 1 -
Immigration and Naturalization ........ 1 -

---------- -_ .. _--

* A = Attorney Fees. 
B ;,:: Study, Analysis, Engineering Report, Test, or Project. 
C = Expert Witness Fees. 

Total Total 
Fees and Fees and 
Expenses Expenses 
Claimed Number Claimed 

- 1 70,705 

144,038 342 1,097,529 
- 3 153,468 

- 2 4,104 
- 1 10,871 
- 1 216,460 

D = Other, including photocopying costs, telephone expenses, and transportation costs. 

Total 
Amount 
Awarded A B C D 

75,854 74,974 - - 860 

991,596 979,504 713 - 11379 
130,718 ';·30,718 - - -

4,104 4,104 - .. -
10,871 10,'Y67 - - 104 

216,460 216,460 - - -



of appeals compared to $1,166,115 awarded 
during 1989. 

Of the 41 applications in which fees were 
denied, more than half (26 applications) were 
denied because the court found the U.S, position 
"substantially justified" as reasonable in law and 
fact. Seven were denied because the applicant 
was not the prevailing party; four because the 
application was not filed in a timely fashion; two 
because special circumstances made an award 
unjust; one because the court did not have juris­
diction to hear the request; and one because the 
original award was deemed sufficient. 

JUDICIAL APPROPImATIONS 
AND FINANCE 

Budget Authority for Fiscal Year 1990 

The Judiciary Appropriations Act (Public 
Law 101-162) and the Emergency Drug Funding 
of the Department of Transportation Appropria­
tions Act, Title IV (Public Law 101-164), both 
approved on November 21, 1989, provided fiscal 
year 1990 appropriations for the Judiciar/. Budget 
authority 10r 1990, after the sequestration, was 
$1,643,317,000 (exclusive of the Supreme Court 
and the U. S. SentenCing Commission). In addi­
tion, $27,500,000 in unobligated-balances were 
carried forward into 1990 and available for obliga­
tion, and $53,210,000 in fees are estimated to be 
collected or carried forward from 1989 and will be 
available to offset obligations. 

The Dire Emergency Supplemental Ap­
propriations Act (Public Law 101-302) for 1990 
was subsequently signed into law on May 25, 
1990. The Supplemental provided the Judiciary 
with an additional $30,003,000: $5,253,000 for 
the mandatory costs associated with the 1990 pay 
raise for Federal judges; $22,750,000 to offset 
shortfalls in fee collections; and $2,000,000 to 
cover a shortfall in the Drug Dependent Offenders 
Pwgram. Of the total amount, $4,500,000 was 
authorized to be transferred from the Defender 
Services appropriation into Salaries and Expen­
ses. 

38 

Table 26 displays the current availability and 
the distribution of supplemental funding by ac­
count for fiscal year 1990. 

Budget Estimates for Fiscal Year 1991 

On June 26, 1990, the House of Repre­
sentatives voted on and approved the Judiciary's 
Appropriations Bill providing a total of 
$1.918,588,000 (exclusive of the Supreme Court 
and the United States Sentencing CommiSSion). 
The Judiciary's request was reduced by 
$100,928,000. However, $28,750,000 of this 
reduction is being held in reserve for the Drug 
Dependent Offenders Program which has no 
authorizing legislation at present. Consequently, 
the effective reduction was $72,178,000. This 
results in a 15 percent increase over fiscal year 
1990. An estimated $48,000,000 in civil filing fees, 
bankruptcy noticing fees and registry fund fees 
may be added to these numbers for total budget 
authority. The amounts shown in Table 27 for the 
House Allowance include the $28,750,000 for the 
Drug Depe/')dent Offenders Program. 

The Judiciary is appealing to the Senate for 
restoration of selected items amounting to 
$53,086,000. This includes $202,000 associated 
with the sequestration of funds from the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
and the United States Court of international 
Trade; $634,000 for the Federal Judicial Center; 
and restoration to the base of $22,300,000 rela­
tive to the fiscal year 1990 supplemental; The 
remainder is comprised of the $28,750,000 held 
in reserve for the Drug Dependent Offenders Pro­
gram and a restoration of a base of $1,200,000 
associated with the col/ection of immigration ex­
amination fees. 

To ciate, no action has been taken by the 
Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on the 
Judiciary's request. 

Financial Losses and Irregularities 

During the twelve-month period ending June 
30,1990, there were 9 losses totaling $13,221. All 
of the losses concerned the unexplained disap­
pearance of cash and checks. Two of the losses 
were the result of discrepancies in deposits with 
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Table 26 
Statement of Appropriation Accounts for the Judiciary 

(Exclusive of the Suprema Court), Fiscal Year 1990 
(Amounts In Thousands of Dollars) 

Court of Appeals for the Fedoral Circuit: 

Budget 

Supplemental 
Appropriations 

Authority Transfer New 
Total 

Budget 
h . 

Salaries and Expenses $ 8.830 $ $ -$ 8.830 
Court of International Trade: 

Salaries and Expenses 
Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and 

Other Judicial Services: 
Salaries and Expenses 
Dt1fender Services (Criminal Justice Act) 
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners 
Court Security 

$ 

Total for Courts of Appeals, District Courts, 

8.272 

1,331,227· 
126,461·· 
57,997·" 
57,889 

4,500 
(4,500) 

25,503 

8.272 

1,361,230 
121,961 
57,997 
57,889 

and Other JudicIal ServIces $ 1.573.574 25,503 l,599.0V 
Administrative Office, U.S. Courts: 

Salaries and Expenses 
Federal JudIcIal Center: 

33,670 33,670 

Salaries and Expenses 12,485 12,485 
Judicial Officers Retirement Fund 6,486 6,486 

gRAND TOTAL $ 1,643,317 $ - $ 25.503 $1,668,820 
• Excludes unobligated balance of $3,100 thousand carried forward from 1989 and 

$53,210 thousand in fees. 
•• Excludes unobligated balance of $22,000 thousand carried forward from 1989 . 
••• Excludes unobligated balance of $2,400 thousand carried forward from 1989. 

the Federal Reserve Bank. In one of these losses, 
the court was able to recover the funds since the 
total amount of the deposit consisted of checks 
which were restrictively endorsed. In the second 
case, the FBI had been requested to investigate 
the loss. In addition to the losses at the Federal 
Reserve Bank, the clerks of court in two cases 
were held responsible for the losses, and the 
cashiers in two other cases were held respon­
sible. The remaining three cases are pending a 
determination as to whether relief can be granted. 

$75,260,765 in the custody. of the bankruptcy 
courts (see Appendix Table R-2). This represents 
an 8 percent decrease over the previous year's 
total of $1,003,677,640. This amount was dis­
tributed as follows: 

Registry Funds 

Statement of Accounts 

On March 31, 1990, there was a total of 
$919,576,522 in the registry accounts ofthe U.S. 
courts. There was $844,315,757 in the custody of 
the district courts (see Appendix Table R-1), and 
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lJeQo~il E~r~~[]t 
Total $919,576,522 100.0 
U.S. Treasury 71,102,926 7.7 
Local Depositaries: 
Non-interest Bearing 1,124,420 0.1 
Interest Bearing 
. (Includes Govt. 
Securities) $847,349,176 92.2 

Registry Fees 

During the second year of implementation of 
th/e court registry fee, a total of $2,094,749 has 



Table 27 
ComparatIve Statement of Budget Aulhorlty for Fiscal Year 1990 and 

Budget EstImates and Amounts Approved for Fiscal Year 1991 
(Amounts In Thousands of Dollars) 

Budget 1991 Appeal 

Aoorooriaticin Accounts' 
Authority Budget House to 

HI90 .- . All Senate 

Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit: 
Si3Ii3[i~~ i3[]Q E~~~[]~!i!~ $ e,~~Q Si ~,Z22 $ ~,~~Q $ :l21 

Court of InternatIonal Trade: 
Si3Ii3ri!i!~ ~[]Q E~~~[]~!i!~ $ e.2Z2 e,s~a e,Z21 61 

Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and 
Other Judicial Services: 

Salaries and Expenses 1,361,230 1,643,120 1,576,820* 52,250 
Defender Services 121,961 167,580 137,569 -
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners 57,997 57,997 57,997 -
Court Security 57,889 72,862 71,261 -

Total for Courts of Appeals, District Courts, 
lmd Oth~[ ~!.!dh::;I"1 S~IJlI~§l1 $l,~99,QZZ 1,9~1,~~9 j,a4~t2~ 52,25Q 

Administrative Office, U.S. Courts: 
Salaries and Expenses 33,670 38,487 37,712 -

Federal Judicial Center: 
Salaries and Expenses 12,485 15,866 13,918 634 

Judicial Offlcers'Retirament Fund 6,486 5,000 5,000 -
GRAND TOTAL $1,668,820 $2,019,516 $1,918,588* $53,086 

* An estimated $48,000 thousand for collection of fees may be added to this number to calculate 
total budget authority. 

been collected through March 31, 1990. While a 
decline in interest rates on all funds held partially 
explains the lower than expected revenue, many 
courts have deferred deducting the fee until the. 
case giving rise to the investment has been 
closed. This action delays receipt ofthe funds the 
Judiciary needs to operate. The revenue 
generated by the fee is made available to the 
courts to reimburse the Judiciary for its cost of 
operations. 

When added to the balance in the Fund 
which was carried over from the prior fiscal year 
[$2,038,321], a total of $4,133,070 is currently 
available to reimburse the Judiciary for expenses 
of the Courts of Appeals, District Courts and Other 
Judicial Services, and the Administrative Office of 
the United States Courts. 

40 

PERSONNEL OF THE JUDICIARY 

The total number of individuals on the payroll 
of the Federal Judiciary (exclusive ofthe Supreme 
Court) on June 30, 1990, was 22,399. This was 
roughly 5 percent above the number on June 30, 
1989. With the work of probation and pretrial 
services offices on the rise, both in terms of 
case load and responsibilities associated with 
Sentencing Guidelines, the number of personnel 
in these offices rose by approximately 10 percent 
over 1989 levels. The number of federal public 
defenders and assistants also rose significantly 
this year, by approximately 27 per<i:ent. Table 28 
provides a detailed summary of the personnel in 
the Judiciary on June 30, 1989 and 1990. 



Table 28 
Peraonn.lln the Federal Judiciary 

on Jun. 30,1&89 and 1990 

E~r~Qnnei I l~~~ 

IQlaL EEBSQr:ir:iEL' 21 ~31 
Judges: 

Circuit 156 
District 537 
Bankruptcy Courts 296 
National Courts 24 
Territorial Courts 4 
Retired - Resigned 314 

12!1!1 1 ~l 
Circuit Executives 12 
Staff to Circuit Executives 113 
District Court Executives 5 
Staff IQ District Court Executives 10 
Secretaries to Active Judges 1143 
Secretaries to Retired Judges 228 
Court Secretaries and Other Court Staff 96 
Law Clerks to Active Judges 1,893 
Law Clerks to Retired Judges 394 
Senior Staff Attorneys 11 
Supervisory Staff Attorneys 20 
Staff Attorneys 134 
Total Personnel for Clerks' Offices 4,618 
I2tal IU~Z 
Members of Probation Staffs: 

Probation Officers 2,146 
Probation Officer Assistants 23 
Pretrial Services Officers 233 
Probation Clerks 1,383 
Pretrial Services Clerks 139 

!g!1I1 3 !!2~ 
Members of Bankruptcy Staffs: 

Secretaries to Bankruptcy Judges 289 
law Clerks to Bankruptcy Judges 316 
Total Personnel for Clerks' Offices 3,561 
Barltlilptcy Administrators & Staff 32 

Iotal ~,l~e 
U.S. Magistrates 464 
Secretaries to Magistrates 294 
Law Clerks to Magistrates 284 
Clerical Assistants to Magistrates 21 
Federal Pl.oblic Defenders and Assistants 351 
Staff \0 Federal Public Defenders 240 
Court Criers 25 
Court Reporters 579 
Supporting Personnef of the National Courts 109 
MisceDaneous Personnel In the 
District 01 Columbia 1 

Librarians and Staff 209 
Nurses 1 
Court Interpreters 34 
Staff of the Administratlve Office 583 

. Staff of the Federal Judicial Center 112 
Staff of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrlcl Utigation II 
Land Commissioners 187 
Jury Commissioners 16 
.lLlD:: Cl1lDlDiSSil1[l!1r.:i Stat! 2 
Tolal 3,521 
• Exduslve of Supreme Court personnel. 

I l~~Q 

2239i 

154 
535 
303 
24 

1 
323 

I ~Q 
12 
e.4 
5 
7 

010 
269 
80 

1,803 
200 

12 
25 

147 
4,873 
1I~£i 

2,361 
35 

2n 
1.498 

160 
!1~1 

298 
327 

3,849 
33 

H2Z 
476 
310 
291 

12 
445 
227 
28 

583 
106 

0 
238 

2 
42 

683 
122 
10 

183 
14 
3 

3,775 
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Status of Article III Judgeships 

On June 3D, 1990, there were 10 vacancies 
among the 168 judgeships authorized for the U.S. 
courts of appeals. Three of these vacancies, one 
each in the Sixth, Eighth, and Ninth Circuits, have 
existed for more than 18 months. The vacancy in 
the Ninth Circuit is the longest at over two years. 
In the U.S. districtcourts, there were 34 vacancies 
among the 575 judgeships authorized on June 30, 
1990. Nine of these vacancies have existed for 18 
months or more. The two longest vacancies are 
in the Virgin Islands (vacant since December 
1986) and the Eastern District of New York, 
(vacant since November 1987). In addition to the 
active judges, there were 63 senior court of ap­
peals judges and 201 senior district judges provid­
ing service to the Judiciary on June 30, 1990. 
Table 29 provides the status of judgeshIp posi­
tions for 1985 through 1990, 

Status of Bankruptcy Judge Appointments 

A total of 291 fourteen-year bankruptc~' 
judgeships are authorized by the Judicial Con­
ference. As of June 30, 1990, there were four 
vacant positions. The .. Judicial Conference has 
recommended to the Congress the creation of 12 
additional bankruptcy judge positions since the 
Congress last authorized bankruptcy judgeships 
in 1988. 

Status of Bankruptcy Judgeships 
on June 3D, 1985 through 1990 

1985 
1986 
1987 
1988 
1989 
1990 

232 
232 
284 
284 
291 
291 

19 
30 
37 
58 

8 
12 

Report on the Professional Background 
and Qualifications of Magistrates 

The Magistrates Division continued to ad­
minister the magistrate merit selection and ap­
pointment process to ensure compliance with the 
procedures mandated by the Federal Magistrate 



FEDERAL JUDICIARY PERSONNEL 
ON JUNE 30, 1990 

TOTAL PERSONNEL -22,399 

NATIONAL COURTS 
0.5% 

MAGISTRATES & STAFF 
4.9% 

BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
21.5% 

DEFENDERS & STAFF 
3.0% 

EXCLUDES THE SUPREME COURT 

Table 29 

CLERKS OFFICES 
21.8% 

OTHER 
5.4% 

AO & FJC 
3.6% 

PROBATION SERVICE 
19.3% 

Status of JudgeshIp Positions 
on June 30, 1985 through 1990 

• Positions in the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit are included. 
*. Sitting senior judges who participated in appeals dispositions . 
•• * Senior Judges with staff. 
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Table 30 
Act of 1979 and the regulations promulgated by 

u.s. Magistrate Positions the Judicial Conference. During the year, 30 full-
Authorized by the Judicial Conference time magistrates were appointed, including 11 

1973 through 1990 reappointments. Of the 19 new appointments, 9 
were for newly created positions. During the same 

Year Total 
F~UII- I part-, Combi- period, 19 individuals were appointed to part-time 
lime TIme nation magistrate positions, Including 13 reappoint-

1973 Spring 567 103 <447 17 ments. Of the 6 new appointments, 3 were newly 
Fall 542 112 414 16 created positions. 

1974 Spring 541 112 411 18 Among the new appointments made during Fall 482 130 336 16 
the year, the average age of the full-time appoin-

1975 Spring 487 133 337 17 tees was 44 and that of the part-time magistrates 
Fall 482 143 322 17 was 47. Newfull-time magistrates had been mem-

1976 Spring 482 15:) 316 16 
bers of the bar for an average of 17 years; part-

FaU 483 159 306 19 time magistrates averaged 22 years of bar 
membership. Of the new full-time magistrates, six 

1977 Spring 487 164 305 18 had been in private practice, one had prior ex-
Fall 484 166 300 18 perience as a part-time magistrate, one had 

1978 Spring 487 176 290 21 served as a superior court judge, three had served 
Fall 486 187 278 21 as administrative law judges, one had served as 

a deputy attorney general, one had served as an 
1979 Spring 488 196 271 21 assistant district attorney, and six had served as 

Fall 485 201 264 20 assistant U.S. attorneys. 
1980 Spring 488 204 263 21 

The Judicial Conference authorized 16 new FaU 495 210 263 22 
full-time magistrate positions during the year, in-

1981 Spring 490 217 253 20 creasing the number of full-time positions from 
Fall 489 219 250 20 307 to 323. The Conference decreased the num-

1982 Spring 483 223 241 19 ber of part-time positions from 161 to 153. The 
Fall 482 228 238 16 number of combination clerk of court'magistrate 

1983 Spring 476 238 225 13 
positions decreased to 8. Five magistrates served 

Fall 478 248 219 11 as recalled magistrates pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
636(h). Table 30 provides a summary of the 

1984 Spring 45i 253 191 13 number of magistrate positions authorized by the 
Fall 462 262 188 12 Judicial Conference since 1973. 

1985 Spring 467 272 183 12 
Judicial Survivors' Annuities Fall 468 277 180 11 

System (JSAS) 
1986 Spring 467 2SO 177 10 

~l Fall 465 284 171 10 Participation in the JSAS Program continues 
to increase which is reflected In Table 31. This is 

1987 Spring 467 292 165 10 due to the inclusion of bankruptcy judges and 
Fall 466 292 165 iii 

magistrates under JSAS. 
1~ Spring 470 294 167 iii 

Fall 472 300 163 iii The investment holdings, par amounts, and 
interest rates are listed in Table 32. The JSAS 

1989 Spring 477 307 161 iii undisbursed balance listed in Table 33 has in-
Fall 481 S13 159 iii 

creased through the years and annual reviews by 
1990 Spring ~ S23 153 II outside parties continue to find it actuarially 

sound. 
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Table 31 
Judicial Survivors' Annuities System 

1982 through 1990 

Judicial Survivor 
Officials Annuitants 

Per- Aver-
On the Partici- cent- Num-

f:fg~~lf]:[1[Ml.~l$;t[m[~~*)')'ilImMt~i~1@itmii~l[J[m:1:n~n~t&trl 
1983 889 680 77 198 12,862 
llM.a@'I:1:MfHJ~gij]i.&~~~rjl1:J@l1:1z4.Jlm:ili:ll~W:lml:M;l~~@i1l 
1985 941 661 73 197 13,587 
\1~~~;mlllf:J1:~gInf~~~!i@mf:l;;fmMJlli1[l~7@Iil:ll.;4,;mWj:1 
1987 1,036 586 51 192 16,112 
;i~~~lJl:liil~Q.iji:lilil:§'t.Q.M@@~~?I:Mf::M:lj[~J.:%rM7;~i2[:::m 
1989 1,218 712 58 194 18,324 
\t~~tJIW:%lil!?~lil¥t~f.;mt:Ilf.I).:Il:i;l:Ji;~~gHf:tgP'}lzq:;:m 
* Spouses only. Children receiving an annuity: 
10 (1983); 9 (1984); 11 (1985); 8 (1986); 3 (1987); 
3 (1988); ::: (1989) and 3 (1990). 

Tabla 32 
Judicial Survivor.' AnnuHy Fund 

Investment Holdings as of June 30, 1990 

Interest Rate 

3 percent 
3 1/2 percent 
4 1/8 percent 
41/4 percent 
7 percent 
75/8 percent 
8114 percent 
8 3/8 percent 
81/2 percent 
9 3/8 percent 
1 0 3/8 percent 
10 3/4 percent 
11 1/8 percent 
11 .5/8 percent 
11 3/4 percent 
11 3/4 percent 
11 7/8 percent 
12 percent 
12 3/8 percent 
12 3/4 percent 
131/8 percent 
131/8 percent 
13 3/8 percent 
13 3/4 percent 
14 percent 
141/4 percent 
153/4 percent 

Type of Inyestment 

U.S. Treasury Bonds 02115195 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 11115/98 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 08/15/89-94 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 08/15/87-92 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15193-98 
MK Bonds 2115/02-07 
MK Bonds 05/15/02-05 
MK Bonds 08115195·00 
MK Bonds 05115/94-99 
MK Bonds 02115/06 
MK Bonds 11115/04·09 
MK Bonds 02115/03 
MK Bonds 08/15103 
MK Bonds 11/15/04 
MK Bonds 02115101 
MK Bonds 02115/05-10 
MK Bonds 11/15/03 
MK Bonds 05115105 
MK Bonds 05/15/04 
MK Bonds 11/15/05-10 
MK Bonds 05/15/01 
MK Bonds 05115/09·14 
MK Bonds 08115/01 
MK Bonds 08ti 5/04 
MK Bonds 11115/06·11 
MK Bonds 02115/02 
MK Bonds 11115/01 

I Par 
Amount 

$ 51,000 
113,500 
167,000 
722,000 
195,000 

10,990,000 
1,144,000 

46,552,000 
4,309,000 

13,023,000 
2,082,000 
2,125,000 
3,542,000 
3,874,000 
2,676,000 

866,000 
4,383,000 

17,112,000 
3,229,000 
5,083,000 
1,480,000 
2,579,000 
3,134,000 
3,645,000 
2,084,000 
3,342,000 
8,372,000 

Total Investment Holdings (Par Value) $146,874,500 
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LEGISLATIVE SUMMARY 

Ethics and Salary Legislation 

On November 30, 1989, the President 
signed into law P.L. 101-194, the Ethics Reform 
Act of 1989. The bill included numerous 
provisions affecting all three branches of govern­
ment in the areas of ethics and salary reform. For 
Article III judges, the bill provided for a substantial 
pay increase package: a 7.9 percent cost-of-Iiving 
adjustment effective February 1, 1990, and a 25 
percent pay increase effective January 1, 1991. 

The ethics portion of the bill also had a 
substantial impact on the JudiCiary. A cap was 
imposed on outside earned income totaling 15 
percent of the salary of an Executive Level " 
officer (district judge). This would allow ap­
proximately $18,000 in outside income in 1991. 
Teaching income is not exempt from the cap. In 
addition, honoraria are banned and there are new 
rules about financial disclosure. 

The bill also included an amendment by 
Congressman Robert Kastenmeier (D-WI) to re­
quire senior judges to handle at least 25 percent 
of the judicial workload of an active judge before 
they would be eligible to receive a pay increase. 
All seniorjudges, including inactive senior judges, 
would still be entitled to receive annual cost-of­
living adjustments (COLAs) if such adjustments 
were given to general schedule employees. 

Additional Judgeships 

A number of bills adding judgeships at 
various levels of the Judiciary have been intro­
duced. The two major bills adding judgeships 
were introduced by the Chairmen of the Senate 
and the House Committees on the Judiciary. Title 
II of S. 2648, introduced May 17, 1990, provides 
for 77 new judgeships - 65 district judgeships, 
11 court of appeals judgeships, and 1 judgeship 
for the Virgin Islands. Hearings on the bill were 
held in late June 1990, and the bill was reported 
from the Senate Committee on the Judiciary on 
July 12,1990. Judge WalterT. McGovern testified 
at the June 26, 1990 hearing. H.R. 5316 was 
introduced on July 19, 1990, and provides for 54 
new judgeships - 45 at the district level and 9 at 



Table 33 
Judicial Survivors' Annuities System 

Receipts, Disbursements, and Balances 
1983 through 1990 

(In Thousands of Dollars) 

Judicial Survivors' 
19831 Annuities Fund 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 

Balance July 1: 
Investments (face amount) $71,069 $78,171 $88,042 $98,397 $109,261 $116,046 $124,795 $137,475 
Undisbursed Balance 185 224 251 193 304 154 244 320 

Balance July 1 71,254 78,3S;; 88,293 98,590 109,565 116,200 125,039 137,795 

Receipts: 
Direct Appropriation (P.L. 95-26) • 
Salary Deductions 2,237 2,244 2,342 2,392 2,522 2,617 2,669 2,905 
Agency Contributions 2,237 2,244 2,342 2,392 1,420 
Service Credit Payment~ 15 8 20 24 220 22 186 198 
Interest on Investments 6,939 7,993 9,314 10,696 11,474 12,552 13,297 14,892 
Discounts on Investments (net}-l ,374 379 -552 -1,242 -1,824 -2,564 770 -3,401 
Repayments of Accrued 

Interest 
Total Receipts 10,054 12,868 13,466 14,262 13,812 12,627 16,922 14,594 

Disbursements: 
Payments to Annuitants 2,557 2,570 2,622 2,751 2,983 3,283 3,919 4,440 
Death Claims 32 5 26 4 4 9 1 13 
Refunds 77 131 235 243 4,120 277 158 401 
Accrued Interest Purchases 246 264 286 289 70 219 88 208 

Total Disbursements 2,912 2,970 3,160 3,287 7,177 3,788 4,166 5,062 

Balance June 30: 
Investments (face amount) 78,171 88,042 98,397 109,261 116,046 124,795 137,475 146,875 
Undisbursed Balance 225 251 193 304 154 244 320 452 

Balance June 30 78,396 88,293 98,590 109,565 116,200 125,039 137,795 147,327 

• A direct appropriation of $2,500,000 for fiscal year 1990 is not included because the funds had not been correctly 
recorded in our accounts by Treasury at the time of preparation. 
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the courts of appeals level. Hearings were held on 
this bill on July 30, 1990. Judge McGovern tes­
tified at this hearing before the House Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Economic and Commercial 
Law. It is expected that final action on the bills will 
occur in the Fall of 1990. By transmittal of June 
19, 1990, the Judicial Conference had requested 
a total of 96 new Federal judgeships, 20 for the 
courts of appeals and 76 for the district courts. 
Refer to Supplemental Tables S-12 and S-13 for 
additional judgeships authorized in 1990. 

Civil Justice RefQrm 

In January 1990, Senator Joseph Biden (D­
OE) introduced S. 2027, the Civil Justice Reform 
Act. A companion bill, H.R. 3898, was introduced 
in the House by Congressman Jack Brooks (0-
TX). The bills called for procedural reforms in the 
handling of civil cases which were designed to cut 
the expense and delay of litigation of these cases. 
The Judicial Conference at its March meeting, 
took a position of opposition to both bills. Judge 
Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr. testified on S. 2027 
before the Senate Committee on the Judiciary on 
March 6, 1990. Senator Biden introduced a new 
bill, S. 2648, on May 17,1990, reflecting a number 
of recommendations made by th oj Conference. 
Despite these Changes, the Conference at hear­
ings on June 26, took a position of "disfavoring" 
the bill and stated that it could not endorse Tit!e I 
of S. 2648. Judge Robert Peckham testified on S. 
2648 before the Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary on June 26, 1990. Subsequently, the bill 

. was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
on July 12,1990. 

Voir Dire 

Two bills, S. 591 and S. 592, giving addition­
al rights to counsel in criminal and civil cases to 
conduct voir dire were introduced by Senator 
Howell Heflin (D-AL). It is expected that a modified 
version of these bills will be included in legislation 
taken up by the Congress in the Fall of 1990. 

Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals Split 

Bills were introduced in both the House and 
the Senate to split the Ninth Circuit. S. 948 was 
introduced by Senator Slade Gorton (R-WA) and 
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H.R. 4900 by Congressman Sid Morrison (R­
WA). Both bills were the subject of hearings but 
neither is expected to be enacted during the 101 st 
Congress. Judge Alfred T. Goodwin testified in 
opposition to S. 948 before the Senate Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Courts and Administrative 
Practice on March 6, 1990 and Director L. Ralph 
Mecham testified against H.R. 4900 before the 
House JudiCiary Subcommittee on Courts, Intel­
lectual Property and the Administration of Justice 
on June 13, 1990. 

Jurisdiction 

H.R. 3406 introduced by Congressman Kas­
ten meier provides for Federal jurisdiction of cer­
tain multiparty, multiforurn civil actions. Judge 
William W Schwarzer testified at a hearing before 
the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts 
and Administrative Practice on November 15, 
1989. The bill was approved by the House on 
June 5, 1990, and is expected to be adopted by 
the Senate in the Fall. 

Impeachments and Discipline Issues 

Two Federal judges were impeached during 
1989. On October 20, 1989, the Senate found 
Judge Alcee Hastings of the Southern District of 
Florida guilty of eight impeachable offenses and 
ordered him removed from office. On November 
3, 1989, the Senate found Judge Walter Nixon 
guilty of two impeachable offenses and ordered 
him removed from office. 

H.R. 1620 was introduced by Congressman 
Kastenmeier to amend provisions of Title 28 relat­
ing to judicial tenure and discipline and also to 
establish a commission to study alternatives to 
the present impeachment process. The bill was 
passed by the House on June 5, 1990. Numerous 
other approaches to impeachment involving 
amendment of the Constitution have been intro­
duced but are not expected to be acted on by 
Congress. 

Criminal Law Legislation 

Omnibus crime bills, with provisions of sig­
nificant interest to the Judiciary sponsored by the 
Chairmen of the respective Committees on the 



Judiciary in both the House and the Senate 
passed major hurdles in July 1990. Senato; 
Biden's bill, S. 1970, was introduced on Novem­
ber 21, 1989, placed directly on the Senate calen­
dar, and passed with amendments by the Senate 
94 to 6 on July 11, 1990. Congressman Brooks' 
bill, H.R. 5269, was introduced on July 13, 1990, 
and ordered reported by the House Committee on 
the Judiciary on July 23, 1990. Subjects in the bills 
o! particular interest to the Judiciary include spe­
cial habeas corpus procedures in capital cases 
mandatory minimum sentences, drug testing fo; 
all defendants on supervised release, extra fund­
i~~ f~r the c~u.rts for drug cases, and special 
litigation provIsions relating to the savings and 
loan scandal. Several judges have testified before 
Congressional committees on various portions of 
criminal law legislation. 

Space and Facilities legislation 

Companion bills to give the Judicial Branch 
ti greater role in meeting its space and facilities 
needs were introduced. H.R. 4178 was intro­
?uced by Congressman Douglas Bosco.(D-CA) 
In March, 1990, and S. 2837 was introduced by 
Senator Daniel Moynihan (D-NY) in July, 1990. 
Hearings were held on the Bosco bill in March and 
led to discussions between the General Services 
Administration and the Administrative Office of 
the U.S. Courts on how to better meet the space 
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needs of the courts. Fall hearings are expected in 
the Senate. 

Personnel Legislation 

Legislation to establish a comprehensive 
personnel system for employees of the Ad­
ministrative Office of the U.S. Courts is progress­
ing in both houses of Congress. The Senate 
version, S. 2269 sponsored by Senator Joseph 
Ueberman (D-CT), was added to S. 2274, the pay 
reform bill and passed out of the Government 
Affairs Committee in July 1990. Similar legisla­
tion, H.R. 4174, was introduced by Congressman 
William Ford (D-MI) in March, 1990, and reported 
from that Committee in July, 1990. 

Miscellaneous 

Numerous other issues relating to the courts 
have been considered by the 101 st Congress. 
Congressman Kastenmeier has introduced H.R. 
5381, the Federal Courts Study Committee Im­
plementation Act of 1990, containing issues 
adopted by the Federal Courts Study Committee 
and the Judicial Conference. Although the Con­
ference has recommended that this bill include 
the repeal of Section 140 of P.L. 97-92 (95 
Stat.1200), a provision which bars annual cost-of­
living adjustments in pay for Federal judges ex­
cept as specifically authorized by Congress, the 
bill does not at this time contain such repeal. 
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Administrative Office Activities 



ADMINISTRA TIVE OFFICE ACTIVITIES 

Introduction 

The Administrative Office of the United States Courts, under the direction of the 
Judicial Conference, provides support to the Judiciary. The mission of the Ad­
ministrative Office continues to evolve in response to the changing needs and 
priorities of the F ederal Judiciary. The Judiciary and the Administrative Office have 
changed dramatically over the past 50 years. At its creation in 1939, the Ad­
ministrative Office was a simple organi:cation which provided classic administrative 
support services such as procuring supplies and equipment, administering a person­
nel system and providing budget and financial control services. Today, in addition 
to these basic functions, the Administrative Office also provides complex legal 
services and program and policy advice and assistance to the courts. 

HIGHLIGHTS OF 1990 

GOALS 

The Director has established sl,x broad goals to guide the work of the agency: 

• Secure adequate resources from the Congress for the Judiciary. 
• Improve service performance and delivery. 
• Modernize both the Administrative Office and court management systems and planning 

capabilities. 
• Improve communications with judicial officers and staff. 
• Eliminate internal and external regulatory impediments to effective Administrative Office and 

court management. 
• Decentralize operating functions where appropriate. 

In 1990, the Administrative Office made sig­
nificant strides in many of these areas, although 
many challenges still remain. This was a year of 
tremendous activity. Some of the highlights of this 
year include: 

• The Judiciary received 96 percent of its entire 
budget request despite the enacted sequestra­
tion; 
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• Ethics Reform legislation was passed which 
included a long overdue pay raise for judges; 

• Legislation was introduced and advanced to 
provide the Judiciary with the statutory 
authority to control its own space and facilities 
program independent of the General Services 
Administration (GSA); 



• Legislation was introduced and advanced to 
provide the Administrative Office with its own 
self-contained personnel system, independent 
of the Office of Personnel Management (OP M); 

• Construction began on the new Judiciary ad­
ministration office building; 

• Administrative Office/Federal Judicial Center 
task forces were established to focus on the 
training needs of the Judiciary and automation 
and research activities; 

• A comprehensive review of the Judicial Salary 
Plan was undertaken; 

• An internship program for mid-level managers 
was established between the courts and the 
Administrative Office; 

• Computer Assisted Legal Research (CALR) 
will be installed in every judge's chambers by 
yearend; 

• The Judiciary Automation Fund was estab­
lished with funding of $71 million; 

• Proposals were received to furnish the U.S. 
Courts Data Communication Network and an 
award is expected late in the year; 

• The CIVIL electronic docketing system was 
installed in 25 district courts; 

• Eighteen additional courts received the 
Bankruptcy Courts Automation Program (BAN­
CAP) bringing the.total BAN CAP courts to 43; 

• The Appellate Information Management Sys­
tem (NewAIMS) became fully operational in the 
Second and Third Circuits; 

• Hardware forthe Space Management Informa­
tion System was acquired, tested, and 
configured, and data entry has begun; 

• A complete review of judicial space standards 
was begun with proposed revisions prepared 
for judges' and magistrates' courtrooms and 
chambers, and space for supporting staff; 
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• A financial audit of the Administrative Office 
was completed; 

• A task force of Administrative Office and court 
staff v 'as established to plan for the expansion 
of budget decentralization, should the Judicial 
Conference approve nationwide expansion; 

• The Central Accounting System was imple·· 
mented, providing the Administrative Office 
with an accounting system that complies with 
OMB and GAO standards; 

& The Contractor Audit Program was begun. It 
will allow for cyclical financial audits of tile 
courts every two years rather than the current 
four-to-five year schedule; 

• Procurement training for approximately 120 
procurement clerks was provided; 

• Procurement authority for substance abuse 
treatment contracts up to $100,000 was 
delegated to the courts and a detailed instruc­
tion manual was developed; 

• A program manual for clerks of the bankruptcy 
courts was prepared and published; 

• Three new Federal public defender organiza­
tions were established and two existing offices 
established new branches; 

• An in-depth study of magistrate jurisdiction was 
undertaken at the recommendation of the 
Federal Courts Study Committee and the 
Magistrates Committee; 

• A revised Pretrial Services Manual was issued; 

• The electronic home confinement monitoring 
pilot project was expanded from 2 districts to 
an additional 12; 

• Seven districts were trained in methods to bring 
about better supervision of probationers; 

• A project to create an automated file of Judicial 
Conference pOlicies was begun; 



G A survey of staff attorneys offices was publish­
ed and an allocation formula was developed 
relating the number of attorneys to the number 
of case terminations rather than to the number 
of circuit judges; 

o A comprehensive review of administrative 
operations in 11 district courts was begun 
which will examine the state of services in the 
areas of automation, financial management, 
personnel, procurement, security, space 
management, and statistical reporting. 

DECENTRALIZATION 

Decentralization of operating functions to the 
courts is one of the Director's primary goals and 
will be a major theme in the future, with continuing 
support from the courts. Major delegations of 
authority from the Administrative Office to the 
courts have occurred in the areas of fund 
management, contracting, procurement, 
processing and payment of vouchers, property 
disposal, and building management. The Ad­
ministrative Office has delegated authority in 30 
specific areas, with 15 pilot projects planned or 
underway. While not all these delegations involve 
the expenditure of dollars, control of some $264 
million has been decentralized from the Ad­
ministrative Office in fiscal year 1990. 

Budget decentralization is moving forward 
under the guidance of the Committee on the 
Budget. Currently, all courts have authority to 
manage funds associated with nine controllable 
budget categories such as consumable supplies, 
office equipment, travel, and office automation, 
amounting to $52 million in fiscal year 1990. This 

is a large portion of funding avaiiable to the courts 
outside of salaries and space rental. In addition, 
there are five courts participating in a budget 
decentralization pmject where the courts have 
almost complete control of their budgets. Fund­
ing controlled by these five courts totals $72 
million this year. Another budget pilot project is 
underway in the Eleventh Circuit, where funds 
may be shifted between courts within the circuit. 
In partnership with the courts, the Administrative 
Office will continue to look for additional oppor­
tunities for decentralization. 

ORGANIZATIONAL CHANGES 

There have been some significant changes 
in the structure of the Administrative Office this 
past year, as shown on the accompanying or­
ganization chart. These reflect some major 
developments that have occurred in overall judi­
cial administration trends and priorities. The 
biggest change was the complete reorganization 
of the automation function. The growth of the 
Judiciary's automation program and the increase 
in funds through the Judiciary Automation Fund 
required a redeployment of staff and resources in 
this extremely critical and dynamic area. The 
statistical function was consolidated with the plan­
ning and evaluation functions so that valuable 
statistical information may be better utilized to 
facilitate strategic planning and analysis. In addi­
tion, an Article III Judges Division was created to 
serve as a nationwide focal point to provide advice 
and assistance to Article III judges. 
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APPLICATIONS • 
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CONTRACTS AND 
SERVICES DIVISION 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 
DIVISION 

PERSONNEL DlV\SIOtII 
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AUTOMATION RESOURCE 
DIVISION 

COURT SYSTEMS 
DIVISION 

INTEGRATED 
TECHNOLOGY DIVISION 

SYSTEMS 
TECHHOLOGY DIVISION 

ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE 

The Administrative Office operates through 
the Offices of General Counsel, Legislative and 
Public Affairs, the Judicial Conference 
Secretariat, and through four principal Assistant 
Directors: Program Management; Automation 
and Technology; Administration; and Planning, 
Evaluation and Statistics. 

• The Office of General Counsel provides legal 
services and counsel to Administrative Office 
staff, and to the Judicial Conference and its 
committees. The General Counsel also ad-

0fFlCE OF JUOICIAL 
CONFERENCE 
SECRETARIAT 

EQUAL EIllPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITY AND 
SPECIAL PROJECTS 

OFFICE 

STATISTICS 
DIVISION 

vises judges and court staff on legal issues 
arising in their day-to-day administration. 

• The Office of Legislative and Public Affairs 
performs and coordinates activities involving 
the relationships of the Judiciary with the Con­
gress and the Executive Branch, and relating 
to public affairs and information. 

• The Office of the Judicial Conference 
Secretariat provides staff support to the Execu­
tive Committee of the Judicial Conference, and 
coordinates staff support to other Judicial Con­
ference committees. The Office maintains the 
official files of the Judicial Conference, com-
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piles the record of proceedings, monitors the 
agendas of the committees, and responds to 
judges and other court personnel regarding 
Conference activities. 

.. The Assistant Director for Program Manage­
ment provides support to the Judiciary in the 
many areas of court administration, Article III 
judges, bankruptcy, magistrates, probation and 
pretrial services, defender services, and court 
security. 

* The Assistant Director for Automation and 
Technology provldes the courts with operation­
al computer systems, office automation 
equipment, and telecommunications systems. 

• The Assistant Director for Administration 
provides services to the Judiciary in the general 
administrative areas of procurement, facilities 
management, financial management and per­
sonnel. 

• The Assistant Director for Planning, Evaluation 
and Statistics provides program planning, 
management improvement, and evaluation ad­
vice and assistance. The office collects, 
analyzes and reports Judiciary statistics; is 
responsible for the Judiciary's work measure­
ment program; and oversees the audit and 
review functions. In addition, the Deputy Assis­
tant Director for Equal Employment 
Opportunity and Special Projects develops and 
coordinates equal opportunity programs for the 
Judiciary. 

1990 ACTIVITIES 

A description of some of the 1990 activities 
of the Administrative Office, organized by major 
functional area, follows. 

JUDICIAL CONFERENCE SUPPORT 

During the past year, the Judicial Con­
ference Secretariat and the Executive Secretariat 
staff continued to provide staff support to the 
Judicial Conference and its 26 committees and 
ad'1/isory committees. There was additional ac­
tivity in three areas of note. 

In April 1990, after 15 months of study, the 
Federal Courts Study Committee filed its final 
report with the Judicial Conference. The report 
included a wide range of recommendations for 
improving the Federal judicial system. The Execu­
tive Committee, in order to ensure that each 
recommendation was reviewed, aSSigned each 
item to the appropriate Judicial Conference com­
mittee for comment. After receiving comments on 
the recommendations from the Conference com­
mittees, the Executive Committee considered the 
recommendations at its May 18, 1990, session 
and approved 20 items which might be immedi­
ately included in comprehensive court reform 
legislation. Other recommendations were as­
signed to Conference committees for further 
study. The remaining items will be brought before 
the full Judicial Conference in September 1990. 

Another committee, established during this 
period as a Subcommittee of the Executive Com­
mittee, studied and analyzed the impact of the 
proposed Civil Justice Reform Act. This effort 
resulted in a 14-point program, approved by the 
Judicial Conference of the United States, to ad­
dress the problems of cost and delay in civil 
litigation, and to improve case management. 
Among other things, the program split the Judicial 
Improvements Committee into two new commit­
tees, the Committee on Automation and 
Technology, and the Committee on Court Ad­
ministration and Case Management. 

Lastly, an ad hoc committee continued its 
comprehensive review of recommendations on 
the introduction of cameras in Federal 
courtrooms. The Committee is expected to make 
its recommendations to the Fall 1990 session of 
the Judicial Conference. 

The Secretariat is creating an automated file 
of Judicial Conference p Jlicies. This will include a 
full-text database of the reports of the Committees 
of the Judicial Conference, from 1979 to the 
present, to supplement the existing database con­
taining the reports of Judicial Conference 
proceedings. The new database will ease access 
to Conference materials, thus providing the 
Judiciary with enhanced capability in researching 
Judicial Conference policies. 

55 



LEGISLATIVE AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS 

Public Affairs 

The Office of Legislative and Public Affairs 
(LPA) took on a major new assignment beginning 
in 1990, the publication of The Third Branch, the 
newsletter of the Judiciary. With LPA's assump­
tion of editorial responsibility for this publication 
came a number of beneficial changes to the for­
mat, style, and timeliness of its publication. On a 
day-to-day basis, the office continues to support 
the Judiciary by handling numerous inquiries from 
the public and media and advising the Administra­
tive Office and the courts on media-related issues. 

Judicial Impact Assessments 

The Administrative Office has expanded its 
capacity to prepare judicial impact assessments 
on a regular basis to assess the resource impact 
of important Legislative and Executive Branch 
proposals on the Judiciary. These factors then are 
incorporated into the planning process. Impact 
statements also have been used to aid Judicial 
Conference committees in their deliberations on 
issues and in congressional testimony. Some ex­
amples of legislation on which judicial impact 
statements have been orwill be prepared include: 
(1) compensation to victims of nuclear testing; (2) 
mandatory drug testing of defendants on post­
conviction release; (3) indicting State and local 
drug offenders in Federal court one day a month; 
(4) establishing a right in Federal court for victims 
of foreign torture; (5) civil justice reform; (6) in­
creased pay for probation and pretrial services 
officers; (7) requirements for Administrative Office 
studies on historical employment discrimination 
cases nationwide; (8) changes in asset forfeiture 
statutes; (9) thrift and bank fraud prosecution; (10) 
mandating voir dire by lawyers; and (11) changes 
in courts' naturalization responsibilities. 

Legislative Liaison 

A description of major legislation of impor­
tance to the Judiciary is contained in Section lof 
the Annual Report of the Director. Legislation 
providing the Administrative Office with inde­
pendent real property authorities, and its own 
personnel system, are described later in the 

space and facilities and personnel sections of this 
report. 

PLANNING, EVALUATION AND 
STATISTICS 

Staffing Allocation Studies 

The Administrative Office is continuing its 
review of all current staffing allocation formulas. 
The staffing formulas reflect the actual work per­
formed in the courts. They provide an objective 
basis for determining the number of pOSitions 
required in the circuit, district and ban~<ruptcy 
clerks offices and in the probation and pretrial 
services offices. Complete and accurate formulas 
are critical in justifying the Judiciary's budget re­
quest to the Congress, and after the budget is 
approved, in allocating positions equitably among 
the courts. Approximately 14,000 positions in the 
courts are allocated based on formulas. The Plan­
ning and Management Improvement Division is 
coordinating the review with the assistance of the 
courts, the program divisions, and contractor as­
sistance. New formulas for Probation and Pretrial 
Services should be completed in September. The 
study of District Clerks' offices is underway. 
Preliminary work on the Bankruptcy Clerks for­
mula has begun and the Circuit Clerks study is 
scheduled to begin later this year. 

Court Operations and 
Administration Survey 

The Evaluation and Assessment Divis;;)n is 
coordinating a comprehensive survey of the ad­
ministrative operations in 11 district courts 
selected as representative of the system as a 
whole. Administrative Office staff responsible for 
the programs under review are conducting the 
surveys along with senior court managers. The 
purpose of the survey is to assess the state of 
services in the areas of automation, financial 
management, personnel, procurement, security, 
space management, and statistical reporting in 
the courts. In addition, the survey teams are as­
seSSing the readiness of the courts to take on 
additional decentralized administrative opera­
tions. The survey approach allows for general 
conclusions about whether Administrative Office 
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programs designed to provide these services are 
meeting their objectives. 

Planning Systems 

The Director of the Administrative Office es­
tablished a planning and management objectives 
system two years ago, administered by the Plan­
ning and Management Improvement Division. 

) Under this system, the Director establishes broad 
goals for the agency. Each division and office 
identifies five year goals and establishes specific 
objectives for the year. Quarterly status reports 
and periodic meetings are held to evaluate 
progress. This system assists the Administrative 
Office in focusing its limited resources on the most 
important priorities. Some objectives for this year 
are: 

(1) move forward in decentralizing budget, 
procurement, and contract management 
in the courts; 

(2) modernize the courts' and the Ad­
ministrative Office's personnel systems; 

(3) seek legislative authority for inde­
pendent real property authorities for the 
Judiciary; 

(4) promote effective utilization of jurors­
decrease the percentage of jurors called 
but not challenged or serving; 

(5) develop and implement a peer review 
system for public defenders; 

(6) implement the JURIST network which 
will be a gateway to information and pub­
lications and provide access for judges, 
court staff, and the public; 

(7) continue implementation of critical 
electronic docketing systems; and 

(8) provide probation and pretrial services 
offices with a case tracking system. 

Administrative Office/Federal 
Judicial Center Task Forces 

A liaison group composed of senior level 
Administrative Office and Federal Judicial Center 
staff has been formed to identify training require­
ments and the resources needed to meet them. 
Providing training for court staff, particularly train­
ing related to the assumption of decentralized 
activities, will be a major focus in the coming 
years. The Judiciary currently spends ap­
proximately $14.5 million training its personnel. In 
the fiscal year 1992 budget, the Judiciary will be 
requesting an additional $8 million to meet this 
increased need. 

Similar liaison groups have been established 
for coordination of research and automation ac­
tivities of the Administrative Office and the 
Federal Judicial Center. 

Staff Attorney Work 
Measurement Formula 

In December 1989, the Office of Planning, 
Evaluation and Statistics published the SUlVeyof 
the Staff Attorneys' Offices of the United 
States Courts of Appeals which concluded that 
these offices were a major factor in enabling the 
courts to manage their steadily increasing 
workloads. After considering the report, the Judi­
cial Resources Committee of the Judicial 
Conference suggested that the Administrative Of­
fice undertake to devise a work measurement 
formula for allocating this essential resource 
rather than continue to rely on the existing method 
of assigning staff attorneys based on the number 
of circuit judgeships. The Director established a 
committee of circuit judges and senior court ad­
ministrators to carry out this task. With the 
assistance of the Evaluation and Assessment 
Division, a formula was developed which relates 
the amount of central legal work to the number of 
cases terminated over a twelve-month period. 
The committee concluded that additional central 
legal resources were urgently needed in the cir­
cuits to keep pace with the rapidly growing 
caseload, and recommended increases to the 
Judicial Resources Committee of the Judicial 
Conference. 
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Financial Audit of the 
Administrative Office 

An assessment was made of the Judiciary 
financial accounts maintained by the Financial 
Management Division, with particular emphasis 
on the Administrative Office appropriation for the 
1988 fiscal year. The review examined available 
documentation, reports and records; evaluated 
existing internal controls; and tracked the ap­
propriation from the issuance of the Department 
of the Treasury warrant to the Administrative Of­
fice, through the year-end report to Treasury. 
This effort was supplemented by reviews in re­
lated areas such as disbursing, voucher 
processing, and travel poliCies and procedures. A 
report was issued in October 1989 to the A.ssistant 
Director for Administration. 

Changes in the Statistical 
Reporting Process 

The Administrative Office has been collect­
ing statistics on the workload of the Federal courts 
from its inception in 1939. Until recently, however, 
most of the data were reported to the Administra­
tive Office from the courts on paper copies of 
special statistical reporting forms. In recent years, 
automation has changed the nature of the data 
collection business. Most courts no longer need 
to prepare and submit paper statistical reports; 
instead, the reports are incorporated in the 
automated docketing and case management sys­
tems being installed in the courts, the PC-based 
systems developed for interim use, and in special 
reporting systems developed strictly for statistical 
reporting. Regardless of which system a court is 
using, automation has eliminated much of the 
work associated with statistical reporting. 

As a part of the automation of statistical 
reports, the Statistics Division and the Court Sys­
tems Division have worked jointly to incorporate 
data edits in the case docketing systems which 
will eventually be installed in all courts. AIMS, 
SIRS, and CIVIL now have or will soon have 
complete data edits operating in local court sys­
tems. The CRIMINAL system will soon have the 
same capabilities. These refinements of the 
automated statistical process will eliminate the 
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need for data edits at the Administrative Office 
and allow for the capture and correction of data at 
the source. As part of this process, the Ad­
ministrative Office is also developing a means for 
direct transmission of all required statistical 
reports from court computers to the Administra­
tive Office computer, thus eliminating the need for 
physical transfer of data through forms or com­
puter tapes. As a result of all these efforts, the 
data collection process will become less burden­
some for the courts and the Administrative Office, 
and the data files will contain more accurate infor­
mation. 

Increased Emphasis on Analysis 

With the reorganization of the Statistics 
Division, the Administrative Office will be develop­
ing an enhanced capability to provide more 
detailed analyses of the data available on the 
workload and operations of the courts. The cur­
rent data files contain a wealth of information used 
for a variety of purposes, but primarily to satisfy 
the statutory reporting responsibilities of the 
Director. In the future, the Statistics Division will 
develop special analyses interpreting the varia­
tions among the courts in such things as 
processing times, termination rates, and costs per 
case. These analyses will assist the courts in 
identifying practices that are most effective in 
managing their business. 

AUTOMATION AND TECHNOLOGY 

Automation Fund 

In fiscal year 1990, the Judiciary, with major 
Congressional help, achieved a major 
breakthrough by obtaining a stable and flexible 
automation funding vehicle. Recognizing the im­
portance of automation to the Judiciary's future, 
Congress created the Judiciary Automation Fund 
and appropriated $71 million to support the ex­
pansion, management, and use of automation 
throughout the Judiciary. An important feature of 
the Judiciary Automation Fund is its ability to 
operate without fiscal year limitation. This feature 
allows for effective long term planning. It provides 
an acquisition environment that will permit tech­
nologically complex procurements and mUlti-year 
contracts without the threat of losing automation 
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funds at the end of the fiscal year. The creation of 
the Judiciary Automation Fund and the increased 
level of funding allows the Judiciary to accelerate 
the delivery of automation resources to the courts. 

Long Range Plan 

As of fiscal year 1989, the Judiciary had 
established a strong foundation in the three major 
components of the automation program: data 
processing. office automation, and telecom­
munications. With this strong foundation, the 
fiscal year 1990 update of the Long Range Plan 
for Automation In the U.S. Courts focuses on 
the integration of the three major components. 
The Long Range Plan, which has been approved 
by the Judicial Improvements Committee and the 
Judicial Conference, emphasizes a comprehen­
sive approach to automation planning in order to 
realize the full benefits of automation for the 
Federal courts. In keeping with this approach, the 
Long Range Plan introduced the concept of an 
all-inclusive automation system known as the 
Judiciary Users Requirements for Integrated Sys­
tems Technology (JURIST). The operational goal 
of JURIST is to provide easy and reliable access 
to a fully integrated office automation, data 
processing, and data communications environ­
ment through a single workstation. The JURIST 
workstation will be the gateway to a tlost of ap­
plications for each of the major functional areas 
of the courts and will provide for the exchange of 
information throug hout the Judiciary and between 
the Judiciary and the public. 

Data Communications Network 

On December 15,1989, the Administrative 
Office received industry proposals on the U.S. 
Courts Data Communications Network. Several 
teams have been evaluating the configurations 
offered by prospective contractors. The MITRE 
Corporation is working with the Administrative 
Office during this process. An award is expected 
in late September 1990. 

Voice Communications Network 

The Judiciary Telephone Services Program 
provides telephone equipment, maintenance and 
services for the courts. It also provides for dedi-

cated leased lines and intra-site wiring in support 
of computer systems installations and manage­
ment of the FTS 2000 and Washington 
InteragencyTelecommunications System (WITS) 
prog rams for the U.S. courts. Over 2,500 separate 
requests are processed annually, ranging from 
the replacement of individual telephones to the full 
replacement of telephone switches and systems. 
The Administrative Office works closely with the 
telephone coordinators in the courts to satisfy 
these requests. This coordination and the funding 
provided assure that the necessary systems and 
equipment are in place to meet the telephone 
requirements of the courts. 

Office Automation Program 

The Office Automation Program is a multi­
year program with a goal to provide personal 
computers (PCs) to all court personnel who re­
quire them. Over the last twelve months, 
approximately $30 million was allott&d to the 
courts to purchase personal computers and re­
lated hardware, software, training and supplies. 
This compares to $5 million allotted for this pur­
pose in the preceding year. All judges, law clerks, 
staff attorneys and judicial secretarie'~ have 
received funding to achieve a ratio of one PC 
system for every permanent, full-time staff mem­
ber in chambers. Circuit and district court 
executives have received funding to achieve this 
same ratio. Clerks offices have received funding 
for one PC for every three permanent staff mem­
bers. Additionally, many clerks have used other 
funds to fill additional office automation needs. 
Finally, librarians, bankruptcy administrators, and 
probation and pretrial services officers have 
received office automation funds based on auto­
mation plans developed by those individual 
organizations and their Administrative Office sup­
port personnel. It is estimated that approximately 
10,000 PCs have been acquired by the courts for 
word processing, financial and correspondence 
control, the exchange of documents, and 
electronic mail. 
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District Court Automation 

The CIVIL electronic docketing application 
software was installeri :n 25 district courts tl1is 



year. With the assistance of the training centers 
in Arizona and the Western District of Texas, 
electronic docketing is now operational in 33 dis­
trict courts. A case assignment application was 
developed and made available to the courts to 
assist in the random assignment of judges to 
cases. CRIMINAL docketing for 15 metropolitan 
courts continues to be supported on the central­
ized DEC-10 computer. Seventy-one courts 
receive Case/Party INDEX microfiche support. 
Criminal electronic docketing for UN IX based sys­
tems was developed and will be pilot tested next 
year. Eleven 386 UNIX based, micro-computer 
systems were ordered or installed, and some 
installed systems received upgrades. Eleven 
UNISYS mini-computer systems were installed 
and many other UNISYS systems received 
upgrades, including additional terminals and 
printers, memory augmentation, and other similar 
types of equipment upgrades. 

Bankruptcy Court Automation 

Eighteen additional bankruptcy courts 
received the Bankruptcy Courts Automation Pro­
gram (BANCAP) system this year bringing the 
total BAN CAP courts to 43. BAN CAP is now 
available to smaller courts on a 386 UNIX based 
micro-computer. Work continues on the following: 
BANCAP-U.S. Trustee Interface; the develop­
ment of Public Access to Court Electronic 
Records (PACER) in conjunction with the Federal 
Judicial Center; and the development of a pro­
gram (referred to as a "bridge") which permits the 
Optical Character Reader to input data directly to 
the Bankruptcy Noticing System (BANS) and 
BANCAP without manual intervention. Projects 
planned for the coming year are the continued 
expansion of BANCAP to additional courts; im­
plementation of PACER; expansion of the U. S. 
Trustee Interface program; enhancement of 
software; print center procurement activities; and 
support of the operational courts. 

BANS continued operation in 15 bankruptcy 
courts. Nearly 16 million bankruptcy notices were 
produced and distributed from BANS this year. 
During the coming year, the Administrative Office 
will continue to operate BANS, and distribute the 
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"bridge" software and hardware to those courts 
using both BANCAP and BANS. 

Fourteen 386 UNIX based, micro-computer 
systems were installed in the Bankruptcy Courts. 
Fifteen UNISYS mini-computer systems were in­
stalled and many installed systems received 
equipment upgrades. 

Appeals Court Automation 

The Appellate Information Management 
System (New AI MS) electronic docketing applica­
tion became fully operational in the Second and 
Third Circuit Courts this year, joining the five 
existing operational appeals courts: the Fourth, 
Sixth, Seventh, Ninth and Tenth Circuits. The 
Eighth Circuit is currently tailoring the application 
to conform to their local rules and procedures. The 
Appellate Case Management Branch is working 
with the District of Columbia and First Circuits on 
implementation planning and application training 
for NewAIMS. In close cooperation with the New 
AIMS courts and the Statistics Division, ttl e Office 
of Automation and Technology has successfully 
established procedures by which statistical data 
is electronically transmitted from the appellate 
courts to the central statistical systems in 
Washington, D.C. This obviates the need for 
creation and shipping of tapes. Two UNISYS 
mini-computer systems were installed and some 
installed svstems received equipment upgrades. 

Probation Automated 
Case Tracking System 

The Probation Automated Case Tracking 
9ystem (PACTS) provides a number of case 
management functions at the district court level 
as well as an important on-line query capability. 
Operating on the court's computer, it has proven 
useful in replacing index card systems as a means 
to locate case files and in generating a number of 
reports which enhance overall case manage­
ment. PACTS is being successfully tested in three 
districts: the Southern District of Florida, the 
Northern District of Ohio, and the Western District 
of Texas. Planning is underway for expansion to 
other districts in fiscal year 1991. 



User Groups/Automation Program 

User group meetings for the various court 
automation applications have been coordinated 
between the Court Administration Division and 
the Court Systems Division. These have included 
representatives of the circuit, district and 
bankruptcy courts and staff from the program and 
automation divisions in the Administrative Office. 
The groups have been instrumental in providing 
a forum for discussion among the users of the 
systems in the courts and the application desig­
ners and programmers in the Administrative 
Office. 

ADMINISTRATION 

SPACE AND FACILITIES 

Independent Real Property Legislation 

The Judicial Conference, at its September 
1989 session, endorsed legislation to provide the 
Judiciary with real property authorities inde­
pendent of the Executive Branch. On March 6, 
1990, Congressman Douglas Bosco (D-CA), 
chairman of the House Subcommittee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, introduced this legislation 
as H.R. 4178, the Judicial Space and Facilities 
Management Improvement Act. 

Under this proposal, the Judiciary would ac­
quire the statutory authority and financial 
capability to provide and maintain court accom­
modations independent of the General Services 
Administration (GSA). The Judiciary could con­
tract with GSA for these services, butthe Judiciary 
would be in control of the project and the funding. 
On March 14, 1990, Judge Broomfield, acting 
Chairman of the Judicial Conference Committee 
on Space and Facilities, and Director Mecham 
testified before the House Subcommittee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds in support of this 
bill. The General Services Administration ob­
jected to several aspects of the bill. At the 
conclusion of the hearings, Subcommittee Chair­
man Bosco requested that the Judiciary and GSA 
work together to determine if a compromise can 
be developed that will better meet the space 
needs of the courts. As of August 1990, no alter­
native to the Conference endorsed position on 

this legislation has been proposed which is ac­
ceptable to the Judiciary. Efforts are underway to 
meet with staff of the House to discuss the legis­
lation. 

On July ii, 1990, comparable legislation, S. 
2837, was introduced in the Senate by Senator 
Daniel Moynihan (D-NY). Senate hearings are 
expected in September 1990. 

Space Management Information System 

Significant progress has been made in 
developing and installing an automatec system 
which tracks alteration projects and the 
Judiciary's real property inventory. During fiscal 
year 1990, the computer hardware required for 
implementation of the system was acquired, 
tested, and configured. Working with a contractor, 
user needs were assessed so that computer 
programs can be written for report generation. 
Data loading was initiated during July 1990. The 
data includes a profile of the space to be added 
to the Judiciary's space Inventory; milestones and 
time schedules for completion of projects; and 
narrative descriptions of the projects. By the end 
of calendar year 1990, a report will be generated 
that will depict the current status of all prospectus 
levels and other major alteration projects in ex­
cess of $500,000 nationwide. Plans for fiscal year 
1991 include loading data for projects below 
$500,000 and providing circuit executives' and 
district court clerks' offices with the capability to 
access the system. 
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Review of Judicial Space Standards 

In conjunction with the National Institute of 
Building Sciences, a complete review of Judicial 
Space Standards is in progress. To date, stand­
ards for judges' and magistrates' courtrooms and 
chambers have been reviewed by the Judicial 
Conference Committee on Space and Facilities. 
Workshops were held in Washington, D.C. during 
the week of July 30, 1990, to apprise repre­
sentatives from district, bankruptcy and circuit 
court support offices of proposed revisions to the 
space standards. Drafts of all proposed revisions 
were mailed to all chief judges in mid-July 19!30 
for comment. Revised space standards will be 



submitted to the Judicial Conference for its ap­
proval in March 1991. 

Guidelines for Long Range Facility Planning 

At this time, ten districts and one court of 
appeals have participated in the testing of long 
range facility planning using a handbook 
developed by the Administrative Office. The Judi­
cial Conference has asked that each district 
develop a long range facilities plan. 

Current plans call for completing the long 
range planning process in about two and one-half 
years. Priority will be given to: 

a. new judgeships; 

b. districts with large caseloads and in­
creasing populations; 

c, districts where the initial space projec­
tions developed by the Administrative 
Office indicate space needs will exceed 
the capacity of current facilities in the next 
ten years; and 

d. districts where GSA is already planning 
major construction or alteration projects. 

Each district and court of appeals will be 
provided the support it needs, either with contract 
or Administrative Office personnel, to complete 
plans in a timely manner. The plans will be used 
to develop estimates of the Judiciary's total space 
program requirements. 

Judiciary Office Building 

In April 1990, the Architect of the Capitol 
broke ground forthe new Judiciary Office Building 
to be located adjacent to Union Station on Mas­
sachusetts Avenue, N.W. in Washington, D.C. 
The building will house the Administrative Office, 
Federal Judicial Center, United States Sentenc­
ing Commission, and the Judicial Panel on 
Multi-district Litigation. Space also will be 
provided for retired Supreme Court Justices. To 
ensure the building meets the Judiciary tenants' 
future space requirements, all Judiciary tenants 
actively participated with the Architect of the 
Capitol and Bosten Properties, the building 

developer, In planning the new building. Con­
struction is scheduled for completion in 
September 1992 with an anticipated occupancy 
for JudiCiary tenants in Fall 1992. 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 

Pilot Budget Decentralization Project 

The Pilot Budget Decentralization Project Is 
currently in its third and final year of the evaluation 
period. Preliminary reports from the National 
Academy of Public Administration indicate that 
the pilot is a success. The courts in the pilot 
program will continue operating under the current 
guidelines pending Judicial Conference action 
concerning national expansion. 

A working group for the Budget 
Decentralization Expansion Project is doing the 
preliminary work necessary should national ex­
pansion be approved. Among the elements to be 
in place for expansion are Administrative Office 
and Court operating manuals and training, 
models of court organization under budget 
decentralization, an integrated information sys­
tem, and the expansion schedule. Several 
committees within the working group have been 
established to address these elements and they 
have formulated milestones and target dates for 
completion. A draft implementation plan for na­
tional expansion was presented to the Committee 
on the Budget at its July 1990 meeting. The 
Committee will review a fully developed expan­
sion proposal at its January 1991 meeting, when 
it will formulate its recommendation to the Judicial 
Conference. 
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Central Accounting System 

The Central Accounting System (CAS), im­
plemented on October 1, 1989, provides a 
comprehensive, integrated financial manage­
ment system for the Judiciary. CAS accepts 
accounting transactions input manually at the Ad­
ministrative Office and through an automated 
interface, accepts accounting transactions from 
the mini-computer based Court Financial System. 
CAS features on-line data entry and processing 
for all functions. CAS performs integrated funds 
control, incorporates the United States Standard 



General Ledger. and includes both purchasing 
and travel subsystems. The Judiciary now has an 
accounting system that complies with OMB re­
quirements and GAO standards. 

Automated Court Financial System 

The Administrative Office continued with the 
implementation of the automated Court Financial 
System during the past year. As of June 30. 1990. 
43 courts had been trained on how to use the 
system and are in various stages of implementa­
t!"n. Currently. 37 district courts are transmitting 
their financial data automatically to the Central 
Accounting System maintained at the Administra­
tive Office. Enhancements completed during the 
past year include the creation of several additional 
types of reports and the ability to linkcash drawers 
and slip printers to the system. 

Report on Audit Operations 

During the calendar year 1989. the Audit 
Branch issued 54 financial audit reports of the 
district. bankruptcy. and appeals courts. Of these 
54 reports. approximately 22 reports or 38 percent 
were special audits requested by the courts. 
Recommendations in these audits addressed 
management controls. collections and deposits. 
disbursement of appropriated funds and non-ap­
propriated funds. There were approximatp,ly 359 
recommendations in the following areas: 
management control (165); collections and 
deposits (165); disbursements of appropriated 
funds (22); and non-appropriated funds (7). 

Establishment of 
Contractor Audit Program 

The Administrative Office. with participation 
and representation of court officials. awarded a 
contract for financial audits to Clifton. Gunderson. 
and Co. in February 1990. Clifton. Gunderson. & 
Co. is the fifteenth largest Certified Public Ac­
counting firm in the country and has a great deal 
of experience in performing financial audits in the 
Government. The contractor has performed a 
sufficient number of audits to gain an under­
standing of financial management in the courts. 
The Audit Branch will continue to provide over­
sight to ensure that the quality of these audits 
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meets applicable standards and will. itself. con­
duct an equal number of audits with its own teams. 
Full implementation of the contractor audit pro­
gram will enable cyclical financial audits of the 
courts to be conducted once every two years by 
1991. rather than the present four-to-five year 
schedule. 

Decentralized Criminal 
Justice Act (CJA) Payment Program 

As of June 30. 1990. 69 courts have volun­
teered to participate in the decentralized CJA 
payment program. The program to decentralize 
the payment process from the Administrative Of­
fice to the district courts began in November 1988. 
on a voluntary basis. The purpose of the program 
is to reduce the length of time between the sub­
mission of the CJA vouchers and receipt of 
payment by the attorneys and those who provide 
expert servicDs. The program has been highly 
successful. B9cause over two-thirds of the district 
courts are now participating in the program. the 
Administrative Office. with the endorsement of the 
Committee on Defender Services and following 
the endorsement of the Judicial Conference. will 
complete the decentralization of the payment 
process to the remaining courts during the next 
twelve months. 

PERSONNEL 

Judicial Salary Plan Review 

Under instructions from the Judicial Con­
ference Committee on Judicial Resources. the 
Administrative Office has contracted for an exten­
sive review of the Judiciary Salary Plan (JSP). 
The Federal Judiciary has grown rapidly over the 
last few years: it has doubled in size since 1980. 
The Administrative Office wants to ensure that the 
JSP continues to be a system that pays 
employees fairly according to their job respon­
sibilities. that salaries are as market competitive 
as budget realities permit. and that the classifica­
tion arid compensation system is flexible enough 
to retain and motivate the highly capable people 
now on staff and attract a comparable JudiCiary 
work force in the future. The Administrative Office 
is scheduled to present recommendations for any 
necessary changes to the Judiciary's existing 
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classification, qualification and compensation 
systems at the Committee on Judicial Resources' 
June 1991 meeting, for consideration by the Judi­
cial Conference the following September. 

Executive Pay Study 

The Ethics Reform Act of 1989 provides for 
25 percent pay increases in 1991 for Members of 
Congress, judges, circuit executives, and certain 
Executive Branch officials and permits the Presi­
dent to increase salaries of 7,000 other Executive 
Branch employees by amounts ranging from 18 
percent to 25 percent. Since the legislation does 
not address salaries of most court executives, the 
Administrative Office worked with representatives 
of the various court advisory committees in 
developing options for the Committee on Judicial 
Resources to consider. 

Personnel Legislation 

Legislation to establish a comprehensive 
personnel system for employees of the Ad­
ministrative Office of the U.S. Courts is 
progressing in both houses of Congress. The 
Senate version, S. 2269, sponsored by Senator 
Joseph Lieberman (D-CT), was added to S. 2274, 
the pay reform bill, and passed out of the Govern­
ment Affairs Committee in July 1990. Similar 
legislation, H.R. 4174, was introduced by Con­
gressman William Ford (D-MI) in March 1990, and 
reported from that Committee in July 1990. 

On "July 26, 1990, Judge Harlington Wood, 
Jr., Chairman of the Judicial Conference Commit­
tee on the Administrative Office, and Director 
Mecham testified in support of this legislation 
before the House Post Office and Civil Service's 
Subcommittee on the Civil Service. This legisla­
tion would free the Administrative Office from 
burdensome civil service rules and procedures 
and allow it to design a simple personnel system 
that would ensure the same principles of merit and 
employee protections within the specific needs of 
the Judiciary, and promote the interchange of 
employees between the Administrative Office and 
the courts. 

PROCUREMENT 

Training 

General procurement training for ap­
proximately 120 procurement clerks and 
procurement liaison officers was provided during 
fiscal year 1990 in three workshops. This com­
pletes the first round (one person per court) of 
procurement training in support of the general 
delegation of authority to courts for procurements 
up to $25,000. Workshops will be repeated in 
future years to train a second person in larger 
courts, to train court personnel who are newly 
{assigned to procurement duties, and to address 
technical issues frequently encountered by 
procurement specialists. 

Procurement Bulletin 

The Procurement Bul/etlnwas resumed by 
court request. This periodical provides informa­
tion on equipment evaluations, advice on dealing 
with GSA and private vendors, announcements of 
procurement and property policy changes, and 
other selective information. 

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

COURT ADMINISTRATION 

Bankruptcy Clerks Manual 

A program manual for clerks of the 
bankruptcy courts was prepared and published by 
the Court Administration Division at the request of 
the Judicial Conference's Advisory Committee on 
Bankruptcy Rules and the Committee on the Ad­
ministration of the Bankruptcy System. The 
manual includes a comprehensive analysis of the 
pertinent statutory and rule provisions that affect 
clerks' offices, recommends effective procedures 
for clerks, and contains a collection of sample 
forms and local rules. The manual is designed to 
serve as a basic research tool and training guide 
for newly-appointed clerks and as a Convenient 
reference work for more experienced clerks and 
for judges. 
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Intern Program 

The Court Administration Division has estab­
lished an intern program for mid-level court 
managers. The purpose of the program is to train 
experientially those mid-level court employees 
with high management potential who are likely to 
assume future roles as court managers. Interns 
participating in the program learn to examine is­
sues, policies, and procedures from a nationwide 
perspective primarily through the use of "hands­
on" activities. The Court Administration Division 
has placed four court employee interns in the 
various branches of the Division: a chief deputy 
from the Arizona District Court, a telecommunica­
tions coordinator from the Seventh Circuit 
Executive's Office, an administrative analystfrom 
the Eastern District of Arkansas District Court, 
and a courtroom deputy from the New Mexico 
Bankruptcy Court. These interns have been as­
signed to a variety of projects intended to increase 
their awareness and understarlding of the func­
tions and missions of the courts and the 
Administrative Office, and broaden their perspec­
tive and expand their management skills by 
applying locally developed expertise in the ad­
ministration of national programs. 

Fine Center 

The Administrative Office is currently work­
ing with clerks of court, chief probation officers 
and the Department of Justice to develop plans to 
establish an automated national fine center that 
will provide current information on fine, assess­
ment, and restitution payments in all cases except 
those processed by the Central Violation 
Bureaus. The current plan for development of the 
fine center provides for the establishment of a pilot 
program initially in one district court. The Eastern 
District of North Carolina has been designated as 
the pilot fine center. In addition to testing the 
procedures and software for posting and tracking 
fine, assessment, and restitution payments, the 
pilot will be used to develop a system for the 
electronic transfer of information to and from the 
fine center. The fine system will be designed at 
the outset to work in conjunction with the 
automated probation and pretrial services case 
tracking system (PACTS). The pilot will also test 
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the feasibility of using a centrallockbox arrange­
ment to receive all payments directly from 
defendants, record and bank the payments, and 
send an electronic payment record to the fine 
center. 

The judgment order form has been revised 
to meet the needs of the fine center, and 
automated judgment order software is being 
developed as an integral part of the fine system 
and will be tested in five district courts concurrent­
ly with the fine center pilot. When the pilot 
becomes operational, the courts testing the 
automated judgment software will begin to trans­
mit electronically the necessary data to the center 
for the tracking of fines in those districts. During 
the pilot phase the feasibility of a transfer of fine 
center operations to a private contractor will be 
studied. 

Computer Assisted Legal 
Research (CALR) Expansion 

The CALR (LEXIS and WESTLAW) expan­
sion continues with the software now being used 
in over 1,300 chambers of judicial officers. In 
addition, staff attorneys and pro se law clerks 
have been approved to use the system on their 
personal computer eqUipment. CALR access Is 
still available on the 287 general purpose ter­
minals placed in courthouses and libraries. In the 
next few years, many of these terminals will be 
replaced with personal computers capable of 
using the faster CALR software. During the two 
years of this program, over $1.6 million in lawbook 
subscriptions have been cancelled in exchange 
for CALR software. 

Court Interpreting Program 

In March and August 1989, the seventh 
round of Spanish/English written and oral ex­
aminations resulted in the addition of 81 new 
interpreters to the certified roster. Since the first 
examination was given in 1980, 388 
Spanish/English interpreters have been certified 
fot the Federal courts. Fifty certified interpreters 
now serve as employees of the district courts, 
while the remainder provide contract services to 
the courts. The next Spanish/English examination 
is scheduled for 1991. Examinations for Haitian 



Creole and Navajo interpreters will be completed 
in the 1990 calendar year. 

BANKRUPTCY 

Docket Management Procedures Manual 

While docket management techniques have 
been developed and perfected in district courts 
over many years, purely local efforts have been 
made to develop efficient procedures for 
bankruptcy courts. For that reason, the Judicial 
Conference Committee on the Administration of 
the Bankruptcy System was prompted to study 
the bankruptcy system in the hope of developing 
better management procedures for courts that 
needed them. A Task Force to review existing 
practices employed by bankruptcy judges and to 
look for better ways to manage the courts' cases 
was established by the Bankruptcy Committee. 
The Task Force includes district and bankruptcy 
judges, district and bankruptcy clerks, and 
academicians. A prominent law school professor 
serves as the Task Force reporter. 

Members of the Task Force and the reporter 
have been meeting in an effort to memorialize the 
docket management procedures in the form of a 
manual that can be distributed to all bankruptcy 
courts. The manual will cover pertinent subjects 
including procedures for administering cases 
under Chapters 7,9, 11, 12 and 13 of the Code, 
the appropriate role and duties of trustees, 
management of adversary proceedings and con­
tested matters, discovery and other pretrial 
matters, settlement, the conduct of trials, and the 
disposition of matters. It is anticipated that the 
manual will be completed next year. 

Payment of Trustee Vouchers 

Individuals who serve as bankruptcy trus­
tees in Chapter 7 liquidation cases may be 
compensated for their services under two 
provisions of the Code. There is a statutory fee of 
$45 paid pursuant to 11 U.S.C. Section 330(b). 
This is all that will be received in approximately 90 
percent of Chapter 7 cases where there are no 
assets to be distributed to creditors. However, 
where the trustee has the opportunity to liquidate 
nonexempt assets of the estate, the trustee may 
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apply for additional compensation pursuant to 11 
U.S.C. Section 326, which is paid from the estate. 

The $45 statutory fee paid to the trustee 
comes from the filing fee paid by debtors when 
the case is commenced. The money is placed in 
an escrow account of the United States Treasury 
at the time of filing. When a case is closed, the 
bankruptcy clerk submits a voucher to the Ad­
ministrative Office in Washington, D.C., and the 
money is then disbursed to the trustee. For a 
variety of administrative reasons the disburse­
ment of these checks to trustees can be delayed. 

In order to ensure the expeditious payment 
of these statutory fees the Administrative Office 
has taken two recent actions. A formula compar­
ing case filings to pending case load has been 
developed in an attempt to predict the stage at 
which a court becomes too burdened to close 
cases and submit vouchers in a. timely fashion. 
From this formula a monitoring system was 
developed to detect the existence of problems 
and identify the need for assistancle. 

Another project which should greatly ex­
pedite the payment of fees is to transfer the 
disbursement function from the Administrative Of­
fice to the local courts. This will eliminate the 
processing time presently incurred in sending a 
voucher to Washington and awaiting the receipt 
of a disbursement check. On January 1,1990. the 
Bankruptcy Court for the Western District of Mis­
souri began a pilot program to test the 
effectiveness of this approach. Reports of opera­
tions to date have been favorable and it is 
anticipated the pilot will be expanded to a number 
of additional courts. 

Bankruptcy Administrator Program 

One of the basic legislative objectives of 
Congress in enacting the Bankruptcy Reform Act 
of 1978 was to separate judicial functions from 
administrative functions in bankruptcy cases. This 
was accomplished by removing administrative 
responsibilities, such as the appointment and su­
pervision of trustees, from the bankruptcy judges. 
In 18 judicial districts these administrative respon­
sibilities were assigned to United States trustees 
as a pilot program. 



The Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trus­
tees, and Family Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 
established the United States trustee program on 
a permanent, nationwide basis. The program is 
now operational in all but six of the 90 districts. In 
those six judicial districts forthe states of Alabama 
and North Carolina, the Judiciary-based 
Bankruptcy Administrator Program performs 
similar estate administration oversight functions. 

Reports on the operation of the Bankruptcy 
Administrator Program received from bankruptcy 
judges, bankruptcy clerks, practitioners, and 
litigants have been uniformly positive. All six 
bankruptcy administrators have established a 
reputation for effective and responsive ad­
ministration of bankruptcy estates. 

Both systems of bankruptcy estate ad­
ministration were reviewed during the past year. 
The Federal Courts Study Committee recom­
mended that Congress should reconstitute United 
States trustees as independent statutory officers 
in the Judicial Branch. The Judicial Conference 
recommended that Congress should (1) continue 
the Bankruptcy Administrator Program, (2) grant 
bankruptcy administrators status similar to United 
States trustees, and (3) permit other judicial dis­
tricts to be served by the Bankruptcy 
Administrator Program. The Administrative Office 
will pursue legislation to accomplish these recom­
mendations. 

DEFf.NDER SERVICES 

Death Penalty Resource Centers 

The Defender Services Division provided 
administrative support in connection with the es­
tablishment and operation of death penalty 
resource center/community defender organiza­
tions. The concept of death penalty resource 
centers, jointly funded through grants under the 
Criminal ,Justice Act (CJA) , 18 U.S.C. Section 
3006A, and non-CJA sources, is an outgrowth of 
circuit task force studies which began in 1986 to 
address the problem of the large increase in the 
number of death penalty cases entering the 
Federal system, 
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Resource centers, which are designated as 
community defender organizations under subsec­
tion (g)(2)(B) of the CJA, monitor the status of 
death penalty cases pending In the districts they 
serve, recruit attorneys to represent death-sen­
tenced Federal habeas petitioners, and provide 
assistance and expert advice to counsel ap­
pointed in death penalty cases. Each center also 
represents a number of death-sentenced 
petitioners directly. During fiscal year 1989, death 
penalty resource centers provided direct repre­
sentation in 55 Federal proceedings and provided 
consulting services in 258 Federal proceedings, 
exclusive of writs of certiorari to the United States 
Supreme Court from State court judgments. The 
centers also maintain brief banks and serve as 
clearinghouses of information on death penalty 
issues. In providing these services. resource 
centers facilitate the ability of Federal courts to 
locate attorneys willing and able to provide CJA 
representation in death penalty cases, foster con­
tinuity of representation, and improve the quality 
and cost-effectiveness of death penalty repre­
sentation .. 

In the past year, the Division assisted in 
establishing operational resource centers in Il­
linois and Missouri. In addition, Division 
representatives attended meetings and consulted 
with the Ninth Circuit, Nevada, and Pennsylvania 
Death Penalty Task Forces. The efforts in Pen­
nsylvania resulted in the decision by the three 
Pennsylvania judicial districts to establish a 
resource center, and the approval of funds for its 
operation by the Committee on Defender, Ser­
vices. The Committee also approved funding for 
a new resource center in Ohio. Additional Division 
activities relating to death penalty resource 
centers include the development of an alternative 
grant distribution procedure for the death penalty 
resource center in California and continuing ef­
forts to improve procedures for monitoring the 
operation of resource centers. 

Establishment of New 
Federal Defender Offices 

During the past year, the Defender Services 
Division provided administrative support in con­
nection with the establishment of three new 



Federal public defender organizations and two 
branch offices of existing organizations. Of the 
new organizations, the one serving the Northern 
District of Texas became operational in January 
1990, and the one serving the District of Columbia 
is expected to be' operational by the close of fiscal 
year 1990. The District of Alaska will be served by 
its own organization effective October 1, 1990. 
Currently, Alaska is served by an Anchorage 
branch of the Federal Public Defender Organiza­
tion for the Western District of Washington. The 
Federal Public Defender Organization forthe Mid­
dle District of Florida opened a branch office in 
Fort Myers, Florida in August 1989, and the New 
York Legal Aid Society (community defender or­
ganization) established a branch office in 
Uniondale, New York in October 1989. 

At its June 1990 meeting, the Committee on 
Defender Services approved fiscal year 1991 
funding to support the creation of a Federal Public 
Defender Organization for the Eastern District of 
Washington, and a Wilmington, Delaware office 
to serve the District of Delaware as a branch of 
the Federal Public Defender Organization for the 
District of New Jersey. Both actions are awaiting 
Congressional funding. The Committee also ap­
proved fiscal year 1991 funding for three 
additional Federal public defender organization 
branch offices. A branch of the Western District of 
Pennsylvania organization will be situated in Erie, 
Pennsylvania, and two new branches of the Dis­
trict of South Carolina organization will be located 
in Charleston and Greenville, South Carolina. 
Finally, the Committee approved fiscal year 1992 
funding to support the establishment of an office 
in Williamsport, Pennsylvania to serve as a 
branch of the Federal Public Defender Organiza­
tion for the Middle District of Pennsylvania. The 
Williamsport branch office will serve both the Wil­
liamsport and Lewisburg court locations. 

Federal defender organizations provide a 
cost-efficient alternative to Criminal Justice Act 
private panel representation and consistently fur­
nish high quality representation to CJA 
defendants. The Defender Services Division 
plans to conduct studies to evaluate the feasibility 
of establishing defender organizations in all judi­
cial districts which satisfy the statutory 
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requirement of 200 CJA appointments per year. 
Feasibility studies for the following districts were 
initiated and/or completed during the past year: 
Southern District of Indiana, Montana, Western 
District of New York, Eastern District of Ten­
nessee, Eastern District of Texas, Utah, Eastern 
District of Virginia, and Wyoming. 

MAGISTRATES 

Study of the Jurisdiction of Magistrates 

Upon the request of the Magistrates Com­
mittee, the Magistrates Division conducted an 
in-depth study of the Supreme Court's opinion in 
Gomez v. United States, 490 U.S. --' 109 S.Ct. 
2237 (1989), which held that magistrates could 
not preside over jurY selection in a felony trial 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b)(3) where 
the defendant objected to the magistrate's invol­
vement. The issues raised in Gomeztouch upon 
basic questions of magistrate jurisdiction under 
the Magistrates Act and the Constitution. The 
study analyzed both the reasoning underlying the 
Gomez decision and the impact of the decision 
upon subsequent cases from various cir~uit 
courts. The Division is presently follOWing 
developments in United States v. France, 886 
F.2d 223 (9th Cir. 1989), cert. granted, 495 U.S. 

, 110 S. Ct. 1921 (1990), in which the 
-S-up-r-e-me Court will address issues raised by the 
Gomezdecision. Other appellate decisions inter­
preting Gomez are also being tracked. 

In its final report, the Federal Courts Study 
Committee recommended that an in-depth study 
of magistrate jurisdiction be undertaken. The 
Magistrates Committee endorsed this recommen­
aation at its recent meeting and authorized the 
Magistrates Division to begin such a study. Build­
ing upon its work concerning the Gomezdecision, 
the Division has commenced a broader study of 
magistrate jurisdiction under the Magistrates Act 
and the Constitution. This study will involve a 
detailed examination of the legislative history of 
the Magistrates Act and the parameters of 
magistrate authori~ll under Article III of the Con­
stitution, as well as surveying the spectrum of 
case law dealing with magistrate jurisdiction. 



Magistrates Statistical Reporting System 

The Administrative Office is assigned the 
statutory responsibility of collecting statistical 
data on the workload of the U.S. magistrates. In 
1988, the Division of Magistrates developed a 
micro computer system to collect and maintain 
this data. During the past year, the system has 
been simplified by converting eight different 
tables into one. A program has been developed 
for the data entry portion of the system. It is 
undergoing local testing to deWrmine its utility for 
data entry by field offices. The goal is to facilitate 
the transmission of data directly to the Division's 
computer. A pilot program will be established in 
late summer of this year with a number of selected 
courts. Implementation of the system is planned 
to start July 1, 1991, at the beginning of Statistical 
Year 1992. 

PROBATION 

The Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988 

The eig ht-district drug pilot testing 
demonstration project completed its first year. 
The program was mandated by Congress to ex­
amine the need to test criminal defendants for 
substance abuse at the pretrial stage and during 
post-conviction supervision (Anti-Drug Abuse Act 
of 1988). A review of the results of this project 
leads to a number of preliminary conclusions: 
cocaine is currently the drug of choice among 
criminal defendants in the Federal courts; criminal 
defendants overwhelmingly cooperate with court 
officials in providing urine samples prior to initial 
court appearances; there have been no formal 
challenges to the constitutionality of pretrial drug 
testing in the Federal system; and pretriai testing 
prior to the initial appearance identifies 33 percent 
of all tested defendants in the eight pilot districts 
as drug users. A final report is due to Congress in 
1991. 

Decentralized Substance 
Abuse Contracting 

Substance abuse treatment is provided to 
persons under supervision of the Federal Proba­
tion System by various local treatment agencies 
under contract with the Administrative Office. Ser-

vices run the gamut of periodic urinalysis to ex­
tended inpatient treatment services. Contracting 
for services has in the past been a centralized 
process, whereby the Probation Division, with the 
assistance of the Contracts and Services 
Division, operated as the reviewer and overseer 
of the complex contracting cycle. 

The Administrative Office is decentralizing 
this process for all contracts under $100,000 in 
order to permit probation offices to contract locally 
rather than submit the paperwork for final ap­
proval to the Administrative Office. In addition, the 
billing examinations and payment process will be 
decentralized. This should result in greater ac­
countability and efficiency in managing these 
contracts and will allow the Probation Division to 
provide enhanced technical assistance in drug 
treatment matters. In June 1990, in preparation 
for the first phase of decentralization, the Proba­
tion and Contracts and Services Divisions 
provided training on the decentralized substance 
abuse contracting process for 52 participants, 
including 35 chief probation officers. A detailed 
manual of instruction has also been developed. A 
second training session is scheduled for Septem­
ber 1990. 

Pretrial Services and Probation 
Procedures Manuals 
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In October 1989, a revised pretrial services 
manual was issued to district offices. The 136-
page manual includes chapters on pretrial release 
status; confidentiality; investigations, reports, and 
hearings; case management; supervision; sup­
port services/resources; pretrial diversion; and 
forms. 

In February 1990, 12 of 15 chapters of the 
revised probation procedures manual were dis­
tributed to field probation and pretrial services 
offices. Topics addressed in this initial distribution 
included: organization and administration; sen­
tencing options; supervision services; probation 
and supervised release supervision; institutional 
procedures and community corrections centers; 
parole release and supervision; juvenile proce­
dures; military parole; substance abuse 
treatment; mental health treatment; legal issues; 



and reference materials. The three remaining 
chapters (including topics on presentence ser­
vices, contracting services, and sample forms) 
are expected to be distributed by the end of the 
year. 

Community Control Project 

Authorized by the 1988 Anti-Drug Abuse Act 
(Section 7305) as an alternative to incarceration 
for convicted Federal offenders, home confine­
ment requires an individual to remain at home 
except when engaged in approved activities. In­
dividuals are monitored either electronically or by 
probation/pretrial services staff randomly contact­
ing the home to verify the individual's presence at 
home. 

At the request of the Bureau of Prisons and 
the Parole Commission, the Committee on 
Criminal Law and Probation Administration ap­
proved expansion of an electronic monitoring pilot 
project instituted last year. The Bureau of Prisons 
is funding this project. The program has been 
expanded from the original two districts (Central 
California and Florida Southern) to the following 
12 additional districts: Northern District of Geor­
gia, Eastern District of New York, Maryland, 
District of Columbia, South Carolina, Northern 
District of Ohio, Eastern District of Michigan, 
Northern District of Texas, Southern District of 
Texas, Nebraska, Colorado, and Idaho. The 
Bureau of Prisons also agreed to provide staff to 
10 of the 12 new districts participating. 

Community Supervision 

A Supervision Task Force was formed at the 
direction of the Committee on Criminal Law and 
Probation Administration for the purpose of 
evaluat!ng existing practices in supervising of-
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fenders and developing improved standards. In 
March 1990, the Federal Judicial Center, in con­
cert with the Supervision Task Force, trained six 
pilot districts with methods intended to bring about 
better supervision techniques. Those districts are 
the Northern District of Illinois, the Northern Dis­
trictofGeorgia, the Northern District of Texas, the 
Southern District of Texas. the District of South 
Carolina, and the Western District of Washington. 
Additionally, the District of Colorado was trained 
in June 1990. 

Eight additional districts have been ap­
proved for training on the new model by the 
Committee in August 1990. Those districts in­
clude the District of Arizona, the Southern District 
of Georgia, the District of Hawaii, the Northern 
District of Indiana, the District of ~llassachusetts, 
the Western District of Michigan, the Eastern Dis­
trict of New York, and the District of North Dakota. 
The effectiveness of these new standards will be 
analyzed in the fall of 1990 and recommendations 
will be made to the Committee on Criminal Law 
and Probation Administration regarding further 
expansion. 

Presentence Format Standards 

Since the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 
became effective in November of 1987, numerous 
comments have been received from field person­
nel suggesting that the presentence report would 
be more efficient with minor changes. To address 
these concerns, the Probation Division formed a 
workgroup of field personnel to review the format 
of the presentence report. The task force will draft 
a revised presentence format which will be sub­
mitted to the Committee on Criminal Law and 
Probation Administration in December of 1990. 
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CONCLUSION 

This report gives a sense of the breadth and scope of Administrative Office activities. 
The past year was highly productive and the coming year will present new challenges. 
As we move into the 1990' s, the Administrative Office will be focussing on providing 
essential policy and program assistance to the Judiciary, while delegating operational 
authorities, where appropriate, to the courts. As court managers become increasingly 
able and eager to assume more responsibilities in the administration of their courts, 
and support systems are put in place, the Administrative Office will assume the role 
of providing assistance, coordination and guidance, rather than performing many of 
the operational jobs that are best pelformed at the local level. The administration of 
the courts is a true partnership between the Administrative Office and the courts. 
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Circuit Total 
~~----

T0181 •••••••••••• I11_ 21,006 

.c .......... . •• •• "' ••• 111. 615 
'Irat ...•.•••. II 11'11 II" II' ~ 728 
-..~concl ..... ......... 1,246 
hlrd ......••. ......... 1~551 
ourth ...... . ••• 11 ••••• 2,154 
Ifth ........ .. ............ 2,659 
-beth ...•••.•• ......... - 2,395 
-""venth .... ......... - 1,226 
Ighth ..•...• ......... 1,716 

.Inth ........ . ......... 2,943 
~enth ........ . ......... 1,699 
leventh .. . .......... 2,074 

Table $-1 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Appeals Terminated on the Merits 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Brief 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1990 

After tJral After Submission 
Heculng On Briefs 

Percent Percent 
of En of En 

Total Total Bane Panel Total Total Bane 
----- -- --

9,447 45.0 64 9,383 11,559 55.0 21 
-- -- ---- -------

353 57.4 1 352 262 42.6 -
492 67.6 4 488 236 32.4 -
945 75.8 - 945 301 24.2 -
423 27.3 2 421 1,128 72.7 . 
803 37.3 10 793 1,351 62.7 3 
800 30.1 8 792 11859 69.9 2 

1,191 49.7 4 1,187 1,204 SO. 3 -
696 56.8 6 690 530 43.2 1 
727 42.4 5 722 989 57.6 2 

1,456 49.5 5 1,451 1,487 SO. 5 1 
627 36.9 8 619 1,072 63.1 11 
934 45.0 11 923 1,140 55.0 1 
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Panel 

11,538 

262 
236 
301 

1,128 
1,348 
1,857 
1,204 

529 
987 

1,486 
1,061 
1,139 



Circuit 

Total .............. 

D.C •••••••••••••.••••••• 
First .................... 
Second .............. 
Third .................. 
Fourth .••••••••••••••• 
Fifth .................... 
Sixth ................... 
Seventh •••••••••••••• 
Eighth ................ 
Ninth .................. 
Tenth .................. 
Eleventh ............. 

TableS-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Total Case Participations In Cases Terminated on the Merits 
After Oral Hearing or Submission 

During The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1900 

Case Participations By 
Resident Active Resident Senior Visiting 
Circuit Judges Circuit Judges Judges 

Num- Per- Num- Per- Num- Per-
Total ber cent'" ber cent'" ber cent'" 

63,828 52,643 82.5 6,792 10.6 4,393 6.9 

1,852 1,754 94.7 43 2.3 55 3.0 
2,202 1,671 75.9 281 12.8 250 11.4 
3,738 2,725 72.9 646 17.3 367 9.8 
4,669 3,660 78.4 649 13.9 360 7.7 
6,561 5,550 84.6 519 7.9 492 7.5 
8,107 7,533 92.9 484- 6.0 90 1.1 
7,228 5,175 71.6 1,017 14.1 1,036 14.3 
3,734 3,445 92.3 175 4.7 114 3.1 
5,191 3,877 74.7 1,040 20.0 274 5.3 
8,973 7,781 86.7 890 9.9 302 3.4 
5,235 4,352 83.1 421 8.0 462 8.8 
6,338 5120 80.8 627 9.9 591 9.3 

"'All percents may not add up to 100.0 due to rounding. 
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Percent By 
Senior and 

Visiting 
Judges 

17.5 

5.3 
24.1 
27.1 
21.6 
15.4 
7.1 

28.4 
7.7 

25.3 
13.3 
16.9 
19.2 
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Circuit Total Oral 

Total .............. 21,006 103 

D.C ...................... 615 -
FJrst. .................... 728 -
Second •••••••••••••• 1,246 4 
Third .................. 1,551 -
Fourth •••••••••••••••• 2,154 -
Fifth .................... 2,659 -
Sixth ................... 2,395 99 
Seventh •••••••••••••• 1,226 -
Eighth ................ 1,716 -
Ninth .................. 2,943 -
Tenth •••••••••••••••••• 1,699 -
Eleventh ............. 2,074 -

Tables-3 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Type of Opinion or Order Flied In Cases 
Terminated On The Merits 

After Oral Hearing or Submlss!on On Briefs 
During The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1990 

Type of Opinion or Order 
Written, Reasoned Written, Unsigned 

Written,Slgned* Unslgned* Without Comment 
Published I Unpublished Published I Unpublished Published I Unpublished 

5,942 2,540 6a9 9,507 4 2,221 

252 2 25 332 - 4 
434 23 29 227 - 15 
465 438 49 281 - 9 
334 370 5 15 - 827 
299 123 40 1,691 u 1 
732 465 112 1,286 - 64 
456 147 33 1,660 - -
646 6 25 454 1 94 
622 4 81 611 - 398 
793 61 61 1,866 3 159 
435 878 61 322 - 3 
474 23 168 7~ - 647 

----- ---

* Includes only opInions and orders which expound the law as applied to the fact of the case and detail the 
the Judicial reasons upon which the Judgment Is based. 

Percent 
Unpublished 

68.4 

54.9 
36.4 
58.7 
78.1 
84.2 
68.2 
79.5 
45.1 
59.0 
70.8 
70.8 
69.0 



Total 
Year Filings Original 

1980 •.•.• 168,789 149,369 
1981 ••.•• 180,576 159,172 
1982 .••.• 2()6,193 183,098 
1983 .•..• 241,842 215,212 
1984 .•... 261,485 232,727 

1985 .•... 273,670 242,884 
1986 •.... 254,828 221,830 
1987 •.••. 239,185 202,785 
1988 •.••• 239,634 201,328 
1989 ...•. 233,529 193,237 

1990 ..•.• 217,879 177,545 

Percent 
Change 
1990/1989 -6.7 -6.1 

Tables-4 
Civil Cases Flied by Origin 

1980 through 1990 

Re- Remands 
movals From 
From Courts 
State of Re-

Courts Appeals opens 

10,177 977 4,745 
11,475 936 5,474 
13,230 1,192 5,698 
15,702 1,181 6,315 
16,037 1,303 7,872 

17,439 1,110 8,417 
19,680 1,164 8,629 
21,070 1,191 10,257 
20,591 1,251 12,190 
25,617 1,225 9,554 

25,924 1,149 9,108 

1.2 -6.2 -4.7 

(1) Also Includes transfers under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407. 
(2) Initial data collection In 1981. 

79 

Appeals 
From 

Trans- Magistrate 
fers (1) Judgments (2) 

3,251 -
3,485 34 
2,921 54 
3,363 69 
3,433 113 

3,728 92 
3,409 116 
3,773 109 
4,126 148 
3,765 131 

4,065 88 

8.0 -32.8 



TABLE S-5 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

RECOVERY OF OVERPAYHENTS AND ENFORCEHENT OF JUDGHENT CASES FILED 
DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

CIRCUIT 
AND STUDENT VETERANS' 

DISTRICT TOTAL HEDICARE LOANS BENEFITS OTHER 

TOTAL ••• 10,878 99 5,365 4,963 451 

DC •••••• 110 5 95 3 7 

1ST ... 333 2 184 131 16 

HE •••••• 48 1 14 32 1 
HA •••••• 131 1 49 72 9 
NH •••••• 24 - 8 15 1 
RI ••••.• 18 - 5 12 1 
PR .••••. 112 - 108 - 4 

2ND ••• 484 6 265 160 53 

CT •••••• 98 - 35 45 18 
NY ,N •••• 47 1 22 21 3 
NY,E •.•• 199 2 142 42 13 
NY,S •••• 65 2 42 6 15 
NY,H •••• 70 1 22 45 2 
VT •••••• 5 - 2 1 2 

3RD ••• 353 7 231 80 35 

DE .••••• 18 - 7 8 3 
NJ .••.•• 76 2 61 2 11 
PA,E. •.• 114 4 95 5 10 
PA,H ••.• 27 - 26 1 -
PA,H ••.• 112 1 39 64 8 
VI .••••. 6 - 3 - 3 

4TH ••• 838 3 324 448 63 

MD •••••• 201 - 102 95 It 
NC,E •••• 120 - 38 82 -
Ne,H •.•• 111 - 43 68 -
Ne,H •••• 84 1 24 59 -
se ...... 138 - 27 69 42 
VA, E •••• 82 1 56 16 9 
VA,H •••• 56 1 8 4~ 5 
HVrN .••• 14 - 8 6 -
HV,S •••• 32 - 18 11 3 

5TH ••• 1,665 2 942 678 43 

LA,E •••• 86 - 42 40 4 
LA,H •••• 38 1 20 14 3 
LA,H •••• 77 - 28 48 1 
HS,N •••• 52 - 39 10 3 
HS,S •••• 120 - 75 41 4 
TX,N •••• 300 1 155 127 17 
TX, E •••• 79 - 37 37 5 
TX,S .... 664 - 439 220 5 
TX,H •••• 249 - 107 141 1 

6TH ••• 957 47 422 394 94 

KY,E. ... It - 16 - 1 
KY,H •••• 19 1 16 2 -
HI,E .... 272 41 143 63 25 
HI ,H .••• 47 - 46 - 1 
OH,N •••• 253 1 91 126 35 
OH,S •••• 191 1 64 124 2 
TN, E .... 58 2 16 26 14 
TN,H •••• 67 - 29 28 10 
TN,H •••• 33 1 1 25 6 

80 



TABLE S-5 

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYHENTS AND eNFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT CASES FILED 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

CIRCUIT 
AND STUDEHT VETERANS' 

DISTRICT TOTAL HEDICARE LOANS BENEFITS OTHER 

7TH ••• 938 4 414 486 34 

IL,N •••• 488 - 206 276 6 
IL,C •••• 55 1 17 35 2 
IL,S •••• 75 - 24 44 7 
IN, H •••• 98 - 48 48 2 
IN, S •••• 147 - 69 65 13 
HI, E •••. 48 2 34 11 1 
HI,H •••• 27 1 16 7 3 

8TH •.• 690 3 381 274 32 

AR,E •••• 77 - 47 11 19 
AR,H .••• 32 - 28 2 2 
IA,N .... 31 - 17 13 1 
lA,S •••• 34 - 22 12 -
MN .••.•• 172 - 80 90 2 
MO, E •••• 128 1 88 34 5 
MO,H •.•• 79 2 33 43 1 
HE .••••• 67 - 24 42 1 
NO •••••• 42 - 34 7 1 
SO •••••• 28 - 8 20 -

9TH ••• 2,334 5 654 1,645 30 

AK .••••• 8 - 6 1 1 
AI .•••.• 284 1 146 134 3 
CA,N •••• 499 2 134 359 4 
CA, E •••• 97 - 90 5 2 
CA,C .••• 734 1 27 697 9 
CA,S •••• 94 - 66 26 2 
HI .•••.• 11 - 4 6 1 
10 •••••• 19 - 10 9 -
HT .••••• 33 - 18 13 2 
NV •.•••• 58 - 24 32 2 
OR •••••• 123 - 50 73 -
HA, E. ••• 65 1 11 53 -
HA,H •••• 307 - 68 235 4 
GUAM .•.• 2 - ,n 2 -
NMI ••••• - - - - -

10TH •• 480 1 225 248 6 

CO •••••• 115 - 89 26 -
KS •••••• 88 - 27 61 -
NH •••••• 50 - 24 24 2 
OK, H .••• 49 1 22 26 -
OK,E •••• 29 - 13 16 -
OK, H .••• 89 - 25 62 2 
UT •••••• 51 - 20 29 2 
HY •••••• 9 - 5 4 -

11TH •• 1,696 14 1,228 416 38 

AL, N •••• 195 1 96 80 18 
AL,M •••• 42 - 4 32 6 
AL,S .•.• 82 - 51 29 2 
FL,N •••• 105 - 55 47 3 
FL,M .... 305 5 187 111 2 
FL,S •••• 653 6 602 42 3 
GA,N •••• 225 1 198 23 3 
GA,M •••• 49 1 22 25 1 
GA, S .••• 40 - 13 27 -

~ 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL. •. 

DC •••... 

1ST. .• 

ME ...... 
MA •..... 
NH ...... 
RI ...... 
PR ...... 

2ND ..• 

CT .....• 
NY ,N .... 
NY ,E ..•. 
NY,S .•.. 
NY,H .... 
VT ...... 

3RD •.. 

DE ...... 
NJ ...... 
PA,E .... 
PA,fo! ..•. 
PA,H ...• 
VI ..•.•• 

4TH •.• 

MD •••.•• 
NC, E ..•. 
NC,M ..•• 
NC,H ..•• 
SC ...... 
VA,E .... 
VA,H .•.• 
flY, N ..•. 
HV, S .... 

5TH ... 

LA, E ..•• 
LA,H .••. 
LA,H ..•• 
HS,N ..•. 
HS,S ..•. 
TX, H •••• 
TX,E .... 
TX,S .... 
TX,H .••• 

6TH ••• 

KY, E. ••• 
KY,H •..• 
HI, E. ••• 
MI ,H ..•• 
OH,N .•.• 
OH,S ..•• 
TN,E .... 
TN,M .•.• 
TN,H .••• 

TABLE S-6 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

SOCIAL SECURITY CASES COHHENCED 
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

DIHC 
8. 

TOTAL HIA BL DIHH SSID RSI 

7,439 121 21 5,212 1,836 249 

102 3 - 22 72 5 

314 2 2 271 32 7 

15 - - 10 5 -
52 1 - 30 19 2 
23 1 - 13 6 3 
7 - - 4 2 1 

217 - 2 214 - 1 

538 20 1 371 126 20 

64 10 - 40 13 1 
54 - - 34 19 1 

193 2 - 165 25 1 
131 1 1 92 28 9 

69 1 - 32 29 7 
27 6 - 8 12 1 

655 1 1 455 181 17 

21 - - 19 2 -
187 1 - 137 1.3 6 
167 - - 95 69 3 
56 - 1 32 18 5 

224 - - 172 49 3 
- - - - - -

719 23 3 552 130 11 

86 1 .- 62 17 6 
35 - 1 30 3 1 
19 - - 16 2 1 
47 1 - 36 10 -

119 1 - 96 21 1 
27 1 - 21 4 1 

177 2 - 138 36 1 
33 - 1 19 13 -

176 17 1 134 24 -
558 6 1 325 174 52 

80 1 - 56 15 8 
13 - - 4 9 -

147 2 - 53 75 17 
36 1 - 23 9 3 
57 - 1 45 9 2 
96 1 - 65 22 8 
54 - - 33 18 3 
38 1 - 23 .. 10 
37 - - 23 13 1 

1,332 11 10 1,100 195 16 

320 - 9 255 56 -
63 - - 51 11 1 

271 2 1 237 29 2 
84 - - 76 7 1 

270 5 - 222 38 5 
147 3 - 123 18 3 
89 - - 60 27 2 
49 - - 48 1 -
39 1 - 28 8 2 

OTHER 

-
-
-
-
-
-
--
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-----
-
--
-
-
-
----
-
-
-
---
----
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
--

HIA ALL CLAIHS FOR HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS (MEDICARE) UNDER TITLE XVIII, PART A, OF THE SOCIAL 
SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. ALSO INCLUDES CLAIMS BY HOSPITALS, SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES, 
ETC. FOR CERTIFICATION AS PROVIDERS OF SERVICES UNDER THE PROGRAM. (42 USC 1395FF. (B)). 

BL ALL CLAIHS FOR 'BLACK LUNG' BENEFITS UNDER TITLE IV, PART B, OF THE FEDERAL COAL MINE HEALTH 
AND SAFETY ACT OF 1969 (30 USC 923). 

DIHe ALL CLAIMS FILED BY INSURED HORKERS FOR DISABILITY INSURANCE BENEFITS UNDER TITLE II OF 
THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED; PLUS ALL CLAIMS FILED FOR CHILD'S INSURANCE BENEFITS 
BASED ON DISABILITY (42 USC 't05 (G)). 82 



r 
f 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH ••• 

IL,N .... 
IL,C .••• 
IL,S .... 
IN,N .... 
IN,S .... 
HI, E ••.• 
HI ,H ••.• 

8TH .•• 

AR,E •.•• 
AR,H •.•. 
IA,N .... 
lA,S .... 
HH •••••• 
HO, E .... 
MO,H •••• 
NE ...... 
NO .••••• 
SO .••••• 

9TH ••• 

AK ...... 
AZ ••..•• 
CA,N ••.• 
CA, E •••• 
CA,C •••• 
CA,S •••• 
HI .•••.• 
ID ...... 
HT .•••.• 
NV •••••• 
DR •••••• 
HA,E •.•• 
HA,H •.•• 
GUAM ••.• 
NMI ••••• 

10-:-H •• 

CD •••••• 
KS ••••.• 
NM .•.••• 
OK,N .... 
OK, E .••• 
OK,H •••• 
UT ...... 
HV •••••• 

11TH •• 

AL,N •••• 
AL,H .••• 
AL,S •••• 
FL, N •••• 
FL,M •••• 
FL.S •.•• 
GA, N •••• 
GA,M •••• 
GA,S •••• 

TABIJi: S-6 

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
SOCIAL SECURITY CASES COMMENCED 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

DIHC 
& 

TOTAL HIA BL DIHH SSID RSI 

252 3 - 133 97 19 

90 - - 36 51 3 
25 - - 13 10 2 
19 - - 9 6 4 
24 - - 10 10 4 
44 3 - 31 6 4 
44 - - 30 14 -
6 - - 4 - 2 

835 31 - 601 175 28 

194 - - 166 26 2 
78 31 - 33 13 1 
53 - - 26 27 -
88 - - 65 19 4 
93 - - 51 3S 7 

144 - - 112 28 It 
133 - - 118 12 3 
24 - - 15 6 3 

I 
10 - - 5 2 3 
18 - - 10 7 1 

946 8 1 550 aS7 30 
-

9 - - 4 4 1 
34 - - 28 5 1 

123 2 - 49 63 9 
200 - - 83 112 5 
226 3 1 147 68 7 

75 1 - 47 2S 2 
3 - - 1 2 -

14 - - 6 8 -
49 1 - 35 13 -
S - - 2 3 -

83 - - 65 18 -
4S - - 30 12 3 
79 1 - 52 24 2 

1 - - 1 - -- - - - - .., 

267 2 1 190 58 16 

26 - - 9 13 4 
24 1 - 17 3 3 
44 - 1 35 7 1 
31 - - 25 4 :2 
34 1 - 24 6 3 
84 - - 64 19 1 
16 - - 11 It 1 
8 - - 5 2 1 

921 11 1 642 239 28 

289 - - 233 54 2 
31 -" ~ 48 33 -
84 - - 42 41 1 
37 1 - 32 4 -

117 - 1 77 26 13 
52 6 - 27 17 2 

128 1 - 83 39 5 
77 - - 62 12 3 
56 3 - 38 13 2 

, 

OTHER 

-
-------
-
--
--------
-
--
-
-
.., 

---------
-
-
-.., 
------
-
--
-
---
--
~ 

DIHH ALL CLAIMS FILED FOR HIDOHS DR HIDOHERS INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITV UNDER TITLE 
II OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. (42 USC 405 (G)). 

SSID ALL CLAIMS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME PAVMENTS BASED UPON DISABILITV FILED UNDER 
TITLE XVI OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. 

RSI ALL CLAIHS FOR RETIREHENT (OLD AGE) AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS UNDER TITLE II OF THE SOCIAL 
SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. (42 USC 405 (G)). 

OTHER OTHER SOCIAL SECURITV-ALL CLAIMS NOT COVERED BV ONE OF THE OTHER CATEGORIES PROCEEDING. 
83 



co 
~ 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL ... 

DC ...... 

1ST ... 

ME ...... 
MA ...... 
NH ...... 
RI ...... 
PR ...... 

2ND ... 

CT ...... 
NY ,"I •••• 
NY .E .•.. 
NY. S .... 
NY .W .... 
VT ...... 

3RD ... 

DE ...... 
N.J •••••• 
PA,E .... 
PA.M .... 
PA.W .... 
II X •••••• 

4TH ... 

MD ...... 
He, E .... 
NC.M .... 
NC,W .... 
SC ...... 
VA.E .... 
VA.W .... 
WV. N •••• 
WV .5 .... 

5TH ... 

LA. E .••• 
LA,PIi .... 
LA,II! .... 
MS,N .... 
MS,S •••• 
TX, N •••• 
TX, E .... 
!~,~ .... 

TN.M ... . 
TN,W ... . 

~UNE 30, 
1989 
TOTAL 

14,348 

56 

549 

SO 
380 

42 
58 
19 

1,400 

187 
109 
161 
868 

65 
10 

2,481 

26 
169 

1,948 
131 
176 

31 

1,322 

349 
69 
23 
64 

237 
233 
103 
30 

214 

2,179 

216 
50 

152 
59 

466 
133 
758 
261 

52 
48 

TABLE S-7 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

PRODUCT LIABILITY CASES COMMENCED BY NATURE OF SUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED ~UNE 30, 1989 AND 1990 

~UNE 30, 
1990 
TOTAL 

19,4:28 

88 

t ,021 

51 
844 

77 
26 
23 

1,482 

312 
134 
226 
594 
206 

10 

3,437 

11 
363 

2,513 
319 
220 

11 

2,475 

265 
54 
28 
38 

218 
1,410 

213 
15 

234 

2,179 

264 
48 

128 
47 

189 
173 

1,115 
154 
Bl 

4,704 

62 
53 

274 
53 

3,~~1 

76 
36 

CONTRACT 
ACTIONS 

361 

1 

19 

-
15 

2 -
2 

43 

2 
3 
9 

27 
2 -

40 

-
4 

22 
5 
6 
3 

32 

6 
2 
2 
2 

11 
2 
3 
2 
2 

38 

8 
1 
5 
4 
4 
5 
2 
7 
2 

54 

1 
4 

24 
5 
8 

3 
3 

TORTS 
TO 

LAND 

65 

1 

3 

-
1 
1 
-
1 

2 

2 -----
5 

-
1 
1 -
3 -
7 

1 ------
t 
5 

8 

1 
1 
1 
-
4 --
1 -
8 

-
1 
-
1 
2 

PERSONAL 
PROPERTY 

DAMAGE 

323 

-
13 

1 
9 
1 
1 
1 

31 

7 
2 
9 

13 --
32 

1 
11 

8 
7 
5 -

12 

4 
1 --
3 
1 
:2 -
1 

54 

10 
5 
5 
5 
3 
9 
B 
6 
5 

34 

1 
1 

10 
2 
3 

2 
4 

AIRLINE I 
196 

1 

8 

-
3 
2 
1 
-
7 

3 -
1 
2 
1 -

12 

-
5 
5 -2 -
7 

1 
1 
1 -
2 
2 ---

31 

16 -
3 -
3 
5 
2 
:2 -
~B 

--
11 

1 
2 

PERSONAL IN~URY 

I MOTOR I 1 MARINE VEHICLE ASBESTOS 

330 

1 

7 

1 
4 
1 -
1 

7 

3 -
3 
1 --
5 

-
1 
3 
-
t -

267 

,5 ----
2B1 --

1 

23 

12 -
3 -
1 -
8 
1 -
4 

-
2 
1 -
1 

575 

t 1 

24 

3 
12 

3 
2 
4 

42 

7 
4 

14 
13 
3 
1 

B2 

-
11 
33 

a 
8 
2 

41 

It 
2 -
1 

13 
3 
5 
2 
4 

90 

11 
4 

lB 
4 

15 
1 

14 
16 

9 

72 

9 
4 
5 
6 
9 

9 
~ 

13,687 

21 

768 

31 
701 

30 
3 
3 

8a7 

145 
83 
45 

469 
155 

-
2,770 

7 
255 

2,141 
227 
140 -

1,778 

t13 
43 
20 
28 

. 94 
1,100 

167 
1 

212 

1,447 

129 
7 

27 
4 

88 
95 

',031 
46 
20 

4,049 

21 
11 
61 

6 
~_854 

38 
~ 

OTHER 

3,891 

52 

181 

15 
99 
37 
19 
11 

453 

143 
42 

145 
69 
45 

9 

511 

3 
75 

300 
72 
55 

6 

331 

124 
5 
5 
7 

95 
41 
3B 

9 
9 

468 

77 
30 
B8 
30 
71 
58 
54 
75 
25 

469 

30 
30 

162 
32 
F;? 

22 
17 

.., 



(XI 
CJl 

--,., 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH ... 

IL,N .... 
IL ,C .. , , 
IL, S .... 
IN, N .... 
IN, S .... 
WI ,E .... 
WI .W .... 

8TH ... 

AR .E., .. 
AR.W .... 
IA,M .... 
IA,S .... 
MN ...... 
MO,E .. , . 
MO,W .... 
NE ...... 
NO ...... 
SD •.•••• 

9TH ... 

AK ...... 
AZ ...... 
CA,N .... 
CA,E .... 
CA,C .... 
CA,S .... 
HI ...... 
10 ...... 
MT ...... 
NV ...... 
OR ...... 
WA,E .... 
WA,W .... 
GUAM .... 
NMI ••••• 

10TH .• 

CO ...... 
KS ...... 
NM ...... 
OK,N .. , . 
OK,E .... 
OK,W .•.• 
UT ...... 
WY ...... 

11TH .. 

AL.N .... 
AL,M .... 
AL,S .... 
FL.N .••• 
Fl,M .... 
FL.S .... 
GA.N .... 
GA.M .... 
GA,S .... 

.JUNE 30, 
1989 
TOTAL 

0485 

173 
54 
77 
49 
71 
48 
13 

683 

129 
56 
24 
75 
70 

106 
67 
43 
~3 
26 

739 

27 
86 
70 
41. 

164 
31 
60 
29 
45 
35 
69 
28 
53 

1 -
913 

71 
60 
65 

499 
35 

120 
46 
17 

873 

'~~ 
21 
22 

157 
166 
165 
24 

139 

TABLE 8-7 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

PRODUCT LIABILITY CASES COMMENCED BY NATURE OF SUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED ~UNE 30, 1989 AND 1990 

PERSONAL IN~URY 
.JUNE 30, TORTS PERSONAL 

AIRLINE I 1990 CONTRACT TO PROPERTY I MOTOR.' I TOTAL ACTIONS LAND DAMAGE MARINE VEHICLE' ASBESTOS 

693 19 2 20 lU '~ 34 ;:S7:l 

278 8 - 7 10 - 17 154 
78 2 - 3 - - 1 61 
48 - 1 1 - - 1 2 
41 3 1 2 - - 7 9 

190 1 - 2 - 1 3 140 
38 4 - 3 - 1 2 5 
20 1 - 2 - - 3 1 

752 21 8 45 3 - 43 296 

149 1 - 7 2 - 5 100 
56 6 - 5 1 - 6 16 
23 1. - 3 - - 3 7 
45 3 1 1 - - 1 15 

171 3 3 11 - - 6 49 
127 2 1 4 - - 3 41 
75 1 1 4 - - 14 14 
29 2 - 5 - - 3 6 
61 - - 4 - - 2 45 
16 2 2 1 - - - 3 

762 33 16 47 82 7 48 240 

26 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 
45 5 - 4 - 1 5 3 
98 3 1 8 49 1 2 1 
34 3 2 1 - - 5 1 

102 ." 3 12 11 1 11 6 29 1 1 2 1 3 2 2 127 1 - - 15 - 1 94 
50 1 - 2 2 - 1 31 
42 - 1 5 - - 4 6 
47 4 - 4 3 - 7 2 87 1 5 3 - - 3 59 13 3 - - - - 1 5 61 3 2 5 - - 2 29 

1 - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -
479 32 6 19 ,9 4 34 148 

49 3 1 3 3 - 6 1 61 3 1 1 1 ~ 1 31 78 12 - 3 1 1 3 37 79 3 - 3 1 1 1 47 34 4 1 2 - - 4 2 106 3 3 5 1 - 9 15 52 3 - 2 2 2 6 15 20 1 - - - - 4 -
1.356 29 1 16 12 3 74 901 

81 1 - 2 - - 18 1 21 1 - - - - 6 1 158 2 - - 1 2 - 137 18 4 - - - - 3 -135 11 1 .. 1 - 11 47 138 5 - 2 6 - 13 61 212 3 - 6 .. - 13 110 22 - - - - 1 4 -571 2 - 2 - - 6 544 
----

OTHER 

234 

82 
11 
43 
19 
43 
23 
13 

336 

34 
22 

9 
24 
99 
76 
41 
13 
10 

6 

289 

16 
27 
33 
22 
51 
17 
16 
13 
26 
27 
16 .. 
20 

1 -
227 

32 
23 
21 
23 
21 
70 
22 
15 

320 

59 
13 
16 
11 
60 
51 
76 
17 
17 



TABLE S-8 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL CASES PENDING 3 YEARS DR HORE, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 
(LAND CONDEHNATION CASES EXCLUDED) 

AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 

THREE YEAR OLD 
CASES PENDING 

-- --

U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 

JUNE 30, JUNE 30, FEDERAL DIVERSITY OF LOCAL 
NATURE OF SUIT 1989 1990 PLAINTIFF DEFENDANT QUESTION CIT!!ENSHIP JURISDICTIO 

TOTAL CASES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

INSURANCE •••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••• •• • •••• 
HARINE ................. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• HILLER ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RECOVERY OF OVERPAYHENTS AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGHENTS 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
VETERANS' OVERPAyMENT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••• • •••••••••• •• •••••••••••••• 

OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••• 

FORECLOSURE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTHENT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TORTS TO LAND •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

PERSONAL INJURY PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL ••••••••• 
AIRPLANE ...................................... . 
HARINE ....................................... .. 
HOTOR VEHICLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ASBESTOS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••••• 
AIRPLANE. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HARINE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOTOR VEHICLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER ••••••••••••••••••••• 
FEDERAL EHPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT ••••••••••••••• 
HEDICAL HALPRACTICE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER .......................................... . 

PERSONAL PROP~RTY DAHAGE, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••• 
FRAUD INCI.UDING TRUTH IN LENDING ................ . 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAHAGE ••••••••••••••••••• 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••• 

ANTITRUST •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BANKRUPTCY, TOTAl.. .................................. . 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) ............................. .. 
HITHORAHAL (28 USC 157) .......................... . 

BANr.S AND BANKING ................................... . 

CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL ................................. . 
VOTING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••• 
EHPLOYHENT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ACCOHHODATI ONS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HELFARE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ............................... . 

COHMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ECONOHIC STABILIZATION ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ENVIRONHENTAL HATTERS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

21,264 24,050 

2,644 3,168 

415 
193 
70 

144 

33 
72 
33 

1,684 

313 

125 
16 
62 

110 

441 
164 

87 
156 

51 
393 
36 

1,B40 

365 

167 
24 
55 

119 

9,412 11,450 

9,105 

7 778 
27 
11 
50 

5,515 
2,175 

1 327 
204 
200 
158 

52 
122 
139 
452 

307 
155 
152 

8,885 

194 

220 
-75 
145 

33 

2 268 
-21 

1,050 
11 
34 

1,152 

33 
5 

197 

11,132 

86 

9 605 
24-
10 
41 

7,549 
1,981 

1 527 
230-
169 
188 

47 
206 
155 
532 

318 
178 
140 

9,060 

183 

158 
88 
70 

50 

2 244 
2-S 

1,063 
29 
35 

1,092 

27 
3 

242 

1,294 1,659 

__ ~6=.:33,,--__ ---,4 7 

10 3 
7 6 

57 
42 

51 
393 

10 

63 

110 

93 

1 
16 

20 

IS 

6 

4 

2 

14 
6 
8 

531 

2 

1 

1 

14 

67 

46 
l 
1 

17 

1 

95 

7 

31 

76 

29 
2 
8 

37 

471 

458 

150 

1 
142 

7 

308 --m-
13 
26 

2 
4 

56 
91 

13 
6 
7 

1,065 

1 

2 
2 

3 

193 

102 
6 
9 

76 

1 
14 

8,651 

429 

47 
1~6 
30 
13 

1 

202 

62 

22 
4 
9 

27 

706 

628 

187 

2 
1 

128 
56 

441 
39 

119 
13 
10 

202 
1 

57 

78 
60 
18 

7,153 

180 

155 
86 
69 

33 

1 984 
25 

915 
;OJ 
:t.5 

999 

26 
2 

103 

12,325 

2,035 

380 
13 

101 

18 

1,523 

108 

21 
17 
35 
35 

10,177 

9,966 

9 265 
- 24 

8 
38 

7,279 
1,916 

701 
-,s-

28 
134 
31 

97 
336 

211 
106 
105 

5 

12 

2 

2 

7 



TABLE S-8 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL CASES PENDING 3 YEARS OR HORE, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE DF SUIT 
(LAND CONDEHNATION CASES EXCLUDED) 

AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 

THREE YEAR OLD U.S. CASES 
CASES PENDING 

PRIVATE CASES 

JUNE 30, JUNE 30, FEDERAL DIVERSITY OF LOCAL 
.TURE OF SUIT 1989 1990 PLAINTIFF DEFENDANT 

-I - -
QUEST..! ON CITIZENSHIPJURI~~ICTIo~ 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, CONTINUED 

~PORTATION •.•••••••••••••••• • •.••••••••••••••••••••• 

.ISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HABEAS CORPUS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HANDA MUS AND OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CIVIL RIGHTS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS •••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••• 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT .•.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS •.••••.•.•••••••••••••••••• 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT •••••••••••••••• 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PEHALTY SUITS •••••••••••••••• 

.BOR ~AHS, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FAIR LABOR STAHDARDS ACT ••.••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT .••••••••••••••••••• 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTIHG AND DISCLOSURE ACT ••••• 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT •••.•••••••••••••••••.••••••••••• 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

_OTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL .••••.••••••••••••••• 
COPyRIGHT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PATENT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TRADEMARK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES ••••••••••••••• 

CIAL SECURITY LAHS, TOTAL •••••.•••••••••••••••••••• 
HEALTH INSURANCE •••••••••• ; ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BLACK LUNG CASES •••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DISABILITY INSURANCE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SUPPLEHeNTAL SECURITY INCOHE •.•••••••••••••••••••• 
RETIREHENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS ••••••••••••••••• 
DTHER ........................................... .. 

ATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
-.X SUITS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SToMER CHALLENGE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• 
EEDoH OF INFORMATION ACT ••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 
NSTITUTIoNALITY OF STATE STATUTES •••••••••••••••••• 
HER STATUTORY ACTIOHS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HESTIC RELATIONS .................................. . 
SANITY •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
oBATE ............................................. . 
HER ............................................... . 

2 

2 296 
37 

293 
14 

1,952 

136 
6 

51 

1 
78 

650 
77 

200 
26 
23 

324 

439 
84 

250 
105 

967 

250 
12 

137 
78 
21 

2 

223 

38 
16 

918 

10 

1 
9 

3 

Z 475 
~9 

364 
12 

2,050 

127 ---1 
39 

2 
85 

650 
88 

187 
28 
27 

320 

446 
85-

252 
109 

926 

375 
6 

154 
185 

27 
3 

206 

39 
18 

888 

7 

1 
6 

87 

3 

126 2.~49 
49 
24 340 
6 6 

47 2,003 

126 1 
--------- 1----- --- -

39 

2 
84 1 

47 12 - 91 
30 2 56--

2 3 182 
3 1 24 

27 
12 6 302 

2 2 442 
8"3---

1 2 249 
1 108 

26 3 897 

6 369 
6 

6 148 
185 

27 
3 

68 133 5 

38 1 
1 16 1 

76 133 674 5 

1 6 

1 
1 5 



Circuit 

Total .................... 

District of 
Columbia ............. 

First ......................... 
Sec:.ond .............. ,. ..... 
Third ....................... 
Fourth ..................... 
Fifth ......................... 
Sixth ........•.....•......... 
Seventh ................... 
Eighth ........... 11 ••••••••• 

Ninth ........................ 
Tenth ....................... 
Elev-enth .................. 

Table S-9 
District Judges Reporting on Cases and Motions 

Held Under Advisement Over 60 Days on June 30, 1990 

-

Judges Cases and Motions 
- - - - ~- - ~ - ---- ----

With 
Cases Total 60 Days 6 Months 

Total Over Over to to 
Reporting 60 Days 60 Days 6 Months 1 Year 

- ---

705 322 2,916 1,494 829 

17 9 75 19 18 
28 14 48 21 12 
73 44 230 133 59 
68 25 122 64 41 
62 ~ 121 90 21 
72 37 429 275 100 
68 35 590 2Z1 185 
52 35 395 179 121 
54 13 50 38 8 

108 37 245 104 95 
36 17 134 87 38 
67 33 4n 257 131 
~-

88 

Over 
1 Year 

593 

38 
15 
38 
17 
10 
54 

178 
95 

4 
46 

9 
89 



TableS-10 
Three-Judge District Court Hearings By Nature of Suit 

1985 Through 1990 

Nature of Suit 1985 I 1986 I 1987 I 1988 I 1989 I 1990 

Total •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••• 1--_1_0 ___ 1_9 ___ 20 ___ 1_5 ___ 8 ___ 9_ 

Reapportlonment. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 1 1 5 

Civil Rlghts. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• I--__ 8 ___ 15 ___ 1;....9-_-1-°1---81---91-
Educ:atlonll ................................... II. 
Voting and election laws* ............ . 8 
WeHare. ..................................... I!I ••• 
Constitutionality of other ............. . 

state statutes. .. " ......................... . 

All Other ...... I1 •••••• o •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

15 

3 

17 
1 

1 

877 
1 

1 

·One voting rights case In 1990 was considered on briefs without hearing. 
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Table $-11 
Cases Transferred By Order of the Judicial Panel On Multldlstrlct Litigation 

1990 And Cumulative From September 1968 

12 Months Ended Cumulative 
June 30, 1990 1968-1990 

Total 
Circuit Pending In 

and Into Out of Into Out of Transferee 
District District District District District District 

Total •••••••••••••••••• 252 252 10,896 10,896 1,870 

DC ....................... 2 4 1,955 119 109 

1st Clr ••••••••.•••••• 4 6 210 360 306 

ME. ••••••••••••••••••••• - - - 11 -
MA. ••••••••••••••••••••• - 4 162 244 26 
NH •••••••••••••••••••••• - 1 2:1 37 -
RI ••••••••••••••••••••••• - 1 - 41 -
PR ••••••••• o •••••••••••• 4 - 31 2:1 280 

2nd Clr .............. 92 62 2,022 1,524 477 

CT •••••••••••••••••••••• 13 2 245 95 60 
NY,N .•• II ••••••••••••••• - 1 2 61 -
NY,E •• " ••••••••••••••• 61 1 882 241 218 
NY,S ••••••••••••••••••• 18 47 893 1,003 199 
NY,W •••••••••••••••••• - 1 - 71 -
VT ••••••••••••••••••••••• - - - 53 -
3rd Clr ............... 4 25 921 1,017 72 

DE .•••.•... II ••••••••••• - - 29 42 20 
NJ ••••••••••••••••••••••• - 2 70 269 -
PA,E. •••••••••••••••••• - 19 714 479 34 
PA,M •••••••••••••••••• - 2 17 77 11 
PA,W ••.....•••...••••• 4 2 91 144 7 
Vi •••••••••••••••••••••••• - - - 6 -
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Table S-11 
Cases Transferred By Order of the Judicial Panel On Multldlstrlct Litigation 

1990 And Cumulative From September 1968 
Continued 

12 Months Ended Cumulative 
June 30, 1990 1968-1900 

Total 
Circuit Pending In 

and Into Out of Into Out of Tranaferee 
District District District District District District 

4th elr ............... 7 5 298 503 18 

MD ..................... 7 2 164 148 18 
NC,E. .......... ID ••••••• - - 1 28 -
NC,M ................... - 1 3 45 -
NC,W ................... - - 47 35 -
SC ...................... - - - 73 -
VA,E..II ................ - 1 35 105 -
VA,W .................. - - - 20 -
WV,N .................. - 1 1 7 -
WV'S. .. I11 •••••••••••••• - - 47 42 -
5th elr ............... 2 10 520 923 102 

I.A.,E. .................. - - 228 141 -
I.A.,M .. " ................ - - 5 45 -
I.A.,W .................. - 1 9 68 -
MS,N .................. - - - 16 -
MS,S .................. - 1 - 55 -
TX,N ................... 1 1 139 154 56 
TX',E. ......... II •••••••• - 2 16 117 32 
TX,S. .................. 1 3 115 234 14 
TX,W ................... - 2 8 93 -
6th elr ............... 11 26 1,111 960 217 

KY,E. ................... - - 53 51 -
KY,W .................. - - 80 48 7 
MI,E. ............•...... 4 13 103 289 153 
MI,W ................... - - 2 49 -
OH,N .................. - 9 108 181 47 
OH,S .................. 7 2 748 185 2 
TN,E" ................. - 1 2 85 -
TN,M .................. - - 3 26 -
TN,W .................. - 1 12 46 8 
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Table 5-11 
Cases Transferred By Order of the Judicial Panel On Multldlstrlct litigation 

1990 And Cumu;atlve From September 1968 
Continued 

12 Months Ended Cumulative 
June 30, 1990 1968-1990 

Total 
Circuit Pending In 

and Into Out of Into Out of Transferee 
District District District District District District 

7th elr ............... 25 9 550 869 68 

IL,N ..... ii " .............. 24 5 452 572 65 
IL,E* ................... - - - 6 -
IL,C .................... - - - 29 -
IL,S ..................... - 1 - 29 -
IN,N ..................... - - - 51 -
IN,S .................... - 2 92 65 1 
WI,E .......... a ••••••• 1 1 6 83 2 
WI,W ................... - - - 34 -
8th Clr ............... 5 11 315 837 86 

AR,E. .................. - 1 - 26 -
AR,W .................. - - - 22 -
IA,N .................... - 5 3 36 -
IA,S ...... II ••••••••••••• - 1 5 46 -
MN ..................... - 3 55 462 11 
MO,E. ................. 5 - 88 62 26 
MO,W ................. - 1 164 89 49 
NE ..................... - - - 50 -
NO ...................... - - - 34 -
SO ...................... - - - 10 -
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Table $-11 
Cases Transferred By Order of the Judicial Pane8 On Multldlstrlct Litigation 

1990 And Cumulative From September 1968 
Continued 

12 Months Ended Cumulative 
June 30, 1990 1968-1990 

Total 
Circuit Pending In 

and Into Clutof Into OlJtof Transferee 
District District District District District District 

9th elr ••.••••.•••••• 98 88 1,356 2,565 372 
~ 

AK. ••••••••••••••••••••• - - D 56 . 
AZ.. •••••••••• '.II ••••••••• 11 4 28 140 15 
CA,N .................... 60 4 419 619 134 
CA,E ..•...•........... - 1 10 151 -
CA,C •••.••••••••••.•••• 9 44 467 996 111 
CA,S ••••••••••••••••••• 1 7 62 71 61 
HI ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 24 12 120 11 
10 ••••••••••••••••••••••• - - 2 67 -
MT •••••••••••••••••••••• - 1 3 23 . 
NY •••••••••••••••••••••• - 1 125 52 3 
OR •••••••••• a ••••••••••• - - 6 96 -
WA,E ...••...•••..•..• - - - 50 -
WA,W ••••••••••••.•••• 15 ~~ 222 123 37 
·GU ••••••••• II •••••••••••• - - - 1 -
.~MI ..•••.......•... e ••• - - - - -
10th elr ••••••••..••• 1 5 1,454 538 41 

CO ..•.•...• G •••••••••••• 1 4 97 185 29 
K& ••••••••...•.•••••••• - - 1,186 87 -
NM ••••••••••••••••••••• - R 1 47 -
OK,N •••••••••••••••••• - 1 13 31 -
OK,E. .................. <.;. - 7 12 -
OK,W ••••••...••••••••• - - 143 70 12 
UT •••••••••••••••••••••• - - 7 97 -
WY •••••••••••••••••••••• - - - 9 u 

11th Clr ............. 1 11 184 681 2 

AL,N ••.•••••••••••••••• - 1 34 120 -
AL,M ••••••••••••••..••• - 1 - 12 . 
AL,S.~ •.•..•..• II •• lI •••• - - 1 24 a 

FL,N ••••••••••• a ••••••• 1 - 1 -zr 2 
FL,M .•.•••••••••••••••• - 4 6 106 -
FL,S. ••••••••••••••••••• u 3 112 254 -
GA,N .••••••••••••••••• - 2 30 103 -
GA,M •••••••••••••••••• - - . 8 -
GA,s. •••••••••••••••••• 1 -zr\ 
1: No longer a separate district 
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Table S-12 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

AddHlonal Judgeships Authorized 
By the Judgeship .Acts of 1961, 1966, 1968, 1978, 1984, and 1990 

Number of Additional Judgeships Authorized 

Circuit __ . J~~:g3e;,h~~~o 1·196~ I-;~ 119681197~-19~-
Number of 
Judgeships 

1990 December 1, 1990 
- -----

Total .•.••••. 68 10 10 9 35 24 11 179 
- ------- - - -----

District of 
Columbia ••••. 9 

First . . . ...... 3 
Second ....... 6 3 
Third .•.•••••• 7 1 
FOU~h ..•••••• 3 2 2 
Fifth ......... 7 2 4 
Sixth ......... 6 2 
Seventh ••••••. 6 1 1 
Eighth •••.•••• 7 1 
Ninth - . . . . . .~. 9 
Tenth 'i ...... 5 1 
Elevent~ ..••.• 
Federal ••.••.• 

-- - -

1961 Act - P.L. 87-36, May 19, 1961, 75 STAT. 80 
1966 Act - P.L. 89-372, March 18, 1966, 80 STAT. 75 
1968 Act - P.L. 90-347, June 18, 1968, 82 STAT. 184 
1978 Act - P.L. 95-486, Oct. 20, 1978, 92 STAT. 1629 
1984 Act - P.L. 98-353, July 10, 1984, 98 STAT. 333 
1990 Act - P.L. 1101-650, Dec. 1, 1990, 104 STAT. 5089 

---

2 1 
1 2 
2 2 

1 1 2 2 
3 1 4 

2 11 2 1 
1 2 4 1 

1 2 
1 1 1 

4 10 5 
1 1 2 2 

1 The Act of October 14, 1980, (94 STAT. 1994) reorganized the Fifth ClrcuH Into 2 clrcuHs: 
the Fifth with 14 Judgeships and the Eleventh wHh 12 Judgeships. 

2The Act of April .~, 1982, (96 STAT. 25) created the Federal ClrcuH with 12 Judgeships. 
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12 
6 

13 
14 
15 
17 
16 
11 
11 
28 
12 
12 
12 
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Table 8·13 
U.S. District Courts 

Additional Judgeships Authorized 
Ely the Judgeship Acts of 1961, 1966, 1970, 1978, 1984, and 1990 

Number of Additional Judgeships Authorized Number of 
Judgesh!ps ~. Judgeships 

DistrIct June 30, 1'960 I 1961 1966 1970 1978 1984 1990 Deeember 1, 1990 

Total .•••• 245 61~2T,4T/P 30,5T 58,3T,4T/P 113,4T 53,8T,2T/P 61,13T,8TP,4R/P 636,13T 

C ..••••• 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 

1st Circuit 

.JlE .•••••• 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 3 
.JlA .•••••. 5 1 0 0 4 1,1T 1T/P,1 13 
,JH ••••••• 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 3 
-.1 •••••••• 1 0 i 0 0 1 0 3 
_ R ••••••• 1 1 0 1 4 0 0 7 

2nd Circuit 

,..;1 ....... 2 2 0 0 1 1 2 8 
NY,N •••••• 2 0 0 0 1 1 1T 4,1T 
NY,E •••••• 6 2 0 1 1 2 3 15 
NY,S •••••• 18 6 0 3 0 0 1 28 
NV,W · .... 2 0 1 0 0 1T 1 TIP 4 
l/T ......... 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 

3rd Circuit 

DE .•••••• 3 0 0 O. 0 1 0 4 
NJ ....... 7 1 0 1,1T 2 3 3 17 
PA,E .••••• 8 3 3T* 6,2T/p' 0 0 3,1T 22,1T 
PA,M · .... 2 1 0 1T 2 0 1 6 
PA,W • ••• lit 6 2,1 TIP 0 2 0 0 0 10 
VI • , ••••• , 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 

- -_. 

4th Circuit 

MD ••••• ; • 2 2 1 2* 2 1 0 10 
NC,E •••••• 1 1 0 1T 1 1T 1 TIP 4 
NC,M · .... 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 4 
NC,~ ..... 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 3 
SC,E ••••• 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
SC,W

1 
'1' ••• 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SCf&W ••• 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
SC •••••• 0 0 0 1 3 0 1 9 
VA,E •••••• 3 0 2 1 2 1 1T 9,'IT 
VA,W ••••• 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 4 
WV,N: ••••• 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 
WV,S ••••• 1 0 0 1 1,1T 0 1 5 
WV,N&S2 ••• 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

---- _ .. -_.-. -----
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Number of 
Judgeships 

District June 30, 1960 

5th Circuit 

3 2 LA,E ••••• 
LA,M3 ......... 0 
LA,W .......... 2 
MS,N .......... 1 
MS,S .......... 1 
TX,N ••.••• 3 
TX,E .... ,. ...... 2 
TX,S .. ~ ........ 4 
TX,V! •••••• 2 
ci4 . ...... 1 

6th Circuit 

KY,E •••••• 1 
KY,W ........ " 2 
KY,E&W •••• 1 
MI,E ............ 6 
MI,W ••.••• 2 
OH,N .......... 5 
OH,S .......... 3 
TN,E •••••. 2 
TN,M .......... 1 
TN,W ...... III .. 1 

7th Circuit 

5 8 IL,N .••••• 
IL,e: •••••• 2 
Il,S •••••• 2 
IN,N •• g ••• 2 
IN,S ....... 2 
Mfl,E •••••• 2 
cJ!,W •.•••. 1 

Table 5n13 
U.S. District Courts 

Additional Judgeships Authorized 
By the Judgeship Acts of 1961, 1966, 1970, 1978, 1984, and 1990 

(continued) 
~-

~-- ~- - ~- -~- - ~ - ----

Additional Judgeships Authorized 

1961 -' 1966 _I 1970 I 1978 1984 1990 

2 4 2 4 0 0 
0 0 0 1 0 0 
1 0 1 1 1 1 
0 1 0 0 1 0 
1 1 0 0 2 1 
2 0 1 3 1 2 
0 0 1 1 2 1 
1 2 1 5 0 5 
1 1 1 1 1 3 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

'I\' 
0 0 1 2,1T 0 0 
0 0 1 0 1 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
2 0 2 3 2 (; 

0* 0 0 2 0 1T 
1,1T* 1 1 1,1T '1T,1T/P 1T/P,1T 

1T 1 1 1 1 'I 
1 0 0 0 1 1 
1 0 0 1 0 1 
1 0 1 0 1 1 

2 1 2 3 4,1T 1,1T/P 
0 0 0 1 0 iT 
0 0 0 0 1 iT 
1 0 0 1 iT 1T/P 
1 1 0 1 0 0 
0 1T 1T/P 1 0 0 
0 0 0 1 0 0 
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-- - -

Number of 
--

Judgeships 
December 1, 19 9 

-

13 
2 
7 
3 
6 

12 
7 

18 
10 

0 

4 
4 
1 

15 
4,1T 

11,1T 
8 
5 
4 
5 

22 
3,1T 
3,1T 

5 
5 
4 
2 
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Table 5·13 
U.S. District Courts 

Additional Judgeships Authorized 
By the Judgeship Acts of 1961, 1966, 1970, 1978, 1984, and 1990 

(continued) 

Number of Additional Judgeships Authorized 

_Istrlct n~~~:9;'h~~~o _ 1_;61_-~_ 1~66J---;;~ -1 1978 "--1-984---r---1-99-0-1 

8th Circuit 

6 
.R,~.6 ••••• 
.R,w~-"~ ••• 
.R,~&vr < •• 

.,N
7 

...... . 
.,S 81"." It 

~,N&S •••• 
IN ........ .. 
IO,E II ..... . 

IOsW ...... . 
.O,E&tW ••• 

.. E ........ .. 
''aD ......... .. 
-0 .... ClIo ... .. 

tth Circuit 

.. K .......... . 
--- -8 .......... 
~A,N8 ••••• 
"A,Ee ..... ~A,CB ••••• 
"A,S' ...... ,. 
;1 e. $ • 3 ... 

o .......... II 

wiT 0 ••• II .. . 

~v ...... '" & ~ 
- R .fJ ....... e 

IA,E 9' •••• 
:JA,W • O ••• 
IA,E&W ••• 
"U id ...... !J Q 

~Ml ••••• 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
o 
4 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

1 
2 
7 
o 
o 

11 
2 
2 
2 
1 
3 
1 
2 
1 
1 
C 

o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

1 
1 
2 
o 
o 
2 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
'I 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
'I 
2 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
p 
o 
$) 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 

o 
1 
2 
o 
3 
3 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
() 

o 
o 
o 
o 
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2 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 

1,1T 
1 
2 
o 
o 
o 
1 

o 
3 
1 
~ 
'I 
2 
o 
o 
o 
1 
2 
1 
1 
«) 

o 
o 

o 
iT 
o 
o 
o 
c 

1,1T/P 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

" o 
o 
o 
5 
o 
1 
o 
'I 
1 
o 
1 

1,1T 
o 
o 
o 

2R/P 
1,1T/P 

o 
1 RIP 

1 
o 
o 

1,1T 
o 
o 

1T 
o 
o 

o 
o 
2 

1T 
5 
1 

1T 
o 
o 
o 
1 
1 

1 TIP 
o 
o 
o 

Number of 
Judgeships 

December 1 J 1990 

5 
3 
o 
2 
3 
o 
7 

6,1T 
5 
2 

3,1T 
2 
3 

3 
8 

14 
8,1T 

27 
8 

3,11 
2 
3 
4 
8 
4 
"1 
o 
1 
'I 



Number of 
Judgeships 

District June 30, 1960 

10th Circuit 

CO ••••••• 2 
KS ••••••• 2 
NM ••••••• 2 
OK,N · .... 1 
OK,E i1 " ... 1 
OK,W '1i' 2 
OK,N,E&W • 1 
UT ••••••• 2 
WY ••••••• 1 

11th Circuit 

AL,N
12

• •••• 2 
AL,M

12
• •••• 1 

AL,S '1~'"' 1 
AL,M.f3S .". 0 
FL,N

13
" •••• 1 

FL,M
13

• •••• 0 

FLS '3'" 4 
FL,N&S1 ... 1 
GA,N · .... 2 
GA,M · .... 2 
GA.S •••••• 1 

Table 5·13 
U.S. District Courts 

Additional Judgeships Authorized 
By the Judgeship Acts of 1961, 1966, 1970, 1978, 1984, and 1990 

(continued) 
- -- -- -

Additional Judgeships Authorized 

1961 I 1966/ 1970
1 

I 
1978

1 
1984 1990 

1 0 1 2 1 0 
1 1T 1T/P 1 0 1T 

1T/P 0 1 1 0 1 
0 0 0 1 0 1 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 1 1 1,1R/P 
1 0 0 0 0 0 

1T/P 0 0 1 1 1 
0 0 0 0 1 1 

1 0 1 3 0 1T 
0 0 1 1 0 0 
0 0 0 0 1 0 
0 1 0 0 0 0 
0 1 0 1 0 1 
0 1 1 3 0 2 
2 2 2 5 3 1 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 0 3 5 0 0 

1T/P 0 0 0 1 1 
0 0 1 1 0 0 
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-

Number of 
Judgeships 

December 1, 199 
-

7 
5,1T 

5 
3 
1 
6 
1 
5 
3 

7,1T 
3 
3 
0 
4 

11 
16 
0 

11 
4 
3 



1961 Act - P.L 87-36, May 19, 1961, 75 STAT. 80 
1966 Act - P.L 89-372, March 18, 1966, 80 STAT. 75 
1970 Act - P.L 91-272, June 2, 1970, 84 STAT. 1629 
1978 Act - P.L 95-486, Oct. 20, 1978, 92 STAT. 1629 
1984 Act - P.L 98-353, July 10, 1984, 98 STAT. 333 
1990 Act - P.L 101-650, Dec. 1, 1990, 104 STAT. 5089 

T = Temporary judgeship 
TIP = Temporary judgeship made permanent 

• One temporary judgeship was never converted to a permanent position. 

1 South Carolina was reorganized into one judicial district on October 7. 1965. 79 STAT. 951. with 
four judgeships. 

2 By Act of January 14. 1983, 96 STAT. 2601, the judgeship authorized to serve both districts of 
West Virginia was made a judgeship for the Southern District only and the temporary judgeship 
established in 1978 in the Southern District was made a permanent judgeship in the Northern 
District. 

:a The Middle District of Louisiana was created by Act of December 18, 1971, 85 STAT. 741, with 
one permanent judgeship transferred from the Eastern District. 

4 The District of the Canal Zone was closed March 31, 1982. in accordance with Act of September 
27, 1979, 93 STAT. 452. 

15 Illinois was divided into the Northern, Eastern and Southern judicial distriC.1S In 1905; by Acts of 
October 2 (92 STAT. 883), and November 2, 1978 (92 STAT. 2458), It was reorganized into the 
Northern, Central, and Southern judicial districts with 13 judgeships for the Northern District and 
2 judgeships each for the Central and Southern Districts. 

• By Act of December 1, 1990, 104 STAT. 5089, two judgeships authorized to serve both districts 
of Arkansas were made judgeships for the Eastern District only. 

7 By Act of December 1, 1990. 104 STAT. 5089, one judgeship authorized to serve both districts 
of Iowa was made a judgeship for the Northem District only. 

e By Act of March 18, 1966, 80 STAT. 75, California was reorganized from two districts (Northern 
and Southern) into four districts (Northern, Eastern, Central, and Southern). The Eastern District 
was authorized three judgeships by transfer of two from the Northern District and one from the 
Southern District; the Central District was authorized 13 judgeships by transfer of 10 from the 
Southern District and creatIon of three new positions; the Northern District retained seven 
judgeships and was authorized two new judgeships to replace those transferred to the Eastem 
District; and the Southern District retained two judgeships. 

It By Acts 01 May 19, 1961 and October 20, 1978, the judgeships authorized to serve both districts 
in Washington were made judgeships for the Western District only. 

10 The District for the Northern Mariana Islands was established by Act of November 8, 1977, with 
one judgeship, effective January 9, 1978. 

11 By Act of December 1, 1990, 104 STAT. 5089, one judgeship authorized to serve the three 
districts of Oklahoma was m~de a judgeship for the Western District only. 

12 By Act of June 2, 1970, the judgeship authorized to serve both the Middle and Southern Districts 
of Alabama was made a judgeship for the Southern District only. 

13 By Act of July 30, 1962, 76 STAT. 247, the Middle District of Florida was established with three 
judgeships transferred from the Southern District. By Act of March 18, 1966, the existing 
judgeship authorized to serve all districts of Florida was made a judgeship for the Middle District 
only. 

99 



TsbleS-14 
Reprenentatlons by Federal Defender Organizations 

1986 througb 1990 

Percent 
Change 

Representations 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1990/1989 

Offices In Operation ...................... 40 40 40 41 42 

Total Representations 

Case&' Opened ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 33,052 34,940 36,138 36,444 36,853* 
CSse&' Cloa,ed •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 32,251 34,287 34,685 34,866 35,682 
Pending September 30 ................. 8,986 9,554 11,001 12,579 13,750 

Criminal Representations 

Case&' Opened ••••••••••••••• I1 •••••••••••• '!! •• 21,687 22,400 23,340 24,087 24,569 
Cases Cloa.ed .......... I1 •••••••••••••••••••••• 21,256 22,076 22,406 22,873 23,760 
PendIng September 30 ................. 5,394 5,637 6,575 7,789 8,598 

Other Representatlons** 

Case&' Opened ••••••••••••• ~'Y •••••••••••••••• 11,365 12,540 12,798 12,357 12,284 
CSse&' Closed •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 10,995 12,211 12,279 11,993 11,922 
Pending September 30 ................. 3,592 3917 4426 4,790 5,152 

* Revised 
**Inclcdes appeals, probation/parole revocation hearings, and motions to correct or 
reduce sentenCe. 
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1.1 
2.3 
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2.0 
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Table A-1 
Supreme court of the united states 

Cases On Docket,. Disposed of, and Remaining On Dockets 
At Conclusion of OCtober Terms 1985 through 1989 

In 
Origi- Forma 

Cases Total nal Paid pauperis 

1985 
Cases on Docket •••••••• 5,158 10 2,571 2,577 
Disposed of ...• u ••••••• 4,275 2 2,095 2,178 
Remaining on Dockets ••• 883 8 476 399 

1986 
Cases on Docket •••••••• 5,134 12 2,547 2,575 
Disposed of ........••.. 4,360 1 2,105 2,254 
Remaining on Dockets ••• 774 11 442 321 

1987 
Cases on Docket •••••••• 5,268 16 2,577 2,675 
Disposed of ......•..... 4,387 5 2,131 2,251 
Remaining on Dockets ••• 881 11 446 424 

1988 
Cases on Docket •••••••• 5,657 14 2,587 3,056 
Disposed of ...•••...•.. 4,830 2 2,203 2,625 
Remaining on Dockets ••• 827 12 384 431 

1989 
Cases on Docket •••••••• 5,746 14 2,416 3,316 
Disposed of .........•.• 4,932 2 2,051 2,879 
Remaining on Dockets ••• 814 12 365 437 

october Terms 
Cases 1985'*/ 1986 / 1987T 19881 

Argued during term ••••••• ct •••• 172 175 167 170 
Disposed of by full opinions .. 161 164 151 156 
Diep0sed of by per curiam 

opinions .................. 10 10 9 12 
set for re-argument ........... 1 1 7 2 
Grant review this term ........ 187 167 180 147 
Reviewed and decided without 

oral argument ••• !' ••••••••• 103 113 95 110 
Total to be available for 

argument at outset of 
following term .. ., ......... 101 91 105 81 

'*Revised 

103 

1989 

146 
143 

3 

122 

80 

57 



CIRCUIT 1989 
- -. ~ ~-------

TABLE B. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS COMMENCED, TERHINATED, AND PENDING, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDING JUNE 30, 1989 AND 1990 

FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 

PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 
1990 CHANGE 1989 1990 CHANGE 1989 1990 CHAN.Ge. 

---- ~-- -- ---------- ----.- ----~- - - - -- ----- --- - ---------- _. -----_. - .. -- -------~-- --- ---
TOTAL •••••••• 39,734 40,898 2.9 37,372 38,520 3.1 30,018 32,396 8.0 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 1,771 1,705 -3.7 1,718 1,518 -11 .. 7 2,174 2,361 8.6 

FI RST •••••••••••••••• 1,287 1,168 -9.3 1,307 1,246 -4.7 759 681 -10.3 

SECOND •••••••••.••••• 3,172 3,424 7.9 2,988 3,274 9.6 1,006 1,156 15.1 

THIRD ••••.••••••••••• 3,088 2,943 -4.7 2,956 2,923 -1.1 1,388 1,408 1.4 

FOURTH •••••••••••.••• 3,287 3,235 -1.6 2,974 3,360 13.0 2,270 2,145 -5.5 

FIFTH •••••••••••••••• 4,759 5,048 6.1 4,438 4,823 8.7 2,911 3,136 7.8 

SIXTH •••••••••••••••• 4,195 4,217 .5 4,194 4,135 -1.4 2,920 3,002 2.8 

SEVENTH •••••••••••••• 2,703 2,940 8.8 2,211 2,682 21.3 2,275 2,533 11.4 

EIGHiH •••••••.••••••• 2,677 2,722 1.7 2,590 2,555 -1.4 1,606 l,773 10.5 

NINTH •••••••••••••••• 6,305 6,787 7.6 5,962 5,444 -8.7 6,937 8,280 19.4 

TENTH ••••••••••••.••• 2,144 2,233 4.2 2,090 2,580 23.4 2,406 2,059 -14.4 

ELEVENTH ••••••••••••• 4,346 4,476 3.0 3,944 3,980 .9 3,366 3,862 14.7 
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.... 
o en 

CIRCUIT AND 
NATURE OF 

PROCEEDING 

ALL CIRCUiTS ••••••••• 

CRIMINAL ...............• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL •..•. 
BANKRUPTCy .........•..•• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .•.• 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

CRIMINAL .... '" .....•... 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ..... 
BANKRUPTCy ............•• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

FIRST CIRCUiT ••..•••• 

CRIMINAL. " ..........•.. 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 
PRIY. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ....• 
BANKRUPTCY ..........•.•• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •. 
OR~GINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

SECOND CIRCUIT •••.••• 

CRIMINAL ......•......... 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVil ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ..•.. 
BANKRUPTCY .........•.••. 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .•.• 

THIRD CIRCUiT ..••••.• 

CRIMINAL .. " ............ 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER 'J S. CIVIL ....... _ 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•... 
BANKRUPTCY .............. 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•. 

CASES 
PEND'ING 
~ULY 1 

19B9 

30.018 

8.778 
1.372 
3.306 
4.422 

10.062 
85S 

3,069 
153 

2,174 

193 
51 

313 
24 

219 
-

1,385 
8 

758 

238 
IS 

105 
42 

309 
17 
32 

I 

1,008 

339 
31 
87 

153 
339 

10 
38 

8 

1.388 

259 
58 

110 
236 
577 

44 
95 

9 

TABLE 8-1. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED. TERMINATED. AND PENDING. BY CIRCUIT, 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~UNE 30. 1880 

CASES TERMINATED 

PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 

CASES 
COMMENCED CASES 

TOTALI 

DISPOSED AFTER 
OF BY AFTER SUB-

ORIG-I REIN- CONSOL- BY BY ORAL MISSION 
INAL STATED- TOTAL 10ATlON TOTAL ~UDGE STAFF TOTAL HEARING ON BRIEFS 

40.898 40.299 599 38.520 3.314 14.200 5.788 8.434 21.008 8.447 11.558 

9.493 8.397 86 7.509 B53 1.6B2 850 1,032 4.974 2.828 2.348 
2.263 2.209 54 2.049 B4 727 294 433 1.238 141 1.097 
4.363 4.292 71 4.330 389 1.560 41 t 1.149 2.381 1.159 1.222 
7.678 7.548 130 7.499 177 3.574 2.374 1.200 3.748 536 3.212 

12.812 12.597 215 12.870 '.401 5.115 1 .... 60 3.655 8.354 3.9"'6 2 .... 08 
1.087 1.077 10 1.040 62 425 126 299 553 324 229 
2.578 2.556 22 2.582 339 1,040 ... 21 619 1.203 69 ... 509 

624 623 I 641 9 77 30 47 555 19 538 

1.705 1.703 2 1.518 355 548 229 318 815 353 282 
2 ... 3 2 ... 3 - 214 58 38 33 3 122 79 43 

92 92 - 65 I 25 20 5 39 3 36 ... 15 'II'" 1 334 81 100 38 82 153 76 77 
41 41 - 27 - 9 3 8 1@ - 18 189 188 1 230 48 81 33 48 101 50 51 7 7 - - - - - - - - -898 896 - 829 188 289 89 180 172 144 28 22 22 - 19 1 8 3 5 10 1 8 

1,188 1,160 8 1.248 53 485 135 330 728 492 238 
292 291 1 289 IT 73 18 55 189 171 28 ... 3 42 1 35 - 14 3 11 21 5 16 198 196 2 219 4 72 23 49 143 55 88 94 93 1 88 - 58 25 33 30 9 21 446 443 3 515 29 209 58 lSI 277 221 56 26 26 - 25 3 12 3 9 10 8 , 

... 9 49 - 57 - 26 !!I 21 31 21 to 20 20 - 18 - I - 1 17 I 18 
3,424 3,188 238 3,274 284 1,744 418 1,325 1,248 84!!1 301 

795 756 39 860 118 205 21t 178 338 287 88 138 130 8 125 • 81 31 50 43 11 32 386 352 34 393 57 20t 38 185 135 1.8 17 ... 52 404 48 481 3 352 181 16. 128 69 57 1.342 1.245 97 1.324 88 784 118 865 452 4'J8 48 75 73 2 64 2 41 2 39 2t 17 4 179 169 10 163 13 76 " 65 7" 58 .8 59 59 - 64 t 4 - " 5a 1 58 
2.843 2.885 58 2.923 232 1.''''0 537 803 1,551 423 1.1211 

527 524 3 469 55 102 48 58 3t2 7. 238 129 122 7 136 12 31 9 22 93 5 88 249 245 4 250 21 811 34 54 141 42 99 610 603 7 590 It !D37 235 102 242 16 226 1.1"'8 I. I 13 35 1.173 104 475 164 311 594 232 362 lOS 104 I 109 15 45 IS 30 49 25 24 132 132 - 16 I 13 56 31 25 92 28 a6 43 42 I 35 I 8 3 3 28 I ~7 

--- -- ------- -- - -~ - -- --- ~- ----~ 

CASES 
PENDING 
~UNE30 

1990 

32.398 

8.760 
1.588 
3.339 
4,601 

10.004 
90S 

3.065 
136 

2.38t 

222 
78 

394 
38 

178 
7 

1.432 
12 

881 

241 
23 
84 
48 

240 
18 
24 

3 

1.158 

474 
42 
80 

124 
357 

21 
54 

4 

1.408 

317 
5t 

108 
258 
552 

40 
68 
17 
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ctRcun AND 
NATURE OF 

PROCEEDING 

fOURTH CIRCUIT ••••••• 

CRI.INAL ......••.•...... 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL .....•. 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ...•. 
BANKRUPTCy .............• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

fIfTH CIRCUiT •••••••• 

CRI.INAL ................ 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
BANKRUPTCy ....•..•.••••• 
AD.INISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

SIXTH CIRCUIT .••••••. 

CRI.INAL ....•....•.....• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ..••... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ....• 
BANKRUPTCY .........•..•• 
AO.INISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT •••••• 

CRI.INAl ......•....•...• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL. .•...• 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
BANKRUPTCy .............• 
ADMINISTRATIvE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT ••••••• 

CRI.INAL .....•....•••... 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL •.•.• 
BANKRUPTCy .........•.••• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .••• 

CASES 
PENDING 

dULY 1 
1989 

2.270 

.. Bl 
163 
218 
47B 
714 

73 
157 

8 

2,911 

840 
92 

253 
497 

1.209 
59 

152 
9 

2.920 

524 
liS 
333 
592 

1.059 
81 

226 
10 

2.275 

477 
191 
150 
503 
719 

50 
17 .. 

11 

1,.08 

..22 
97 

222 
302 
..52 

45 
~g 

7 

TABLE B-t. U.S. COURTS Of APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED. TER.INATED. AND PENDING. OY CIRCUIT. 

DURING THE TWELVE .ONTH PERIOD ENDED dUNE 30. 1990 

CASES TER.INATED 

PROCEDURAL TER.INATIONS 
TERMINATIONS ON THE .ERITS 

CASES 
CASES COMMENCED 

AFTER CASES DISPOSED 
AfTER SUB- PENDING OF BY 

J ORIG-J REIN- CONSOl- SY BY ORAL .ISSION dUNE 30 
TOTAL INAL STATED- TOTAL IDATION TOTAL dUDGE STAff TOTAL HEARING ON BRIEFS 1990 

3.235 3.23" 1 3,380 3 .. 8 8BO .. 54 408 2.154 803 1,351 2,145 

671 671 - 548 112 75 8 87 3tH 177 184 584 
297 286 1 298 30 38 15 23 ~~O 22 208 152 
290 290 - 292 19 74 13 61 199 105 94 218 
873 873 - 1,011 33 376 340 36 802 .. 7 555 338 
816 816 - 904 1 .. 1 213 45 168 550 360 190 628 

66 66 - 79 8 29 9 20 .. 4 28 18 60 
213 213 - 207 5 54 24 30 1 .. 8 65 83 163 

19 19 - 21 - 1 - I 20 1 19 8 

5,048 4,945 103 4.823 537 1,827 883 844 2,858 800 1.858 3.138 

1,118 1.087 29 935 107 208 55 151 822 ' .. 3 479 821 
181 170 1 I 169 1O 51 14 37 108 7 101 104 
424 413 11 440 62 131 32 99 247 74 173 237 
995 977 18 979 28 497 327 170 454 33 .. 21 513 

1,869 1,840 29 1.846 275 605 202 403 966 456 510 1,232 
159 158 I 130 7 59 28 33 84 25 39 88 
207 203 .. 228 .. 8 66 20 «6 It .. 58 56 131 97 97 - 98 - 12 7 5 84 4 80 10 

4.217 4,194 23 ",135 224 I ,518 .13 803 2.385 1.181 1.204 3.002 
828 828 2 709 .... 160 51 109 505 377 128 .43 188 185 1 177 4 57 18 .. 1 It. 11 105 124 425 422 3 .. 70 10 149 29 120 311 143 188 288 1.147 1.140 7 t.064 19 426 288 138 .,8 84 555 875 1.290 1,286 4 1.352 133 569 147 422 .50 491 159 997 95 95 - 79 8 3 .. 7 27 39 32 7 77 211 205 • 244 8 112 71 41 124 72 52 193 35 35 - .. 0 - 9 4 5 3t I 30 5 

2,940 2,905 35 2.882 287 1.189 54. .23 1.22. .98 530 2.533 
80e 80 .. 2 479 97 118 38 78 a8. 190 7. .04 265 256 sa 249 18 128 74 54 103 18 85 207 194 192 2 188 19 68 2')' 41 101 70 31 is. 835 621 I .. 817 2 .. 370 255 115 223 "5 178 52t 953 94. 7 859 88 402 120 282 389 28. 83 813 63 62 I 65 3 23 7 18 39 31 8 48 190 190 - 182 34 57 25 32 91 6. 35 182 34 34 - 43 4 5 - 5 3 .. - 34 2 

2.722 2.718 4 2.5S5 202 .37 280 35'1 '.71. 727 889 ',773 
528 527 t 514 80 .. 5 8 37 379 234 ' .. 5 43. 230 230 - 226 3 48 15 33 175 13 182 101 328 326 - 322 I. 96 30 8. 210 105 lOS 228 7 .. 5 7"4 I 691 12 207 153 54 .... 2 IDS 387 356 711 709 2 625 76 181 S4 121 388 219 1 .. 9 638 77 77 . 59 3 18 2 18 38 20 18 83 77 77 - 86 2 38 15 23 48 28 18 150 2e 28 - 32 - 4 :I I 28 :I 25 :I 
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TABLE II-I. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED. TERMINATED. AND PENDING. BY CIRCUIT, 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED dUNE 30. 1990 

CASES TERMINATED 

PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
TERMINA TIONS ON THE MERITS 

CASES 
COMENCED CASES 

AFTER CASES DISPOSED 
CIRCUIT AND PENDING 

TOTAL-I 
OF BY AFTER SU8-

NATURE OF dULY 1 ORIG-I REIN- CONSOl- BY BY ORAL MISSION 
PROCEEDING 1888 INAl STATED- TOTAL IDATION TOTAL dUDGE STAFF TOTAL HEARING ON BRIEFS 

-
NINTH CIRCUIT •••••••• 8,837 8.787 8.734 53 5.444 347 2.154 1.101 t .053 2.843 1.458 1.481 

CRIMINAL .•......•....... '.580 1.871 1.888 2 1.191 77 320 292 28 784 388 40a 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 307 277 272 5 18 .. 2 70 55 15 112 20 92 
OTHER U. S. CiVil ..••.•. 978 851 841 10 787 3 .. 363 91 272 390 235 155 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 817 927 919 8 7"2 28 333 293 .. 0 383 50 333 
OTHER PRIVATE CiVIL ••••• 2."05 2.025 2,003 22 1.803 188 805 285 5 .. 0 830 591 239 
BANKRUPTCy ...••...•••••• 295 222 218 4 193 8 80 22 58 105 70 35 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 505 451 .... 9 2 382 31 17 .. 82 82 177 102 75 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 52 183 183 - 162 I 8 1 8 152 2 150 

TENTH CIRCUIT •••••••• 2 ... 0. 2.233 2.215 1. 2.580 18. 895 245 450 t.888 .27 1.072 
CRIMINAL ..•...•.••••.•.• 398 5041 505 I 380 10 55 I. 39 315 210 105 U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 94 158 154 2 150 I 39 18 21 110 9 101 OTHER U. S. CIViL .••••.. 283 205 203 2 282 .. 3 79 17 82 180 45 liS PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 283 37. 371 5 .. 13 2 129 51 78 282 2' 281 OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 1.058 783 758 7 1.023 It!) 297 98 201 el3 284 349 BANKRUPTCY ....••....•••• 123 98 97 1 137 5 ... f8 23 81 35 58 ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 158 7. 7. - 135 12 .... 23 21 78 .. 2 37 ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 13 53 53 - 60 - II e 5 .. 8 I .. 8 

ELEVENTH CiRCUiT ••••• S.3 •• 4.47. 4.41e 58 3.880 281 1 •• 45 524 1.121 2.074 834 1--<-140 
CRIMINAL ..•...•.••••.•.• 1.2"5 1.510 1.494 1. t.121 .9 209 58 233 7.3 31. 445 U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 158 281 270 11 235 2 145 24 121 88 17 7~ OTHE~ U S. CiVIL .•...•• 258 400 398 2 353 23 139 41 98 181 81 '00 PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS· 497 783 762 21 796 19 .. 80 213 287 287 77 220 OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ...•• 1.004 1.260 1.252 • 1.216 138 494 157 337 584 370 214 BANKRUPTCY .•.••....•••.• 81 84 94 - lOa 4 .. 3 IS 28 53 34 f8 ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 110 87 97 - 108 5 48 15 33 55 24 31 ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• .15 51 5t - 51 1 7 3 4 43 3 olD 

e INCLUDES ONLY A~PEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEING TE~INAT!D DUE TO A PROCEDURAL DEFAULT. 

NOTE: TABLE INCLUDES REOPENED. RE.ANDED. ANO REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 

CASES 
!PENDING 
,,",UNE30 

1990 

8.280 

2.280 
400 

1.040 
1.002 
2.827 

324 
57 .. 

53 

2.058 

524 
100 
208 
2 .. 5 
798 

84 
87 

8 

3 •• 2 

1 •• 34 
20 .. 
303 
484 

1.048 
75 
88 
15 
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TABLE B-IA. U.S. COURTS Of APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE, IN APPEALS 

ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE30, 1990 - CASES TERMINATED 

PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
TERMINATIONS ON THE !lERITS 

CASES 
CQIIIIMENCED CASES 

AfTER CASES DIS&'OSEIl 
NATURE Of PENDING OF BY AfTER SUB-

SUIT OR JULY 1 ORIG- RElN- CONSOL- BY BY ORAL MISSION 
OFFENSE 1989 TOTAL INAL ISTATED- TOTAL IDATION TOTAL JUDGE STAff TOTAL HEARING ON BRIEFS 

TOTAL CASES .•••••..••••••• 25,838 PII,II09 311.043 5811 134,257 2,904 12,1158 5,189 7,4119 18,1195 8,410 10,285 

TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES •••••• 8,778 8,493 9,397 98 7,509 853 1,882 650 1,032 4,974 2,828 2,348 

TOTAL CIVIL CASF.S ••.••••.. 19,182 127,118 26,848 470 26,748 2,051 10,976 4,538 8,437 13,721 5,782 7,938 

U.S. CASES .••••.•••••.•• 4,878 11,828 11,501 125 8,379 473 2,287 705 1,582 3,a". 1,300 2,318 

U.S. PLAINTIFF .•.•....•••• 838 835 820 15 908 137 403 a7 30a 311a 238 128 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 17 35 34 1 31 3 18 1 15 12 a 3 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 53 111 111 - 85 9 42 13 29 34 18 15 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND ..• 18 22 22 - 17 2 9 - II 8 5 1 
OTHER REAL PROP. ACTIONS 42 66 63 3 55 3 26 5 21 28 10 18 
TORT ACTIONS ..•..•.•••• 5 25 25 - 14 - 7 3 4 7 4 3 CIVIL RIGHTS: 

EMPlOyMENT ..•....•••• 45 78 75 3 85 10 41 7 34 34 28 8 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ..• 18 43 43 - 24 :l 9 4 5 13 9 4 FORFEITURE AND PENALTY. 152 185 182 3 179 7 104 19 8e lie 38 32 

FAIR LABOR STAND. ACT .• 13 24 24 - 22 2 12 3 9 8 5 3 OTHER LABOR ..•.•••...•. 31 38 38 - 45 4 18 3 15 23 20 3 SECUR .• COMMOD., & ElCHO 33 34 30 4 35 7 18 5 13 10 a 4 TAX SUITS ..••..•••••••• 45 47 47 - 54 7 19 4 15 28 18 12 ALL OTHER .•.••.•••••••. 167 247 24e 1 260 81 82 31 51 87 73 24 
U.S. DEFENDANT ....•••••••• 4,038 lS,e81 5,581 110 5.473 33e 1,884 e08 1,27e :11,253 l.oe2 2,181 

CONTRACT ACTIONS •.••.•. 91 133 131 2 129 10 51 17 34 88 47 21 REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS •• 72 82 82 - 89 8 38 11 27 43 18 24 TORT ACTIONS .••.•.••••• 380 381 372 a 419 57 146 27 119 21a 120 88 CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOyMENT ........••• 274 291 281 to 333 13 123 411 77 187 a7 130 OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS .•• 293 402 393 8 393 33 147 41 loe 213 8e 127 PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SEN 881 1,112 1.078 34 889 38 320 103 217 e33 8a 547 HA8EAS CORPUS ........ 324 488 474 14 454 8 197 8e 111 249 29 220 PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 194 408 404 4 331 12 142 73 8a 177 8 189 OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 17:!. 253 251 2 275 28 68 32 38 179 '8 161 LABOR SUITS ....•....... 43 66 64 2 66 6 32 8 24 28 .8 10 SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS .•• 894 926 911 15 839 14 104 44 '40 741 258 483 TAX SUITS .............. 223 313 310 3 302 23 134 22 112 145 78 87 ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS •• 78 93 93 - 80 4 35 8 27 4. 35 8 FREEDOM OF INFOR. ACT •• 71 93 91 2 5:~ 4 40 0 32 45 21 ALL OTHER ..•••.•••••••• 438 850 848 4 80 227 82 '45 278 108 

CASES 
PENDING 

JUNE30 
1990 

28,290 

8,780 

18,530 

4,825 

lIeR 

21 
79 
23 
53 
18 

38 
37 

138 
15 
24 
32 
38 

154 

4.257 

95 
65 

352 

232 
302 

B04 
358 
27. '5, 

43 
e81 
234 

IU 
75 

1503 '::1-
--- ------
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TABLE B-tA. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED, TERnlNATED, AND PENDING. BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE. IN APPEALS 

ARISINS FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED .JUN£30. 1990 

CASES TER.UNA TEO 

PROCEDURAL TER.IN,A TIONS 
TERMINATIONS ON THE .ERITS 

CASES 
COMIIIENCED CASES 

CASES DISPOSED AFTER NATURE OF PENDING OF BY AFTER SUB-SUIT OR .JULY 1 ORIG- REIN- CONSOL- BY BY ORAL MISSION OFFENSE 1989 TOTAL tNAL tsUTED' TOTAL IDATION TOTAL !.JUDGE STAFf TOTAL HEARING ON BRIEFS =. 
20.490 20.389 1.578 8.689 P.83" ".855 10,102 ..... 82 5.620 PRIVATE CASES .•.•••••••• 1 ... 48 .. 20.1"5 3 .. 5 

F~D(RAL QUESTION .•••••.••• 1 I , 193 18.370 le.095 275 16.058 1.093 e,944 [3.432 3.512 8,021 3.142 ".879 
MARINE CONTRACT .......• 118 151 1 .. 6 5 156 22 6 .. 13 51 70 58 14 OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 380 "'0 .. 03 7 377 .. 2 152 37 115 .83 fl8 65 EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 60 69 69 - 69 3 30 12 18 36 26 10 MARINE IN .. URV .....••.•• 107 243 240 3 256 50 86 29 57 1;;0 69 51 OTHER TORT ACTIONS ..••• 377 425 .. 2. .. 428 60 164 40 124 202 12 .. 78 ANTITRUST ....••.••••••• 231 214 213 1 223 31 78 33 45 114 95 19 CIVIL RIGHTS: 

EMPLOyMENT ..•.....••• 1.0"4 • ,378 1,353 25 1,367 132 509 156 353 728 394 332 OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS .•• 1. SU 1 2.537 2.480 57 2.54" 25 .. 973 367 606 1.317 6 .. 8 669 PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HABEAS CORPUS .......• 1.9'" 3 •• 70 3.097 73 3,238 72 1.883 t.574 309 1. :283 37 .. 909 PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 2.4"8 4.413 4.35B 55 4.195 101 t .668 78 .. 882 2,428 .58 2.270 OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 32 53 5. 2 53 2 19 .0 9 32 2 30 LABOR MGMT. RELAT. ACT. 326 3.6 313 3 357 29 127 40 87 201 182 39 OTHER LABOR ............ 60 .. 169 765 4 723 6" 299 82 217 360 262 98 CPYlfGHT • PA TENT & TROMRK 201 3 .. 9 343 8 297 32 151 22 129 114 85 29 SECUR .• COMMOD. & EXCHG 346 4.7 410 7 393 50 169 48 121 174 130 " ... CONST. OF STATE STATS •• 91 96 94 2 125 20 38 7 31 87 54 .3 ALL OTHER •••....••••••• 911S 1,360 1,339 21 1.259 129 536 1711 358 594 385 209 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP •• 3,28' 4,099 4,032 87 4,275 478 1,739 40' 1,338 2.058 1.323 735 
INSURANCE ..•.•••.•..•.• 574 759 755 4 701 59 28' 89 212 381 244 117 OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS • t ,411 1,854 1,8:" 23 1,019 22' 755 165 590 843 584 259 REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS .• 148 .57 153 4 203 32 90 23 87 81 45 36 PERSONAL IN.JURY - PROD. 

LIABILITy ....•......•• 388 532 520 12 480 71 191 44 147 218 138 18 OTHER PERSONAL IN.JURY •• 599 759 744 15 827 88 314 8a 248 445 252 183 PERS. PROP. DA.AGE •.••• 143 197 190 7 218 28 91 28 83 101 58 45 ALL OTHER ••••.•.••••••• 18 .. , 39 2 27 1 17 .. 13 8 3 6 
GENERAL lOCA' . .JURISDICTION! 30 'I 21 I 18 :I 311 ., 8 I 15 23 17 8 

CONTRACT ACTIONS ....• ~. ; 10 a i 7 I 1 13 3 2 t 1 B II 2 REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS.. 2 2 2 I - 4 I - - - 3 2 1 TORT ACTIONS .•••...•••• I 8 3 2 I 7 2 1 - , 4 4 -PRISONER PETITIONS..... I I 1 , I i - • - - - - , - I All OTHER.:............ 11 7 , 8 I 1 11 1 :I - 3 7 B 2 
TOTAL CRI.INAL CASES •••••• i 8,778 I 8,493 I a.387 i ... ! 7,509 853 1.882 850 1,032 4.874 2,S28 2,348 , , 

GENERAL OFFENSES 
I I I 

I 
!UI I 

, 

I I HOlnCIDE. TOTAL •.••.. _ .... I At ' .t , - ..... - ~ ~ 7 4 48 33 'II 
5 I 28 20 8 
2 :I 21 13 8 

24 28 2.8 108 110 
23 28 205 104 101 I - 14 15 .. 

I 1O IS S. 34 35 

I I I 1 11 .. .. 
22 ' 34 148 74 75 

! 31 IS 18 ! 8 8, 

! SI 10 I 5 I I 28 221 4, 8, ~4 I 11 13 ' OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 95 I 59 94 • ! •• 

CASES 
PENDING 

.JUNE30 
'990 

1".805 

11,505 

113 
393 

60 
174 
378 
222 

1,055 
1,904 

1.873 
2,688 

32 
285 
650 
253 
370 
82 

t ,017 

3 085 

1132 
1,248 

102 

420 
531 
122 
32 

15 

5 -
2 
t 
7 

8.180 

78 

55 
21 

377 

3112 
15 

8. .. 
230 

41 

118 
51 
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TABLE B-tA. U.S. COURTS Of APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED. tERMINATED. ANa PENDING. BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFfENSE IN APPEALS 

ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED dUNE30. 1880 

CASES TERMINATED 

PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 

CASES 
COMMENCEIl) CASES 

CASES DISPOSED AfTER 
PENDING OF BY AFTER SUB-

SUIT OR .. ULY 1 ORIG RElN- CONSOL- BY BY ORAL MISSION 
OFFENSE 19B9 TGTAL INAL STATED· TOTAL IDATION TOTAL .JUDGE SH,FF TOTAL HEARING ON BRIEFS 

EMBEZZLEMENT .••••••••••••• 79 119 118 I 93 " 28 7 21 54 37 17 

fRAUD. TOTAL ............ . , •• 862 1.102 1.090 12 880 115 :163 IDS 158 e02 348 25e 

tNCOME TAX .....•.....•• 152 178 178 2 200 24 55 23 32 121 158 82 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE 

WIRE. RADIO. ETC ..••.. 288 304 303 I 301 30 81 43 38 18O 108 81 
LENDING AND CREDIT ..... 9U 180 178 I 127 9 34 12 22 84 4B 3e 
FALSE CLAIMS 5 STATMNTS 108 132 131 I 107 11 30 7 23 6e 45 21 
OTHER FRAUD .•••••.•.••. 228 308 301 7 245 41 83 20 43 141 85 58 

AUTO THEFT .••••••••••••••. 24 35 35 - 33 3 5 - 5 25 IS 10 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 128 172 170 2 155 10 30 10 20 115 43 72 

SEX OFFENSES •.•..•••••.••• 71 81 81 - 72 4 17 9 8 51 32 19 

DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL ACT. TO'fAL ••••••• 3.831 15.858 5.594 84 4.184 524 80e 349 557 2.734 , .408 1.323 

DAPCA .ARIHUANA •••••••• 847 783 780 13 888 88 154 87 87 424 t88 228 
DAPeA NARCOTICS .••.•... 2.883 4.183 4.118 45 3.035 383 840 23' 409 2.012 t.085 841 
DAPCA CONTROL. SUBSTANCE 501 702 e88 6 483 53 112 51 81 288 143 ISS 

MISC. GENERAL OFfENSES 
TOTAL ......••.•.•..•••••• 1e8 .. 70 He 4 881 78 183 e5 11. 828 354 215 

BRIBERy ...•.....•••••.. 
EXTORTION. RACKETEERING 

31 45 45 - 41 4 10 2 • 27 20 7 
AND 7HREATS ....•••••.• 13 I 118 118 , 13"1 23 24 7 :7 sa .2 2. GII.MBLING. LOTTERy •••••• IS 24 24 - 18 3 4 I ;J 12 1O 2 KIDNAPPING .......•••••• 28 2B 28 - 21 1 2 :2 - I. tI 7 fIREARMS. WE~PONS •••••• 385 1528 524 2 445 24 8' 32 48 340 1.2 158 ESCAPE •.•••.•.••••••••• 93 94 84 - 108 8 25 8 17 74 28 45 PER .. URY .........•....•• 32 32 31 I 40 I 12 5 7 27 17 10 DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC •• 15 29 29 - 23 - 8 2 4 17 5 12 OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFfENSES •••••• el 73 73 - 57 I .. '8 .. 13 24 ,. • 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

I'-IGRATION LAWS ...•••• toa .40 138 2 108 I 33 13 20 75 3S 40 
LIQUOR.IHTEP.HAL REVENUE - - - - - - - - - - - -
fEDERAL STATUTES. TOTAL 287 371 383 Ii 313 ~8 .1 2. 53 1 •• tot 15 

AGRICULTURAL ACTS .... , 35 24 24 - 34 " " • 3 12 • 4 ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. 12 10 1O - 15 6 I 1 - 8 7 I NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS " 27 28 t 12 - :I :z t 8 5 4 CIVIL RIGHTS .....•..• 13 32 32 - 17 :I 2 - 2 12 8 3 WITNESS INTI.IDATION. 46 42 42. - 46 6 to • 4 30 Ie 14 EXPLOSIVES/HON-VESSEL 45 58 58 - 55 8 9 2 1 40 18 22 OTHER ..•••••.•••..••• 105 178 171 7 134 14 45 9 3. 75 :UI 37 

• INCLUDES ONLY APPEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEINO TERMINATED DUE TO A PROCEDURAL DEFAULT. 

NOTE: TABLE INCLUDES REOPENED, REMAHDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 

CASES 
pENDING 

"UNE30 
1990 

104 

9tl<l 

130 

291 
143 
131 
2B9 

2e 

143 

80 

15.325 

774 
3.B" 

740 

.... 
35 

113 
20 
33 

448 
79 
:a4 
21 

77 

140 . 
325 ~ 

25 
7 

28 
2. 
42 
48 

148 



Table B-2 
Petitions for Review on Writ of certiorari to the Supreme Court 

Commenced, Terminated, and Panding 
Uuring the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1990 

Circuit Terminated 
and Pending Pending 

Nature of July 1, June 30, 
Proceeding 19894 Filed Granted Denied Dismissed 1990 

I 

Total 1,221 3,406 146 3,292 11 1,178 

Crimtnal •••••••••• 384 3.,207 22 1,159 2 408 
U.S. Civil •••••••• 142 403 21 379 - 145 
Private Civil ••••• 627 1,687 91 1,643 8 572 
Admin. Appeals •••• 68 109 12 111 1 53 

D.C. Circuit •••• 10 93 11 70 - 22 

Criminal .•••.•••.• 5 22 1 17 - 9 
U.S. Civil •••••••• 3 24 3 17 - 7 
Private {!lvil ••••• - 23 1 19 - 3 
Admin. Appeals •••• 2 24 6 17 - 3 

1st Circuit ••••• 31 99 3 108 - 19 
-

Criminal •••••••••• 12 26 - 34 - ,4 

U.S. Civil •••••••• 3 18 1 16 - 4 
Private Civil ••••• 16 55 2 58 - 11 
Admin. Appeals •••• - - - - - -

2nd Circuit ••••• 15 246 7 223 - 31 

Criminal •••••••••• 12 114 ~ 105 - 21 
U.S. Civil •••••••• 1 35 ., 29 I - -
P~ivate Civil ••••• 2 92 - 84 - 10 
Admin. Appeals •••• - 5 - 5 - -

3rd Circuit ••••• 83 305 15 331 3 39 

Criminal •••••••• ~. 16 87 4 8°' - 12 
U.S. civil •••••••• 13 44 1 51 - 5 
Private Civil ••••• 48 165 9 182 2 20 
Admin. Appeals •••• 6 9 1 11 1 2 

4th Circuit ••••• 70 358 21 280 - 127 

Criminal •••••••••• 30 104 3 82 - 49 
U.S. Civil •••••••• 5 49 2 40 - 12 
Private Civil ••••• 33 199 16 154 - 62 
Admin. Appeals •••• 2 6 - 4 - 4 

5th Circuit ••••• 94 384 10 408 ,l, 59 

Criminal •••••••••• 25 

I 

123 1 130 -I 17 
U.S. Civil •••••••• 4 18 - 19 - 3 
Private civil ••••• 61 230 9 244 1 37 
Jldmin. Appeals •••• 4 13 - 15 - 2 
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Table B-2 
Peti-tions for Review on Writ of certiorari to the Supreme Court 

commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
Durin9 the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30~ 1990 

Circui"t~ Terminated 
and Pending Pend.ing 

Nature of July 1, June 30, 
Proceeding 1989* Filed Gr.anted Denied Dismissed 1990 

6th circuit •••• 0 59 424 14 394 1 74 

Criminal •••••••••• 14 122 1 106 - 29 
u.S. Civil" ••••••• 11 33 2 25 - 17 
Private Civil •• ~ •• 31 260 10 253 1 27 
Admin. Appeals •••• 3 9 1 10 - 1 

7th ciccuit ••••• 148 172 10 164 2 144 

Criminal •••••••••• 43 40 1 38 - 44 
u.S. Civil •••••••• 13 28 - 27 - 14 
Private Civil ••••• 84 98 9 94 2 77 
Admin. Appeals •••• 8 6 - 5 - 9 

8th Circuit ••••• 62 251 11 268 - 34 

CrLminal •••••••••• 19 76 2 77 - 16 
u.S. Civil •••••••• 12 40 2 48 - 2 
Private Civil ••••• 31 130 7 138 - 16 
Admin. Appeals •••• - 5 - 5 - -

9th Circuit ••••• 379 471 23 435 - 392 

CrLminal •••••••••• 98 228 6 217 - 103 
u.S. civil •••••••• 48 62 2 48 - 60 
Private Civil ••••• 198 160 13 139 - 206 
Admin. Appeals •••• 35 21 2 31 - 23 

10th Circuit •••• 174 248 7 238 1 176 

Criminal •••••••••• 72 91 1 83 - 79 
u.S. Civil •••••••• 23 35 1 41 - 16 
Private Civil ••••• 71 120 4 112 1 74 
Admin. Appeals •••• 8 2 1 2 - 7 

11th Circuit •••• 96 355 14 373 3 61 

CrLminal •••••••••• 38 J,74 2 183 2 25 
u.s. Civil •••••••• 6 17 - 18 - 5 
Private Civil ••••• 52 155 11 166 1 29 
Admin. Appeals •••• - 9 1 6 - 2 

*Revised 

Note: Administrative appeals include applications for enforcement or petitions for 
review of orders of an administrative board or agency. 
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TABLE B 3. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS-
SOURCE Of APPEALS AND ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED, BY CIRCUIT 

FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, AND 1990 

SOURCE 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 

TOTAL APPEALS ••••••• 34,292 35,176 37,524 39,734 40,898 

US DISTRICT COURTS ••••••• 29,425 30,798 32,686 34,995 36,609 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 977 1,040 1,153 1,130 1,087 
ADMIN. AGENCIES, TOTAL. •• 3,187 2,723 3,043 2,965 2,578 

US TAX CT •••••••••••••• 458 436 512 419 418 
LABR ••••••••••••••••••• 57 76 53 44 36 
FCC •••••••••••••••••••• 206 154 86 85 86 
FERC .................... 353 219 377 513 321 
FTC ••••••••••••••• tI •••• 7 4 4 18 2 
NLRB ••••••••••••••••••• 561 561 491 543 483 
EPA •••••••••••••••••••• 253 97 184 141 231 
ICC ••••••••••••••• D •••• 157 74 77 114 96 
INSo ••••.•••••••••••••• 414 273 183 285 327 
OTHER ADMIN. AGENCIES •• 721 829 1,076 803 578 

ORIG. PRDC ••••••••••••••• "f03 615 642 644 624 

DC eIR ...•••....•.•• 1,871 1,583 1,925 1,771 1,705 

US DISTRICT COURT •••••••• 933 868 823 874 980 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 10 5 2 1 7 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 8 39 32 21 16 
NLRB •••••••••••••••••• &I •• 30 38 25 36 30 
ADMIN. AGENCIES •••••••••• 858 601 1,009 811 650 
ORIG. PROC ••• e ••••••••••• 32 32 34 28 22 

1ST CIR ••••••••••••• 1,186 1,110 1,239 1~287 1,168 

HE ••••••••••• II ••••••••••• 77 86 121 90 94 
HA. c ••••••••••••••••••••• 507 426 479 522 473 
NH ••••••••••••••••••••••• 87 86 62 71 64 
RI ••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••• 110 96 94 132 123 
PR ••••••••••••••••••••••• 309 341 395 360 319 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 23 21 19 29 26 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 8 4 13 9 6 
NlRB ••••••••••••••••••••• 15 14 15 16 17 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 32 21 32 27 26 
ORIG. PROC •••••••••••..•• 18 15 9 31 20 

2ND CIR ••••••••••••• 2,932 3,008 2,942 3,172 3,424 

CT ........................ 224 230 228 257 243 
NY, N •••• e ..................... 205 246 223 225 264 
NY, E .......................................... 712 710 622 747 749 
NY, S ........................................ 1,213 1,266 1,:353 1,416 1,555 
NY, H .......................................... 190 217 205 228 241 
VT .............................................. 56 36 37 35 59 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 95 65 65 51 75 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 41 56 36 42 42 
NLRB ........................................ I! 75 68 75 80 86 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 85 75 69 50 51 
ORIG. PRDC.~ .•••••••••••• 36 39 29 41 5~ 

3RD eIR .....•..•...• 2,468 2,595 2,933 3,088 2,943 

DE ............ " ................................ 67 106 129 117 121 
NJ .................. 0 .. , ...................... 510 556 618 691 647 
PA,E ••••••• ft ••••••••••••• 795 731 948 983 997 
PA, H .......................................... 246 249 363 375 359 
PA,H ................... • ' ................... 443 520 477 490 461 
VI .............................................. 130 112 117 120 78 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 65 91 77 90 105 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 20 31 29 20 21 
NLRB .......................................... 64 93 60 64 38 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 100 77 71 107 73 
DRIG. PRDC ............................. 28 29 44 31 43 
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TASLE B 3. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS AND ORIGINAL PRDCEEDINGS COMMENCED, BY CIRCUIT 

FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, AND 1990 

SOURCE 1986 19B7 1988 1989 1990 

4TH eIR ••••...••.•.• 2,799 2,886 3,203 3,,287 3.235 

HD ••••••••••••••••••••••• 517 586 658 647 640 
NC, E ••••••••••••••••••••• 285 312 306 340 322 
He,M .............. ~ ••••••• 122 134 159 145 187 
NC, H ••••••••••••••••••••• 169 156 176 1B4 159 
se ............. eo ..... Ii •••• 250 239 272 276 279 
VA, E ••••••••••••••••••••• 741 793 753 832 813 
VA,H ••••••••••••••.••••••• 202 212 173 224 248 
HV, N ••••••••••••••••••••• 74 58 100 110 108 
HV, s ..................... 133 142 169 155 181 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 86 88 225 125 66 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 29 17 40 25 35 
NLRB ••••• It ••••••••••••••• 37 33 30 43 38 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 129 94 115 154 140 
ORIG. PROC •••••••••••.••• 25 22 27 27 19 

5TH CIR ••••••••••••• 3,837 4,301 4,331 4,759 5,048 

LA, E .•••••••••••••••••••• 717 750 740 819 765 
LA, M ••••••••••• G ••••••••• 171 163 161 125 160 
LA, H. 0 ••••••••••••••••••• 383 432 344 433 372 
HS, N ••••••••••••••• II ••••• 92 94 128 154 136 
HS, s ... II ••••••••••••••••• 225 203 213 248 225 
TX, N ••••••••••••••••••••• 533 595 608 659 645 
TX, E ••••••••••••••••••••• 171 351 312 302 354 
TX, s ..................... 616 831 881 941 1,071 
lX, H ...•.............•.•. 440 409 472 681 857 
cz ....... III ••• III ••••••••••• 

BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 111 147 135 119 159 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 46 30 47 39 39 
NLRB •••••••••• "" •••••••• ., • 36 16 23 25 25 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 190 203 199 122 143 
ORIG. PRDC ••••••••••••••• 105 77 68 92 97 

6TH CIR ••••••••••••• 3 618 3,817 3,831 4,195 4.217 
KY, E •••.••••••••••••••••• 244 252 301 328 361 
KY, H ••••••••••••••••••••• 263 296 274 313 338 
HI, E •.•.•••••••••••••.••• 915 978 1,003 1,013 993 
HI, H ••••••••••••••••••••• 168 201 267 325 335 
CH, N ••••••••• III ••••••••••• 538 537 517 505 527 
DH, s ..................... 468 473 462 497 466 
TN,E" •••• c ••••••••••••••• 251 247 235 358 372 
TN, H ••••••••••••••••••••• 181 211 206 219 245 
TN,H~ ••••••••••••••••••• IJ 209 230 196 196 239 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 80 86 63 87 95 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 33 28 48 34 32 
NLRB •••••••••••••• II ....... 94 102 91 93 61 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 141 138 139 188 118 
ORIG. PROC ........•.•.... 33 38 23 39 35 

7TH CIR ••••••••••••• 2,278 2,173 2,409 2,703 2,940 

I L, N. III ••••••••••••••••••• 900 879 930 992 1,123 
IL, c ..................... 207 170 2Q3 205 247 
IL,S ...•..... e ••••••••••• 192 161 197 186 204 
IN, N ••••••••••••••••••••• 207 186 232 259 280 
IN, S ••••••••••••••••••••• 182 149 201 247 268 
HI, E .•••••. III ••••••••••••• 192 202 196 284 304 
HI, H .••.•.•••.•••.•••.••. 127 176 204 243 227 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 74 n 64 83 63 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 41 39 38 29 40 
NLRB ••••••••••••••••••••• 51 51 50 61 68 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 82 62 57 86 82 
ORIG. PROC .........•.•.. ·. 23 26 37 28 34 
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TABLE B 3. UNITED STATES COURT~ OF APPEALS 

SOURCE OF APPEALS AND ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED, BY CIRCUIT 
FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, AND 1990 

SOURCE 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 -
8TH CIR ••••••••••••• 2,053 2,209 2,387 2,677 2,722 

AR, E ••••••••••••• (I ••••••• 269 261 345 394 374 
AR, H .•••••••••••••••••••• 89 117 90 112 1'12 
lA, N ...................... 59 61 96 101 92 
lA, S .••.••...•••...•••... 149 127 133 186 204 
HN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 241 308 319 403 386 
HD, E ••••••••••••••••••••• 395 394 379 441 546 
MD,H ••••••••••••••••••••• 307 389 429 447 418 
HE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 133 211 182 197 155 
NO ••••••••••••••••••••••• 75 53 66 61 97 
SD •••••••• ", •• " -41 •••••••••• 125 114 111 135 96 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••.•• 67 86 94 63 77 
US TAX COURT •••.••••••••• 31 19 37 47 20 
NLRB .•••••••••••.•.•••••• 28 14 30 17 22 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 37 28 44 37 35 
ORIG. PROC ••••••••••••••• 48 27 32 36 28 

9TH CIR ••••••••••••• 5,291 5,652 6,334 6,305 6,787 

AK ........................ 120 120 107 86 98 
AZ ••••••••••••••••••••••• 346 470 552 519 595 
CA,N ••••.•••••••.•••••••• 752 711 815 902 874 
CA,E ••••••••••••••••••••• 227 322 336 391 385 
CA,C .••. " •.•.••. c: •••••••• 1,205 1,348 1,430 1,435 1,636 
CA,S ••••••••••••••••••••• .1.48 258 282 351 568 
HI ..................... e I • 127 165 662 197 177 
10 ...•••••..••••.••.•..•• 90 96 110 76 82 
MT •••••••••••.••••.•••••• 98 131 143 214 145 
Ny •••••••• e I ••••••••••••• 269 311 275 267 335 
OR ••••••••••••••••••••.•• 361 353 338 414 391 
HA, E ••••••••••••••••••••• 114 85 112 114 182 
HA,H ••••••••••••••••••••• 357 355 359 434 429 
GUAM •.•••••••••••••••••• < 25 48 35 39 36 
NMI •••••••••••••••••••••• 12 17 15 11 18 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 165 209 208 272 222 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 119 109 119 89 113 
NLRB ••••••••••••••••••••• 107 107 63 81 76 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 389 295 186 263 262 
ORIG. PROC ••••••••••••••• 160 142 187 150 163 

10TH CIR •••••••••••• 2,030 1,967 2,066 2,144 2,233 

CO ••••••••••••••••••••••• 354 328 360 334 344 
KS ••••••••••••••••••••••• 310 321 273 315 361 
HM ••••••••••••••••••••••• 160 172 236 250 297 
OK,N ••••••••••••••••••••• 138 162 139 188 226 
OK, E ••••••••••••••••••••• 111 129 143 120 81 
DK,H •••.•• to ................ 382 375 398 445 436 
UT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 132 130 128 143 154 
HY ••••.••.•••••••.••••••• 128 88 91 89 107 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 68 62 95 95 98 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 34 29 44 23 23 
NLRB ••••••••••.•••••••••• 8 11 10 17 13 
ADHIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 72 57 56 60 40 
ORIG. PROC ••••••••••••.•• 133 103 93 65 53 

11TH erR ••••••••••• 3,929 3,875 3,924 4,346 4,476 

AL, N •••••••••••••••••••• e 414 466 379 421 408 
AL,M .••••••.•••••••.••••• 183 184 182 188 243 
AL,S •••••••••••••..• j •••• 184 181 156 191 221 
FL,N ••••••.•••••••••••••• 217 202 213 242 284 
FL,H." •••••.••.•..• ', ..••. 670 633 702 765 814 
f-'L, S ••••••••••••••••••.•• 1,010 1,027 1,117 1,246 1,175 
GA,N ••••••••••••••••••••• 558 546 524 611 727 
GA,I'! •••.•• < •••••.••••••••• 174 123 178 164 186 
GA,S ••••••••••••••••••••. 207 216 197 178 176 
BANKRUPTCy ••••••••••••••• 133 108 106 115 94 
US TAX COURT ••••••••••••• 48 35 29 41 31 
NLRB ••••..••.••••••••••••• 16 14 19 10 9 
ADMIN AGENCIES ••••••••••• 53 75 63 98 57 
DRIG. PROC ••••••••••••••• 62 65 - 59 76 51 

NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE RfOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS HELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 
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TABLE B-3A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS IN CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES 

FROM U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

APPEALS COMMENCED APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
CIRCUIT 

AND 
CIVId CRIMINAL CIVILlcRIHINAL DISTRICT TOTAL TOTAL 

TOTAL. •• 36,609 27,116 9,493 34,257 26,74B 7,509 

DC •••••• 9BO 737 243 B70 656 214 

1ST ... 1,073 781 292 1,146 857 2B9 

HE, ••••• 94 59 35 88 60 28 
MA •••••• 473 374 99 478 396 82 
NH .•••.• 64 41 23 73 59 14 
RI •••••• 123 65 5B 134 72 62 
PR •••••• 319 242 77 373 270 103 

2ND ••• 3,111 2,316 795 2,983 2,323 660 

CT •••••• 243 199 44 219 192 27 
NY,N •••• 264 206 58 265 218 47 
NY ,E •••• 749 481 26B 723 502 221 
NY,S •••• 1,555 1,198 357 1,517 1,207 310 
NY ,H •••• 241 201 40 213 178 35 
VT ...... 59 31 28 46 26 20 

3RD ... 2,663 2,136 527 2,618 2,149 469 

DE •••••• 121 88 33 99 79 20 
NJ •••••• 647 513 134 611 500 111 
PA,E .... 997 827 170 980 829 151 
PA,H •••• 359 302 57 355 295 60 
PA,H •••• 461 373 88 500 398 102 
VI •••••• 78 33 45 73 48 25 

4TH ••. 2,937 2,266 671 3,053 2,505 548 

HD •••••• 640 527 113 728 615 113 
NC, E •••• 322 257 65 329 267 62 
NC,H •••• 187 111 76 166 124 42 
Ne,H •••• 159 96 63 174 125 49 
SC •••••• 279 224 55 274 239 35 
VA, E •••• 813 647 166 850 708 142 
VA,H •••• 248 204 44 249 226 23 
HV,N •••• 108 79 29 108 78 30 
HV,S .••• 181 121 60 175 123 52 

5TH ... 4,585 3,469 1,116 4,369 3,434 935 

LA, E •••• 765 673 92 747 660 87 
LA,H •••• 160 156 4 152 147 5 
LA,H •••• 372 323 49 426 383 43 
HS,N •••• 136 115 21 155 136 19 
HS,S •••• 225 193 32 235 203 32 
TX,N •••• 645 498 147 664 539 125 
TX, E •••• 354 286 68 349 290 59 
TX,S •••• 1,071 723 348 932 639 293 
TX,H •••• 857 502 355 709 437 272 

6TH ••. 3,876 3,048 828 3,772 3,063 709 

KY,E •••• 361 288 73 331 273 58 
KY,H •••• 338 285 53 326 275 51 
HI ,E •••• 993 763 230 1,025 833 192 
HI,H .... 335 303 32 326 280 46 
DH,N •••• 527 426 101 480 413 67 
DH,S •••• 466 358 108 489 381 108 
TN, E •••• 372 294 78 350 298 52 
TN,H •••• 245 192 53 253 209 44 
TN,H •••• 239 139 100 192 101 91 
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TABLE B-3A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS IN CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES 

FROM U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

APPEALS COMMENCED APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
CIRCUIT 

AND 
CIVId CRIMINAL CIVILI CRIHINAL DISTRICT TOTAL TOTAL 

7TH ••• 2.653 2.047 606 2.392 1.913 479 

IL,N •••• 1,123 876 247 971 771 200 
IL.C •••• 247 166 81 209 155 54 
IL,S .... 204 163 41 lao 150 30 
IN,N .... 280 223 57 257 201 56 
IN,S .. ,. 268 236 32 260 232 28 
HI,E .... 304 202 102 264 188 76 
HI,H •••• 227 181 46 251 216 35 

8TH ... 2,540 2,012 528 2,378 1,864 514 

AR,E •••• 374 346 28 373 359 14 
AR,H •••• 172 156 16 136 126 10 
IA,N •••• 92 62 30 95 64 31 
lA,S •••• 204 171 33 203 164 39 
MN •••••• 386 270 116 360 222 138 
MO,E •••• 546 416 130 452 331 121 
MD,H •••• 418 341 77 419 334 85 
NE •••••• 155 117 38 175 154 21 
NO ...... 97 70 27 59 43 16 
SO ...... 96 63 33 106 67 39 

9TH ... 5,951 4,080 1,871 4,707 3,516 1,191 

AK ...... 98 69 29 96 71 25 
AZ ...... 595 399 196 465 328 137 
CA,N •••• 874 724 150 720 625 95 
CA, E •••• 385 229 156 267 195 72 
CA,e •••• 1,636 1,212 424 1,227 971 256 
CA,S .... 568 214 354 298 139 159 
HI •••••• 177 119 58 166 98 68 
10 ...... 82 55 27 77 58 19 
HT ...... 145 10'" 38 179 149 30 
NV •••••• 335 244 91 263 198 65 
OR •••••• 391 243 148 392 289 103 
HA,E •••• 182 125 57 109 73 36 
HA,H •••• 429 315 114 388 288 100 
GUAM •••• 36 15 21 42 19 23 
NMI ••••• 18 10 8 18 15 3 

10TH •• 2,006 1,500 .506 2,248 1,868 380 

CO •••••• 344 286 58 437 371 66 
KS ...... 361 277 84 379 325 54 
NM •••••• 297 158 139 311 225 86 
oK,N .... ,226 156 70 188 161 27 
OK,Eo ••• 81 72 9 157 136 21 
OK,H •••• 436 357 79 508 432 76 
UT._ •••• 154 116 38 180 140 40 
HY ....... 107 78 29 88 78 10 

11TH .. 4,234 2,724 1,510 3,721 2,600 1,121 

AL,N •••• 408 365 43 393 353 40 
AL,M .... 243 206 37 18l 165 18 
AL,S •••• 221 141 80 171 118 53 
FL,N •••• 284 130 154 225 128 97 
FL,M •••• 814 494 320 675 468 207 
FL,S •••• 1,175 607 568 1,118 625 493 
GA,N •••• 727 525 202 600 471 129 
GA,H •••• 186 132 54 171 134 37 
GA,S •••• 176 124 52 185 138 47 

NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE RbOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED 
APPEALS AS HELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 
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TOTAL 
CIRCUIT 

TOTAL 

DISTRIC~ OF COLUMBIA .. 
fIRST ...•.••..•...••.• 
SECOND .•.•...•.•..•.•. 
THIRD ..•••..•. , ••.•••• 
FOURTH •.•.•••...••.••• 
FIFTH ......•..•....••• 
SIXTH ....•.••••••.•••• 
SEVENTH ......•.••.•••• 
EIGHTH ..•.•••......•.. 
NINTH ..........•...... 
TENTH .......••.•••••.. 
ELEVENTH .........•.... 

- TOTAL -(0 DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .. 
FIRST ......•..•••...•• 
SECOND .............•.. 
THIRD .....••...•.••.•• 
FOURTH •.•..••.•••..... 
FIFTH ............••... 
SIXTH ....•.......•••.. 
SEVENTH ..•.•.••....... 
EIGHTH ...•....••.•.••• 
NINTH .......•..•.•..•. 
TENTH .....•.•..•...... 
ELEVENTH ..........•••• 

TOTAL 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .. 
FIRST .•....•....•....• 
SECOND ...........•.••• 
THIRD ...••.••.......•. 
FOURTH .•.••.•••••.••.• 
FIFTH ..........•....•. 
SIXTH ........•....•... 
SEVENTH ..••.••••.••... 
EIGHTH .. " ...•••.....• 
NINTH .........•.•.•... 
TENTH .........•••....• 
ELEVENTH .•.........•.. 

TABLE B4. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS IN CASES TERMINATED AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~UNE 30, 1990 

FROM FILING FROIIII FI!..ING FROIIII FILING 
NOTICE Of LAST BRIEf NOTICE Of 
APPEAL TO TO HEARING fROM HEARING FRI" SUBMISSION APPEAL TO 

FILING LAST OR TO FINAL TO fINAL fINAL 
BRIEF SUBMISSION DISPOSITION DISPOSITION DISPOSITION 

I 
CASE I INTV CASE 1 INTV CASE J INTV CASE I INTV CASES CASE I INTV 

ALL CASES 

21,006 15,794 4.5 18,814 3.1 9,447 2.5 11,559 1.1 19,248 10.1 

615 263 9.7 421 1.5 353 1.8 262 .5 433 10.9 
728 656 4.3 Be2 1.4 492 2.5 23B 1.8 680 8.6 

1,240 974 3.5 1.031 1.5 945 .9 301 · 1 1,113 6.5 
1,551 1,266 3.1 1,345 .6 423 1.7 1,128 1.9 1,431 6.0 
2,154 985 4.8 1,071 2.6 803 3.2 1,351 1.9 1,988 B.9 
2.659 2,047 4.6 2,152 2.8 800 2.7 1,859 1.1 2.461 9.2 
2,395 2,024 3.9 2,144 4.4 1,191 1.4 1,204 1.1 2,240 9.7 
1,226 897 4.1 968 4.1 696 3.3 530 .4 1,101 12.3 
1.716 1.184 3.6 1.224 3.0 727 3.4 989 .5 1,642 8.5 
2.943 2,249 6.0 2,402 5.7 1.456 2.8 1.487 · ./ 2,614 16.0 
1.699 1,416 4.2 1,487 6.1 627 2.6 1,072 1.0 1,571 13.3 
2,074 1,833 5.8 1,887 2.6 934 3.2 1.140 1.7 1,976 11.4 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

4,983 2,947 4.1 2,947 3.4 675 2.5 4,308 1.0 4,883 8.5 

57 10 7.1 10 1.5 3 5.7 54 .5 57 8.4 
51 46 3.9 48 .8 14 2.8 37 2.1 51 7.8 

169 126 4.0 126 1.4 80 .3 89 · 1 169 6.2 
335 225 3.1 225 .5 21 2.1 314 1.0 335 5.8 831 77 5.3 77 2.9 68 3.3 763 1.8 831 8.0 562 343 3.8 343 4.5 40 2.6 522 .8 562 8.8 735 587 2.9 587 4.7 75 1.7 660 1.0 735 B.8 326 203 4.9 203 6.0 63 3.2 263 .4 326 13.2 647 312 4.0 312 2.3 118 2.7 529 .5 647 5.1 495 360 5.4 360 6.1 70 2.7 425 La 495 15.3 392 310 3.4 310 2.9 30 2.5 362 1.0 392 8.6 383 348 5.7 348 2.6 93 3.7 290 1.8 383 11.3 

OTHER CIVIL 

8,738 7,757 4.1 7,757 3.4 5,107 2.7 3,831 1.3 8,738 10.7 
254 147 B.6 147 1.5 128 1.9 ~28 .8 254 11.0 420 407 3.7 407 1.5 276 2.3 144 2.1 420 7.9 587 542 3.3 542 1.5 524 I.. 63 .2 587 8.5 735 691 3.0 691 .7 274 2.2 461 2. I 735 6.0 750 530 4.2 530 3.0 466 3.2 284 2.0 750 10.7 1,213 1,096 4.3 • ,096 3.2 530 3.0 683 1.3 1,213 9.8 961 915 4.0 915 4.8 634 1.4 327 2.4 961 10.5 470 425 3.7 425 4.4 356 3.3 114 .4 470 12.4 578 487 3.5 487 3.7 324 3.6 254 .7 578 10.2 1,220 1,067 6.3 1,067 6.3 826 3.2 394 .7 , ,220 17.4 773 721 3.8 721 9.2 309 2.8 464 1.2 773 15.7 777 729 4.8 729 3. , 462 3.4 315 1.7 777 10.7 

FROIIII FILING IN 
LOWER COURT TO 

fINAL DIS-
POSITlON IN 

APPELLATE 
COURT 

CASE I INTV 

19,248 23.0 

433 21.2 
680 23.7 

1. 113 20.9 
, .431 19.2 
1,988 19.2 
2.461 23.4 
2.240 21.1 
" 101 25.4 
1.642 19.7 
2.614 28.5 
1,571 25.7 
1,976 23.9 

4,983 19.2 

57 18.1 
51 18.1 

169 19. 1 
335 18.1 
831 16.1 
562 21.0 
735 let,. 9 
328 22.0 
647 17.7 
495 25.6 
392 15.6 
383 21.7 

8,738 21t.7 

254 25.8 
420 28.0 
587 28.8 
735 23.3 
750 25." 

1,213 30.3 
861 ::8.1 
470 34.1 
578 28 .• 

1,220 35.4 
773 36.8 
777 29.5 



..... 
N o 

TOTAL 
CIRCUIT 

TOTAL 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .• 
FIRST ..•••.•....•...•• 
SECOND ..••.•..••••.••. 
THIRD ...••.•.••..••... 
FOURTH .••.•.••••...••• 
FIF1H .....•...••.•.•.• 
SIXTH ..•••...••...•.•. 
SEVENTH ..•....•..••.•• 
EIGHTH ..•.•.•••.•.•.•• 
NINTH ......•.•........ 
TENTH ...... '" .•.•...• 
ELEVENTH ......•..••.•. 

TOTAL 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .. 
FIRST ......•........•• 
SECOND ...•..••....•.•• 
THIRD ................. 
FOURTH ..•...•.•••..•.• 
FIFTH ...•..•.•.•••.•.• 
SIXTH .............•..• 
SEVENTH .....•.•.•••.•. 
EIGHTH ...••...•.••..•• 
NINTH ...•............• 
TENTH ......••.•...•.•• 
ELEVENTH .......•..•..• 

TOTAL 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .• 
FIRST ....••..........• 
SECOND ...•.•••..•.•••• 
THIRD .....•. '" .•.•... 
FOURTH .•.•...••••••••• 
FIFTH ...••.••..••.••.• 
SIXTH ......•...••.•... 
SEVENTH ...•••••••..••• 
EIGHTH .••..•••.....••• 
NINTH ............•..•. 
TENTH .....••..•••••..• 
ELEVENTH •..•.•....••.• 

TABLE 84. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS IN CASES TERMINATED AFTER HEARING DR SUBMISSIQN. 8Y CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~UNE 30. 1990 

FROM FILING FROM FILING FROIII FILING 
NOTICE OF LAST BRIEF NOTICE OF 
APPEAL TO TO HEARING FROM HEARING FROM SUBMISSION APPEAL TO 

FILING LAST OR TO FINAL TO FINAL FINAL 
BRIEF SUBMISSION DISPOSITIOM DISPOSITION DISPOSITION 

CASES CASE I INTV CASE I INTV CASE I INTV 'CASE I IfHV CASE I INTV 

CRIMINAL 

4.974 4.590 S.4 4.590 2.8 2.628 2.2 2.348 1.2 4.974 10.8 

122 108 8.7 106 1.5 79 1.3 43 .5 122 11.4 
199 193 7.3 193 1.4 171 2.8 28 1.1 199 11.6 
336 286 3.6 286 1.7 267 .7 69 . 1 338 8.3 
312 302 3.5 302 .5 76 1.0 236 2.1 312 6.4 
361 344 5.0 344 1.9 177 3.2 184 2.1 361 10.2 
622 556 6.0 556 1.7 143 1.5 479 1.0 622 9.2 
505 488 5.1 488 2.9 377 1.3 128 1.2 505 10.0 
266 235 4.6 235 2.6 190 3.4 78 .4 268 10.7 
379 354 3.8 354 3.0 234 3.4 145 .8 379 9.8 
794 728 5.9 728 4.6 386 2.5 408 .7 794 13.8 
315 296 5.9 296 4.6 210 2.3 105 1.1 315 13.7 
763 704 7.2 704 2.3 318 2.0 445 1.7 763 12.0 

- - --

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY 

1.203 - - i .ul0 3.1 694 2.B 509 1.1 - -
172 - - '57 1.5 144 2.0 28 .5 - -31 - - 25 1.2 21 2.9 to .8 - -74 - - 56 1.1 56 1.2 18 .0 - -92 - - 76 .5 26 1.1 66 1.9 - -~48 - - 86 2.6 65 3.0 83 1.6 - -114 - - ~05 3.2 58 4.7 56 1.2 - -124 - - 120 4.6 72 1.8 52 2.8 - -91 - - 71 4.1 56 3.6 35 .5 - -46 - - 39 4.0 28 3.9 la .7 - -177 - - 153 7.9 102 2.3 75 .8 - -79 - - 71 9.8 42 3.B 37 1.0 - -55 - - 51 3.3 24 3.2 31 1.9 - --- - --

BANKRUPTCY 

553 500 3.6 500 4.1 324 2.4 229 1.1 553 11.8 
- - - - - - - - - - -10 10 4.8 10 1.8 9 1.3 1 - 10 9.1 21 20 3.4 20 1.7 17 1.8 4 .0 21 8.1 49 48 2.9 48 1.1 25 1.6 24 2.3 49 8.4 44 34 3.6 34 2.5 26 3.2 18 2.7 44 10.4 64 52 3.3 52 1.5 25 3.0 39 1.2 64 8.2 39 38 4.1 36 5.1 32 1.6 7 1.1 39 11. 1 39 34 3.2 34 5.0 31 3.6 8 .4 39 12.1 38 31 3.0 31 <0.0 20 4.0 18 .8 38 10 .• ~ 105 94 5.3 94 7.5 70 2. , 35 1.0 105 15.8 91 89 2.9 89 9.8 35 1.9 58 1.0 91 14.7 53 52 4.3 52 3.1 34 3.5 19 1.4 53 10.8 

FROM FILING IN 
LOWER COURT TO 

FINAL Drs-
POSITION IN 

APPELLATE 
COURT 

CASE I INTV 

4.974 19.2 

122 18.2 
199 22.3 
336 16.9 
312 16.2 
361 ~-~. 0 
622 17.2 
505 18.8 
268 20.7 
379 16.5 
794 22.2 
315 21.2 
763 21.1 

- -
- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -

553 21.3 

- -10 21.2 
:u 16.4 
49 14.8 
44 18.5 
64 18.1 
39 20.9 
39 22.7 
38 15.5 

105 28.6 
91 25.5 - 17.7 



.......... "~.;." 

..... 
N ..... 

CIRCUIT AND 
NATURE OF PROCEEDING 
~ . 

All CIRCUiTS ••••.•••• 

CRIMINAL ....•..•.••.••.• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ......• 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ....• 
BANKRUPTCy ..........•••• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •. 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ...• 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

CRIMINAL ................ 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIl ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•..• 
BANKRUPTCy ............•. 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •. 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ••.. 

FIRST CIRCUIT •.•.•.•• 

CRIMINAL ......•....•.•.• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIl ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•••• 
BANKRUPTCy .........•..•• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .••• 

SECOND CIRCUIT ••.•••• 

CRIMINAL ......•......••. 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 
PRIY. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ..••• 
BANKRUPTCy ...•........•• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .••• 

THIRD CIRCUIT ..•.••.• 

CRIMINAL .. '" ............ u. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIl ....••. 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•.•• 
BANKRUPTCy .........•..•• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•• 

TOTAL 
APPEALS 

TERMI-
NATED 

3B.520 

7,509 
2.049 
4.330 
7.499 

12.B70 
1.040 
2.582 

641 

1.!51& 

2'4 
65 

334 
27 

230 
-

629 
19 

1.246 

289 
35 

219 
88 

515 
25 
57 
18 

3.214 

860 
'25 
393 
481 

t .324 
64 

163 
64 

2.923 

469 
136 
250 
590 

1.173 
109 
161 
35 

8-5. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED ON THE MERITS. BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~UNE 30. 1990 

TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 
PERCENT 
OF TO'""l 

AFFIRMEO/I I I , I PERCENT TERMI-
NATIONS TOTAL ENFORCED DISMISSED REVERSED REMANDED OTHER REVERSED-

5~.5 2, .008 16.529 '.'86 2.585 404 222 12.4 

66.2 4.974 4.304 '24 396 90 80 0.0 
60.4 1.238 991 15B 69 '8 2 5.B 
55.0 2.3B' , .813 67 428 48 27 17.9 
50.0 3.748 2.858 439 368 62 2' 9.& 
49.4 8.354 4.930 287 993 110 54 15.8 
53.2 553 398 42 102 6 7 18.4 
46.6 1.203 B4' 59 182 70 51 15.1 
86.8 555 498 30 29 - - -
40.5 11'5 445 25 131 14 - 21.7 

57.0 122 97 IS 17 2 - 13.9 
60.0 39 36 1 2 - - 5.1 
45.& 153 106 4 40 3 - 26.1 
68.7 IB 16 - 2 - - 1 t. 1 
43.9 10' 69 2 27 3 - 26.7 - - - - - - - -27.3 172 112 11 43 8 - 25.0 
52.11 10 9 G - - - -
58.4 72& 5B9 23 107 9 - 1!5.0 

88.9 199 162 4 211 !S - 14. t 
80.0 21 '8 - 3 - - 14.3 65.3 143 "2 2 211 1 - H'.6 34.1 30 24 - 8 - - 20.0 53.11 277 222 14 38 3 - 13.7 40.0 '0 7 2 • - - 10.0 54.4 31 26 - 3 - - 8.7 84.4 17 16 1 - - - -
3B. , t .248 988 81 127 22 50 10.5 
50.9 338 289 ,7 23 8 UI 11.8 34.4 43 42 - - 1 - -34.4 135 '01 II 21 1 • 15.6 26.2 126 100 15 II 2 1 6.3 34.1 452 341 22 .2 9 til 13.7 32.& 21 IB - 3 - - 14.3 45.4 74 58 I 8 - 7 10.& 92.2 59 57 - 2 - - -
53. t 1.551 •• 238 113 184 14 , 12. , 
86.5 312 29. 3 'll - - 5.11 68.4 93 71 '9 3 - - 3.2 56.4 141 117 1 23 - '. 18.3 41.0 242 138 87 25 '2 - 10.3 50 .• 594 482 19 91 '- - 15.3 45.0 49 36 1 12 - - 24.5 57.1 92 78 • 12 - 1 13.0 80.0 2& 26 2 - - - -



..... 
I\) 
I\) 

CIRCUIT AND 
NATURE OF PROCEEDINO 

FOURTH CIRCUIT ..•.•.• 

CRIMINAL ......•........ , 
U. S. PRISONeR PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ••••. 
BANKRUPTCy .............. 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •. 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .••. 

FIFTH CIRCUIT ••..•••• 

CRIMINAL ......•......... u. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ...•. 
BANKRUPTCy ............•• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .•.. 

SIXTH CIRCUIT .••..•.. 

CRIMINAL ......•......... 
u. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIl ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVAT~ CIVIL ...•. 
BANKRUPTCY ....•.....•••. 
ADMINIST~ATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .••• 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT ••••.. 

CRIMINAL ......•..•.•.... 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ......• 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .••.. 
BANKRUPTCy ....•......••• 
~OMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .••• 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT .•••••. 

CRIMINAL .........•..•.•. 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIl ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ..••. 
BANKRUPTCy .............• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•• 

TOTAL 
APPEALS 

TERMI-
NATED 

3.360 

548 
298 
292 

, .011 
904 

79 
207 

21 

4.823 

a35 
169 
440 
979 

1.846 
130 
228 

96 

".135 

709 
177 
470 

1,064 
1,352 

79 
244 

40 

2,B82 

479 
249 
188 
617 
859 

65 
182 
43 

2,555 

514 
226 
322 
691 
625 

59 
86 
32 

B-5. u.s. COURTS OF ~PPEAtS 
APPEALS TERMINATED ON THE MERITS. BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~UNE 30. 1990 

TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 
PERCENT 
OF TOTAL 

TERMI-
NAnONS TOTAL 

AFFIRMEnj I ENFORCED DISMISSED REVERSED REMANDED 

64. I 2.154 1.861 53 203 33 

65.9 361 327 4 25 5 
77.2 230 211 5 13 1 
68.2 199 161 4 31 3 
59.5 602 537 30 28 8 
60.0 550 469 5 68 10 
55.7 44 34 - 8 2 
71.5 148 105 3 31 8 
95.2 20 17 2 I -
55.1 2,859 2.034 183 364 75 

66.5 822 538 22 47 10 
63.9 108 85 14 5 4 
56.1 247 188 B 40 9 
46.4 454 319 53 65 10 
52.3 966 710 54 16. 36 
49.2 64 43 8 10 -50.0 114 82 4 22 8 
87.5 84 69 I 14 -
57.8 2,395 2.043 7 302 41 

71.2 505 455 - 38 '4 65.5 116 f08 2 5 1 
66.2 3' 1 249 1 58 4 
58.2 8t9 553 t 81 4 
48.1 850 529 1 tit & 
49.4 39 29 - & 2 
50.& 124 92 - 24 & 77.5 31 28 2 1 -
45.7 t ,228 897 148 14& 3" 
55.5 288 233 9 19 .. 41.4 103 58 38 7 2 53.7 101 81 3 15 2 36.1 223 138 57 23 7 43.0 369 273 27 60 9 80.0 39 26 4 a -50.0 81 61 9 11 to 79.1 34 29 I 4 -
67.2 I • .,1f. 1,200 317 H1& 2. 
73.7 379 329 17 30 3 77.4 175 104 64 8 , 
65.2 210 133 25 42 • 68.3 472 274 162 29 • 58.9 368 280 37 4!5 8 64.4 38 23 7 7 • 53.5 48 33 2 8 I 87.5 28 24 3 I -

1 PERCENT 
OTHER REVERSED-

.. 9.5 

- f;'9 - 5.7 - 15.6 
I 4.7 - 12.0 - 18.2 
3 20.a - -

23 ~3.8 

5 7.8 - 4.B 
4 18.2 
7 14.3 
5 16.7 
2 ~5.B - 19.3 - -
2 12.7 

- 7 .1 - 4.3 
1 18.0 - 9.9 
1 17. t - 20.5 - 19.4 - -, 12.1 

1 7.1 - 8.B - 14.9 - 10.3 - IB.3 - 23. I - 12.1 - -
5 a.a 
- 7.11 - 3.4 
2 20.0 
9 8. t - 12.2 - t •• 4 
2 17.4 - .-



..& 

tJ 

~--"~ 

TOTAL 
APPEALS 

CIRCUIT .ND TERMI-
NATURE OF PROCEEDING MATED 

NINTH CIRCUIT •••••••• 5 ..... 4 

CRIMINAL .....•••....•.•. 1,19 I 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 184 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 787 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 742 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ..•.• 1.803 
BANKRUPTCy .............• 193 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 382 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 162 

TENTH CIRCUIT .••••••• 2.580 

CRIMINAL •...•......••.•• 380 
u. S. PRISONER PETITIGNS 150 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL .•.•... 282 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 413 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•••• S ,023 
BANKRUPTCy ...••....•••.• 137 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 135 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 60 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT ••••• 3.980 

CRIMIN,AL ... " .•.•..•...• 1.121 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 235 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL •....•• 353 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 798 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ••... 1.218 
BANKRUPTCy ....•.•...•••• 100 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• lOB 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •.•• St 

a-5. u.s. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED ON THE MERITS. BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TW~LVE MONTH PERIOD ENOED dUNE 3D, '890 

TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 
PERCENT 
OF TOTAL 

TERMI- I AFFIRME~1 1 1 I NATIONS TOTAL ENFORCED DISMISSED REVERSED REMANDED 

54. , 2.943 2.285 1t9 3 .. 7 81 

68.7 794 841 28 87 30 
60.9 112 87 3 15 5 
"9.8 390 299 9 84 a 
51.6 383 313 12 .. 1& 7 
"6.0 830 837 38 12a B 
5 ..... 105 75 8 22 -46.3 177 87 23 - 32 
93.8 152 148 2 4 -
65.a 1.899 1.339 92 221 20 

82.8 315 267 :3 40 :3 
73.3 110 92 It 5 2 
56.7 180 124 2 2. :3 
88.3 282 210 38 25 5 
59.a 813 475 21 101 8 
66.4 . 81 70 8 Ii I 
58.5 79 83 3 10 -81.7 49 38 10 I -
52. I 2.074 1.711 87 283 25 
88. , 763 695 '3 .. 8 5 
37.4 88 79 3 5 I 
54.' 191 142 .. 38 IS 
37.3 297 238 8 50 3 
"S.O 584 .... 3 27 102 10 
53.0 53 35 7 11 -50.a 55 .. 2 2 10 • 8".3 .. 3 37 5 I -

PERCENT 
OTHER REVERSED. 

lOt !2.3 

30 B." 
2 13.4 
9 111. .. 
5 12.0 

18 15.5 
2 21.0 

35 -- -
27 13.3 

2 12.7 - 4.5 
3 n.5 
8 B.a 

10 18.5 
3 12. t 
3 12.7 - -
• 12.8 

4 8.0 - 5.7 
2 18.9 - 18.8 
2 n.5 - 20.B - 18.2 - -

• PERCENT NOT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES TERMINATED ON THE MERITS IS LESS THAN 10. NO PERCENTAGES OF CASES 
REVERSED OR DENIED HAS BEEN COMPUTED FOR ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS BECAUSE OF THEIR DIFFERENCE fROM APPEALS. NOR HAVE THEY BEEN 
INCLUDED IN THE PERCENTAGE Of TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED. 

NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED. REMANDF-D. AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL £S ORIGINAL APPEALS. 



TOTAL 
APPEALS 

CIRCUIT AND TERMI-
NATURE OF PROCEEDING NATED 

ALL CIRCUITS ••••••••. 38.520 

CRIMINAL ......•...•..... 7.509 
ll. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 2.049 
OTHER U S. CIVIL ....... 4.330 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 7.499 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL •••.• 12.870 
BANKRUPTCy .............• 1.040 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •. 2.582 
ORIOINAL PROCEEDINGS ...• 641 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. , .518 

CRIMINAL ......•......... 2 ... 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 65 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL. ...... 334 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 27 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL •...• 230 
BANKRUPTCy ...•......•.•• -
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 629 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•. 19 

..... 
~ 

FIRST CIRCUIT ..•••.•• 1.246 

CRIMINAL ......•...•.•.•. 289 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 35 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 2.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 88 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ...•. 515 
BANKRUPTCy ............•• 25 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 57 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .••• 18 

SECOND CIRCUIT .•.••.• 3.27" 
CRIMINAL ......•....•.... 680 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS .25 
OTHER U. S. CIViL. ...... 393 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS .. 81 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ....• 1.324 
BANKRUPTCy .........•.••• 64 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 163 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•• 64 

THIRD CIRCUIT •.•••••• 2.923 
CRIMINAL ........•....... ..69 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS .36 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 250 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 590 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•.•• 1.173 
BANKRUPTCy ............•• 109 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 161 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•• 35 

a-5A. u.s. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED BY PROCEDURAL ~UDGMENTS. BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~UNE 30. 1990 

PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 

BY .JUDGES 

CROSS "URIS J FRAP CPC 
TOTAL APPEALS TOTAL DEFECTS 42- DEFAULT DENIAL OTHER TOTAL 

'4.359 '50 5.774 2.363 587 380 1.3"5 , .099 8."32 
1.687 5 650 261 '98 32 - '59 '.03. 731 - 298 126 30 57 - 85 433 
•• 583 23 411 205 50 30 - .26 1.149 
3,582 5 2.377 672 50 '44 , .3 .. 5 166 1.200 
5.226 109 1.462 89t 171 100 · 300 3.655 427 2 .28 78 18 12 · 18 299 
1.0"6 6 .. 21 .30 70 5 - 216 619 

77 - 28 - - - - 29 46 
551 3 229 83 86 '5 - 65 319 

38 2 33 6 12 8 - 7 3 25 - 20 II - 3 - 6 5 100 - 38 9 22 1 - 8 62 9 - 3 2 - I - - 6 
8' - 33 8 20 2 - 3 .. 8 - - - - - - - - -290 I 99 27 32 - - .. 0 190 

8 - 3 - - - - 3 5 
.. 65 - 135 8 .. 3 .. , .. 30 330 

73 - 18 12 , - - 5 55 .4 - 3 2 - I - - 11 72 - 23 13 - - - 10 49 58 - 25 7 - - .4 .. 33 209 - 58 .. :l 2 3 - 11 151 12 - 3 3 - - - - 9 26 - 5 5 - - · - 21 • - - - - - · - • 
'.753 9 ... 9 7 31 .. 105 272 1.325 

205 · 29 - 1 2 · 2e 178 81 - 3' 1 - - - 30 SO 201 · 36 · 3 1 · 32 165 352 · 191 · 2 · 105 6 .. 161 793 9 119 5 2 .. t · 89 865 41 · 2 - . · - 2 39 76 - 11 1 1 - · 9 65 4 - . · - - · . 4 
1.'40 - 537 284 23 15 121 104 803 

102 - 4e 16 2 - - -a 58 3. - 9 5 - 1 - 3 22 88 · 34 21 3 :I · 7 5 .. 337 · 235 tCS 2 · 121 8 ,o2 475 - 154 11 .. 13 1 · 36 311 45 · 15 9 1 · - 5 30 56 - 31 13 2 - - 18 25 e - 3 · - - · 3 3 

,." 

BY STAFF 

FRAP 
42· DEFAULT OTHER 

5.231 2.800 40. 

6S4 332 35 
12' 299 13 
855 252 42 
298 856 48 

2.616 831 '08 
220 7 .. 5 
459 56 '0" - - 46 

237 35 .. 7 

:2 - 1 • .. -52 10 -2 .. -36 12 -- - -, .... 5 .. , - - 5 

198 119 , .. 
32 21 2 

3 8 -29 18 4 
10 22 I 

100 .. 8 3 
7 2 -n 1 3 · . 1 

888 555 82 

71 89 18 
4 ..0 • 105 55 5 

15 132 14 
421 224 20 

28 10 1 .... 5 Ie · - .. 
301 29. <4 

41 15 -1 21 -25 29 . 
22 79 t 

180 '31 -... I. -18 7 -· . 3 
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CIRCUlT AND 
NATURE QF PROCEEDING 

-
FOURTH CIRCUIT ••••••• 

CRIMINAL ...•..••...•.... 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL_ ...... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•.•. 
BANKRUPTCY .............. 
AOMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .. 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •... 

FIFTH CIRCUIT .••••••• 

CRIMINAL ...........••... 
U. S. P~ISONER PETI~IONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ..••• 
BANKRUPTCY .............• 
ADMIHlST~ATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•• 

SIXTH CIRCUIT •••••••• 

CRIMINAL .......•...••... 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL .••...• 
PRIY. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•••• 
BANKRUPTCy ....•....•.••• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•• 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT ••••.• 

CRIMINAL ........•..••..• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ...•... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ....• 
BANKRUPTCY ...........••• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ...• 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT ••••.•. 

CRIIltINAl ......••..••.••• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ...•... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ....• 
BANKRUPTCy ............•• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•• 

TOTAL 
APPEALS 

TERMI-
NATED 

3.380 

54a 
298 
292 

1.011 
804 

79 
207 

21 

".823 

93~ 
189 
440 
979 

1.&46 
130 
228 

98 

".135 

708 
177 
..70 

1.08" 
1.352 

79 
2 .... 

..0 

2.882 

479 
249 
188 
617 
859 
65 

182 
43 

2.555 

51 .. 
228 
322 
691 
625 

59 
86 
32 

B-5A. U.S. COURTS Of APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATfiP rn PROCEDURAL .JUD~ENTS. BY CIRCUIT 

DURINC THE TWEl.Ve .. ONTH PERIOD ENDED .JUNE :)0. 1890 

PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 

BY .JUDGES 

I DEFAULT 
CROSS .JURIS FRAP CPC 

TOTAL APPEALS TOTAL DEFECTS 42. DENIAL OTHER TOTAL 

887 · 481 '4a 12 1 252 4a 408 

7S · 8 5 3 - · - 87 
42 · 19 17 t 1 · - 23 
74 · 13 7 2 - · 4 81 

378 - 342 78 - . 252 12 38 
214 - 46 25 4 - - 17 188 

29 - 9 5 2 - · 2 20 
54 - 24 11 - - - 13 30 

1 - - - - - - - 1 

1.881 82 8S4 439 24 21 183 17 .42 

207 1 55 48 - 3 - .. 150 
51 - 14 14 - - - - 37 

141 10 32 30 1 - - 1 99 
499 1 32& 134 4 7 183 - 170 
852 4& 203 175 16 8 - 8 ~03 

60 I 26 20 2 .. - - 33 
69 3 20 18 1 1 - - 48 
12 - 8 - - - - 8 4 

1.538 22 813 330 5 4 185 88 e03 
180 - 51 48 - - - 3 109 57 - 18 12 - 1 - :I .. 1 152 3 29 23 - - - 8 120 .. 28 - 288 100 - 1 185 2 138 
~.~8 17 147 !30 !t 2 - 10 .. 22 35 1 7 7 - - - - 27 113 1 71 10 - - - 81 .. , 

9 - '" - - - - .. 5 
1.189 - 548 183 " 198 83 73 823 

118 - 38 21 , .. - 12 78 128 - 74 2 .. 2 ..0 - 8 5 .. 88 - 27 12 - 12 - 3 .. ~., 
370 - 255 83 2 97 83 '0 115 .. 02 - 120 51 8 37 - 28 282 23 - 7 3 - 2 - 2 16 57 - 25 8 - 4 - 12 32 5 - - - - - - - 5 
8S4 17 :280 88 22 20 tlO 32 357 

..5 - 8 3 2 2 · • 37 48 - 15 6 - 3 - 8 33 100 .. 30 18 7 2 · 5 66 207 - 153 28 4 9 110 2 54 194 13 54 39 8 :I - .. 127 18 - 2 - - 1 - , 18 38 - 15 .. 1 - - 10 23 4 - 3 - - - - 3 , 

" BY STAFF 
I 

FRAP 
42- DEF AUl', j' OTHER 

338 58 10 

80 7 -19 'll . 
51 7 3 
23 I:l , 

146 18 :l 
'7 3 -2:;' 8 2 - - I 

392 .. 94 58 

72 78 2 
7 30 -

53 36 10 
28 135 7 

19& 184 23 
11 20 2 
25 13 & - - .. 

58 .. 290 18 

7n 35 .. 
12 29 -93 2e 1 
30 107 I 

335 82 5 ::u 5 1 
33 8 2 - - 5 

527 87 9 

78 - -29 24 I 
39 • I 
71 .... -285 15 2 
15 1 -30 2 -- - !J 

258 8 .. 17 

38 - i 
10 23 -58 6 2 
19 35 -109 17 , , .. 2 -10 , 12 - . , 
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B-5A. U.S. COURTS OF ~PPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED BY PROCEDURAL .JUDGIIIIENTS. BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE IIIIONTH PERIOD ENDED .JUNE 30. .990 

PROCEDURAL TERIIIIINATIONS 

BY .JUDGES 
TOTAL 

APPEALS 
FRAPl I CPC CJ"CUIT AND TERIIIII- CROSS .JURIS I NATURE OF PROCEEDING NATED TOTAL APPEALS TOTAL DEFECTS 42- 9EFAUlT DENIAL OTHER T~TAL -

NINTH CIRCUIT •••••••• 5.444 2,154 - 1,101 282 304 100 148 288 1,053 

CRIMINAL ......•....••... 1,191 320 - 292 53 18. 12 - 88 28 
u. S. PRISO~ER PETITIONS 184 70 - 55 7 28 7 - 15 • 5 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL .....•. 797 383 - 91 30 10 tt - 40 272 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 742 333 - 293 68 32 25 t .. e 2~ 40 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•..• 1,803 80S - 265 10. 44 4t - 7li1 540 
aANKRU~TCy .........•..•. 193 80 - 22 8 9 .. - 1 Sf! 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 382 174 - 82 t7 22 - - .. 3 92 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 162 III - 1 - - - - t 8 

TENTH CIRCUIT •••••••• 2,580 88S - 24S 103 33 8 20 83 450 

CRIMINAL ..•..... , ..•..•. 3EO 55 - 18 7 .. t - .. 38 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS t50 39 - 18 5 I - - 12 21 OYHER U. S. CIVIL •...... 282 79 - 17 6 1 - - to 82 PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 413 129 - 51 7 .. - 20 20 78 OTHER PRIVATE CIViL •...• t ,023 287 - 96 85 9 .. - ,. 20t BANKRUPTCy ........•••••• 137 41 - 18 9 3 I - 5 23 ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 135 .... - 23 .. 11 - - 8 2t ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•• 80 11 - 6 - - - - 8 5 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT ••••• 3,880 1.1182 37 524 3 .... 33 .. 128 t1 1.121 
CRIMINAL •.....•........• I, 121 291 2 58 42 11 - - 3 233 U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 235 1 .. 5 - 24 22 - - - 2 12j OTHER U. S. CIVIL .•..... 353 1 .. 5 8 ... 38 t - - 2 98 PRP!. PRISONER PETITIONS 796 484 .. 213 81 - .. 128 2 287 01~iR PRIVATE CIVIL ••••. 1,218 518 2 .. 157 138 20 - - t 337 BANKRUPTCY ........••••.. 100 43 - 15 14 • .' - - 28 ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •. 10B .. 8 1 15 t1 - - - .. 33 ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .•.• 51 7 - 3 - - - - 3 4 

• VOLUNTARY DISIIIIISSAL UNDER RULE "2(8t. FEDERAL RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE. 

NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE ~EOPEHED, RE.AHDED, AND REINSTATED A~PEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 

")' 

-BY STAFF 

FRAP 
42- DEFAULT OmER 

855 155 43 

.7 It -4 10 • 240 28 .. 
9 24 7 

4114 71 5 
52 8 -
89 5 til - - 8 

28 .. 117 78 

28 2 II 
7 II 3 

42 8 It 
:l8 .. I .. 

t45 1. 38 
18 3 I 
18 3 2 - - 5 

!SIlt 538 21 

t58 78 • 2 .. 95 2 
8e 29 1 
.. t 22' 5 

218 110 8 
22 8 -3f 2 -- - .. 



CIRCUIT AND 
,ATURE OF PROCEEDING 

- ---- ----- -- ---- -
- ------- - - - ---

CIRCUITS .•.•.•.•• All 

-RIMIN AL. 11 •••••••••••••• 

. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
THER 
RIV. 

_THER 
ANKRU 

.DMINI 
ORIGIN 

U. S. CIVIL. ...•.. 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
PTCY ....... Ii ••••••• 

STRATIVE APPEALS •. 
Al PROCEEDINGS .••. 

DIS 

..:RIMIN 
IJ. S. 
OTHER 
PRIV. 
OTHER 
BANKRU 
ADMINI 
ORIGIN 

TRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

AL ••••••••••••• CI •• 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
U. S. CIVIL •.••.•• 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
PRIVATE CIVIL •.••. 
PTeY .•..•.•.•...•• 
STRATIVE APPEALS •• 
Al PROCEEDINGS ..•• 

ST CIRCUIT •••••.•. FIR 

CRIHIN 
u. S. 
OTHER 
PRIV. 
OTHER 
BANKRU 
ADMINI 
ORIGIN 

AL •••••••••• 0 ••••• 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
U. S. CIVIL. •••••• 

SEC 

CRIMIN 
U. S. 
OTHER 
PRIV. 
OTHER 
BANKRU 
ADMINI 
ORIGIN 

THI 

CRIMIN 
U. S. 
OTHER 
PRIV. 
OTHER 
BANKRU 
ADMIN! 
ORIGIN 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
PTeY ••••••••.•.••. 
STRATIVE APPEALS •• 
Al PROCEEDINGS •••• 

OND CIRCUIT ••.•.•• 

AL •••••••.•••••••• 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
U. S. CIVIL. ...... 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
PRIVATE CIVIL •.••• 
PTey •• , cr •••••••••• 

STRATIVE APPEALS •• 
Al PROCEEDINGS •••• 

RD CIRCUIT •••••••• 

AL ................. 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
U. S. CIVIL. ...... 
PRISONER P£TITIONS 
PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
PTeY ................. 
STRATIVE APPEALS •• 
Al PROCEEDINGS •••• 

TABLE B-6. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS FILED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 
- -- -~ -- -- - - -- ---~---

PERCENT OF PERCENT OF PERCENl :'OF 
NUM"ER TOTAL NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER TOTAL 

--- --- - - ---- - -
------ ---- --- ------- - --- .----- -- -- - -- -- ----- -- ---- ----

40,898 100.0 38,520 100.0 32,396 100.0 

9,493 23.2 7,509 19.5 8,760 27.0 
2,263 5.5 2,049 5.3 1,586 4.9 
4~363 10.7 4,330 11.2 3,339 10.3 
7,678 18.8 7,499 19.5 4,601 14.2 

12,812 31.3 12,870 33.4 10,004 30.9 
1,087 2.7 1,040 2.7 905 2.8 
2 r 578 6.3 2,582 6.7 3,065 9.5 

624 1.5 641 1.7 136 0.4 

1,705 100.0 1,518 100.0 2,361 100.0 
-

243 14.3 214 14.1 222 9.4 
92 5.4 65 4.3 78 3.3 

415 24.3 334 22.0 394 16.7 
41 2.4 27 1.8 38 1.6 

189 11.1 230 15.2 178 7.5 
7 0.4 - - 7 0.3 

696 40.8 629 41.4 1,432 60.7 
22 1.3 19 1.3 12 0.5 

1,168 100.0 1,246 100.0 681 100.0 

292 25.0 289 23.2 241 35.4 
43 3.7 35 2.8 23 3.4 

198 17.0 219 17 .6 84 12.3 
94 8.0 88 7.1 48 7.0 

446 38.2 515 41.3 240 35.2 
26 2.2 25 2.0 18 2.6 
49 4.2 57 4.6 24 3.5 
20 1..7 18 1.4 3 0.4 

3,424 100'.0 3,274 100.0 1,156 100.0 

795 23.2 660 20.2 474 41.0 
136 4.0 125 3.8 42 3.6 
386 11.3 393 12.0 80 6.9 
452 13.2 481 14.7 124 10.7 

1,342 39.2 1,324 40.4 357 30.9 
75 2.2 64 2.0 21 1.8 

179 5.2 163 5.0 54 4.7 
59 1.7 64 2.0 4 0.3 

2,943 100.0 2,923 100.0 1,408 100.0 

527 17.9 469 16.0 317 22.5 
129 4.4 136 4.7 51 3.6 
249 8.5 250 8.6 109 7.7 
610 20.7 590 20.2 256 18.2 

1,148 39.0 1,173 40.1 552 39.2 
105 3.6 109 3.7 40 2.8 
132 4.5 161 5.5 66 4.7 
43 1.5 35 1.2 17 1.2 

-
127 



CIRCUIT AND 
NATURE OF PROCEEDING 

------ - ~~------ ---- --~ 

FOURTH CIRCUIT ••••••• 

CRIMINAL .•••.•••.••••••• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ••••••. 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
BANKRUPTCy •••••••••••••• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

FIFTH CIRCUIT .•••••.• 

CRIMINAL ••.••••••.••••.• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL •.••.•. 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL •.••• 
BANKRUPTCy ••••.••••••••• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

SIXTH CIRCUIT •••.•••• 

CRIMINAL ••••..•.•••.•••. 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL .•••.•• 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
BANKRUPTCy •.•••••••••••. 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT •••••• 

CRIMINAL •••••••••••••••• 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ••••••• 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
BANKRUPTCy •••••••••••••• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT ••••••• 

CRIMINAL •••••••••••••••• 
U. s. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ••••••• 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
BANKRUPTCy •••••••••••••• 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

TABLE B-6. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS FILED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
----- -- ----

FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 

PERCENT OF PERCENT OF PERCENT OF 
NUMBER TO;AL NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER TOTAL 

--~---------~ - -- - ----- - - ---- -

3,235 

671 
287 
290 
873 
816 

66 
213 

19 

5,048 

1,116 
181 
424 
995 

1,869 
159 
207 

97 

4,217 

828 
186 
425 

1,147 
1,290 

95 
211 
35 

2,940 

606 
265 
194 
635 
953 
63 

190 
34 

100.0 

20.7 
8.9 
9.0 

27.0 
25.2 
2.0 
6.6 
0.6 

100.0 

22.1 
3.6 
8.4 

19.7 
37.0 
3.1 
4.1 
1.9 

100.0 

19.6 
4.4 

10.1 
27.2 
30.6 
2.3 
5.0 
0.8 

100.0 

3,360 

548 
298 
292 

1,011 
904 
79 

207 
21 

4,823 

935 
169 
440 
979 

1,846 
130 
228 

96 

4,135 

709 
177 
470 

1,064 
1,352 

79 
244 

40 

2,682 

20.6 479 
9.0 249 
6.6 188 

21.6 617 
32.4 859 
2.1 65 
6.5 182 
1.2 43 

2,722 100.0 2,555 
-------,r--

528 19.4 514 
230 8.4 226 
326 12.0 322 
745 27.4 691 
711 26.1 625 

77 2.8 59 
77 2.8 86 
28 1.0 32 

128 

100.0 

16.3 
8,9 
8.7 

30.1 
26.9 
2.4 
6.2 
0.6 

100.0 

19.4 
3.5 
9.1 

20.3 
38.3 

2.7 
4.7 
2.0 

100.0 

17 .1 
4.3 

11.4 
25.7 
32.7 

1.9 
5.9 
1.0 

100.0 

17.9 
9.3 
7.0 

23.0 
32.0 
2.4 
6.8 
1.6 

100.0 

20.1 
8.8 

12.6 
27.0 
24.5 
2.3 
3.4 
1.3 

-- -- - ---~----------

2,145 

584 
152 
216 
338 
626 

60 
163 

6 

3,136 

821 
104 
237 
513 

1,232 
88 

131 
10 

3,002 

643 
124 
288 
675 
997 

77 
193 

5 

2,533 

604 
207 
156 
521 
813 

48 
182 

2 

1,773 

436 
101 
226 
356 
538 

63 
50 

3 

100.0 

27.2 
7.1 

10.l 
15.8 
29.2 
2.8 
7.6 
0.3 

100.0 

26.2 
3.3 
7.6 

16.4 
39.3 
2.8 
4.2 
0.3 

100.0 

21.4 
4.1 
9.6 

22.5 
33.2 
2.6 
6.4 
0.2 

100.0 

23.8 
8.2 
6.2 

20.6 
32.1 
1.9 
7.2 
0.1 

100.0 

24.6 
5.7 

12.7 
20.1 
30.3 
3.6 
2.8 
.0.2 



CIRCUIT AND 
N ATURE OF PROCEEDING 

NINTH CIRCUIT ••.••••• 

RIMINAL •••••••••••.•.•• 
• S. PRISONER PETITIONS 

c 
u 
o 
P 
o 
B 
A 
o 

THER U. S. CIVIL ....••• 
RIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
THER PRIVATE CIVIL •.••• 

C 
U 
o 
P 
o 
B 
A 
o 

C 
U 
o 
P 
o 
B 
A 
o 

ANKRUPTCY •..••••..•.••• 
DMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
RIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

TENTH CIRCUIT •..•..•. 

RIHINAL ••.•••••••.•••.. 
• S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
THER U. S. CIVIL ••.•.•• 
RIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
THER PRIVATE CIVIL ..••. 
AHKRUPTCY ..••••••.••••• 
DMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •. 
RIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••• 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT .•••. 

RIHINAL •••••••••••••••. 
• S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
THER U. S. CIVIL ••••.•. 
RIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
THER PRIVATE CIVIL ••••• 
ANKRUPTCY •••••••.•.••.. 
DMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 
RIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •••. 

- ~ 

TABLE B-6. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS FILED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 

--- Tp-ERCENT OF PERCENT OF PERCENT OF 
NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER TOTAL 

6,787 100.0 5,444 100.0 8,280 100.0 

1,871 27.6 1,191 21.9 2,260 27.3 
277 4.1 184 3.4 400 4.8 
851 12.5 787 14.5 1,040 12.6 
927 13.7 742 13.6 1,00? 12.1 

2,025 29.8 1,803 33.1 2,627 31.7 
222 3.3 193 3.5 324 3.9 
451 6.6 382 7.0 574 6.9 
163 2.4 162 3.0 53 0.6 

2,233 100.0 2,580 100.0 2,059 100.0 

506 22.7 380 14.7 524 25.4 
156 7.0 150 5.8 100 4.9 
205 9.2 282 10.9 206 10.0 
376 16.8 413 16.0 246 11.9 
763 34.2 1,023 39.7 796 38.7 

98 4.4 137 5.3 84 4.1 
76 3.4 135 5.2" 97 4.7 
53 2.4 60 2.3 6 0.3 

4,416 100.0 3,980 100.0 3,862 100.0 

~-

---- -------

1,510 33.7 1,121 28.2 1,634 42.3 
281 6.3 235 5.9 204 5.3 
400 8.9 353 8.9 303 7.8 
783 17 .5 796 20.0 484 12.5 

1,260 28.2 1,216 30.6 1,048 27.1 
94 2.1 100 2.5 75 1.9 
97 2.2 108 2.7 99 2.6 
51 1.1 51 1.3 15 0.4 

- ------ -------

NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS HELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 
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TABLE B-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

CIRCUIT 

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH 

TOTAL CASES ••••••••••••••• 36,609 9BO 1,073 3,111 2,663 2,937 4,585 3,876 2,653 2,540 

TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES •••••• 9,493 243 292 795 527 671 1,116 828 606 528 

TOTAL CIVIL CASES ••..•.... 27,116 737 781 2,316 2,136 2,266 3,469 3,048 2,047 2,012 

U.S. CASES •••••••••••••• 6,626 507 241 522 378 577 605 611 459 556 

U.S. PLAINTIFF •••••••••••• 935 5 53 125 64 49 117 80 43 81 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 35 - 6 1 - 1 5 3 - 7 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 111 - 3 4 1 10 24 8 10 11 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND ••• 22 - - - 3 3 - 2 - 1 
OTHER REAL PROP.ACTIONS 66 - 1 7 - 2 5 1 3 13 
TORT ACTIONS ••••••••••• 25 ~ 1 - - 3 7 5 - 3 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

EHPLOYMENT ••••••••••• 78 - 1 8 11 4 13 9 12 5 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ••• 43 - 2 3 8 - 9 7 1 3 

FORFEITURE AND PENALTY. 165 - 17 13 6 2 20 18 -, 11 
FAIR LABOR STAND. ACT •• 24 - - 1 5 2 4 6 - -
OTHER LABOR •••••••••••• 38 - 2 4 6 5 3 7 2 2 
SECUR.,COMHOD., & EXCHG 34 - - 15 2 - - - 2 1 
TAX SUITS .............. 47 - - 3 1 3 6 7 5 1 
ALL OTHER •••••••••••••• 247 4 20 66 21 14 21 7 4 23 

U.S. DEFENDANT •••••••••••• 5,691 502 188 397 314 528 488 531 416 475 

CONTRACT ACTIONS ••••••• 133 10 6 4 6 6 28 5 2 16 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS •• 82 2 4 4 1 - 12 6 3 16 
TORT ACTIONS ••••••••••• 381 22 16 28 19 33 48 15 10 24 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

EHPLOYHENT ••••••••••• 291 41 6 18 19 48 24 21 8 9 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ••• 402 54 19 56 24 1: 22 43 22 25 

PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HOTIONS TO VACATE SEN 1,112 20 28 101 63 113 126 96 70 113 
HA8EAS CORPUS •••••••• 488 13 '11 21 36 6 29 44 66 61 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 408 49 3 9 25 19 19 44 90 31 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 253 10 - 5 5 149 7 2 39 24 

LABOR SUITS •••••••••••• 66 17 - 5 3 5 5 6 6 3 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAHS ••• 926 88 68 67 59 58 83 156 46 83 
TAX SUITS •••••••••••••• 313 4 4 26 6 18 37 39 21 19 
ENVIRONHENTAL HATTERS •• 93 12 2 2 3 6 6 10 4 5 
FREEDOH OF INFOR. ACT •• 93 41 3 3 3 4 3 3 2 -
ALL OTHER •••••••••••••• 650 119 18 48 42 46 39 41 27 46 
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NINTH TENTH ELEVENTH 

5,951 2,006 4,234 

1,871 506 1,510 -
4,080 1,500 2,724 

1,128 361 681 

195 50 73 

6 2 4 
23 6 11 

9 4 -
12 13 9 
4 1 -
7 6 2 
3 2 5 

59 3 12 
1 - 5 
7 - -
8 2 4 

10 6 5 
46 5 16 

933 311 608 

25 9 16 
13 11 10 
89 19 58 

53 7 37 
88 12 20 

137 56 189 
96 48 57 
39 47 33 
5 5 2 

12 1 3 
98 35 85 
89 26 24 
25 11 7 
27 1 3 

137 23 64 



TABLE B-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROH THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
~-~----

CIRCUIT 
--- ---- -

TENiH I~-E-VENTH ,ATURE OF SUIT DR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH NINTH 
- ---------

PRIVATE CASES ••••••••••• 20,490 230 540 1,794 1,758- 1,689 2,864 2,437 1,588 1,456 2,952 1,1391 2,043 

EDERAL QUESTION •••••••••• 16,370 225 392 1,418 1,305 1,349 2,206 2,030 1,370 1,202 2,475 797 1,601 

MARINE CONTRACT •••••••• 151 7 41 9 3 53 3 1 18 16 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 410 32 8 21 19 12 93 30 17 15 95 21 47 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 69 2 7 14 5 6 8 8 3 12 3 1 
MARINE INJURy •••••••••• 243 2 18 4 8 184 3 4 3 11 6 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS ••••• 425 52 10 31 21 13 61 21 78 17 74 10 37 
ANTITRUST •••••••••••••• 214 2 7 32 18 9 7 17 12 11 60 8 31 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

EMPLOyMENT ••••••••••• 1,378 21 43 121 83 111 195 186 159 106 101 87 165 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ••• 2,531 26 97 287 239 142 218 287 228 123 431 129 270 

PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HABEAS CORPUS •••••••• 3,170 2 43 245 252 276 482 403 212 298 393 179 385 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 4,413 39 51 204 355 581 501 743 416 439 526 194 364 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 53 3 2 10 11 1 7 8 5 2 4 

LA80R MGHT. RELAT. ACT. 316 4 14 31 39 26 12 68 14 8 74 9 17 
OTHER LABOR •••••••••••• 769 13 20 57 69 46 79 102 79 57 159 38 50 
CPVRGHT,PATENT & TRDMRK 349 2 8 71 43 28 18 16 25 5 94 9 30 
SECUR., CoMMoD. & EXCHG 417 7 4 54 38 9 25 28 37 14 114 47 40 
CONST. OF STATE STATS •• 96 8 14 8 12 2 10 11 3 19 6 3 
ALL OTHER •••••••••••••• 1,360 25 68 181 92 58 199 104 62 92 289 55 135 

IVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP •• 4,099 5 148 376 434 340 658 407 218 254 475 342 442 

INSURANCE •••••••••••••• 759 18 31 78 60 95 81 63 44 132 62 95 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 1,654 3 57 200 163 118 234 128 141 110 208 126 166 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS •• 157 1 2 20 19 11 28 12 3 5 19 19 18 
PERSONAL INJURY - PROD. 

LIA8ILITV ••••••••••••• 532 20 47 16 40 122 71 5 33 24 25 69 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY •• 759 1 43 49 75 95 153 78 4 50 64 82 65 
PERS. PROP. DAHAGE ••••• 197 8 22 23 9 24 34 2 8 22 22 23 
ALL OTHER •••••••••••••• 41 7 7 2 3 4 6 6 6 

~ENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 21 19 2 

CONTRACT ACTIONS ••••••• 8 8 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS •• 2 2 
TORT ACTIONS ••••••••••• 3 J 
PRISONER PETITIONS ••••• 1 1 
ALL OTHER •••••••••••••• 7 5 2 

TOTAL CRIMINAl CASES .. «« .. 9,493 243 292 795 527 671 1,116 828 606 528 1,871 506 1,510 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

HOMICIDE, TOTAL ••••••• : ••• 81 9 2 13 5 2 1 17 26 4 2 

J 
---------

MURDER, FIRST DEGREE ••• 55 7 11 2 2 12 20 1 
OTHER HOMICIDE ••••••••• 26 2 2 3 1 5 6 4 1 

ROBBERY, TOTAL •••••••••••• 379 3 14 10 34 13 32 26 24 126 28 48 
----- ~------ - ~--- --

BANK ••••••••••••••••••• 366 3 14 10 17 34 13 32 24 24 122 28 45 
OTHER ROBBERy •••••••••• 13 4 2 4 3 

ASSAULT ••••••••••••••••••• 97 1 4 4 15 7 3 7 13 31 10 2 

BURGLARy •••••••••••••••••• 21 5 1 2 4 1 5 3 

~~-~-- -~-----
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TABLE B-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
NATURE OF SUIT DR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROH THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

CIRCUIT 

NATURE OF SUIT DR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH 

LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL •• 267 19 7 30 16 15 26 26 12 22 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE •••• 47 2 - 9 3 1 3 7 2 8 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF 

STOLEN PROPERTy ••••••• 71 9 6 10 :2 4 4 8 7 4 
POSTAL ••••••••••••••••• 54 6 - 3 2 1 6 8 - 5 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 95 2 1 8 9 9 13 3 3 5 

EMBEZZLEMENT •••••••••••••• 119 3 3 16 7 5 16 11 1,0 7 

FRAUD, TOTAL •••••••••••••• 1,102 13 28 113 107 72 114 86 83 40 -
IIICOHE TAX ............. 178 - 7 13 29 13 13 18 13 3 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE 
HIRE, RADIO, ETC •••••• 304 6 8 25 21 23 35 31 17 13 

LENDING AND CREDIT ••••• 180 2 1 10 7 18 30 10 20 4 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS 132 3 9 7 7 7 13 11 11 9 
OTHER FRAUD •••••••••••• 308 2 3 58 43 11 23 16 22 11 

AUTO THEFT •••••••••••••••• 35 1 - - 1 2 3 10 4 2 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 172 :2 2 12 12 11 20 13 4 8 

SEX OFFENSES •••••••••••••• 81 - 4 3 5 7 2 10 4 10 

DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL ACT, TOTAL ••••••• 5,658 191 189 477 278 376 679 526 347 30B 

DAPCA HARIHUANA •••••••• 793 1 24 8 13 11 247 37 35 21 
DAPCA NARCOTICS •••••••• 4,163 185 141 443 208 325 304 413 275 243 
DAPCA CONTROL. SUBSTANCE 702 5 24 26 57 40 128 76 37 44 

MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
TOTAL. ••••••••••••••••••• 970 7 29 68 53 94 131 88 87 47 

8RIBERY •••••••••••••••• 45 1 1 4 2 7 8 1 1 1 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING 

AND THREATS ••••••••••• 119 - 4 23 12 5 8 11 19 3 
GAMBLING, LOTTERy •••••• 24 - - 9 - 2 - 1 1 -
KIDNAPPING ••••••••••••• 28 - - 1 5 3 15 - 2 -
FIREARMS, HEAPONS •••••• 526 (, 19 16 19 54 78 56 33 33 
ESCAPE ••••••••••••••••• 94 - 2 6 8 5 H 5 3 8 
PERJURy •••••••••••••••• 32 - 2 6 1 - 6 3 3 1 
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC •• 29 - - - 2 10 - 5 - -
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 

GENERAL OFFENSES •••••• 73 - 1 3 4 8 5 6 25 1 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

IM~lIGRATION LAHS ••••••• 140 1 9 4 4 3 32 - 3 5 

LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE - - - - - - - - - -
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 371 3 6 49 12 23 66 21 14 24 

AGRICULTURAL ACTS •••• 24 - - - - - 5 1 - -
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. 10 - - - - 2 - - - -
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAHS 27 - 1 4 - - 3 - - -
CIVIL RIGHTS ••••••••• 32 - - 6 1 3 8 3 1 1 
HITNESS INTIMIDATION. 42 - - 5 - 8 1 7 2 5 
EXPLOSIVES/NON-VESSEL 58 - 3 4 3 3 20 1 4 2 
OTHER ................ 178 3 2 30 8 7 29 9 7 16 

NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS HELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 
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NINTH TENTH ELEVENTH 

~5 8 41 

4 2 6 

12 1 4 
13 2 8 
16 3 23 

15 12 14 

247 71 128 

37 16 16 

69 17 39 
51 15 12 
34 6 15 
56 17 46 

2 3 7 

43 13 32 

24 7 5 

1,014 273 1,000 

163 78 155 
721 161 744 
130 34 101 

153 59 154 

8 1 10 

10 8 16 - - 11 
1 1 -

97 36 79 
19 6 21 
2 - 8 
8 4 -
8 3 9 

68 8 3 

- - -
72 10 71 

16 2 -
6 - 2 
6 - 13 - - 9 
6 - 8 
1 3 14 

37 5 25 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL. 

DC ••.• 

1ST. 

HE .••• 
lolA •••• 
NH •••• 
RI •••• 
PR •.•• 

2ND. 

CT .••. 
HY,N .. 
NY,E .• 
NY,S .. 
NY,H .• 
VT •••• 

3RD. 

DE •.•• 
NJ ••.. 
PA, E .• 
PA,M •• 
PA,H .• 
VI •••• 

4TH. 

MD .••• 
NC,E •• 
HC,H •• 
NC,H •• 
SC •••• 
VA,E •. 
VA,H .. 
HV,N .• 
HV,S .• 

5TH. 

LA,E •• 
LA,H •• 
LA,H .• 
HS,N •• 
HS,S •• 
TX,N •• 
TX,E .. 
TX,S •• 
TX,H •• 

6TH. 

KY,E •• 
KY,H •• 
HI, E.. 
HI,H •. 
OH,H •• 
DH,S •• 
TH,E •• 
TH,H •• 
TH,H •• 

· . 
· . 
· . 
· . · . · . · . · . 
· . 
· . · . · . · . · . · . 
· . 
· . · . · . · . · . · . 
· . 
· . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . 
· . 
· . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . 
· . 
· . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . 

-~------

PERIOD 
ENDED 

JUNE 30, 
1989 

-

233,529 

3,964 

7,316 

607 
3,427 

616 
744 

1,922 

19,753 

2,314 
1,550 
4,341 
9,631 
1,555 

362 

23,028 

747 
5,801 

10,258 
2,148 
3,291 

783 

19,269 

4,107 
1,569 
1,030 

991 
3,551 
3,817 
1,928 

%7 
1,709 

31,205 

6,021 
1,034 
3,129 
1,193 
2,230 
5,346 
2,929 
6,043 
3,280 

25,109 

2,122 
1,697 
5,914 
1,944 
5,328 
2,962 
2,327 
1,4:44 
1,371 

TABLE C. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1989 AND 

-------

FILINGS TERHINATIONS 
-- ---- - -----

PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD 
ENDED ENDED EHDED 

JUHE 30, PERCENT JUHE 30, JUNE 30, PERCENT 
1990 CHANGE 1989 1990 CHANGE 

-- - ---- ----- --- --
~--- -:::- ,==--- -- - --------- --

217,879 -6.7 235,219 213,922 -9.1 

3,281 -17.2 3,675 3,327 -9.4 

7,853 7.3 8,002 6,948 -13.1 

661 8.9 680 653 -3.9 
4,129 20.4 3,831 3,372 -11.9 

594 -3.5 569 509 -10.5 
689 -7.3 741 629 -15.1 

1,780 -7.3 2,181 1,785 -18.1 

19,070 -3.4 19,679 18,105 -8.0 

2,414 4.3 3,020 2,257 -25.2 
1,488 -4.0 1,580 1,414 -10.5 
4,432 2.1 4,435 3,956 -10.8 
8,772 -8.9 8,711 8,541 -1. 9 
1,599 2.8 1,615 1,606 -0.5 

365 0.8 318 331 4.0 

21,158 -8.1 22,597 20,137 -10.8 

779 4.2 790 619 -21.6 
5,439 -6.2 6,278 5,767 -8.1 
9,271 -9.6 9,081 8,389 -7.6 
2,234 4.0 2,121 1,956 -7.7 
2,869 -12.8 3,470 2,896 -16.5 

566 -27.7 857 .510 -40.4 

17 ,424 -9.5 19,096 18,376 -3.7 

3,500 -14.7 3,927 3,969 1.0 
1,288 -17.9 1,629 1,327 -18.5 

711 -30.9 1,100 815 -25.9 
715 -27.8 1,123 621 -44.7 

2,977 -16.1 3,606 3,204 -11.1 
4,614 20.8 3,532 4,581 29.7 
1,604 -16.8 2,001 1,641 -17.9 

549 -3.1 630 559 -11.2 
1,466 -14.2 1,548 1,659 7.1 

29,173 -6.5 30,814 29,351 -4.7 

4,860 -19.2 5,936 5,502 -7.3 
1,125 8.8 1,205 976 -19.0 
3,174 1.4 3,312 2,991 -9.6 
1,214 1.7 1,253 1,139 -9.1 
1,831 -17.8 2,357 2,134 -9.4 
4,962 -7.1 5,172 4,867 -5.9 
3,020 3.1 2,502 2,975 18.9 
5,983 -0.9 6,033 5,878 -2.5 
3,004 -8.4 3,044 2,889 -:;.0 

24,543 -2.2 25,795 21,860 -15.2 

1,732 -18.3 2,268 1,956 -13.7 
1,626 -4.1 1,813 1,677 -7.5 
4,824 -18.4 6,091 5,101 -16.2 
1,841 -5.3 2,332 1,893 -18.8 
7,032 31. 9 4,982 3,267 -34.4 
2,450 -17.2 3,161 2,812 -11.0 
2,238 -3.8 2,404 2,152 -10.4.' 
1,500 3.8 1,446 1,730 19.6 
1,300 -5.1 1,298 1,272 -2.0 

I 
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1990 

PENDING 

PERIOD PERIOD 
ENDED ENDED 

JUNE 30, JUHE 30, PERCENT 
1989 1990 CHANGE 

----
- --- --- --

238,389 242,346 1.7 

4,112 4,066 -1.1 

10,602 11,507 8.5 

529 537 1.5 
6,695 7,452 11.3 

725 810 11. 7 
696 756 8.6 

1,957 1,952 -0.2 

26,407 27,372 3.6 

3,100 3,257 5.0 
3,112 3,186 2.3 
5,330 5,806 8.9 

12,038 12,269 1.9 
2,447 2,440 -0.2 

380 414 8.9 

20,985 22,006 4.8 

782 942 20.4 
5,488 5,160 -5.9 
8,902 9,784 9.9 
1,468 1,746 18.9 
3,028 3,001 -0.8 
1,317 1,373 4.2 

\6,831 15,879 -5.6 

3,916 3,447 -11.9 
1,095 1,056 -3.5 

698 594 -14.9 
724 818 12.9 

2,731 2,504 -8.3 
3,289 3,322 1.0 
1,802 1,765 -2.0 

762 752 -1.3 
1,814 1,621 -10.6 

36,622 36,444 -0.4 

4,437 3,795 -14.4 
1,292 1,441 11.5 
3,561 3,744 5.1 
1,273 1,348 5.8 
3,953 3,650 -7.6 
5,026 5,121 1.8 
6,072 6,117 0.7 
8,080 8,185 1.3 
2,928 3,043 3.9 

26,074 28,757 10.2 

1,835 1,611 -12.2 
1,908 1,857 -2.6 
4,748 4,471 -5.8 
1,767 1,715 -2.9 
7,372 11,137 51.0 
3,443 3,081 -10.5 
1,833 1,919 4.6 
1,436 1,206 -16.0 
1,732 1,760 1.6 



TABLE C. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1989 AND 1990 

-------~-~ ~ 

FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 

PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD 
CIRCUIT ENDED HIDED ENDED ENDED ENDED ENDED 

AND JUNE 30, JUNE 30, PERCENT JUNE 30, JUNE 30, PERCENT JUNE 30, JUNE 30, PERCENT 
DISTRICT 1989 lCJ90 CHANGE 1989 1990 CHANGE 1989 1990 CHANGE 

-- ~--- --- ------~ ~----

7TH .•• 19,282 17 ,007 -11.8 20,129 17,784 -11.6 15,911 15,134 -4.8 

IL,N .••• 10,083 7,989 -20.7 10,358 8,687 -16.1 7,045 6,347 I -9.9 
IL,C .••• 1,135 1,131 -0.3 1,280 1,061 -17.1 1,210 1,280 5.7 
IL,S .••• 1,433 1,224 -14.5 1,277 1,430 11.9 1,731 1,525 -11.9 
IN,N .••. 1,831 1,385 -24.3 2,088 1,807 -13.4 1,908 1,486 -22.1 
IN,S •••• 2,104 2,907 38.1 2,440 2,400 -1.6 2,307 2,814 21.9 
HI,E .... 1,559 1,476 -5.3 1,461 1,477 1.1 1,378 1,377 0.0 
HI ,H •..• 1,137 895 -21.2 1,225 922 -24.7 332 305 -8.1 

8TH ••. 16,004 14,328 -10.4 16,488 15,093 -8.4 15,924 15.159 -4.8 

AR, E .••• 2,335 2,274 -2.6 2,472 2,384 -3.5 2,167 2,057 -5.0 
AR,H ••.• 1,073 975 -9.1 1,050 1,104 5.1 698 569 -18.4 
lA, N •••• 665 557 -16.2 745 624 -16.2 661 594 -10.1 
lA,S .... 1,279 1,036 -19.0 1,450 1,136 -21.6 2,347 2,247 -4.2 
MN ••.••• 2,255 2,089 -7.3 2,248 2,140 -4.8 2,051 2,000 -2.4 
1010, E .••• 2,971 2,772 -6.7 2,833 2,822 -0.3 2,937 2,887 -1. 7 
HO,H •.•• 2,840 2,399 -15.5 2,849 2,661 -6.6 2,763 2,501 -9.4 
NE •••••• 1,595 1,361 -14.6 1,767 1,355 -23.3 1,497 1,503 0.4 
NO •••••• 543 447 -17.6 561 450 -19.7 451 448 -0.6 
SD .••••• 448 418 -6.7 513 417 -18.7 352 353 0.2 

9TH ••• 34,178 30,699 -10.1 34,928 31,136 -10.8 34,847 34,410 -1.2 
~ ~-- ~---- ---- --

AK •••••• 638 595 -6.7 651 563 -13.5 1,009 1,041 3.1 
AZ .••••• 3,008 2,863 -4.8 2,757 2,597 -5.8 3,147 3,413 8.4 
CA,N •••• 5,791 4,801 -17 .1 6,182 4,837 -21. 7 4,981 4,945 -0.7 
CA,E •••• 2,601 2,549 -2.0 2,604 2,182 -16.2 2,566 2,933 14.3 
CA,C •••• 10,170 8,824 -13.2 10,285 8,966 -12.8 8,728 8,586 -1.6 
CA,S •••• 2,111 1,923 -8.9 2,070 2,243 8.3 2,652 2,332 -12.0 
HI .••••• 983 1,025 4.2 1,471 1,148 -21.9 1,919 1,796 -6.4 
ID •••••• 632 618 -2.2 646 655 1.3 786 749 -4.7 
HT •.•••• 994 772 -22.3 1,088 914 -15.9 1,436 1,294 -9.8 
NV •••••• 1,729 1,625 -6.0 1,712 1,615 -5.6 1,886 1,896 0.5 
OR •••••• 2,106 1,964 -6.7 2,059 1,987 -3.5 1,687 1,664 -1..3 
HA,E •••• 857 714 -16.6 903 1,096 21.3 1,013 631 -37.7 
HA,H .••• 2,431 2,323 -4.4 2,365 2,239 -5.3 2,105 2,189 3.9 
GUAM •••• 76 81 6.5 87 66 -24.1 883 898 1.7 
NM! ••••• 51 22 -56.8 48 28 -41.6 49 43 -12.2 

10TH •• 12,776 11,340 -11.2 12,617 11 ,538 -8.S 11,562 11,364 -1.7 
- ~ ~--

CO •••••• 2,322 2,355 1.4 2,215 2,324 4.9 2,104 2,135 1.4 
KS .•.••• 2,189 1,931 -11. 7 2,348 2,118 -9.8 2,165 1,978 -8.6 
HM •••••• 1,603 1,295 -19.2 1,593 1,291 -18.9 1,793 1,797 0.2 
OK,N •••• 1,643 1,136 -30.8 1,257 1,082 -13.9 1,577 1,631 3.4 
OK, E. ••• 762 684 -10.2 805 633 -21.3 334 385 15.2 
OK,H •••• 2,476 2,288 -7.5 2,678 2,470 -7.7 1,526 1,344 -11.9 
UT •••••• 1,344 1,240 -7.7 1,299 1,189 -8.4 1,723 1,774 2.9 
HY •••••• 437 411 -5.9 422 431 2.1 340 320 -5.8 

11TH •• 21,645 22,003 1.6 21,399 20,267 -5.2 18,512 20,248 9.3 
--- -- -- - - -,-AL,N •••• 3,084 2,785 -9.7 2,948 2,644 -10.3 2,016 2,157 6.9 

AL,H •••• 1,451 1,493 2.8 1,382 1,434 3.7 1,081 1,140 5.4 
AL,S •••• 1,022 1,170 14.4 1,242 1,120 -9.8 1,116 1,166 4.4 
FL, N •••• 1,159 1,075 -7.2 1,171 972 -17 .0 1,047 1,150 9.8 
FL,M .••• 4,836 4,248 -12.1 4,590 4,133 -9.9 4,158 4,273 2.7 
FL, S •••• 4,301 5,100 18.5 4,428 4,481 1.2 3,481 4,100 17.7 
GA,N •••• 3,542 3,432 -3.1 3,416 3,344 -2.1 3,375 3,463 2 .. 6 
GA,M •••• 1,014 1,099 8.3 983 972 -1.1 1,294 1,421 9.8 
GA,S •••• 1,236 1,601 29.5 1,239 1,167 -5.8 944 1,378 45.9 
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TABLE C 1. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COHMENCED, TERHINATED AND PENDING DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

-- --~-- --- --- --- -

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES 
--~- 1 -- -- -----

IRCUIT PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING 
AND JUNE 30, COH- TERMI- JUNE 30, JUNE 30, COH- TERMI- JUNE 30, JUNE 30, COH- TERHI- JUNE 30, 

ISTRICT 1989 HENCED NATED 1990 1989 HENCED NATED 1990 1989 MENCED NATED 1990 
------

- - - - -

_TAL •.• 238,389 217,879 213,922 242,346 48,788 56,300 56,637 48,451 189,601 161,579 157,285 1'13,895 
-.-~ ------ - --- -

4,112 3,281 3,327 4,066 1,843 1,315 1,177 1,981 2,269 1,966 2,150 2,085 
~~-- -----

1ST. •• 10,602 7,853 6,948 11,507 1,880 2,058 2,073 1,865 8,722 5,795 4,875 9,642 
-- -~-

E •••••• 529 661 653 537 132 193 179 146 397 468 474 391 
A ••.•.• 6,695 4,129 3,372 7,452 887 713 695 905 5,808 3,416 2,677 6,547 
,I •••••• 725 594 509 810 113 116 115 114 612 478 394 696 
I ...... 696 689 629 756 104 88 92 100 592 601 537 656 
R •••••• 1,957 1,780 1,785 1,952 644 948 992 600 1 1 313 832 793 1,352 

2ND ••• 26,407 19,070 18,105 27,372 3,751 4,016 3,948 3,819 22,656 15,054 14,157 23,553 
------ -

T •••••. 3,100 2,414 2,257 3,257 386 448 462 372 2,714 1,966 1,795 2,885 
Y,ll ••.• 3,112 1,488 1,414 3,186 416 388 381 423 2,6% 1,100 1,033 2,763 
Y ,E •••• 5,330 4,432 3,956 5,806 1,336 1,394 1,310 1,420 3,994 3,038 2,646 4,386 
Y ,5 •••• 12,038 8,772 8,541 12,269 1,076 1,246 1,194 1,128 10,962 7,526 7,347 11,141 
Y,H ••.• 2,44~ 1,599 1,606 2,440 439 438 496 381 2,008 1,161 1,110 2,059 
T •••••• 38 365 331 414 98 102 105 95 282 263 226 319 

3RD •.• 20,985 21,158 20,137 22,006 2,479 3,182 3,361 2,300 18,506 17,976 16,776 19,706 I i - - -

E ••..•• 782 779 619 942 81 129 118 92 701 650 501 850 
J •••••. 5,488 5,439 5,767 5,160 933 859 1,005 787 4,555 4,580 4,762 4,373 
A, E •••• 8,902 9,271 8,389 9,784 601 846 899 548 8,301 8,425 1,490 9,236 
A,H .••. 1,468 2,234 1,956 1,746 227 465 447 245 1,241 1,769 1,509 1,501 
A,H •••• 3,028 2,869 2,896 3,001 599 859 871 587 2,429 2,010 2,025 2,414 
I •••••• 1,317 566 510 1,373 38 24 21 41 1,279 542 489 1,332 

4TH .•. 16,831 17,424 18,376 15,879 3,893 4,446 5,160 3,179 12,938 12,978 13,216 12,700 
----- ------

D •••••• 3,916 3,500 3,969 3,447 617 794 954 457 3,299 2,706 3,015 2,990 
C,E .••• 1,095 1,288 1,327 1,056 282 480 459 303 813 808 868 753 
C,H •••• 698 711 815 594 184 269 306 147 514 442 509 447 
C,W •••• 724 715 621 818 159 263 217 205 565 452 404 613 
C •••••• 2,731 2,977 3,204 2,504 970 1,094 1,327 737 1,761 1,883 1,877 1,767 
A, E •••• 3,289 4,614 4,581 3,322 430 604 690 344 2,859 4,010 3,891 2,978 
A,H •.•• 1,802 1,604 1,641 1,765 534 394 533 395 1,268 1,210 1,108 1,370 
V,N •••• 762 549 559 752 220 153 158 215 542 396 401 537 
V,S •••• 1,814 1,466 1,659 1,621 497 395 516 376 1,317 1,071 1,143 1,245 

5TH ••• 36,622 29,173 29,351 36,444 6,101 7,872 6,658 7,315 30,5'21 21,301 22,693 29,129 
-~- ----- - ----

A,E •••• 4,437 4,860 5,502 3,795 465 719 745 439 3,972 4,141 4,757 3,356 
A,H •••• 1,292 1,125 976 1,441 189 154 155 188 1,103 971 821 1,253 
A,H .••• 3,561 3,174 2,991 3,744 831 1,405 973 1,263 2,730 1,769 2,018 2,481 
S, N •••• 1,273 1,214 1,139 1,3.48 181 247 241 187 1,092 967 898 1,161 
S,S •••• 3,953 1,831 2,134 3,650 333 417 402 348 3,620 1,414 1,732 3,302 
X,N .... 5,026 1.,962 4,867 5,121 1,19~ 1,385 1,189 1,392 3,830 3,577 3,678 3,729 
X,E .... 6,072 3,020 2,975 6,117 697 413 401 709 5,375 2,607 2,574 5,408 
X,S •••• 8,080 5,983 5,878 8,185 1,325 1,994 1,493 1,826 6,755 3,989 4,385 6,359 
X,H. ~ •• 2,928 3,004 2,889 3,043 884 1,138 1,059 963 2,044 1,866 1,830 2,080 

6TH ••• 26,074 24,543 21,860 28,757 5,094 5,466 5,959 4,601 20,980 19,077 15,901 24,156 
-- --- ----. - ---

Y,E .... 1,835 1,732 1,956 1,611 655 690 830 515 1,180 1,042 1,126 1,096 
Y ,H •••• 1,908 1,626 1,677 1,857 308 334 344 298 1,600 1,292 1,333 1,559 
I,E •••• 4,748 4,824 5,101 4,471 924 1,308 1,332 900 3,824 3,516 3,769 3,571 
I ,H •••• 1,767 1,841 1,893 1,715 270 278 346 202 1,497 1,563 1,547 1,513 
H,N ••.• 7,372 7,032 3,267 11,137 1, 06r~ 947 966 1,050 6,303 6,085 2,301 10,087 
H,S .... 3,443 2,450 2,812 3,081 868 835 979 724 2,575 1,615 1,833 2,357 
H, E •••• 1,833 2,238 2,152 1,919 378 364 448 294 1,455 1,874 1,704 1,625 
N,H •••• 1,436 1,500 1,730 1,206 221 306 305 222 1,215 1,194 1,425 984 
H,H •••• 1,732 1,300 1,272 1,760 401 404 409 396 1,331 896 863 1,364 

-----
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CIRCUIT· 
AND 

DISTRICT 
-

7TH ••• 

IL,N ..•• 
IL,C .••• 
IL,S •.•• 
IN,N •••• 
IN, S ••• , 
HI, E .•.• 
HI,H .... 

8TH ••• 

AR, E. ••• 
AR,H .... 
IA,N .... 
lA,S ••.• 
HN ...... 
HO,E .... 
HO,H •••• 
NE ••••.• 
NO ••.••• 
SO •••••• 

9TH ••• 

AK ...... 
AZ •••••• 
CA,N •••• 
CA,E .... 
CA,C .••• 
CA,S •••• 
HI •••••• 
10 ...... 
HT ...... 
NV •••••• 
DR ...... 
HA,E •••• 
HA,H •••• 
GUAH .••• 
NHI ••.•• 

10TH •• 

CO •••••• 
KS •••••. 
NH •••.•• 
OK,N .••• 
OK,E .... 
OK,H .••• 
UT ...... 
Hy ...... 

11TH •• 

At.,N .••• 
AL,H •••• 
AL,S •••• 
FL,N .••• 
FL,H •••• 
FL,S .... 
GA,N .... 
GA,H •••• 
GA, S •••. 

TABLE C 1. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COHHENCED, TERHINATED AND PENDING DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVIL CASES 

PENDING PENDING PEN;IN~T -
JUNE 30, COH- TERHI- JUNE 30, JUNE 30, COH- TERHI-

1989 HENCED NAT ED 1990 1989 HENCED NATED 
-- - - ---
-- - --- ---- - ~- -

:1.5,911 17,007 17,784 15,134 3,027 3,708 4,063 
-- --

7,045 7,989 8,687 6,347 988 1,409 1,560 
1,210 1,131 1,061 1,280 222 297 291 
1,731 1,224 1,430 1,525 355 354 383 
1,908 1,385 1,807 1,486 410 315 417 
2,307 2,907 2,400 2,814 637 617 725 
1,378 1,476 1,477 1,377 311 464 424 

332 895 922 305 104 252 263 

15,924 14,328 15,093 15,159 3,304 4,206 4,518 

2,167 2,274 2,384 2,057 547 750 821 
698 975 1,104 569 174 352 369 
661 557 624 594 179 193 249 

2,347 1,036 1,136 2,247 292 271 309 
2,051 2,089 2,140 2,000 531 690 758 
2,937 2,772 2,822 2,887 557 548 628 
2,763 2,399 2,661 2,501 504 680 679 
1,497 1,361 1,355 1,503 278 347 324 

451 447 450 448 155 230 242 
352 418 417 353 87 145 139 

34,847 30,699 31,136 34,410 10,606 9,931 10,150 

i:~2~-r 
~ -------

595 563 1,041 229 147 141 
2,863 2,597 3,413 704 845 796 

4,981 4,801 4,837 4,945 1,602 1,583 1,801 
2,566 2,549 2,182 2,933 739 778 688 
8,728 8,824 8,966 8,586 2,970 2,927 2,854 
2,652 1,923 2,243 2,332 1,021 894 977 
1,919 1,025 1,148 1,796 299 255 259 

786 618 655 749 265 231 256 
1,436 772 914 1,294 370 272 297 
1,886 1,625 1,615 1,896 390 341 398 
1,687 1,964 1,987 1,664 398 596 589 
1,013 714 1,096 631 280 252 348 
2,105 2,323 2,239 2,189 542 793 732 

883 81 66 898 791 16 13 
49 22 28 43 6 1 1 

11,562 11,340 11,5'38 11,364 2,665 3,576 3,420 
- -- - - - - - -- - -- - -

2,104 2,355 2,324 2,135 377 547 522 
2,16!$ 1,931 2,118 1,978 603 693 725 
1,793 1,295 1,291 1,797 495 481 430 
1,577 1,136 1,082 1,631 265 357 324 

:t34 684 633 385 77 196 181 
1,Lit~6 2,288 2,470 1,344 421 879 83'? 
1,723 1,240 1,189 1,774 331 322 298 

340 411 431 320 9·6 101 103 

18,512 22,003 20,267 20,248 4,145 6,524 6,150 
-- .- - -~ - -I-~- -2,016 2,785 2,644 2,157 366 700 650 

1,081 1,493 1,434. 1,140 164 305 266 
1,116 1,170 1,120 1,166 206 274 307 
1,047 1,075 972 1,150 342 466 424 
4,158 4,248 4,133 4,273 1,018 1,203 1,288 
3,481 5,100 4,481 4,100 910 2,036 1,803 
3,375 3,432 3,344 3,463 551 805 741 
1,294 1,099 972 1,421 371 436 367 

944 1,601 1,167 1,378 217 299 304 
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PRIVATE CIVIL CASES 

PENDING PENDING 
JUNE 30, JUNE 30, COM-

1990 1989 HENCED 

PENDIN 
TERHI- JUNE 3 
NAT ED 1990 

---~ ------~~-

2,672 

837 
228 
326 
308 
529 
351 

93 

2,992 

476 
157 
123 
254 
463 
477 
505 
301 
143 
93 

10,387 

235 
753 

1,384 
829 

3,043 
938 
295 
240 
345 
333 
405 
184 
603 
794 

6 

2,821 

402 
571 
546 
298 
92 

463 
355 
94 

416 
203 
173 
384 
933 

1,143 
615 
440 
212 

---- -- -
12,884 13,299 

6,057 r"580 988 834 
1,376 870 
1,498 1,070 
1,670 2,290 
1,067 1,012 

228 643 

12,620 10,122 

1,620 1,524 
524 623 
482 364 

2,055 765 
1,520 1,399 
2,380 2,224 
2,259 1,719 
1,219 1,014 

296 217 
265 273 

24,241 20,768 

780 448 
2,443 2,018 
3,379 3,218 
1,827 1,771 
5,758 5,897 
1,631 1,029 
1,620 770 

521 387 
1,066 500 
1,496 i~:284 
1,289 1,368 

733 462 
1,563 1,530 

92 65 
43 21 

8,897 7,764 

1,727 1,808 
1,562 1,238 
1,298 814 
1,312 779 

257 488 
1,105 1,409 
1,392 918 

244 310 

14,367 15,479 

1,650 2,085 
917 1,188 
910 896 
705 609 

3,140 3,045 
2,571 ~1,064 
2,824 2,627 

923 663 
727 1,302 

-

13,721 

7 ,127 
770 

1,047 
1,390 
1,675 
1,053 

659 

10,575 

1,563 
735 
375 
827 

1,382 
2,194 
1,982 
1,031 

208 
278 

20,986 

422 
1,801 
3,036 
1,494 
6,112 
1,266 

889 
399 
617 

1,217 
1,398 

748 
1,507 

53 
27 

8,118 

1,802 
1,393 

861 
758 
452 

1,633 
891 
328 

14,117 

1,994 
1,168 

813 
548 

2,845 
2,678 
2,603 

605 
863 

12,46 

5,51 
1,05 
1,19 
1,17 
2,28 
1,02 

21 

12,16 

1,58 
41 
47 

1,99 
1,53 
2,41 
1,99 
1,20 

30 
26 

24,02 

80 
2,66 
3,56 
2,10 
5,54 
1,39 
1,50 

50 
94 

1,56 
1,25 

44 
1,58 

10 
3 

8,54 

1,73 
1,40 
1,25 
1,33 

29 
88 

1,41 
22 

15,72 

1,74 
93 
99~ 

76 
3,34 
2,95 
2,84 

98 
1,16 



TABLE C 2. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COHHENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1989 AND 1990 
-~----~-------- --- -~-

1990 

NATURE OF SUIT U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 

FEDERAL DIVERSITY OF LOCAL 
1989 TOTAL PLAINTIFF DEFENDANT QUESTION CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 

TOTAL CASES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 233,529 217,879 31,763 24,537 103,938 57,183 458 
r-~-1--~;---~----~~-r--~------~--------~-

CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL......................... 61,975 46,039 14,665 973 7,381 22,~01 119 
r-~--~~-~--~-----------+--~--------~-------~~-

INSURANCE ••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8,193 
3,221 
1,713 
3,966 

6,884 
3,313 
1,569 
2,997 

62 89 881 5,833 19 
HARINE .............................................. . 66 15 3,014 208 10 
HILLER ACT .......................................... . 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUHENTS .•••.•••••••••.•.•••••••.•••••• 

RECOVERY OF OVERPAYHENTS AND ENFORCEHENT OF JUDGHENTS 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS .•••••••.•••••••...•••••••• 
VETERANS I OVERPAYHENT •••.••••••••••..•••••.••••••• 

631 - 938 
1,185 156 487 

10,674 55 33 
5,357 8 

1,168 

113 

1 

3 

OTIiER ..•••••••.•••.•• > •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

16,467 
6,634 
9,060 

773 

10,878 
5,365 
4,963 

550 
4,963 

354 47 33 113 3 

OTHER COHTRACT ACTIOHS............................... 28,415 20,398 2,047 658 2,028 15,579 86 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL.................... 11,217 9,505 6,025 651 724 2,051 54 
r---~----;-.-------------r------------------------

COHDEI'HATIOH OF LAHD................................. 458 462 314 28 101 17 2 
FPRECLOSURE.......................................... 8,678 7,196 5,395 293 238 1,242 28 
REHT, LEASE, AHD EJECTHENT........................... 441 349 75 29 95 145 5 
TORTS TO LAND........................................ 456 405 20 40 74 270 1 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY Ac:TIOHS.......... ................ 1,184 1,093 221 261 216 377 18 

TORT ACTIOHS, TOTAL. ............................ 1_...;4_2.:...,0_C;...;0-t-_43~,:...;7..:.5_9i-_____ 1...;7_8 ____ -.:;.2.:...,9...;5;.:5-+ __ ...:8~,_3...;4_3 _______ 3...::l..:.,..;,.08:::5:..-______ 1::.:9:..:8~ 

PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL............................... 38,361 40,593 84 2,686 7,433 30,204 186 
r-~-1--~;-----------~-r--~------~------~---

P ERSOHAL I NJURY PRODUCT LIAB ILITY, TOTAL •••.•.••• J-~13~4~0*8r1:.!!8....:6~7i-Z9+-___ ::: ___ ~65r1_....:1!:JL.~ '0~5rO ___ .=1.!,.7 !..\5~5~9 _____ ~:~ 
AIRPLAHE....................................... 185 196 _ ~223!7,3 ±2"9ffU4 
HARIHE......................................... 88 330 3 
HOTOR VEHICLE."""",,"""""""""""""""""""""""""""" 662 575 - 13 22 539 1 
ASBESTOS" " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " , " " " " " " " " II " " " " 8,230 13,687 - 12 853 12,822 
OTHER.,........................................ 4,243 3,891 - 35 118 3,734 4 

OTHER P ERS ONAL I HJURY, TOTAL ..................... t-..::2.:!4...,9~5r;3H-::.2;O,;l '-19r;1:'7.4+-____ --'=8:.:4:-__ --!:2....: • ,6~2r.1;..;---...:6:..z, ''=i ,3i8;.-3 ______ ~lo::2~64z;5r----_1~8~1~ 
AIRPLANE........ ............................... 711 834 ~T& f9-2 ~4~2~3 1 
HARIHE......................................... 3,023 2,961 15 85 2,430 8 
HOTOR VEHICLE.................................. 7,653 6,157 32 782 209 5,094 40 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AHD SLANDER..................... 704 644 - 75 143 419 7 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS' .LIABILITY ACT............... 2,639 2,741 .- 130 2,611 
HEDICAL HALPRACTICE............................ 1,573 1,375 - 501 81 793 
OTHER.......................................... 8,650 7,202 37 972 717 5,351 125 

PERSOHAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL. •.•••..••••••••••••.• t--f3",,7!f.2~9~-'3~1~6~6+-___ ---i9~4'--__ -'2~6i'i9i-t ____ 19*10T.-____ ..:!1~88~1~ ____ ~1~2t_ 
FRAUD IHCLUDIHG TRUTH IN LEHDIHG................. 1,705 1,492 51 72 494 1,~0'~0;38 1- ~O 
OTHER PERSOHAL PROPERTY DAHAGE................... 2,024 1,674 43 197 416 

ACTIONS UHDER STATUTES, TOTAL. •••••••••••••••••• .-:1:.:1::.8:..., 1:;,;3:;,:1:.r1::.18:;,;,:...4:.:6::.5t-__ ::.1..;,.0:..., 8:.:8;.:,7 ___ ..:1:.:..9:..., 9:;,:5:.:2=-+.--:8:;,;7....:,...:4:.:..76~ _____ ::13:.:9=--______ --...:1::1=--

ANTITRUST .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 658 472 13 7 452 

~_"R ~-n5~6t-____ +13~4~ ____ ~9~04-~4~83~2~ ________ ~-~ ______ ~-__ 
4,329 4,f~1 128 73 4,030 -

BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL ••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) .............................. . 
HITHDRAHAL (28 USC 157) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 899 825 6 17 802 

BAHKS AHD BANKING •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••• 1,025 700 103 • 190 407 

CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• t-... l""9-"3f,7i'i8;r-l"'8""'+7f;:93IT-___ 7.:..;4H7;--_~1"-'7'-=3~6+--=1~6.J.;! 3n1r'i0'--____ ...:.-~ ____ -::--
VOTING............................................ 183 130 10 6 114 - -
EHPLOYHEHT........................................ 9,000 8,413 601 876 6,936 
ACCOHHODATIOHS .................................... " 334 341 37 20 284 
WELFARE........................................... 122 l,LI 5 17 107 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS................................ 9,739 9,780 94 817 8,869 

COHHERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) ••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ECOHOHIC STABILIZATION ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ENVIRONHENTAL HATTERS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1,:;)39 2,401 111 9 2,281 
11 14 5 5 4 

938 958 315 198 445 
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NATURE OF SUIT 

TABLE C 2. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COHHENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURI~G THE THELVE HONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 3D, 1989 AND 1990 

1990 

U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 

1989 
I FEDERAL I DIVERSITY Of I LOCAL 

TOTAL PLAINTIFFI DEFENDANT QUESTION CITIZENSHIPIJURISDICTION 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, CONTINUED 

DEPDRTATIDN ••..•.•••.•••••...•..••.•••.• ft............ 70 61 - 49 

PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL............................ 41 481 42 630 - 6611 
HDlIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE........................ _~,~~~ .~,~?~ - ~,9?O 
HABEAS CORPUS..................................... 12,372 12,790 - 1,967 
HANDAHUS AND DTHER .•••.•.••.•.••.••..•..•.•...•• o. 626 878 - 525 
CIVIL RIGHTS..... .•..•...•. ..••.• •••.•.•.•..•••.•. 25,957 25,992 - J.,149 

FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL....................... 4L'U06.19l 6 019 174 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS................................. 126 84 37 47 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT................................. 1,165 2,608 2,561 47 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS........................... 98 62 61 1 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT................ 49 61 60 1 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS................ 3,482 3,378 3,300 78 

12 

36 012 

10,817 
352 

24,843 

7 

(, 

1 

LABOR LAHS, TOTAL................................... l_l~3p..;;3~28H-..::.l"f3.t.;8..,4f7il+-_~1 a.;0~076 ___ -'1~479-+ ....... 1!:.2 ..,;6;:;8;:;6 ______ -_____ .:;-_ 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT.......................... 1,381 1,282 564 14 ?04 
LABOR HANAGEHENT RELATIONS ACT.................... 2,525 2,342 117 31 2,194 
LA80R HANAGEHEHT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT..... 190 181 45 5 131 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT................................. 235 199 4 6 189 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION............................ 8,997 9,837 276 93 9,468 

PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL..................... 5 9775 700 13 17 5 670 
COPyRIGHT......................................... 2,298 2,095 - - 2,095 
PATENT............................................ 1,215 1,187 5 17 1,165 
TRADEHARK •• , •••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••• ,........ 2,464 2,418 8 - 2,410 

SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES............... 2,608 2,629 179 8 2,442 

SOCIAL SECURITY LAHS, TOTAL. ......................... 1 __ l"'0.:..o..:;2f."06rr-'-7...,4f;3~91-__ --"8::4 ___ 7'-'.:;3r.l5;f5-t-__ -:--______ -_____ ~-_ 
HEALTH I1ISURANCE.................................. 143 121 - 121 - -
BLACK LUNG CASES.................................. 20 21 2 19 
DISABILITY JNSURANCE.............................. 7,425 5,212 82 5,130 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY IHCO~E...................... 2,303 1,836 - 1,836 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS................. 315 249 - 249 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••.••••••••• 

STATE REAPPORTIONHENT SUITS.......................... 3 3 3 
1,080 TAX SUITS............................................ 2,402 2,604 1,520 

CUSTDMER CHALLENGE................................... 32 38 - 38 
4 

FREEDOH OF INFORHATION ACT........................... 307 407 - 343 64 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES.................. 310 315 3 12 283 17 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS.............................. 7,910 8,211 1,075 1,441 5,573 122 

OHlER ACTIONS, TOTAL ............................ 1-_.;;,11;;,;6+_..;;1.;;,11+ ___ .;;,8 ____ 6;; __ ....;1;;,;4:..-_____ ..:.7 ____ ....;7:.,:6;..,., 

DOHESTIC RELATIONS................................... 3 3 - - - - 3 
INSANITY •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••• 
PROBATE. ••••••••.••.•••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 113 108 
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TA8LE C-2A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COI~HENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE 12 HONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 THROUGH 1990 

NATURE OF ~UIT 

TOTAL CASES ••••••••• ............................ 

CONTRACT ACTIONS, TO TAL ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HSURANCE •••••••••••••••• " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " • " •• " ~ ' ... " t ~ " • 
ARlIIE .................. . ............................... 
,ILLER ACT ••••••••••••••• ............................ 
.EGOTIABLE INsrRUHEHTS ••• ............................ 
.ECDVEliV OF OV· 'PAYHENTS AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGHENTS 

DEFAULTED S i :;OENT LOAN 
VETERANS' QVERPAYHENT. 

S ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

OTHER ••••••••••••••••• 

THER CONTRACT ACTIONS ••• 

REAL PROPERTY ACTION 

:ONDEHHATION OF LAND ••••• 
ORECLOSURE •••••••••••••• 

............................ 

............................ 

............................ 
S, TOTAL. ...... , ........... , 

............................ 

............................ 
• ENT, LEASE, AND EJECTHEN 
ORTS TO LAND •••••••••••• 
THER REAL PROPERTY ACTIO 

T ........................... ............................ 
HS~ ."."""" ••• "" •• """.".,,,, ••• 

TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL. ............................ 
ERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL ••• ............................ 

PERSONAL INJURY PRODU 
AIRPLANE ••••••••••• 

CT LIABILITY, TOTAL. •••••••• 

HARINE ••••••••••••• 
HOTOR VEHICLE •••••• 
ASBESTOS ••••••••••• 
OTHER •••••••••••••• 

OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 
AIRPLANE ••••••••••• 
HARINE •••••••••••• , 
HOTOR VEHICLE •••••• 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND 
FEDERAL EHPLOVERS' 
HEDICAL HALPRACTICE 
OTHER •••••••••••••• 

..... " ...................... ............................ ............................ ............................ 

... , ........................ 
, TOTAL. •••••••••••••••••• t'. ............................ ............................ 
••••••• r •••••••••••••••• •••• 

SLANDER •••••• ' ••••••••••••••• 
LIABILITY ACT., •• " •• " ••••••• ............................. ............................ 

TOTAL. ••••••••••••••••••••• 
IN LENDING ••••••••••••••••• 

ERSONAL PROPERTY DAHAG~, 
FItAUD INCLUDING TRU1iH 
OTHER PERSONAL PROfER TY DAHAGE ••••••••••••••••••• 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUT 

,NTITRUST •••••••••••• , ••• 

ANKRUPTCY, TOTAL ........ 
APPEAL (28 USC 15a) ••• 
WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157 

JANKS AND BANKING ••• , •••• 

~IVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL •••••• 
VOTING •••••••••••••••• 
EHPLOYHENT •••••••••••• 
ACCOMHODATIONS •••••••• 
WELFAR~ ••••••••••••••• 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS •••• 

~OHHERCE (ICC RATES, ETC. 
ECONOHIC STABILIZATION AC 
ENVlROHHEHTAL HATTERS •••• 

ES, TOTAL. ••••••••••••. , ••• , 

•••••••••••••••• , .••••••• ~ • c • 

................ ::. ........... 
i : : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
•••••••••••••••••••••••• » ••• 

............................ ............................ 

.... ' ."' ..................... ............................ 

.. ·.f.· .... (' ... ··.··· .... ···. 

...................... ~ t' •••••• 

) ........................... 
T ........................... 
......................... " .. 

. , 

1986 
- ~ -

254,828 

88,352 

I 7,558 
5,198 
1,711 
4,221 

-
4,637 

34,506 
1,681 

28,840 

10,674 

477 
8,110 

458 
512 

1,117 

42,326 

38,248 

12 459 
216 
93 

656 
5,463 
6,031 

25 789 
738 

4,095 
6,958 

800 
2,635 
1,911 
8,652 

4 07B 
1,806 
2,272 

113,392 

871 

4 561 
-3,591r 

971 

518 

20 128 

9,g: 
230 
164 

10,366 

922 
12 

641 

139 

-- ---- - --

1987 1988 1989 
--~ 

-
--- ~ 

239,185 239,634 233,529 

69,606 62,811 61,'.115 

7,503 7,885 8,193 
3,678 3,465 3,221 
1,654 1,475 1,713 
4,265 3,585 3,966 

- - -
2,061 3,541 6,634 

21,029 14,187 9,060 
1,143 .948 773 

28,273 27,725 28,415 

11,586 12,209 11,217 

564 558 458 
9,021 9,582 8,678 

421 475 441 
462 453 456 

1,118 1,141 1,184 

42,977 44,961 42,090 

39,173 41,148 38,361 

14 153 '. 16,166 13,408 
151 185 185 
99 191 88 

649 623 662 
7,776 10,715 8,230 
5,478 4,542 4,243 

25 1°20 24 1 9B2 24,953 
719 762 711 

3,641 3,061 3,023 
7,137 7,:'64 7,653 

B15 814 704 
2,437 2,540 2,639 
1,785 1,567 1,573 
8,486 8,974 8,650 

l 804 3 813 3 729 
1,743 1,693 1,705 
2,061 2,120 2,024 

114,942 119,514 118,131 

785 682 658 

4 705 5.558 5.228 
4;109 -4,m 4,329 

596 1,441 899 

520 529 1,025 

19 805 19 323 19.378 
214 347 183 

8,993 8,563 9,000 
323 322 334 
158 129 122 

10,117 9,962 9,739 

1,067 1,694 1,339 
17 28 11 

703 8B9 938 

- ,----

L1990 
PERCENT CHANGE* 

1990/1989 

217,879 -6.7 

46,039 -25.7 

6,884 -16.0 
3,313 2.9 
1,569 -8.4 
2,997 -24.4 

- -
5,365 -19.1 
4,963 -45.2 

550 -28.9 

:20,398 -28.2 

9,505 -15.3 

462 0.9 
7,196 -17.1 

349 -20.9 
405 -11.2 

1,093 -7.7 

43,159 4.0 

40,593 5.8 

18,679 S9.3 
196 5.9 
330 215.0 
575 -13.2 

13,687 66.3 
3,891 -8.3 

21. 914 -12.2 
834 17.3 

2,961 -2.1 
6,157 -19.6 

644 -8.5 
2,741 3.9 
1,375 -12.6 
7,202 -16.7 

3 166 -15.1 
1,492 -12.5 
1,674 -17.3 

118,465 0.3 

472 -28.3 

5.056 -3.3 
4,231 -2.;:1 

825 -8.2 

700 -31.7 

18.793 -3.0 
130 -29.0 .-

8,413 -6.5 
341 2.1 
129 5.7 

9,780 0.4 

2,401 79.3 
14 27.3 

958 2.1 



TABLE C-2A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CA~ES COMMENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 THROUGH 1990 

NATURE OF SUIT 

ACTIONS UNDER STAtUTES, CONTINUED 

DEPORTATION .•••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••• 

PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL. .......................... . 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HABEAS CORPUS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 
CIVIL RIGHTS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FORFEITURE AHD PENALTY, TOT~L •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS ••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FOOD AHD DRUG ACT, •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS .•••••••••.•••••••••••••••• · 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT •••••••••••••••• 
OTHER FORFEITURF. AND PENALTY SUITS ••••••••••••.••• 

LABOR LAHS , TOTAL. •••.••••••••••••••.•••••••••.•••••• 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT ••••••••••••••••••••.••••• 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT •••••••••••••••••••• 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT ••••• 
RAILHAY LABO" ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL •.••••••••••••••••••• 
COPyRIGHT ••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••• 
PATENT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TRADEMARK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES ••••••••••••••• 

SOCIAL SECURITY LAHS, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HEAL TH INSURANCE. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BLACK LUNG CASES •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DISABILITY INSURANCE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SUPPLEHENTAL SECURITY INCOME ••••••••••••••••••••.• 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS ••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TAX SUITS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES •••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
INSANITY" ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PROBATE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

*PERCEIIT 1I0T COMPUTED HHERE BASE IS LESS THAN 10 

-==-1_9_B-=6=-,.-II_· _-__ 19_8_7-_ .... 1_'_1988 ,~ ~~-9-

199 

33 765 
- 'T~56-

10,724 
643 

20,842 

3 480 
1~5 
613 
136 
97 

2,479 

12 839 
---r,40-5 -

3,681 
280 
286 

7,lB7 

5 681 
2,19 
1, lOS' 
2,378 

3,059 

14 407 
336 
93 

10,778 
2,670 

463 
67 

10 
2,750 

57 
505 
336 

8,645 

84 

6 

78 

140 

172 

37 351 
-1~78-

11,368 
589 

23,716 

3 493 
10'5-
671 

98 
30 

2,589 

12 759 
--1,4'6'.1 

3,323 
2.1t5 
260 

7,462 

5,518 

105 70 

38 839 41 481 
-2;-on ----z ,-5l6 

11,747 12,372 
600 626 

24,421 25,957 

3 B73 
- 98-

869 
110 

29 
2,767 

12 688 
1;-3'9.2-
2,880 

170 
237 

8,009 

6,0';9 

4 920 
-- 12'6 
1,165 

98 
49 

3,4B2 

13 328 
1,381 
2,525 

190 
235 

8,997 

5,977 
-1,!r94 - -2~43- - '-Z,298 
1,129 1,163 1,215 
2,395 2,653 2,464 

3,021 2,638 2,608 

13 338 15 152 10 206 
212 2 7- -14'3 
75 62 20 

10,035 11,412 7,425 
2,609 3,044 2,303 

358 415 315 
49 2 

3 7 3 
2,785 2,555 2,402 

40 27 32 
444 344 307 
318 316 310 

8,098 8,208 7,910 

74 139 116 

It 9 3 

1 
70 129 113 
---- -

PERCEIIT CHANGE 
1990 1990/19a9 

61 

42 630 
2 ~-970 - -- --

-12.9 

2.8 
f7.6-
3.4 

40.3 
0.1 

12,790 
878 

25,992 

6 193 - -81t-
2,608 

62 
61 

3,378 

13 841 
-1,282-1-

2,342 
181 
199 

9,837 

5,700 
--2, 1JlJS--

1,187 
2,418 

2,629 

7 439 
- 121 

21 
5,212 
1,836 

249 

3 
2,604 

38 
407 
315 

8,211 

111 

3 

108 

25.9 
-3~.-3 

123.9 
-36.7 

24.5 
-3.0 

3.8 
- -;;;;or.2-

-7.3 
-4.7 

-15.3 
9.3 

-4.6 ---4r:a-- -
-2.3 
-1.9 

0.8 

-27.1 
---15'.4-

5.0 
-29;8 
-20.3 
-21.0 

8.4 
18.8 
32.6 
1.6 
3.8 

-4.3 

-4.4 



TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COHMENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
--- - ------

RCUIT 
AND 

ISTRICT 
---

JTA L. •• 

C • ..... 

TOTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

--- ----

217 ,B79 

3,2Bl 

1 

E. 
A. 
H. 
1. 

ST"y'''' ••••• 661 
••••• 4,129 
••••• 594 
••••• 689 
..... 1,780 R. 

2 

T. 
Y, 
Y, 
Y, 
Y, 
T. 

NO ••• 

..... 
N ••.• 
E •.•. 
S •••• 
H .••• 

3 

E. 
J. 
A, 
A, 
A, 
1. 

4 

D. 
C, 
C, 
C, 
C. 
A, 
A, 
V, 
V, 

..... 
RD ••• 

..... 

..... 
E •••• 
H •.•. 
H •••• 
..... 
TH ••• 

..... 
E •••• 
M .••• 
H •••• 
..... 
E •••• 
H •••• 
N •••• 
S •••. 

5T Ii ••• 

A, 
A, 
A,. 
S, 
S, 
X, 
X, 
X, 
X, 

E .••. 
M •••• 
H •••• 
N .••• 
S ••.• 
N •••• 
E .••• 
S •••• 
H •••• 

6 TH ••. 

Y, 
Y, 
I, 
I, 
H, 
H, 
N, 
N, 
N, 

E •••• 
H., •• 
E. ••• 
H •••• 
N .••. 
S •.•• 
E •••• 
M •••• 
H •••• 

19,070 

2,414 
1,488 
4,432 
8,772 
1,599 

365 

21,158 

779 
5,439 
9,271 
2,234 
2,869 

566 

17,424 

3,500 
1,288 

711 
715 

2,'H7 
4,614 
1,604 

549 
1,466 

29,173 

4,860 
1,125 
3,174 
1,214 
1,831 
4,962 
3,020 
5,983 
3,004 

24,543 

1,732 
1,626 
4,824 
1,841 
7,032 
2,450 
2,238 
1,500 
1,3()0 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

~OTIONS HAN- 'ORFEIT-
TOTAL REAL TO DAMUS URES AND 

U.S. COtl- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
CIVIL TRACT ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS :ENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TIES SUITS SECURITY SUIT_ OTHER 

- - -- -- -- -----
- - ----

56,300 15,638 6,676 3,133 20 2,483 2,970 1, 967 1,149 525 6,193 1,155 7,439 2,638 4,314 

1,315 154 19 102 5 217' 38 39 149 29 18 32 102 21 390 
- -- -- --- ---------- -------- ------

2,058 438 461 123 - 47 97 14 7 294 72 314 46 145 
- --- -

193 59 41 11 - 4 13 33 3 15 1 13 
713 174 24 66 - 26 13 9 5 195 49 52 39 61 
116 38 4 7 - 3 3 6 6 23 1 25 
88 22 3 10 - 4 2 1 19 4 7 1 15 

948 145 389 29 - 10 66 5 1 41 10 217 4 31 

4,016 757 202 265 2 213 287 106 42 292 666 89 538 184 373 
-.- - ---- --------

4"lii 96 32 26 - 20 20 15 7 3 83 10 64 23 49 
388 73 51 26 - 14 - 37 4 1 89 13 54 11 15 

1,394 349 33 103 1 57 133 
1,246 145 25 BO 1 93 119 

438 87 45 28 - 23 15 

15 11 56 232 34 193 61 116 
33 15 232 115 22 131 76 159 

4 3 112 '9 69 13 30 
102 7 16 2 - 6 - 2 2 35 1 27 4 

3,182 582 214 324 4 176 143 122 81 12 260 127 655 142 340 
,------- ---- ----- -------

129 21 21 6 1 8 14 1 1 20 3 21 1 11 
859 118 25 155 - 52 34 1 5 1 45 36 187 69 131 
846 166 19 121 2 60 58 1 1 68 35 167 43 105 
465 63 53 13 - 21 9 102 69 9 22 13 56 10 25 
859 206 96 28 1 35 28 16 5 1 100 39 224 19 61 

24 8 - 1 - - - 1 :t 5 1 7 

4,446 1,256 739 218 - 216 258 47 70 10 416 107 719 139 251 
------ ----

794 273 91 55 - 62 56 2 1 2 50 10 86 37 69 
480 231 6 24 - 15 14 27 27 2 52 7 35 10 30 
269 129 2 4 - 18 28 1 11 1 31 6 19 7 12 
263 106 3 1 - 22 27 3 1 30 7 47 7 9 

1,094 198 588 46 - 15 22 
604 159 6 65 - 58 51 

1 1 60 10 119 13 21 
6 18 2 109 12 27 42 49 

394 75 14 9 - 16 16 7 4 42 9 177 7 18 
153 34 11 5 - 1 12 2 2 18 12 33 3 20 
395 51 18 9 - 9 32 1 5 24 34 176 13 23 

j 

7,872 2,951 1,244 400 - 289 433 253 56 11 687 126 558 345 519 
--- --- - ------

719 229 97 67 - 24 34 2 75 11 80 53 47 
154 57 35 9 - 9 7 1 2 1 13 9 11 

1,405 140 865 44 - 21 10 
247 68 4', 6 - 7 13 

102 1 1 17 4 147 13 40 
57 2 36 3 11 

417 169 37 30 - 17 12 1 2 44 5 57 15 28 
1,385 632 63 57 - 71 81 

413 137 26 13 - 13 22 
40 11 1 75 24 96 95 139 
34 20 2 42 2 54 13 35 

1,994 1,093 62 64 - 70 '138 
1,138 426 15 110 - 57 116 

27 2 2 232 45 38 83 138 
47 19 5 143 32 37 61 70 

5,466 1,373 431 179 1 248 289 227 140 14 536 135 1,332 229 332 
- ---- -------- -

690 33 118 17 - 8 27 55 35 1 3& 7 320 12 21 
334 43 76 17 - 11 .24 1 2 50 6 63 18 23 

1,308 418 26 41 - 60 68 
278 68 15 13 - 13 15 

62 23 4 163 24 271 62 86 
23 8 84 13 26 

947 270 78 27 1 36 36 7 1 1 77 31 270 41 71 
835 219 81 22 - 57 35 32 48 84 35 147 26 49 
364 92 15 24 - 21 35 1 1 34 10 89 16 26 
306 105 12 10 - 17 18 2 38 7 49 30 18 
404 125 10 8 - 25 31 67 30 8 31 7 39 11 12 

141 



TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COHHENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
--------------------------

CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL 
AND PRIVATE CDN- PROP-

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA 

TOTAL ••• 161,579 30,401 2,829 2,611 

DC ...... 

1ST .. . 

HE .... .. 
HA •••••• 
NH •••••• 
RI •••••• 
PR ...... 

1,966 367 

5,795 1,156 

468 ~8 
3,416 5~5 

478 92 
601 180 
832 231 

2ND ••• 15,054 3,642 

CT ..... . 
NY,H .. .. 
NY,E .. .. 
NY,S •••• 
NY,H .. .. 
VT .... .. 

1,966 
1,100 
3,038 
7,526 
1,161 

263 

425 
102 
570 

2,372 
112 
61 

3RD ••• 17,976 3,182 

CE ... : .. 
HJ •••••• 
PA,E .. .. 
PA,H ... . 
PA,H •••• 
VI •••••• 

650 
4,580 
8,425 
1,769 
2,010 

542 

71 
1,113 
1,408 

167 
301 
122 

4TH... 12,978 2,430 

HD .... .. 
HC,E .. .. 
HC,H •••• 
HC,H •••• 
SC •••••• 
VA,E. ••• 
VA,H •••• 
HV ,H •••• 
HV,S •••• 

LA, E. ••• 
LA,H •••• 
LA,H .••• 
HS,H •••• 
HS,S .••• 
TX,H .. .. 
TX,E .. .. 
TX,S .. .. 
TX,H .. .. 

KY,E .. .. 
KY,H .. .. 
HI,E .. .. 
HI,H •••• 
OH,N •••• 
OH,S .••• 
TH,E. ••• 
TN,H •••• 
TN,H •••• 

2,706 
808 
442 
452 

1,883 
4,010 
1,210 

396 
1,071 

4,141 
971 

1,769 
967 

1,414 
3,~77 
2,607 
3,989 
1,866 

1,042 
1,292 
3,516 
1,563 
6,085 
1,615 
1,874 
1,194 

896 

517 
134 
99 

125 
497 
636 
141 

71 
210 

678 
126 
292 
153 
428 
916 
225 

1,088 
544 

177 
157 
611 
120 
389 
232 
246 
149 
118 

21 

140 

5 
20 
5 

78 
32 

122 

25 
8 

22 
64 

3 

215 

7 
27 
86 
18 
20 
57 

15 

207 

26 
175 

1 
4 
1 

327 

48 
53 
72 

128 
22 

4 

599 

2 
81 

434 
10 
72 

MARINE 
PERSONAL 

INJURY 

3,188 

1 

234 

9 
174 

3 
16 
32 

216 

13 
4 

60 
133 

5 
1 

169 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

HAN-
THER DAHUS COPYRIGHT 
TORT ANTI- CIVIL HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
TIONS TRUST RIGHTS CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRAOEHARk SUITS OTHER 

HOTOR OTHE,-t, VEHICLE 
PERSONAL PERSONAL 

INJURY INJURY AC 
--~~--~~--------

5,905 26,119 2,803 452 16,310 10,823 24,843 353 5,670 12,686 16,586 

300 

251 

24 
107 
34 
54 
32 

429 

53 
35 

145 
160 

15 
21 

313 

1,358 

66 
958 
139 
65 

130 

2,202 

347 
182 
507 
869 
249 

48 

4,364 

26 

142 

9 

13 

2 
4 
1 
3 
3 

226 

656 

52 
332 

58 
63 

151 

63 1,383 

6 
3 
7 

36 
5 
6 

313 
136 
234 
542 
137 

21 

55 1,398 

2 
16 
26 

4 
7 

22 

3 

1 
1 
3 
7 
4 
1 
2 

37 
482 
543 
111 
218 

7 

985 

260 
57 
39 
48 

201 
226 
55 
32 
67 

60 

127 

25 
62 
17 

8 
15 

160 

257 

99 
86 
41 
15 
16 

754 1,252 

75 
83 

232 
256 

92 
16 

110 
200 
114 
525 
266 
37 

859 2,327 

66 
190 
282 
134 
174 

13 

209 
485 
711 
617 
305 

687 2,553 

149 
60 
54 
16 

109 
177 
65 
34 
23 

478 
327 
111 
100 
170 
765 
404 
87 

111 

41 1,827 1,483 3,488 

2 
3 
3 
1 
2 
8 
3 

15 
4 

4 
1 
4 
1 
7 
6 
1 
1 
3 

233 
30 

156 
103 
137 
409 
127 
387 
245 

110 
98 

429 
143 
455 
293 
178 
148 
123 

219 
108 
135 

44 
59 

332 
125 
326 
135 

125 
156 
243 
168 
190 
113 
156 
78 
69 

840 
424 
188 
415 
95 

355 
518 
429 
224 

250 
501 
486 
726 
153 
228 
437 
419 
294 

6 

1 

1 

25 

4 
1 
7 

13 

12 

5 
1 

5 

1 

41 

16 
12 

7 
1 
1 
2 
2 

30 

6 
4 
6 

1 
2 
1 
9 
1 

28 

1 
1 
3 

10 
1 
4 
2 
1 
5 

60 

245 

10 
161 

17 
25 
32 

225 

355 

14 
282 

8 
24 
27 

177 -

696 

63 
406 
58 
55 

114 

897 1,543 1,887 

65 
32 

163 
586 

39 
12 

109 
94 

491 
775 
72 

2 

332 
160 
336 
902 
132 
25 

510 1,350 1,674 

45 
236 
161 

25 
43 

279 

75 
26 
26 
23 
45 
64 

4 
8 
8 

438 

28 
14 
23 

4 
12 

142 
16 

1.51 
48 

14 
414 
578 

74 
262 

8 

941 

246 
24 
22 
18 

149 
211 

64 
42 

165 

93 
530 
575 

96 
252 
128 

844 

250 
38 
30 
43 

117 
195 

90 
35 
46 

964 2,191 

115 
35 

113 
18 
53 

167 
67 

284 
112 

173 
35 

111 
31 
69 

783 
l15 
617 
257 

451 1,605 1,428 

9 
22 

145 
40 
89 
68 
29 
30 
19 

71 
51 

C.45 
104 
362 
188 

95 
48 
41 

46 
77 

307 
79 

236 
179 
362 
80 
62 



~IRCUIT 
AND 

ISTRIC::T 

7TH •• 

IL,N ... 
IL,C ••• 
IL,S ••• 
IN,N ••• 
IN,S ... 
,.1, E ••• 
,.I,H ••• 

8TH •• 

AR,E ••• 
AR,H .. . 
IA,N .. . 
lA,S .. . 
... N .... . 
,D,E .. . 

nD,H ••• 
NE .... . 
NO .... . 
SO ... .. 

9TH •• 

AK ..... 
AI. •••• 
CA,N .. . 
CA,E .. . 
CA,C ••• 
CA,S ••• 
HI ••••• 
.10 ••••• 
HT ..... 
NV ••••• 
OR .... . 
HA,E .. . 
HA,H .. . 
GUAH ••• 
NHI .... 

10TH. 

CO ..... 
KS ••••• 
HH ••••• 
OK,N .. . 
OK,E .. . 
OK,H ••• 
UT .... . 
m .... . 

11TH. 

AL,N ... 
AL,H ••• 
AL,S .. . 
FL,H .. . 
FL,H ••• 
FL,S ••• 
GA,N .. . 
GA,H .. . 
GA,S ••• 

-

TOTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

--

17,007 

7,9B9 
1,131 
1,224 
1,385 
2,907 
1,476 

895 

14,328 

2,274 
975 
557 

1,036 
2,089 
2,772 
2,399 
1,361 

447 
418 

30,699 

595 
2,863 
4,801 
2,549 
8,824 
1,923 
1,025 

618 
772 

1,625 
1,964 

714 
2,323 

81 
22 

11,340 
1-0-, 

:Z,355 
1,931 
1,295 
1,136 

684 
2,288 
1,240 

-

4111 

22,003 

2,785 
1,493 
1,170 
1,075 
4,248 
5,100 
3,432 
1,099 
1,601 

TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COHHENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TOTAL REAL 
U.S. CON- PROP- TORT 

CIVIL TRACT ERTY ACTIONS 

UNITED STATES CASES 

J 

~O~ER PETITIONS 

HOTi~NS 

ANTI CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL 
TRUST RIGHTS SENTENC CORPUS RIGHTS 

-

HAN- ORFEIT­
DAHU~ URF.S AND 

AND PI:NAL­
OTHE, TIES 

-- -- -- - -~ -- -
-~ -~---- -- --

3,70B 1,110 641 164 1 12B 155 155 157 42 482 

1,409 550 62 6B 1 69 49 29 17 11 
297 77 53 19 - 7 20 2 3 -

271 
64 

354 77 55 16 - 2 15 44 43 18 42 
315 120 84 11 - 10 12 1 - 16 
617 152 148 27 - 21 25 49 56 11 25 
464 94 164 15 - 16 28 7 7 35 
252 40 75 8 - 3 6 23 31 2 29 

4,206 940 850 132 3 143 168 241 86 4;.. 285 

750 88 345 8 - 27 8 1 - 25 
352 43 157 6 - 4 7 - 1 23 
193 51 37 4 - 6 13 - - 1 6 
271 57 34 7 1 4 14 2 2 - 20 
690 204 22 26 2 24 22 97 26 22 57 
548 173 9 24 - 34 30 5 12 - 71 
680 131 16 15 - 26 34 133 41 18 34 
347 93 118 14 - 6 15 1 4 - 30 
230 60 92 16 - 6 14 1 - - 6 
145 4,) 20 12 - 6 11 1 - 2 13 

9,931 3,058 383 814 4 452 475 410 211 I!> 1,321 

147 35 18 18 - 6 3 1 - 16 
845 385 35 69 - 40 40 6 2 1 10l. 

1,583 582 6 145 1 87 46 109 152 5 95 
778 164 34 60 - 42 57 4 2 ,- 73 

2,927 897 25 223 1 129 111 250 20 ~ 366 
894 214 6 99 1 43 59 8 10 2 277 
255 41 5 34 - 17 34 3 1 - 66 
231 26 90 6 1 5 10 - 2 ·46 
272 50 83 29 - 4 13 2 1 3 
341 81 6 19 - 15 17 4 15 1 45 
596 160 31 33 - 22 50 18 4 2 93 
252 84 18 19 - 4 6 1 - - 34 
793 337 26 ,60 - 38 2'{ 4 1 105 

16 2 - - - - 2 - 1 - 1 
1 - - - - - - - -

3,576 902 905 168 - 139 129 134 112 25 198 

547 194 32 38 - 39 21 27 24 - 31 
693 180 179 17 - 20 2.:l 72 45 24 24 
481 95 117 30 - 22 24 12 19 - 75 
357 89 111 6 - 7 16 5 3 - 22 
196 42 54 16 - 7 8 1 7 - 7 
879 18'1 366 36 - 29 24 15 12 1 19 
322 87 37 15 - 9 13 2 2 - 16 
101 26 9 10 - 6 3 - - - 4 

6,524 2,117 587 244 - 215 498 219 38 32 1,030 
- -------~ ---- - --

700 234 15 17 - 22 15 23 3 1 41 
305 113 20 13 - 8 9 1 2 - 41 
274 108 6 6 - 4 23 - - - 23 
466 125 81 23 - 13 22 76 11 5 51 

1,203 417 188 65 - 42 92 1 2 6 133 
2,036 724 55 77 - 52 249 114 16 17 419 

805 257 50 26 - 49 52 1 3 2 170 
436 69 115 7 - 18 15 - 1 1 99 
299 70 57 10 - 7 21 '3 - - 53 

143 

LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

59 252 151 211 
~------~ 

25 90 64 103 
3 25 13 11 
4 19 6 13 
2 24 9 26 

15 44 17 27 
9 44 32 13 
1 6 10 18 

44 835 120 316 

9 194 9 36 
3 78 8 22 

53 4 18 
4 88 18 20 
8 93 32 55 
5 144 11 30 
8 133 16 75 
4 :(4 12 26 
2 10 5 18 
1 18 5 16 

249 946 803 790 

3 9 17 21 
28 34 43 61 
30 123 103 99 
35 200 47 60 
76 226 373 226 
20 75 29 51 
3 3 24 24 
3 14 9 19 
8 49 13 17 

13 5 44 76 
18 83 40 42 
2 45 19 20 

10 79 36 70 
1 6 3 

1 

65 267 272 260 

22 26 43 50 
11 24 38 39 
3 44 10 30 
6 31 18 43 
1 34 11 8 
5 84 51 48 

14 16 86 25 
3 8 15 17 

50 921 186 387 

4 289 19 17 
2 81 7 8 
3 84 9 8 
2 37 6 14 

17 117 44 79 
14 52 48 199 
6 128 23 38 
1 77 20 13 
1 56 10 11 



TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COHHENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE THElVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

PRIVATE CASES 
-_0--- ~ 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

HOTOR HAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL HARIIIE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAHUS COPYRIGHT 

AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT AHTI- CIVIL HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEHARK SUITS OTHER ----- - .- - - -- - -------~ -- - -- ----

7TH ••• 13,299 1,869 1,057 281 34 300 1,086 182 24 1,600 720 1,901 28 464 1,776 1,917 

Il,N •••• 6,580 1,154 976 144 8 104 433 86 13 839 123 487 17 314 1,256 626 
Il,C •••• 834 48 10 26 3 10 102 20 137 52 226 4 17 120 59 IL,S •••• 870 76 11 46 11 33 140 13 2 66 44 271 1 6 100 50 IN,N •••• 1,070 116 27 20 2 74 89 14 1 169 193 221 22 60 62 
IN,S •••• 2,290 2~2 19 30 5 51 238 23 2 159 163 255 2 33 109 969 
HI,E •••• 1,012 176 8 9 2 13 46 13 4 165 84 207 47 95 143 HI,H •••• 643 67 6 6 3 15 38 13 2 65 61 234 4 25 36 68 

8TH ••• 10,122 1,394 82 259 36 421 1,136 189 41 1,114 963 2,509 81 245 779 873 
----- ------

AR,E •••• 1,524 165 12 74 5 55 193 27 5 225 164 437 56 16 32 58 AR,H •••• 623 136 10 1 42 84 13 3 59 46 154 1 8 25 41 
IA,N •••• 364 53 5 3 2 15 40 12 26 19 128 11 24 26 
lA,S •••• 765 88 4 12 1 23 76 11 63 50 318 13 35 71 HN •••••• 1,399 262 17 32 6 47 207 26 20 139 50 67 2 92 219 213 
HO,E. ••• 2,224 268 10 3 19 95 258 31 7 196 312 591 12 42 260 120 
HO,H •••• 1,719 229 9 15 2 48 120 38 1 212 227 545 6 23 112 132 
HE •••.•• 1,014 90 5 112 1 53 50 19 4 153 62 250 27 55 133 
HD •••••• 217 41 3 3 13 73 4 1 l1 9 7 2 4 8 38 
SO •••••• 273 62 7 4 30 35 8 30 24 12 2 9 9 41 

9TH ••• 20,768 4,721 274 239 414 329 1,413 405 81 2,18 . 1,919 2,911 35 1,334 1,954 2,554 

AK •••••• 448 129 7 57 4 45 12 2 31 27 36 5 28 65 
AZ .••••• 2,018 396 15 6 6 53 92 32 12 131 260 636 7 61 17 234 
CA,N •••• 3,218 709 25 8 45 20 190 45 7 407 220 351 7 223 498 463 
CA,E. ••• 1,771 218 21 5 4 23 55 19 3 174 234 673 5 40 134 163 
CA,C •••• 5,897 1,618 79 98 53 52 267 122 24 649 557 117 739 695 827 
CA,S. " 1,029 272 37 1 18 23 56 13 4 188 59 21 4 97 58 178 
HI •••••• 170 154 14 22 19 176 32 1 47 61 102 1 14 56 71 
10 •••••• 387 80 12 1 16 69 7 4 28 25 67 13 24 41 
HI. ••••• 500 135 14 32 28 85 22 33 29 36 5 36 45 
IN •••••• 1,284 242 12 28 31 83 20 6 114 145 3B5 2 35 63 118 
DR •••••• 1,368 286 14 3 23 28 161 43 5 173 106 IB3 9 32 155 147 
HA,E •••• 462 45 11 4 1 9 20 10 8 42 87 161 8 25 31 
HA,H •••• 1,530 42B 10 54 183 22 109 27 5 15B 108 141 55 102 128 
GUAH •••• 65 6 1 1 2 1 2 1 2 6 1 42 
HHI ••••• 21 3 2 1 3 8 1 2 1 

10TH •• 7,764 1,71B 202 226 9 346 897 157 32 1,049 566 924 32 225 374 1,007 

CO •••••• 1,808 376 19 41 2 35 134 21 13 251 104 227 1 105 140 339 
KS •••••• 1,238 228 19 49 1 61 145 28 1 189 93 210 10 24 47 133 
HH •••••• B14 180 30 17 1 48 128 24 4 146 65 65 . 16 30 60 
OK,N •••• 179 209 37 2 1 31 118 22 2 93 63 35 14 51 101 
OK,E. ••• 488 91 1B 17 47 71 11 1 56 46 82 1 4 6 37 
OK,H •••• 1,409 363 59 2 70 174 35 5 145 164 141 20 17 47 167 
UT •••••• 918 202 12 51 4 25 79 13 5 !39 24 149 41 44 130 
HY •••••• 310 69 8 47 29 48 3 1 30 7 15 4 9 40 

11TH •• 15,479 3,273 132 28 119 603 1,949 314 43 1,910 1,3B7 3,067 34 522 820 1,278 
-- ---

429 370 AL,N •••• 2,085 17 3 99 141 45 3 265 439 19 131 124 
Al,H •••• 1,lBB 152 5 51 54 14 3 168 200 4Bl 5 29 26 
Al,S •••• B96 202 12 6 22 30 200 10 2 79 97 165 1 9 32 29 
Fl,N •••• 609 B2 20 10 22 39 3 1 60 96 195 3 14 17 47 
Fl,H •••• 3,045 632 25 2 29 57 201 32 9 371 301 783 6 158 160 279 
Fl,S •••• 3,064 931 25 50 45 318 60 9 273 192 261 13 179 25B 450 
GA,N •••• 2,627 576 16 8 2 143 317 130 12 406 137 380 11 115 134 240 
GA,H •••• 663 106 4 3 1 60 69 10 2 101 53 IBI 13 32 28 
GA,S •••• 1,302 163 8 6 5 96 610 10 2 B2 46 182 10 27 55 
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TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

HOTIONS 
TOTAL REAL TO 

HAN- FORFEIT­
OAHU URES AND ~UIT 

,0 
IRICT 

TOTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

U.S. CON- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAl- lABOR SOCIAL TAX All 
CIVIL TRACT ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHE. TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

- ----- -
- - ---

,l ••• 242,346 48,451 9,056 6,251 4,111 25 2,819 

4,066 1,981 

ST... 11,501 1,865 

NO ••• 

N •••• 
E •••• 
S •••• 
H •••• 

537 
7,452 

810 
756 

1,952 

27,372 

3,257 
3,186 
5,806 

12,269 
2,440 

414 

146 
905 
114 
100 
600 

3,819 

372\ 423 
1,420 
1,128 

381 
95 

RD ••• 22,006 2,300 

E •••• 
H •••• 
H •••• 

TH ••• 

E •••• 
H •••• 
H •••• 

E •••• 
H •••• 
N •••• 

-S .... 

TH ••• 

E •••• 
H •••• 
H •••• 
N •••• 
S •••• 
N .... 
E •••• 
S •••• 
H. '" 

942 
5,160 
9,184 
1,746 
3,001 
1,373 

15,879 

3,447 
1,056 

594 
818 

2,504 
3,322 
1,765 

752 
1,621 

92 
787 
548 
245 
587 

41 

3,179 
--

457 
303 
147 
205 
731 
344 
395 
215 
376 

36,444 7,315 

----r----3,195 439 
1,441 188 
3,744 1,263 
1,348 187 
3,650 348 
5,121 1,392 
6,117 709 
8,185 1,826 
3,043 963 

TH ••• 28,757 4,601 

E •••• 
H •••• 
E. ••• 
W •••• 
N •••• 
S •••• 
E •••• 
H •••• 
H •••• 

1,611 
1,857 
4,471 
1,715 

11,137 
3,081 
1,919 
1,206 
1,160 

515 
298 
900 
202 

1,050 
724 
294 
222 
396 

236 14 

243 225 

34 
116 

26 
14 
53 

473 

34 
49 

238 
115 

33 
4 

23 
54 

3 
3 

142 

220 

38 
37 
62 
33 
37 
13 

207 

338 

15 
255 

16 
1J 

243 

79 

4 
41 

3 

40 22 

433 2 275 

39 24 
55 19 

196 76 
102 1 118 

39 1 32 
2 6 

208 157 288 4 165 

-----------------
6 

60 
46 
15 
71 
10 

467 

70 
78 
28 
50 
88 
60 
34 
23 
36 

11 
40 
11 
29 
66 

514 

46 
37 

2 
4 

310 
28 
20 
51 
16 

2,109 1,306 

114 56 
49 37 
87 169 
30 35 
11 20 

619 68 
105 224 
794 69 
240 28 

683 427 

25 
26 

216 
31 

131 
79 
68 
42 
65 

127 
53 
24 
15 
91 
15 
16 
14 
12 

7 1 8 
138 43 

89 2 54 
10 14 
33 1 46 
11 

235 

63 
30 

4 
1 

55 
45 
21 

7 
9 

504 

63 
16 
52 
10 
40 
66 
18 

108 
131 

261 

23 
22 
55 
11 
60 
32 
27 

9 
22 

1 

1 

199 

68 
15 
17 
21 
25 
25 
16 
5 
7 

338 

21 
15 
22 

7 
16 
77 
21 
87 
72 

321 

12 
15 
61 
15 
65 
65 
30 
14 
44 

2,085 1,328 871 4,946 1,056 8,068 2,849 4,692 

57 23 175 2: 17 :n 441 10 501 -, -------

69 

7 
16 

1 
2 

43 

196 

8 
1 

96 
83 

8 

81 

3 
38 
29 
5 
6 

200 

30 
12 
18 
20 
26 
51 
12 
10 
21 

342 

11 
2 
3 

10 
10 
83 
30 

118 
75 

154 

23 
7 

28 
11 
25 
20 

8 
9 

23 

145 

9 

7 

2 

83 

10 

3---:f 
36 4 1 
13 10 46 
29 14 47 

1 2 
1 1 

47 

1 
2 

40 
4 

24 

1 
11 

1 
6 
4 
1 

53 

3 
1 

47 
1 
1 

38 

17 

1 

17 
1 

2 

308 50 

1 
1 

101 1 

1 2 
36 5 
49 13 
35 5 
85 23 

154 

30 

45 

3 
40 

2 
34 

103 

8 
1 

15 

1 
53 

25 

7 

1 

1 
4 
1 

7 

;, 
1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

2 
3 
7 

13 

2 

4 

7 

242 

26 
152 

16 
22 
26 

490 

70 
60 

160 
97 
76 
27 

201 

16 
31 
36 
13 
98 
1 

263 

42 
37 
27 
30 
32 
30 
35 
13 
17 

509 

33 
3 

10 
54 
31 
68 
31 

183 
96 

465 

50 
47 

107 
11 
63 
73 
30 
34 
45 

69 

2 
47 

9 
5 
6 

116 

10 
24 
37 
35 

8 
2 

85 

2 
27 
20 

9 
25 

2 

92 

8 
3 
4 
6 

10 
7 

10 
21 
23 

123 

6 
1 
4 
1 
1 

24 
3 

53 
24 

335 

12 
64 
13 
17 

229 

656 

71 
73 

248 
149 

84 
31 

608 

17 
247 
151 

;)7 
154 

2 

808 

52 
30 
26 
52 

160 
29 

200 
46 

213 

761 

83 
32 

141 
23 

108 
120 
143 

74 
43 

138 1,208 

5 
I~ 

14 
8 

31 
43 

8 
7 

18 

160 
57 

184 
50 

~,10 

161 
66 
55 
65 

75 

1 
66 

1 
2 
5 

171 

22 
82 
26 
11 
30 

299 449 

37 36 
23 41 
93 145 

121 184 
23 37 

2 6 

123 2]3 

2 17 
53 105 
32 76 

7 15 
27 54 

2 6 

119 213 

29 45 
8 24 
8 12 

10 10 
11 19 
14 31 
19 23 

8 29 
12 20 

383 563 

24 26 
12 20 
33 40 

8 9 
16 26 

105 121 
19 51 

109 188 
57 82 

286 381 -----
16 34 
37 29 
66 81 
12 32 
76 93 
29 49 
15 26 
22 14 
13 23 



TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BV NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 -- --

PRIVATE CASES 
--~- -

H:" ~ 
- - --- -

PRISONER PETITIONS 

r'"-CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL HARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAHUS COPYRIGHT 
AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONA TORT ANTI- CIVIL HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RI~HTS CORPUS_ RIGHTS_ OTHE~ TRADEHARK SUITS OTHER 
------ -

TOTAL ... 193,895 34,434 2,600 3,464 3,765 6,412 51,636 3,545 833 21,240 8,721 22,853 179 5,459 11,196 17,558 

DC •••••• 2,085 405 25 17 2 289 380 38 16 236 32 192 8 58 198 189 

1ST ... 9,642 1,475 151 234 308 315 3,975 158 30 1,056 81 411 3 265 407 773 
----- -

HE •••••• 391 75 5 23 9 24 86 4 ~ 55 8 23 10 16 49 
HA ...... 6,51,7 853 29 206 232 154 3,110 115 16 553 41 217 1 199 338 483 
NH ••.••• 696 131 13 2 51 239 8 2 91 10 53 1 17 7 71 
RI •••••• 656 177 77 4 19 41 91 15 4 80 8 40 17 18 65 
PR ...... 1,352 239 27 1 46 45 449 16 4 277 14 78 1 22 28 105 

2ND ... 23,553 5,259 165 617 331 600 5,464 467 115 2,482 810 2,190 14 1,013 1,426 2,600 

CT ...... 2,885 621 37 52 17 81 807 62 9 469 46 88 1 86 134 375 
NY,N .... 2,763 210 22 174 4 74 771 21 10 289 129 675 1 45 143 195 
Ny,E .... 4,386 708 23 175 113 199 1,056 97 27 519 238 271 6 195 373 386 
Ny,S .... 11,141 3,417 76 175 189 195 2,229 257 52 920 239 593 6 624 669 1,500 
Ny,H .... 2,059 213 7 37 7 26 538 25 10 250 149 519 50 105 123 
VT ...... 319 90 4 1 25 63 5 7 35 9 44 13 2 21 

3RD ... 19,706 2,788 232 568 154 1,057 7,722 245 92 1,536 559 1,790 5 416 968 1,574 
,---- -- -- - - --- - - ---- --- ---- ---

DE •••••• 850 104 5 4 3 48 62 12 4 54 78 282 2 85 18 89 
NJ ...... 4,373 984 29 101 58 261 699 74 18 560 184 489 1 187 282 446 
PA,E .... 9,236 859 54 351 59 418 5,563 68 35 468 164 327 1 85 337 447 
PA,H •.•• 1,501 144 14 9 1 99 472 10 21 108 47 434 - 14 47 81 
PA,H .... 2,414 461 24 102 15 87 472 55 14 316 77 254 - 44 257 236 
VI •.•••• 1,332 236 106 1 18 144 '54 26 - 30 9 " 1 1 27 275 

4TH ••• 12,700 2,279 137 234 195 665 4,039 193 34 1,044 454 1,710 13 197 714 792 
-- --- - - - - --- - - - --

HD ...... 2,990 517 16 113 29 174 925 49 9 303 69 356 4 56 165 205 
NC,E .... 753 138 18 2 17 28 154 8 1 57 39 187 6 17 21 60 
NC,H •••• 447 92 3 - - 9 52 10 3 ~5 37 74 - 21 31 .1i0 
NC,H •••• 613 145 2 <t - 22 156 10 " 80 23 72 - 20 22 53 
SC ...... 1,7b7 435 20 3 23 159 373 37 4 201 108 174 3 34 82 111 
VA,E .... 2,978 361 15 10 119 68 1,416 16 5 121 111 528 - 27 86 95 
VA,H •••. 1,370 240 38 41 1 99 393 31 6 99 39 203 - 12 77 91 
HV,N .... 537 118 7 5 - 44 100 2 1 50 22 53 - 5 65 65 
HV,S .... 1,245 233 18 56 6 62 470 30 1 78 6 63 - 5 165 52 

STH ••• 29,129 5,449 401 98 1,888 741 8,533 628 78 2,862 1,528 3,155 17 452 1,083 2,216 

LA,E .... 3,356 548 42 43 900 118 630 132 5 238 102 316 1 19 100 162 
LA,H. '" 1,253 211 20 5 31 20 282 18 5 86 85 363 1 16 36 74 
LA,H .... 2,481 429 60 9 591 118 453 47 7 239 95 142 2 33 128 128 
HS,N .... 1,161 177 13 1 14 83 122 24 - 160 40 454 1 5 30 37 
HS,S .••• 3,302 495 33 2 40 158 1,944 43 3 213 98 111 - 11 70 81 
TX,R .... 3,729 1,051 63 7 2 58 269 95 20 590 336 277 1 136 200 624 
TX,E .... 5,408 324 26 14 96 76 3,527 32 9 239 169 613 - 16 73 194 
TX,S .... 6,359 1,577 89 6 213 69 1.,157 173 23 752 497 681 9 175 344 594 
TX,H •••• 2,080 637 55 11 1 41 149 64 6 345 106 198 2 41 102 322 

6TH ••. 24,156 2,694 190 393 138 604 9,743 301 59 2,681 981 2,629 15 478 1,554 1,696 

KY,E .... 1,096 236 30 22 15 66 201 15 6 147 66 139 - 9 75 69 
KY,H •••• 1.559 254 28 192 29 65 238 24 - 159 76 329 - 28 59 78 
HI,E •••• 3,571 572 22 46 27 65 838' 46 10 433 210 353 1 140 450 358 
HI,H .... 1,513 118 10 10 5 35 128 18 3 143 186 651 7 30 93 76 
OH,N •••• 10,087 569 44 69 25 77 7,247 53 18 751 197 133 1 100 461 31:>2 
OH,S .... 2,357 331 25 21 6 60 468 54 6 465 108 271, 2 81 216 243 
TN,E .... 1,625 234 12 18 4 113 303 23 2 178 49 208 - 35 89 357 
TN,H .... 984 146 7 1 4 54 152 21 4 147 42 267 1 25 45 68 
TN,H .... 1,364 234 12 14 23 69 168 47 10 258 4"7 278 3 30 66 105 
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CUlT 
NO 
TRICT 

-

TH .. · 
N ... · C.· •• · S ... 
N ••• 
S ... · E ••• 
H ••• · 
TH .. · 

· .. E ... 
H .. 
N ... 
S ... · 
E ... 
H ••• · 

.. 
TH. .. 

N ... 
E ... 
C ••• 
S ... · 

E .. 
W •• 
.H •• 

OTH 

. N •• 
,E •• 
H .. 

, lTH 

,N .. 
,H •• 
,S •• 
,N •• 
,H •• 
,So • 
,N .. 
,H •• 
,S .. 

· · .. .. .. .. .. .. 

.. 

.. 
· .. .. .. .. .. .. 

.. 

.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 

--

TOTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

,------

15,134 

6,347 
1,280 
1,525 
1,486 
2,814 
1,377 

305 

15,159 

2,057 
569 
594 

2,241 
2,000 
2,887 
2,501 
1,503 

448 
353 

34,410 

1,041 
3,413 
1t,945 
2,933 
8,586 
2,332 
1,796 

749 
1,294 
1,896 
1,664 

631 
2,189 

898 
43 

11,364 

2,135 
1,978 
1,797 
1,631 

385 
1,344 
1,771t 

320 

20,248 

2,157 
1,140 
1,166 
1,150 
4,273 
4,100 
3,463 
1,421 
1,378 

TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 

--------------------------------------------UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

HOTIONS HAN- FORFEIT-
TOTAL REAL TO D,\HU' URES AND 

U.S. CON- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
CIVIL TRACT ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SEHTENC_ CORPUS RIGHTS OTHE, TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

- - - - -- ------ - -- --- ---- - -- -- - -- -- - ----

2,672 449 428 198 4 146 85 74 111 3£ 282 46 440 186 187 

837 207 35 64 4 69 24 9 8 ~ 146 21 102 74 70 
228 25 41 22 - 11 11 1 3 39 2 40 21 12 
326 30 41 32 - 6 12 28 55 3 21 4 38 9 19 
308 40 67 14 - 12 9 1 1 10 2 110 11 31 
529 81 104 33 - 34 15 33 39 20 10 89 36 34 
351 61 104 26 - 13 13 - 1 27 6 57 30 13 

93 5 36 7 - 1 1 2 4 19 1 4 5 8 

2,992 394 515 146 4 161 109 149 54 16 257 49 712 156 270 

476 25 168 5 - 21 4 2 - - 20 9 180 12 30 
157 10 72 3 - 1 5 - 1 - 9 3 38 2 13 
123 14 28 7 - 6 8 - - 1 7 2 30 8 12 
254 27 35 12 1 3 6 - 3 - 26 9 86 19 27 
463 66 24 27 2 28 13 59 18 1 44 7 74 41 53 
477 83 10 24 1 42 24 4 8 - 61 5 143 25 47 
505 77 18 21 - 32 27 82 19 8 33 5 127 21 35 
301 47 99 16 - 13 8 1 2 - 46 4 23 13 29 
143 25 51 17 - 9 4 1 - - 2 4 5 10 15 
93 20 10 14 - 6 10 - 3 - 9 1 6 5 9 

10,387 2,629 1,320 991 5 !'25 377 227 150 12 1,179 195 919 747 1,111 

235 50 34 38 - 13 1 - - - 18 5 11 22 43 
753 213 60 92 1 51 49 8 1 1 72 32 36 60 77 

1,384 1t75 29 166 - 105 39 61 99 2 79 26 101 112 90 
829 104 40 77 - 57' 56 18 3 - 108 20 212 54 80 

3,043 1,260 28 229 2 125 63 102 21 3 269 44 184 239 474 
938 179 20 131 1 39 50 11 9 3 290 19 85 43 58 
295 20 21 46 - 23 23 5 - - 87 5 8 28 29 
240 14 100 H 1 7 4 - 1 - 36 4 18 15 23 
345 45 114 42 - 7 9 1 1 - 5 6 64 16 35 
333 39 27 46 - 18 2l 4 12 1 29 12 7 45 72 
405 48 22 31 - 26 41 lit 1 2 64 8 77 35 36 
184 27 19 20 - 9 5 1 - - 18 2 35 26 22 
603 153 29 53 - 1t3 16 2 1 - 103 12 81 45 65 
794 2 777 3 - - - - 1 - 1 - - 7 3 

6 .. - - - 2 - - - - - - - - 4 

2,821 457 656 211 - 141t 104 124 65 1t5 160 63 250 262 280 

402 78 34 1t4 - 37 6 14 12 - 25 17 21 58 56 
571 89 105 28 - 20 13 81 26 45 18 11 50 47 38 
546 81 130 42 - 36 48 13 lit - 58 7 53 8 56 
298 59 86 7 - 8 12 3 3 - 18 3 37 28 34 
92 8 21- 9 - 2 3 1 1 - 4 1 29 11 2 

463 59 223 29 - 20 3 9 5 - 10 3 41 26 35 
355 64 1t4 1t6 - 17 13 2 4 - 22 18 14 72 39 

94 19 13 6 - 4 6 1 - - 5 3 5 12 20 

1t,519 708 475 293 1 223 311 106 29 23 881 49 924 203 293 

416 61 16 14 - 23 16 8 3 - 27 1 204 30 13 
203 27 12 15 - 7 11 - 1 - 21 1 98 4 6 
173 20 7 5 - 4 13 - 1 - 23 2 83 8 7 
384 54 46 38 1 12 21 51 11 4 61 5 55 10 15 
933 159 187 91 - 51 59 5 - 3 124 14 105 52 83 

1,143 214 61 80 - 46 121 40 6 9 328 16 55 48 119 
615 114 34 28 - 54 45 1 6 6 154 7 106 31 29 
440 39 68 13 - 15 12 - 1 1 99 2 165 12 13 
212 20 44 9 - 11 13 1 - - 44 1 53 8 8 

- - - ------
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TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 

- ~---- ~~~-- ~ -----

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

HOToR 
-- -- MAH-

CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL HARIHE VEHICLE DTHER DTHER DAHUS COPYRIGHT 
AHD PRIVATE CnN- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA IHJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIOHS TRUST RIGHTS CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADE HARK SUITS DTHER 
-- --- - -~-----~-

------ -------- ~-

7TH ••• 12,462 1,969 407 293 43 405 1,910 232 65 1,959 376 1,568 8 413 1,220 1,594 

IL,H ... '! -~~~ -- ----- ~-~-- -

~I 5,510 1,037 319 139 13 124 B32 86 42 947 99 399 262 665 543 
IL,C •••• 1,052 77 7 35 5 31 190 22 5 193 39 263 19 99 64 
IL,S .••• 1,199 106 10 35 11 47 269 20 3 93 33 352 1 12 144 63 
IH,H .... 1,178 159 27 22 2 98 121 25 3 231 68 255 27 68 72 
HI,S .... 2,285 336 29 46 6 84 375 46 5 265 87 131 32 132 710 
HI,E .... 1,026 223 13 12 5 14 102 24 6 I'll 46 130 50 95 115 
1011,101 .... 212 31 2 4 1 7 21 9 1 39 4 38 11 17 27 

8TH ••. 12,167 1,742 100 397 46 456 2,554 267 72 1,421 783 2,444 35 251 722 877 
- --~----- --- -

AR,E .... 1,581 156 8 75 7 53 220 29 8 248 199 474 16 10 27 51 
AR,H •••• 412 95 5 1 30 81 9 2 48 24 70 1 5 17 24 
IA,N .... 471 84 12 4 3 24 73 23 1 50 18 95 18 24 42 
lA,S .... 1,993 166 6 70 1 43 1,030 21 3 115 46 361 14 41 76 
HHo •••• 0 1,537 308 28 39 11 47 222 29 34 233 37 80 3 87 180 199 
HO, E ••• 0 2,410 365 14 2 22 104 329 60 10 286 220 561 7 47 233 150 
HO,H .... 1,996 308 12 6 1 53 248 40 4 240 172 578 6 25 138 165 
NE ...... 1,202 127 7 189 1 58 168 37 8 157 46 214 33 44 113 
NO ...... 305 64 1 6 15 139 10 2 16 6 3 1 5 9 28 
SO ...... 260 69 7 5 29 44 9 28 15 8 1 7 9 29 

9TH. .•• 24,023 5,240 420 324 500 369 3,025 494 144 2,524 1,504 3,481 28 1,256 1,775 2,939 

AI( ...... 806 222 17 96 13 143 25 7 44 30 55 1 6 40 107 
Al. ..... 2,660 479 21 13 5 57 243 43 19 152 242 925 6 69 96 290 
CA,N .... 3.561 758 47 15 55 21 283 65 26 507 197 376 5 215 465 526 
CA,E .... 2,104 267 33 10 3 30 70 33 7 240 261! 794 4 41 137 167 
CA,C .... 5,543 1,389 55 107 56 49 648 110 40 730 257 UO 652 492 848 
CA,S •••• 1.394 429 51 1 26 25 98 31 4 163 34 25 3 98 70 336 
HI •••••• 1,501 239 22 27 21 692 32 2 77 73 131 1 25 67 92 
ID ...... 509 136 17 1 1 ?4 92 8 6 48 24 65 10 32 45 
HT ...... 949 234 32 68 36 239 28 3 51 38 90 11 62 57 
NV •••••• 1,563 348 21 35 36 141 29 9 153 127 438 31 82 113 
DR ...... 1,259 261 17 2 24 23 198 46 6 154 105 150 6 31 106 130 
HA,E .... 447 49 16 3 1 13 44 14 9 43 27 157 6 28 37 
HA,H •••• 1,586 414 21 69 201 21 127 28 5 148 81 164 1 54 95 157 
GUAM •••• 104 7 48 2 3 2 4 1 1 1 6 1 28 
NMI ••••• 37 a 2 3 4 1 10 1 2 6 

10TH .. 8,543 1,910 222 260 7 306 1,655 211 51 1.243 364 724 5 192 356 1,037 
--------- ~~ - -- ~- --~--~ --~ ---

co ...... 1.733 410 31 48 1 40 185 36 17 284 61 135 72 110 303 
KS •••••• 1,407 338 22 48 67 209 49 8 247 55 119 4 30 54 157 
IIH .••••• 1,251 282 40 41 57 185 33 9 216 107 136 14 38 93 
OK,N •••• 1,333 205 35 3 1 25 671 28 2 108 57 32 18 47 101 
OK.E .... 293 49 13 12 24 48 5 1 38 28 49 1 1 24 
OK,H •.•• 881 245 47 37 144 31 5 130 31 26 10 36 139 
UT ...... 1,419 32(1 27 78 5 36 170 25 8 195 22 219 46 64 196 
HY ...... 226 53 7 30 20 43 4 1 25 3 8 2 6 24 

11TH •• 15,729 3,224 150 29 153 605 2,636 311 77 2,196 1,249 2,559 28 468 773 1,271 
---- ---- ------ -- --~---~-

AL,N .... 1.741 383 16 :1 1 89 140 35 4 359 189 309 17 114 81t 
AL,H •••• 937 104 3 39 62 11 4 139 183 353 2 23 J.4 
AL,S .... 993 157 12 6 30 18 236 11 4 81 158 227 1 3 27 22 
Fl,N •••• 766 143 20 2 15 25 48 5 6 106 80 166 1 16 29 104 
Fl,H •.•• 3,340 673 38 2 49 68 519 38 16 420 302 620 6 125 150 314 
FL,S .... 2.957 857 27 50 39 411 68 21 324' 145 201 8 160 235 411 
GA.N •••. 2.848 661 21 9 2 176 458 114 17 515 111 263 10 123 124 244 
GA,H .••• 981 151 8 3 1 73 135 16 3 175 45 268 2 15 47 39 
GA,S .... 1,166 95 5 6 5 78 627 13 2 77 36 152 7 24 39 
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TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERHINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
-

HOTIONS MAN- FORFEIT-
~IRCUIT 

AND 
ISTRICT 

TOTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

TOT AL REAL TO DAMU URES AND 
U.S. CON- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 

CIVIL TRACT ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHE, TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

IOTAL ••• 213,922 56,637 16,2756,107 

C...... 3,327 1,177 

1ST... 6,948 2,073 

.,E ...... 
·,A •••••• 
NH •••••• 
R!. ... .. 
PR .... .. 

2ND ••• 

~T •••••• 
NY,N •••. 
lIy,E .... 
nV,S ..•• 
.• y,H .. .. 
'IT .... .. 

653 179 
3,372 695 

509 115 
629 92 

1,785 992 

18,105 3,94B 

2,257 ' 462 
1,414 381 
3,956 1,310 
8,541 1,194 
1,606 496 

331 105 

3RD ••. 20,137 3,361 

E ...... 
.J •••••• 
A,E .... 
A,M •••• 
A,H •••. 

iI •..... 

619 
5,767 
8,389 
1,956 
2,896 

510 

118 
1,005 

899 
447 
871 

21 

111 15 

418 445 

45 
179 

29 
20 

145 

727 

101 
68 

303 
149 

97' 
9 

40 
28 

2 
2 

373 

175 

17 
42 
38 
15 
41 
22 

672 217 

24 
207 
169 
61 

210 
1 

16 
33 
24 
62 
82 

4TH ••• 18,376 5,160 1,451 788 

,D ..... . 
.C,E .. .. 
.C,H •••• 
.C,H •••. 
~C ..... . 
IA,E .. .. 
IA,H ... . 
.V,N .. .. 
.V,S .. .. 

3,969 
1,327 

815 
621 

3,204 
4,581 
1,641 

559 
1,659 

954 
459 
306 
217 

1,327 
690 
533 
158 
516 

319 91 
267 7 
152 
111 3 
297 640 
145 9 
92 6 
24 17 
44 15 

5TH ••. 29,351 6,658 2,449 791 

A,E .... 
_A,H •••• 
.A,H ••• , 
,S,N~ .•• 
·,S,S •.•. 
IX,N ... . 
IX,E .. .. 
lX,S .. .. 
rX,H •••• 

5,502 
976 

2,991 
1,139 
2,134 
4,867 
2,975 
5,878 
2,889 

745 
155 
973 
241 
402 

1,189 
401 

1,493 
1,059 

202 106 
52 22 

145 473 
86 52 

189 32 
571 26 
138 25 
699 39 
367 16 

6TH ••• 21,860 5,959 1,439 350 

,Y,E .. .. 
,Y,H .. .. 
,I,E .. .. 
,I,H •••• 
.H,N .. .. 
.H,S .. .. 
IN,E ... . 
IN,H ... . 
IN,H .. .. 

1,956 
1,677 
5,101 
1,893 
3,267 
2,812 
2,152 
1,730 
1,272 

830 
344 

1,332 
346 
966 
979 
448 
305 
409 

26 
52 

358 
75 

296 
227 
159 
100 
146 

87 
69 
15 
19 
54 
55 
33 
7 

11 

3,115 11 2,423 2,533 1,713 997 471 5,358 1,3.27 9,B77 2,540 4,084 

88 -~-~r-u 8 42 100 24 35 48 24 395 

127 64 82 16 5 234 67 430 45 140 
~-.-------- -

3~ -- Ii 8 =0-- l!i 1~ ~i 3i ii 11 
72 

7 
11 
26 

266 

31 
30 

112 
78 
14 

1 

338 

6 
162 
114 
15 
38 

3 

218 

54 
19 

4 
3 

46 
74 

9 
3 
6 

333 

65 
10 
47 

8 
20 
40 

5 
58 
SO 

194 

10 
13 
49 
16 
29 
32 
28 

9 
8 

3 

2 
1 

1 

1 

-' 

8 1 - 18 13 1 18 
11 62 7 - 42 11 280 6 29 

185 _~:_ ~ 42 21 ___ 5_7_2 ___ 85 ___ 8_2_2 __ 1_80 __ 3_4_5 __ 

25 
14 
49 
77 
16 

4 

182 

4 
57 
72 
15 
34 

210 

57 
13 
15 
14 
19 
65 
12 

2 
13 

246 

16 
8 

18 
4 

18 
41 

8 
71 
62 

254 

9 
11 
65 
12 
35 
67 
14 
20 
21 

13 
1 

99 
105 

15 

128 

12 
31 
54 
5 

26 

228 

80 
11 
22 
22 
16 
35 
12 

9 
21 

384 

41 
6 

13 
11 

8 
65 
21 

115 
104 

247 

27 
24 
59 
7 

33 
30 
33 
13 
21 

149 

15 
20 
11 
41 

6 
2 

124 

1 
103 
18 

2 

69 

1 
1~ 
3 
2 

32 
5 
1 
6 

135 

2 

:; 
1 

29 
21 
13 
66 

213 

55 
1 

50 

10 
35 

1 
3 

58 

8 
5 
4 

19 
5 
1 

76 

1 
5 

64 
6 

78 

2 
19:. 

9 

1 

8 

9 
~~~ 

3 
17 
11 

4 
1 

32 
4 
2 
4 

49 

1 

1 

8 
16 

1 
22 

127 

40 
1 

20 

3 
33 

1 

29 

2 
1 

1 

1 

12 

1 

2 
2 
1 
3 

10 

1 

1 

8 

67 16 85 26 54 
73 8 88 10 21 

186 34 295 61 95 
106 15 195 62 139 
112 '11 130 19 30 
28 1 29 2 6 

218 136 837 

16 2 22 
56 37 253 
69 45 226 
15 9 61 
52 43 275 
10 

387 

61 
48 
30 
16 
49 

131 
29 

') 

14 

537 

80 
3 

16 
16 
20 
76 
26 

192 
108 

414 

58 
28 

.122 
25 
58 
50 
24 
20 
29 

83 1,225 

15 
7 
3 
4 
5 

14 
8 
5 

22 

107 

11 
2 

10 
2 
5 

25 
6 

26 
20 

131 
21 
47 
26 

221 
43 

326 
66 

344 

779 

113 
42 

194 
48 
69 
76 
89 
78 
70 

148 1,989 

11 
9 

30 
5 

35 
27 
14 

9 
8 

466 
92 

428 
139 
322 
339 

94 
63 
46 

155 

6 
72 
36 

6 
33 

2 

170 

56 
9 
7 
4 

17 
49 
12 
5 

11 

329 

53 
4 

19 
3 

13 
76 
14 
93 
54 

243 

15 
23 
64 
18 
34 
29 
15 
36 

9 

268 

9 
91 
88 
23 
54 

3 

244 

84 
20 
12 
7 

16 
57 
18 
1-1. 
16 

507 

52 
6 

34 
9 

28 
154 
30 

107 
87 

331 

25 
21 
72 
30 
56 
55 
32 
25 
15 



CIRCUH TOTAL 
AND PRIVATE 

DISTRICT CIVIL 

TOTAL ... 157,285 

DC •••••• 2,150 

1ST ... 4,815 

ME •••••• 474 
HA •••••• 2,611 
NH ...... 394 
RI. ••••• 531 
PR ...... 793 

2ND ... 14,157 ----
CT ...... 1,195 
NY,N •••• 1,033 
NY,E .... 2,646 
Ny,S .... 1,347 
NY,H .... 1,110 
VT •••••• 226 

3RD ... 16,776 

DE •••••• 501 
NJ •••••• 4,762 
PA,E .... 7,490 
PA,M •••• 1,509 
PA,H •••• 2,025 
VI •••••• 489 

4TH .•• 13,216 

HD •••••• 3,015 
NC,E .... 868 
NC,H •••• 509 
NC,H •••• 404 
SC •••••• 1,871 
VA,E .... 3,891 
VA,H .... 1,108 
HV,N .... 401 
HV,S .... 1,143 

5TH ••• 22,693 

LA.E •••• 4.757 
LA,H •••• 821 
LA.H •••• 2,018 
MS.N .... 898 
HS.S •••• 1.732 
TX.N .... 3,678 
TX.E .... 2,574 
TX.S .... 4,385 
TX,H •••• 1.830 

6TH ... 15,901 
r -

KY.E .... 1,126 
KY,H .... 1,333 
HI,E .... 3,769 
HI,H .... 1,547 
OH,N .... 2,301 
OH,S .... 1,833 
TN,E .... 1,104 
TN,M •••• 1,425 
TN,H •••• 863 

TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERHINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

PRIVATE CASES 
--

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAHUS COPYRIGHT 

PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
REAL 

CON- PROP­
TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

35,174 3,164 2,399 3,155 6,132 

450 29 20 401 

1,163 85 111 161 211 

68 3 36 9 30 
585 28 10 :'29 113 

81 3 1 3 31 
184 21 4 5 66 
245 30 21 37 

3,995 123 301 234 455 

380 28 32 1 11 
126 I, 65 2 49 
613 23 72 51 148 

2,716 57 101 168 133 
114 1 30 5 29 

46 4 1 1 19 

4,011 231 474 190 1,352 

73 6 2 2 48 
1,332 38 42 65 344 
1,194 90 360 101 704 

224 21 9 1 134 
494 35 61 16 69 

94 41 5 53 

2,698 108 230 211 126 

566 19 15 29 186 
130 2 1 6 26 
101 2 1 11 
136 5 5 
522 20 1 11 200 
730 26 I, 212 114 
118 13 23 1 82 
85 5 3 22 

250 16 122 12 80 

5,363 383 18 1.611 144 

1,009 82 23 906 172 
126 10 21 33 
376 47 11 403 83 
174 10 2 10 99 
421 41 1 28 140 

1,121 48 7 2 51 
268 28 17 60 65 

1.342 68 9 180 66 
526 4~ 8 1 35 

2,787 132 248 84 622 
-- --- -- - -- ----- -

250 21 20 9 80 
213 1 11 15 42 
862 21 72 23 64 
169 10 14 3 24 
391 31 70 11 90 
298 6 26 9 65 
291 23 22 2 158 
194 8 1 3 56 
113 5 6 9 43 

20,038 3,119 654 16,143 9,996 23,481 
--------

308 39 5 208 60 162 

805 91 18 604 149 305 
-------

62 1 3 34 26 111 
422 59 9 321 84 135 
109 5 1 42 14 26 
18 8 68 8 18 

134 18 5 139 17 9 

1,431 301 180 1,303 111 1,321 
-----------

354 53 1 281 60 100 
139 8 3 119 73 199 
306 64 9 253 185 103 
419 148 153 518 276 564 
113 24 I, 116 106 326 
40 4 4 ]6 11 35 

2,139 313 63 1,381 794 1,118 
-------

57 10 3 30 33 101 
553 104 21 509 197 418 

1,511 124 25 !i38 266 642 
211 31 3 99 128 387 
161 40 11 192 156 224 
126 4 13 14 

2,549 226 32 991 780 2,649 

628 59 6 260 149 491 
66 8 51 91 383 
36 9 4 46 58 178 
32 7 1 47 28 16 

313 60 6 195 99 144 
1,149 42 1 208 206 143 

83 16 1 81 13 416 
38 5 1 32 33 114 

204 20 6 11 31 104 

3.996 514 54 1.984 1.426 3,058 
--- - --- -- - ---

628 171 6 276 221 912 
89 13 1 69 56 332 

333 26 2 146 153 220 
110 11 1 99 74 254 
670 25 1 130 59 86 
368 71 13 376 265 346 

1,261 25 4 119 132 396 
374 118 13 534 286 339 
163 48 13 235 180 173 

2,107 268 39 1.982 1.123 3.320 
-- -- - - -- --

104 8 1 108 115 285 
91 21 2 109 146 461 

604 52 5 382 196 525 
91 12 4 138 118 129 

224 33 13 492 143 119 
257 39 10 325 136 236 
206 36 - 165 135 422 
422 35 1 126 13 329 
108 26 3. 131 61 214 

150 

333 5,621 12,032 15,238 

I, 45 

2 249 

12 
166 

1 23 
1 21 

21 

21 893 

5 64 
2 38 
6 158 
8 588 

34 
11 

258 

346 

15 
211 

12 
16 
32 

1,325 

105 
13 

410 
666 

61 
4 

161 

491 

52 
285 

42 
39 
19 

1,551 

242 
133 
245 
712 
135 
30 

9 501 1,239 1,695 

3 

6 

40 

48 
230 
153 
28 
48 

302 
------

16 81 
10 21 

21 
34 

6 56 
2 56 
1 6 
2 8 
3 13 

42 438 

11 28 
5 9 
4 23 
1 4 
1 12 
2 160 
3 12 

15 135 
55 

23 442 
-- --- -

3 9 
1 31 
2 131 
I, 33 
- 84 
5 59 
2 25 
1 40 
5 30 

9 
313 
520 
12 

258 
1 

843 

10 
536 
602 

95 
260 
132 

171 

235 209 
20 41 
10 32 
12 21 

150 94 
198 194 
40 94 
21 26 

151 54 

868 2,134 

123 189 
21 30 
92 99 
15 34 
62 55 

125 111 
67 111 

259 641 
98 246 

1,550 1.114 
- -

55 
12 

515 
118 
318 
181 
83 
41 
35 

58 
99 

255 
80 

216 
115 
134 
89 
68 



r 
~ 

TABLE C 38. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERHINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE THELVE HGNTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
--- ~---

UNITED STATES CASES 

--I PRISONER PETITIONS 

HOTIONS HAN- FORFEIT-
'IRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL I REAL TO OAHU URES AND 

AND CIVIL U.S. CON- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
ISTRICT CASES CIVIL !RAC!. ERTY_AC"rIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHE, TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

------~- ---
--. 

'7TH ••• 17,784 4,063 1,184 658 160 1 143 140 163 163 5~ 421 65 535 163 214 
------- ~---------

... _-----

L,N •••. 8,687 1,560 585 92 79 76 45 35 20 1. 252 25 171 61 108 
L,C .... 1,061 291 71 60 15 12 17 3 44 6 37 12 14 
L,S .... 1,430 383 86 44 15 3 9 44 43 2~ 34 7 47 6 21 
N,N .... 1,807 417 126 120 9 8 19 1 26 5 71 12 20 
N,S .... 2,400 725 165 147 24 1 21 19 51 61 L 21 15 132 28 26 

.I,E .... 1,477 424 91 125 13 11 24 7 8 27 1 64 31 10 

.I,H .... 922 263 60 70 5 6 7 23 30 17 13 13 15 

8TH ••• 15,093 4,518 1,100 769 179 120 141 224 107 58 250 59 1,029 146 330 
---------

.R,E •••• 2,384 821 103 291 17 21 13 1 8 9 323 1 28 

.R,H •••• 1,104 369 40 153 19 5 3 27 It 85 14 19 
A,N .... 624 249 57 36 5 4 11 2 16 3 91 2 22 
A,S .... 1,136 309 13 38 13 9 11 5 2 23 96 16 23 

,N •••••• 2,140 758 246 29 25 16 18 113 45 27 48 9 93 40 49 
,O,E .... 2.822 628 200 29 33 30 32 3 11 3 67 17 150 19 34 
,O.H .... 2,661 679 167 15 19 19 25 100 42 26 29 7 1~1 18 81 
.E ...... 1.355 324 109 10 23 11 14 3 13 8 33 15 25 
.0 •••••• 450 242 62 86 17 1 14 14 2 12 10 24 
·0 ...... 417 139 43 22 II 4 6 3 1 2 5 15 5 25 

9TH •.• 31,136 10,150 3.736 472 798 1 444 394 331 132 9 1.336 224 924 652 697 

,K •••••• 563 141 28 11 28 4 7 2 1 2 15 2 3 16 22 
.Z •••••• 2.597 796 390 54 56 36 25 5 5 73 19 49 29 55 
·A,N .... 4.837 1,801 927 17 128 1 86 46 52 65 4 113 32 147 90 93 
·A.E ••.• 2.182 688 194 37 60 38 37 5 3 1 65 22 133 43 50 
·A,C •••• 8.966 2,854 1.061 33 222 121 109 225 27 1 343 78 210 254 170 
·A,S •••• 2.243 977 204 13 100 54 36 18 10 372 19 74 26 51 
,r .••.•• 1.148 259 54 19 38 11 20 2 1 67 4 6 17 20 
0 ...... 655 256 46 6B 13 5 9 1 44 2 31 18 19 
,T •••••. 914 297 55 129 19 2 4 1 1 10 3 4B 10 15 
.V ...... 1.615 398 119 6 29 15 21 3 11 43 12 6 61 72 
R ...... 1,987 589 180 29 38 22 36 11 4 80 20 85 33 51 
.A,E .... 1.096 348 127 25 16 13 4 6 2 54 3 53 24 21 
.A.H •••• 2,239 1"2 349 30 51 35 37 3 57 7 18 31 54 
·UAH •••• 66 13 2 1 2 3 1 1 3 
.HI. •••• 28 1 1 

10TH •• 11.538 3,420 894 820 163 129 106 128 83 47 164 57 343 220 266 
-----~ --_.- --

·0 •••••• 2.324 522 189 27 30 38 23 34 19 23 20 35 33 51 
.S •••••• 2.118 725 174 200 23 21 18 74 38 45 16 8 44 19 39 
.H ...... 1.291 430 102 96 31 14 14 2 1 44 5 80 10 25 
K,N .... 1.082 324 78 88 1 3 14 8 4 1 28 5 26 19 43 
K.E .... 633 181 42 55 13 10 6 2 6 11 1 22 5 8 
K,H .... 2.410 837 202 296 28 23 23 7 8 1 26 8 111 57 47 
T ...... 1,189 298 79 42 19 11 8 1 1 13 9 17 70 28 
:( ...... 431 103 28 16 12 3 3 1 8 7 ~5 

11TH .. 20.267 6.150 2.094 607 251 2 197 436 173 35 17 801 61 916 213 347 
----------

.L.N .... 2.644 650 244 13 21 13 14 25 4 1 40 11 231 19 14 

.L,H .••• 1,434 266 108 12 7 11 3 1 1 29 4 75 9 6 

.L.S •••• 1.120 307 111 11 5 2 3 18 26 1 112 9 9 
L.N .... 972 424 140 85 18 14 27 34 6 1 47 2 32 4 14 
L,H .... 4,133 1,288 470 180 71 38 88 4 5 4 149 26 150 53 50 
L.S .... 4,481 1,803 622 66 72 40 211 102 18 10 338 1 65 59 193 
·A,N •••• 3.344 741 244 54 34 48 38 3 1 1 123 6 130 17 42 
·A,M •••• 972 367' 69 108 10 23 13 1 24 3 69 37 10 
·A.S •••• 1.167 304 86 78 1.3 7 24 3 25 1 52 6 9 
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CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL 
AND PRIVATE CoN- PRoP-

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA 

7TH ••. 13.721 2.320 1.310 3 lit 

IL.N •••• 7.127 1.384 1.141 146 
IL.C •••• 710 79 11 55 
IL.S •••• 1.047 103 7 56 
IN.H •••• 1.390 160 120 28 
IN.S ••.. 1.675 295 20 20 
HI. E •••• 1,053 202 7 7 
HI.H •••• 659 97 4 2 

8TH ••• 10.575 1.771 125 189 

ilR.E •••• 1.%3 207 20 8 
AR.H •••• 735 16B 21 2 
IA.H •••• 375 76 14 4 
IA.S •• , • 827 117 12 22 
Mil .••••• 1,382 309 13 31 
HO.E •••• 2,194 384 11 3 
Ho,H •••• 1,982 224 18 27 
HE ...... 1,031 147 6 80 
NO ...... 208 18 5 8 
SO ...... 218 61 5 4 

9TH ... 20,986 5,248 296 226 

AK ...... 422 146 7 -
AZ ...... 1,801 396 17 6 
CA,N .... 3,036 663 25 27 
CA,E .... 1,494 229 15 5 
CA,C .... 6,112 1,796 65 90 
CA,S .... 1,266 391 30 1 
HI ••••.• 889 174 7 -
10 ...... 399 III 19 2 
HT. ..... 611 17~ 26 39 
NV ...... 1,217 275 15 9 
OR ...... 1,398 354 16 4 
HA,E .... 748 91 22 5 
HA,H •••. 1,507 439 32 38 
GUAM •••• 53 8 - -
HHI ••••. 27 1 - -

10TH •• B,1l8 2,020 198 168 

CO ...... 1,802 397 6 38 
KS ...... 1,393 218 32 33 
NH ...... 861 197 11l 13 
oK,N •••• 758 258 23 2 
OK,E .... 452 96 11 10 
OK,H .... 1.633 467 75 7 
UT ...... 891 240 19 22 
HY ...... 328 87 8 43 

11TH •• 14,117 3,348 144 40 

AL,H •••• 1,994 433 23 2 
AL,H .... 1,168 153 10 -
AL,S •.•• 813 203 17 3 
FL,N .••• 548 85 11 -
FL.H •••• 2,845 653 31:- 3 
FL,S •••• 2,678 939 20 -
GA,H .... 2,603 565 13 5 
GA,H •••• 605 118 8 2 
GA,S •••• 863 199 8 25 

TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERHINATED. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE HDNTII PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1990 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR HAN-
HARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS 

PERSONAl. PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL HABEAS CIVIL AHO 
INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

35 375 941 1'39 34 1.794 683 1.961 24 
" -13 145 351 90 19 980 137 490 16 

2 19 52 17 3 124 47 176 2 
10 40 255 16 - 78 45 280 1 
2 105 101 24 2 209 179 28 /, -
4 36 98 28 2 180 139 245 1 
2 14 45 14 6 162 72 235 -
2 16 39 10 2 61 64 251 4 

29 441 i,2B~ 229 24 1,153 821 2.467 80 

2 66 167 24 5 243 167 433 50 - 51 110 16 1 66 43 174 -
2 17 37 12 - 21 22 103 -- 26 16 23 3 85 40 321 -
3 35 207 14 8 131 48 76 1 

16 106 267 58 3 229 236 414· 11 
4 63 271 46 2 .1.89 195 649 15 
2 35 77 27 1 140 47 211 -- 14 27 4 1 12 6 1 1 - 28 50 5 - 31 17 19 2 

380 334 1,616 435 140 1.993 1,664 2,684 25 

28 8 39 16 2 35 19 25 -
3 48 94 24 5 123 220 547 (, 

43 25 126 12 50 340 186 311 7 
5 17 68 17 8 147 149 468 3 

70 66 352 136 39 582 503 120 -
38 12 74 21 5 163 84 41 1 
34 16 335 22 2 62 31 78 -- IB 49 14 - 2B 17 62 -
- 29 120 25 - 37 42 34 -- 29 78 12 1 95 125 355 2 

22 37 118 34 10 176 78 195 6 
1 9 63 9 7 53 112 292 -

136 19 97 32 11 148 98 154 -- - 2 - - 1 - 2 -- 1 1 1 - 3 - - -
8 419 886 172 28 1,066 496 1.014 34 

1 42 167 21 6 285 81 202 1 
1 68 152 32 2 211 85 276 9 
2 60 132 23 3 150 68 81 3 
3 33 72 24 " 85 38 30 -- 56 73 11 1 Itl 28 81 -- 92 190 43 6 145 172 164 20 
1 41 55 16 6 111 14 165 1 - 21 45 2 - 32 10 15 -

146 586 1,371 326 37 1,684 1,289 2,156 29 

3 84 130 47 2 322 253 443 -
1 45 43 15 3 172 162 502 2 

36 35 104 18 - 50 72 200 -
5 19 26 9 1 63 98 163 2 

35 54 255 39 5 299 30~ 590 3 
62 38 188 58 10 248 16~ 192 10 - 179 340 112 12 370 143 407 10 - 59 56 19 3 85 58 124 2 

4 13 229 9 1 75 32 135 -

152 

COPYRIGHT 
PATENT LABOR ALL 

TRAOfHARK SUITS OTHER 

518 1.680 1.533 

337 1.201 6Tl 
22 90 71 
14 96 46 
24 60 92 
39 99 469 
62 103 122 
20 31 56 

257 727 973 

18 27 126 
12 26 It5 
10 22 29 
14 35 53 
85 206 215 
49 218 129 
32 121 126 
24 61 173 

3 '1 35 
10 4 42 

1,252 2,150 2.543 

12 22 63 
59 88 165 

209 517 435 
46 125 192 

695 846 752 
72 85 248 
12 40 76 
10 24 ~5 
9 36 46 

27 65 129 
33 111 144 
13 20 51 
54 109 140 

1 1 38 - 1 19 

183 361 1,065 

73 147 335 
27 49 138 
10 18 83 
11 58 111 

4 7 27 
20 40 192 
28 34 132 
~ 8 47 

541 685 1,135 

24 121 107 
10 22 28 
9 28 38 

12 6 48 
151 156 262 
114 202 :an 
131 101 2Ui 
21 23 27 

9 26 3S 



TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND ACTION TAKEN 

(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

COURT ACTION 

DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 

NATURE OF SUIT 

NO 
COURT 

TOTAL ACTION 

DURING 
BEFORE DR AFTER 

TOTAL PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TOTAL 
NilN­
JURY 

PERCENT 
REACHING 

JURY TRIAL 
- -.--- -

TOTAL CASES ••.•••••••••••••.•••••• ~21=3~,~4~29~~5~1~,6~3~0~16=1~,~1_9'~~1~2~7~,0~1~7~~2=5~,=51=9~_9~,2~6~3~_4~,~4~BO~~4~,7~B~3~~~4~.~3~ 

_NITED STATES CASES .•..•••••••••••.••.• ~5_6~,_2_36~._1_5~,1_6_1~4_1~,_0_75~~3_7~,0_1_7~~_3~,_01_5~~1,~0_4_3~_~_8_78~ __ ~1~6~5~~~1~.9~_ 

CONTRACT ACTIONS 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS •••••••••••• 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 

ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS ••••.•••• 
OTHER CONTRACTS •.•.•••••••.••••.•• 

REAL PROPERTy ••.••••..•..•...•••...• 
TORT ACTIONS 

MARINE, PERSONAL INJURy ••...•.•••• 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURy •••• 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURy •••.•.••••••. 
OTHER TORTS .•..•.•••..•••...•....• 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
ANTITRUST ••••.•••••.•••••••••••••. 
CIVIL RIGHTS 

EMPLOYMENT .•••..••.•.••••••••.•• 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS .••.•••••••••• 

DEPORT~rION •.•••••••••••••.••.••.• 
PRISOIE", PETITIONS 

MOTIO~S TO VAcATE SENTENCE •.•..• 
HABEAS CORPUS •....•••..••••...•• 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER ••••.•••••..•• 
CIVIL RIGHTS .•••.•..•••••.•••.•• 

LIQUOR FORFEITURES ••••...•.••.•.•• 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS. 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT •••.•.•..• 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION ••.•.•••.•.• 
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT .••••..••••.• 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAHS 

HEALTH INSURANCE •••••••••••••••• 
BLACK LUNG ••.••••••••••••.•••••• 
DISABILITY INSURANCE •.•••.•••.•. 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOHE 
RETIREMENT AND SERVICES BENEFITS. 
OTHER .....•.••.•••.•••.•.•••••.• 

TAX SUITS •••...••••.••.•.••••••••• 
ALL OTHER U.S. ACTIONS •••••••••••••• 

1,068 

11,710 
3,497 
5,706 

112 
777 

1,786 
440 

11 

1,431 
992 
54 

2,533 
1,713 

477 
997 

5 
5,353 

603 
524 

4 

160 
13 

7,190 
2,197 

316 
1 

2,540 
4,026 

340 

6,042 
1,158 
1,020 

40 
248 
416 
105 

1 

333 
171 

18 

289 
256 
153 
152 

2 
1,180 

144 
135 

1 

20 

984 
307 

45 

60S" 
996 

728 

5,668 
2,339 
4,686 

n" 
529 

1,370 
335 

10 

1,098 
821 
36 

2,244 
1,/157 

324 
845 

3 
4,173 

459 
389 

3 

140 
13 

6,206 
1,890 

271 
1 

1,935 
3,030 

632 

5,579 
1,957 
4,461 

38 
324 
854 
'):.47 

6 

761 
720 
31 

2,233 
1,440 

313 
819 

3 
3,670 

372 
319 

1 

137 
13 

5,915 
1,811 

"257 
1 

80 

76 
310 
194 

23 
143 
334 

64 

3 

203 
69 
5 

6 
12 
7 

1B 

342 
63 
56 

2 

3 

277 
71 
13 

16 

13 
72 

li~ I 
24 

1 

134 
32 

5 
5 
4 
8 

161 
24 
14 

14 
8 
1 

14 

11 
57 
28 

10 
57 

168 
18 

1 

114 
27 

5" 
4 
3 
4 

137 
21 
13 

12 
8 
1 

2 

2 
15 

3 

1 
5 

14 
6 

20 
5 

1 
1 
4 

24 
3 
1 

2 

1.5 

0.1 
2.1 
0.5 

9.8 
8.0 

10.2 
5.5 

9.1 

9.4 
3.2 

0.2 
0.3 
0.8 
0.8 

3.0 
4.0 
2.7 

0.2 
0.4 
0.3 

1,480 340 115 75 40 4.5 
2,623 301 106 90 16 2.6 

FEDERAL QUESTION •••••..•••••.•••••..••• 1~9_9~,~0_6_~1~2_0~,6_3_1~7_8~,~4_3_6~_6_2~,7_8_7~~1_1~,_14_6~~4~,5_0_3~_2~,_4_36~~2~,0_6_7~~_4_.~5~ 

CONTRACT ACTIONS 
MARINE ••••••••••..•....••••.•..••• 
MILLER ACT ....................... . 
OTHER CONTRACTS ••••••••••••••••••• 

REAL PROPERTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TORT ACTIONS 

EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT •••••••••• 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURy, •••.•••••• 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURy ••••••••••.•• 
OTHER TORTS .••••••••••••••...••••• 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
BANKRUPTCY SUITS •••.••••••.••••.•• 
ANTITRUST •••••••.•.•.••••••••.•... 
CIVIL RIGHTS 

EMPLOYMENT ••••.•.••.•••..••..••• 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ............. . 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS •••••••••••.•.••••• 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER •••••••••.•••• 
CIVIL RIGHTS ••••.••••••••••••••• 

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT ••••••••.• 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT •.•• 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION •••••••••••. 
COPYRIGHT .•••••••••.•••••••••••••• 
PATENT ••••••••••••••••••.••••••••• 
TRADEHARK •••••••••••••••••••••••.• 
CO tlSTITUTI ONALITY 

OF STATE STATUTES •••••••••••••••• 
ALL OTHER FEDERAL QUESTION •••••••••• 

2,913 
876 

3,581 
595 

2,399 
2,480 
1,867 
1,053 

4,483 
654 

7,028 
9,115 

9,987 
333 

23,481 
701 

2,268 
9,063 
2,116 
1,124 
2,387 

261 
10,302 

1,016 
311 
931 
140 

675 
532 
3(,9 
305 

743 
145 

1,507 
1,616 

1,107 
42 

2,970 
190 
630 

2,911 
678 
324 
733 

37 
2,713 

1,897 
565 

2,650 
455 

1,724 
1,948 
1,498 

",48 

3,740 
509 

5,521 
7,499 

8,880 
291 

20,505 
511 

1,638 
6,152 
1,438 

800 
1,654 

224 
7,589 

1,421 
416 

1,984 
359 

722 
964 
994 
534 

3,551 
377 

3,243 
5,119 

8,683 
282 

18,721 
308 

1,274 
4,836 
1,166 

494 
1,297 

180 
5,862 

399 
117 
516 

76 

858 
786 
358 
160 

118 
102 

1,513 
1,591 

80 
4 

·824 
146 
304 

1,104 
230 
210 
291 

38 
1,321 

77 
32 

150 
20 

144 
198 
146 
54 

71 
30 

765 
789 

117 
5 

960 
57 
60 

212 
42 
96 
66 

6 
406 

70 
23 
77 
15 

14 
92 
3S 
35 

59 
8 

424 
244 

117 
2 

630 
28 
41 

158 
2B 
G.';: 
51 

5 
218 

7 
9 

73 
5 

130 
106 
111 

19 

12 
22 

341 
545 

3 
330 

29 
19 
54 
14 
34 
15 

1 
188 

2.6 
3.7 
4.2 
3.4 

6.0 
8.0 
7.8 
5.1 

1.6 
4.6 

10.9 
8.7 

1.2 
1.5 
4.1 
8.1 
2.6 
2.3 
2.0 
8.5 
2.8 

2.3 
3.9 -------- ----- ----~-----_t.. __ -ll--_ __J. __ _!_ _______ ....L_~.L._ ____ _L __ _ 
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TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERHINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND ACTION TAKEN 

(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 
DURING THE TWELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

----------------------------- ------------------------------.-------------------COURT ACTION 

NATURE OF SUIT 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 

CONTRACT ACTIONS 

NO 
COURT 

TOTAL ACTION 

DURING 
BEFORE OR AFTER 

TOTAL PRETRIAL PRETRIAL 
---

57,717 15,659 42,058 26,991 11,356 

INSURANCE ••••••.••••••••.••••••••• 6,331 1,716 4,615 2,990 1,191 
NEGOTIABLE lNSTRUMENTS •••••••••••• 1,682 402 1,280 1,016 215 
OTHER CONTRACTS .•.••••••••••.••••• 19,693 5,626 14,072 9,506 3,554 

REAL PROPERTy....................... 2,436 451 1,985 1,709 201 
TORT ACTIONS 

MARINE, PERSONAL INJURy........... 671 135 536 371 125 
HOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURy.... 6,405 1,866 4,539 2,267 1,762 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURy............. 18,236 4,882 13,354 8,078 3,861 
OTHER TORTS •..••••••••••••••.••••• 2,149 553 1,596 992 431 

ALL OTHER DIVERSITy.:............... 109 28 81 62 16 

LOCAL JURISDICTION •••••.••••••••••••••• 409 179 230 222 2 

DURING DR AFTER TRIAL 
---

NON- REACHING I 
PERCENT 

TOTAL JURY JURY TRIAL 

3,711 

434 
49 

1,012 
75 

40 
510 

1,415 
173 

3 

6 

1,162 

177 
32 

509 
29 

15 
70 

273 
55 

2 

4 

2,549 

257 
17 

503 
46 

25 
440 

1,142 
118 

1 

2 

6.4 

6.9 
2.9 
5.t 
3.1 

6.0 
8.0 
7.8 
8.1 
2.8 

1.5 
1-------+----~------~--------------1-----1-----------~--------

CONTRACT ACTIONS •••••••••••••••••••• 93 40 53 52 1 
REAL PROPERTy....................... 41 15 26 25 
TORT ACTIONS 

MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURy.... 51 31 20 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURy............. 128 61 67 
OTHER TORTS •••••••••••.••••••••••. 4 3 1 
PRISONER PETITIONS 

HABEAS CORPUS •.••••.••••••..••.• 9 4 5 
MANDAHUS AND OTHER •••••••••••••• 
CIVIL RIGHTS ................... . 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS ••••••••••••••.• ,. 2 2 
INSANITY •••••.•••••••••.•••••••.•.•• 
ALL OTHER LOCAL •••.••••.••••••.••••• 81 25 56 
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20 
61 

1 

5 

2 

56 

1 

1 1 2.4 

5 3 2 3.9 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL •• 

DC ••• .,.. iii 

1ST. •• 

HE •••••• 
MA •••••. 
NH ••••.• 
RI ......... 
PR .... <II •• 

2ND ••• 

CT ........... 
NY,N •••• 
NY, E •••• 
NY,S •••• 
NY,H •••• 
VT ...... 

3RD ... 

DE •••••• 
tlJ •••••• 
PA, E •••• 
PA,M •.•• 
PA,H .... 
VI •••••• 

4TH ••• 

MO ...... 
NC,E •••• 
NC,M •••• 
NC,H •••• 
SC ....... ~ .. 
VA,~ ..... .. 
VA,H •••• 
HV,N •••. 
HV ,S •••• 

5TH ••• 

LA,E ••.• 
LA,H .... 
LA.H •••• 
MS,N •••• 
MS,S •••• 
TX,N •••• 
TX,E .... 
TX,S .... 
TX,H •••• 

6TH ... 

KY,E •••• 
KY,H .... 
MI,E .... 
HI,H •••• 
OH,N .... 
OH,S •••• 
TN, E •••• 
TN,H •••• 
TN,H •••• 

TABLE C 4A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AND ACTION TAKEN 

(LAND CONDEHNATION CASES CHITTED) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

COURT ACTION 

DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
NO DURING PERCENT 

COURT BEFORE OR AFTER NON- REACHING 
TOTAL ACTION TOTAL PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TOTAL JURY JURY TRIAL 

213,429 51,630 161,799 127,017 25,519 9,263 4.480 4,783 4.3 -
3,326 1,307 2,019 1,644 233 142 84 58 4.3 

6,927 1,312 5,615 3,642 1,589 384 149 235 5.5 

651 186 465 335 104 26 8 18 4.0 
3,367 648 2,719 1,751 783 185 66 119 5.5 

508 79 429 205 184 40 16 24 7.9 
617 85 532 176 299 57 21 36 9.2 

1,784 314 1,470 1, .115 219 76 38 38 4.3 

18,091 6,864 11,227 7,680 3,022 525 238 287 2.9 

2,254 1,393 861 719 32 110 55 55 4.9 
1,413 142 1,271 1,042 171 58 18 40 4.1 
3,953 1,276 2,677 1,584 997 96 40 56 2.4 
8,540 3,632 4,908 3,269 1,441 198 102 96 2.3 
1,605 249 1,356 936 377 43 18 25 2.7 

326 172 154 130 4 20 5 15 6.1 

20,090 4,099 15,991 11,847 3,255 889 309 580 4,4 

617 160 457 376 33 48 19 29 7.8 
5,762 1,376 4,386 2,386 1,751 249 137 112 4.3 
8,387 1,051 7,336 6,032 916 388 69 319 4.6 
1,935 78 1,857 1,423 340 94 30 64 4.9 
2,879 1,192 1,687 1,371 213 103 49 54 3.6 

510 242 268 259 2 7 5 2 1.4 

18,324 4,740 13,584 10,491 2,259 834 385 449 4.6 

3,959 983 2,976 2,343 451 182 66 116 4.6 
1,324 388 936 864 29 43 21 22 3.2 

815 165 650 538 86 26 15 11 3.2 
621 160 461 286 147 28 9 19 4.5 

3,203 726 2,477 1,545 727 205 81 124 6.4 
4,575 1,344 3,231 2,682 359 190 123 67 4.2 
1,636 6&0 916 671 217 88 41 41 5.4 

543 113 430 404 11 15 6 9 2.8 
1,648 201 1,447 1,158 232 57 17 40 3.5 

29,275 5,625 23,650 18,974 3,052 1,624 929 695 5.5 

5,496 192 5,304 3,65'~ . 1,276 372 234 138 6.8 
<}75 21 954 885 10 59 37 22' 6.1 

2,979 752 2,227 1,830 228 169 94 75 5.7 
1,129 307 822 545 161 116 56 60 10.3 
2,131 1,178 953 655 170 128 77 51 6.0 
4,861 439 4,422 4,180 67 175 113 62 3.6 
2,947 435 2,512 2,116 216 180 72 108 6.1 
5,873 1,409 4,464 3,385 854 225 131 94 3.8 
2,884 892 1,992 1,722 70 200 115 85 6 .• 9 

21,779 4,448 17,331 12,874 3,599 858 392 466 3.9 

1,935 245 1,690 1,430 187 73 30 43 3.8 
1,677 146 1,531 1,110 362 59 23 36 3.5 
5,100 1,171 3,929 2,135 1,634 160 59 101 3.1 
1,884 225 1,659 1,484 123 52 27 25 2.8 
3,245 834 2,411 1,835 466 110 56 54 3.4 
2,810 815 1,995 1,517 359 119 53 66 4.2 
2,135 413 1,722 1,148 398 176 83 93 8.2 
1,726 169 1,557 1,441 52 64 35 29 3.7 
1,267 430 837 "174 18 45 26 19 3.6 
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--------------------------------------------------

TABLE C 4A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BV DISTRICT AND ACTION TAKEN 

(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

COURT ACTION 

DURING DR AFTER TRIAL 
CIRCUIT NO DURING PERCENT 

AND COURT BEFORE DR AFTER NoN- REACHING 
DISTRICT TOTAL ACTION TOTAL PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TOTAL JURY JURY TRIAL 

7TH •. , 17,762 3,308 14,454 11,606 2,230 618 286 332 3.5 

IL,H •••• 8,678 2,144 6,534 5,111 1,174 249 115 134 2.9 
IL,C .... 1,061 171 890 767 84 39 16 23 3.7 
IL.S •••• 1,430 195 1,235 1,060 100 75 23 52 5.2 
IN, N •••• 1,802 56 1,746 1,148 492 106 56 50 5.9 
IN,S .... 2,395 125 2,270 2,034 174 62 38 24 2.6 
HI,E. ... 1,477 528 94~ 855 44 50 27 23 3.4 
HI,H •••• 919 89 830 631 162 37 11 26 4.0 

8TH ... 15,046 4,015 11,031 8,881 1,105 1,045 519 526 6.9 

AR,E •••• 2,378 559 1,819 1,527 13 279 191 88 11.7 
AR,H .••• 1,098 101 997 849 5 143 89 54 13.0 
IA,N .... 623 102 521 475 24 22 11 11 3.5 
lA,S .... 1,132 207 925 666 189 70 39 31 6.2 
MH •••••• 2,136 584 1,552 968 509 75 33 42 3.5 
Mo,E •••• 2,804 1,054 1,750 1,495 59 196 65 131 7.0 
Mo,H •••• 2,659 855 1,804 1,634 76 94 21 73 3.5 
NE ...... 1,355 209 1,146 8% 140 110 57 53 8.1 
NO ...... 444 191 253 160 66 27 10 17 6.1 
SO ...... 417 153 264 211 24 29 3 26 7.0 

9TH ••• 31,058 10,360 20,698 18~317 1,567 814 424 390 2.6 

A!< •••••• 563 265 298 278 9 11 8 3 2.0 
AZ ••••.• 2,568 585 1,983 1,923 18 42 24 18 1.6 
CA,N .... 4,830, 2,581 2,249 2,102 55 92 51 41 1.9 
CA,E •••• 2,173 635 1,538 1,210 230 98 68 30 4.5 
CA,C •••• 8,957 3,317 5,640 4,915 490 235 99 136 2.6 
CA,S •••• 2,243 310 1,933 1,882 15 36 21 15 1.6 
HI •••••• 1,148 717 431 368 22 41 32 9 3.6 
10 ...... 651 51 600 462 120 18 8 10 2.8 
HT ...... 907 226 681 374 285 22 4 18 2.4 
Ny •••••• 1,614 162 1,452 1,345 53 54 27 27 3.3 
DR ....... 1,985 750 1,235 1,112 41 82 32 50 4.1 
HA,E •.•. 1,090 190 900 714 143 43 27 16 3.9 
HA,H .... 2,236 533 1,703 1,583 82 38 21 17 1.7 
GUAM ••.• 65 31 34 30 3 1 1 - 1.5 
NMI., ••• 28 7 21 19 1 1 1 - 3.6 

10TH •• 11,502 1,705 9,797 6,764 2,527 506 185 321 4.4 

CO •••.•• 2,311 45 2,266 1,352 823 91 52 39 3.9 
KS ....... 2,118 646 1,472 1,130 257 85 26 59 4.0 
NH •••••• 1,285 213 1,072 764 237 71 27 44 5.5 
OK, tl •••• 1,081 75 1,006 826 118 62 27 35 5.7 
OK,E .... 630 182 448 330 83 35 5 30 5.6 
OK,H •••• 2,467 370 2,097 1,132 881 84 11 73 3.4 
UT ....... 1,181 10 1,171 1,088 41 42 29 13 3.6 
HV ...... 429 164 265 142 87 36 8 28 8.4 

11TH .. 20,249 3,847 16,402 14,297 1,081 1,024 580 444 5.1 

AL,H •••• 2,642 167 2,475 2,101 236 138 72 66 5.2 
AL,H .... 1,434 40 1,394 1,114 82 198 150 48 13.8 
AL,S •••• 1,120 223 897 602 185 110 71 39 9.8 
FL,N •••• 972 51 921 882 16 23 14 9 2.4 
FL,M .... 4,132 518 3,614 3,268 233 113 60 53 2.7 
FL,S •••• 4,470 560 3,910 3,601 119 190 119 71 4.3 
GA,N •••• 3,342 1,701 1,641 1,434 47 160 65 95 4.8 
GA,M •••• 970 302 668 570 55 43 14 29 4.4 
GA,S •••• 1,167 285 882 725 108 49 15 34 4.2 
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TABLE C-5. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIKE INTERVALS FROH FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERHINATED, BY DISTRICT AND HETHOD OF DISPOSITION 

(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEHNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEHS 

-~ 

CIRCUIT 
AHD 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL. •• 

DC •••••• 

1ST ... 

HE •••••• 
MA ...... 
NH •••••• 
RI •••••• 
PR ...... 

2HD ... 

CT ...... 
Ny,H .... 
Ny,E .... 
Ny,S .... 
Hy,H .... 
VT ...... 

3RD ••• 

DE ...... 
NJ •••••• 
PA, E •••• 
PA,H •••• 
PA,H •••• 
VI •••••• 

4TH ••• 

HD ...... 
NC,E •••• 
NC,H •••• 
NC,H ••• , 
SC •••••• 
VA,E .... 
VA,H •••• 
HV,N .... 
HV,S .... 

5TH ... 

LA,E •••• 
LA,H •••• 
LA,H •••• 
HS,N •••• 
)oIS,S •••• 
TX,H •••• 
TX,E .... 
TX,S •••• 
TX,H •••• 

6TH ••• 

KY,E .... 
KY,H .... 
HI,E .... 
HI,H .... 
DH,U .... 
OH,S .... 
TN,E .... 
TH,H •••• 
TN,H .... 

INTERVALS SHOHN ARE FOR THE HEDIAN TIHE AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE HIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES. l 
DURING TH~ THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

-- ---- --- -- -- -~----- - ---- --- - -- -- - -

TOTAL CASES HO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 

DURIHG OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS TIHE INTERVALS TIHE INTERVALS TIHE INTERVALS 
IN HONTHS* IN HONTHS* III HONTHS* IN 1l0NTHS* 

10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER-

NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUHBER CENT CENT 
OF LESS HE- HORE OF LESS ME- HORE OF LESS HE- MORE OF LESS HE- HORE 

CASES THAH DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAH THAN CASES THAN DUN THAN 

173,834 2 8 29 46,628 1 6 27 94,485 1 7 23 2',,563 6 14 38 

2,915 1 7 23 1,167 1 6 18 1,374 1 7 25 232 6 11 22 

6,365 2 10 39 1,241 1 6 27 3,190 2 6 30 1,559 6 18 45 

496 2 8 26 153 1 5 19 215 1 7 21 102 6 14 36 
3,127 2 12 47 627 2 9 33 1,554 2 7 45 764 6 24 52 

464 1 11 41 77 1 3 32 167 1 5 43 180 6 18 36 
589 3 10 21 83 1 4 13 157 2 7 20 296 6 11 20 

1,689 2 7 25 301 1 5 20 1,097 2 6 19 217 8 20 45 

15,423 2 10 37 6,244 2 8 36 5,787 1 7 28 2,910 6 17 44 

2,047 2 11 50 1,309 2 12 56 602 1 9 28 29 6 21 43 
1,112 2 11 36 130 1 4 15 760 2 10 30 167 12 24 52 
3,518 2 8 34 1,172 1 5 18 1,273 2 7 31 982 6 16 43 
7,322 2 9 37 3,264 2 8 3G 2,481 1 6 27 1,396 6 18 45 
1,147 2 10 33 215 1 4 12 571 2 9 28 333 5 17 40 

217 2 10 24 154 3 9 21 100 2 7 22 3 - - -
17,164 1 7 27 3,873 1 6 21 9,269 1 6 22 3,185 5 13 33 

461 2 9 29 126 2 4 16 254 2 9 25 33 14 23 63 
5,108 1 8 27 1,312 1 5 15 1,861 1 5 19 1,703 5 14 34 
7,418 1 6 23 1,034 2 6 12 5,113 1 5 22 904 5 11 27 
1,234 1 8 18 62 1 2 6 753 1 5 18 333 6 12 24 
2,449 1 8 31 1,106 1 7 26 1,036 1 7 24 210 10 24 53 

494 2 19 44 233 4 24 44 252 1 13 42 2 - - -
14,466 2 7 .26 4,017 1 5 32 7,453 2 5 19 2,215 5 13 36 

3,213 1 8 53 921 2 9 69 1,687 1 6 17 427 8 19 48 
786 1 6 22 343 1 4 13 381 2 6 20 29 10 25 29 
543 1 6 22 159 1 4 15 279 1 5 25 86 6 14 24 
488 2 8 27 155 1 4 15 166 1 6 22 139 5 12 34 

2,937 2 8 21 722 2 5 16 1,291 2 6 19 722 5 11 26 
3,520 2 4 10 1,008 1 4 Ii 1,973 2 " 8 356 4 8 33 
1,125 2 11 30 437 2 11 33 402 1 7 24 216 7 14 24 

381 2 12 41 94 2 10 35 262 2 11 33 10 14 30 62 
1,473 3 12 26 178 1 12 25 1,012 3 11 20 230 ·11 21 37 

24,165 2 9 32 4,955 2 9 35 14,910 2 7 26 2,870 6 16 36 

4,304 2 8 21 159 1 3 11 2,686 2 6 14 1,142 7 13 29 
576 3 13 39 16 1 3 5 510 3 12 36 10 15 31 40 

2,585 4 11 31 697 3 12 24 1,496 4 9 24 224 16 25 37 
787 2 11 28 267 2 7 18 285 2 8 22 160 11 17 30 

1,977 2 14 52 1,146 3 15 64 565 2 7 20 157 12 18 34 
4,144 2 8 28 385 2 9 26 3,522 1 7 24 65 5 19 38 
2,356 4 9 55 268 2 10 30 1,743 4 6 56 207 7 16 41 
5,100 2 10 34 1,189 2 9 31 2,856 2 7 27 836 4 16 43 
2,336 2 8 26 828 2 6 24 1,247 2 8 24 69 7 16 29 

16,714 2 9 28 3,800 1 6 24 8,675 2 a 24 3,466 6 13 37 

1.,409 1 8 26 217 2 10 24 947 1 6 16 178 10 21 47 
1.-043 3 12 40 107 1 8 33 536 2 9 24 351 8 21 53 
4,H? 2 8 23 967 1 4 12 1,544 2 7 21 1,587 5 11 28 

1.
0261 2 9 26 146 1 6 19 724 2 9 22 120 9 18 34 

2,9;.16 ;Z 9 34 784 1 6 28 1,591 2 8 27 458 6 13 51 
2,335 2 1$. 29 161 1 7 22 1,127 2 11 25 336 8 18 42 
i,54(\', 2 9 24 372 2 9 26 644 1 7 20 372 6 11 24 

1,
3071 1 11 22 143 1 6 17 1,052 1 11 22 49 7 13 32 
871 2 13 53 303 1 11 58 510 2 12 48 15 17 34 67 
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--- - -

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

8,158 

142 

375 

26 
182 
40 
53 
74 

482 

107 
55 
91 

181 
28 

·20 

837 

48 
232 
367 

86 
97 
7 

781 

178 
33 
19 
28 

202 
183 
70 
15 
53 

1,430 

317 
40 

168 
75 

109 
172 
138 
219 
192 

773 

61 
49 

149 
36 

103 
111 
152 
63 
43 

TRIAL 

TIHE INTERVALS 
IN HONTHS* 

10 10 
PER- PER-
CENT CENT 
LESS HE- HORE 
THAN DIAN THAN 

n 19 46 

7 16 33 

11 25 54 

9 15 26 
14 32 63 
15 25 52 
10 15 33 
9 21 43 

8 24 60 

9 24 61 
9 29 63 

13 26 51 
7 21 58 

13 34 73 
9 13 30 

7 18 46 

2 26 75 
7 23 54 
6 15 3:; 
'1 13 25 

12 24 55 - - -
6 14 40 . 
8 20 50 
9 16 28 

11 21 32 
10 21 36 

6 13 27 
3 7 15 
8 18 50 

16 31 68 
9 20 37 

10 23 46 

8 16 34 
14 35 55 
13 26 97 
15 23 41 
15 21 43 
15 30 45 
ItO 19 43 
1.1 29 57 

,6 15 37 

8 18 41 

10 25 37 
12 23 47 

8 15 . 34 
10 24 41 
8 18 47 
6 16 35 
8 14 31 
5 16 39 

13 37 65 



TABLE C-5. U.S. DISTRICT COllRTS 
TIHE INTERVALS FROH FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERHINATED, BY DISTRICT AND HETHOD OF DISPOSITION 

(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEHNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEHS 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

INTERVALS SHOHN ARE FOR THE HEDIAN TIHE AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE HIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES.) 
DURING THE TkELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 

DURING DR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL 

TIHE INTERVALS TIHE INTERVALS TIHE INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
IN HONTHS* IN HONTHS* IN MONTHS* IN HONTHS* 

10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PER- PEP.- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER-

NUMBER CENT CENT NUHBER CENT CENT NUHBER CENT CENT NUHBER CENT CENT 
OF LESS HE- HORE OF LESS HE- HORE OF LESS HE- HORE OF LESS HE- HORE 

CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES· -
TlH ••• 14,573 1 6 28 3,083 1 5 20 8,864 1 5 22 2,084 4 14 41 542 

IL,N •••• 7,923 1 5 22 2,080 1 4 17 4,486 1 4 17 1,130 3 12 41 227 
IL,C •••• 816 2 11 32 106 1 5 26 609 2 10 30 69 8 23 48 32 
IL,S .... 983 2 12 34 168 2 7 27 671 2 11 31 83 9 22 40 55 
IN,N .... 1,319 2 11 35 43 1 5 23 744 1 7 35 436 6 15 36 96 
IN,S .... 1,865 1 8 32 102 2 18 49 1.536 1 6 23 171 10 26 50 56 
HI,E •••• 1,131 1 7 25 510 2 8 25 534 1 5 17 41 12 21 42 46 
HI.H .... 536 1 4 11 74 1 2 7 278 1 3 8 154 3 7 13 30 

8TH •.• 11,141 2 9 27 3,492 2 8 25 5,875 2 8 23 1,041 9 18 37 733 

AR,E .... 1,714 2 9 22 508 2 11 21 1,065 2 7 22 8 - - - 133 
AR,H •••• 878 2 7 16 90 1 8 14 699 2 7 16 5 - - - 84 
IA,N .... 485 2 9 32 99 1 5 17 345 2 9 27 22 18 27 37 19 
lA,S •••• 753 3 12 :!3 146 1 5 22 374 3 10 27 177 12 20 42 56 
HN ...... 1,807 2 8 '6 535 1 4 17 697 2 6 17 500 7 16 33 75 
HO,E .... 2,034 2 10 28 931 2 9 26 892 2 9 23 55 8 17 43 156 
HO,H •••• 1,607 2 10 38 664 2 10 39 812 2 9 40 63 12 19 33 68 
NE •••••• 1,080 2 10 28 192 1 5 29 680 2 8 22 121 12 22 37 87 
NO ...... 416 2 9 36 187 1 4 30 136 1 5 29 66 10 19 40 27 
SO ...... 367 1 8 19 140 1 7 18 175 1 5 14 24 g 18 33 28 

9TH ••• 25,805 2 8 28 9,566 2 7 24 13,990 2 8 25 1,484 7 16 38 765 

AK ...... 507 3 12 33 256 3 12 32 231 4 13 32 9 - - - 11 
AZ ...... 1,759 1 7 22 544 1 5 19 1,167 2 7 22 14 13 19 29 34 
CA,N., •• 4,151 2 7 23 2,426 2 5 20 1,582 2 7 23 51 10 21 41 92 
CA,E. ; .. 1,506 2 10 33 448 2 6 22 740 2 8 22 227 6 18 48 91 
CA,C •••• 7,970 2 7 23 3,131 2 7 26 4,122 1 6 20 483 7 15 28 234 
CA,S •••• 2,053 2 11 41 300 1 4 22 1,702 3 12 42 15 9 14 41 36 
HI •••••• 1,016 3 13 38 688 2 17 38 266 3 9 43 22 9 17 34 40 
10 ...... 562 2 14 37 50 1 4 12 3133 2 11 31 111 12 25 51 18 
HT ...... 825 3 13 36 218 2 8 35 300 3 10 32 285 9 19 42 22 
NV ...... 1,097 1 9 32 135 1 4 18 881 2 9 30 42 8 17 40 39 
OR •••••• 1,654 2 8 20 672 2 8 18 862 1 6 19 38 7 14 24 82 
HA,E .... 674 2 10 45 166 1 5 43 381 2 9 45 101 6 13 43 26 
HA,H •••• 1,943 2 7 20 497 1 7 23 1,326 2 6 19 82 6 12 24 38 
GUAH •••• 60 1 7 22 28 1 6 19 28 1 8 17 3 - - - 1 
NHI. •••• 28 5 19 35 7 - - - 19 7 19 35 1 - - - 1 

10TH •• 9,593 2 8 25 1,586 1 5 20 5,040 1 6 21 2,476 6 12 29 491 

CO ...... 1,951 1 8 26 37 1 4 17 1,014 1 4 15 809 6 12 30 91 
KS ... ; •• 1,573 2 10 34 577 2 8 32 690 2 7 22 223 12 22 48 83 
NH ...... 1,110 3 11 27 203 1 7 22 601 2 9 23 235 8 17 31 71 
OK,N •••• ~86 2 9 25 68 1 2 5 738 3 8 21 118 8 15 33 62 
OK, E. ••• 507 1 6 10 169 1 5 9 221 1 4 10 83 4 8 11 34 
OK,H •••• 2,071 1 7 15 366 1 4 11 741 1 4 9 880 5 9 19 84 
UT ...... 991 2 11 35 9 - - - 908 2 10 33 41 10 24 58 3l 
HY ...... 404 2 8 15 157 2 7 12 127 2 7 15 87 6 10 19 33 

11TH •• 15,510 1 7 23 3,604 1 6 23 10,058 1 6 20 1,041 7 15 34 807 

AL,N .... 1,902 1 7 15 134 1 5 13 1,411 1 5 12 231 6 13 24 126 
AL,H •••• 763 1 6 18 37 1 2 4 582 1 5 18 78 6 10 17 66 
AL,S .... 830 2 9 27 205 1 4 13 385 2 8 21 176 9 17 34 (,l, 
FL,N .••• 641 2 7 22 49 1 3 8 556 2 7 20 16 19 25 43 1(,) 
FL,H .... 3,132 2 8 26 494 1 5 21 2.308 2 8 22 225 9 18 42 105 
FL,S .... 3,759 1 6 21 520 1 4 18 2,937 1 5 18 115 4 15 40 18'J' 
GA,N .... 2,738 2 9 28 1,611 2 8 27 926 2 8 26 44 9 18 34 157 
GA,H •••• 772 2 10 34 291 1 9 33 389 2 9 31 51 10 19 39 41 
GA,S .... 973 2 9 19 263 2 7 19 564 2 9 19 105 4 14 21 41 - * TIHE INTERVAL COHPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 DR HORE CASES 

158 

TRIAL 

TIHE INTERVALS 
IN HONTHS* 

10 10 
PER- PER-
CENT CENT 
LESS HE- HORE 
THAN DIAN THAN 

8 21 54 

5 20 56 
19 31 51 
14 21 38 
7 18 49 

10 27 57 
10 24 53 
4 10 16 

9 18 3a 

9 15 28 
6 11 24 

13 40 51 
14 24 39 
14 21 52 
9 18 40 

10 19 37 
12 22 35 
10 24 46 
9 15 27 

10 22 60 

12 34 69 
8 24 50 

14 27 55 
14 60 70 

6 19 43 
13 20 51 
11 19 31 
15 24 31 
13 21 39 
12 26 60 
10 15 33 
14 22 42 
10 18 43 
- - -- - -
8 18 39 

11 23 47 
13 24 45 
12 21 35 
7 . 2('1 40 
7 'J 17 
8 1.'3 24 

11 22 46 
7 11 23 

8 17 37 

8 13 23 
7 12 20 

10 17 30 
14 28 43 
10 19 41 
7 19 40 

12 21 42 
5 16 32 
7 12 32 



r 
TABLE C 6. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 
AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 

LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 3 YEARS AND OVER 
AND LESS THAN 1 TO 2 2 TO 3 

NUMBERl PERCENT* DISTRICT 1 YEAR YEARS YEARS 

TOTAL. .. 242,346 135,334 53,933 27,872 25,207 10.4 

DC .••••• 4,066 1,920 1,118 539 489 12.0 

1ST ... 11,507 5,495 2,153 1,206 2,653 23.1 

ME ...... 537 391 83 44 19 3.5 
MA •...•. 7,452 3,104 1,348 707 2,293 30.8 
NH ..•..• 810 440 215 90 65 8.0 
RI •..•.. 756 509 181 40 26 3.4 
PR ...... 1,952 1,051 326 325 250 12.8 

2ND ... 27,372 12,819 6,584 3,714 4,255 15.5 

CT •••••• 3,257 1,686 671 353 547 16.8 
NY,N •••. 3,186 1,129 689 520 848 26.6 
NY, E .••• 5,806 3,021 1,345 678 762 13.1 
NY, S •.•. 12,269 5,643 3,270 1,789 1,567 12.8 
NY,H ..•. 2,440 1,083 511 330 516 21.1 
VT •••.•. 414 257 98 44 15 3.6 

3RD .•• 22,006 12,971 5,015 2,950 1,070 4.9 

DE •••••. 942 555 215 91 81 8.6 
NJ •.•.•. 5,160 3,275 1,181 401 303 5.9 
PA, E •••. 9,784 5,610 2,169 1,796 209 2.1 
PA,M .••. 1,746 1,346 249 58 93 5.3 
PA,H .... 3,001 1,726 734 311 230 7.7 
VI •••••• 1,373 459 467 293 154 11.2 

4TH ••. 15,879 9,601 3,450 1,380 1,448 9.1 

MD .•.••. 3,447 1,905 828 363 351 10.2 
NC, E .••• 1;056 668 279 94 15 1.4 
NC,M •••. 594 405 126 52 11 1.9 
NC,H .••• 818 499 208 63 48 5.9 
SC .••••. 2,504 1,858 484 130 32 1.3 
VA, E •••• 3,322 1,820 428 302 772 23.2 
VA,H •••. 1,765 1,060 428 181 96 5.4 
HV,N .••• 752 349 185 103 115 15.3 
HV,S ••.. 1,621 1,037 484 92 8 -

5TH .•• 36,444 18,880 8,659 3,783 5,122 14.1 

LA, E .•.• 3,795 2,772 749 179 95 2.5 
LA,M ..•. 1,441 748 342 197 154 10.7 
LA,H •••. 3,744 2,361 836 421 126 3.4 
MS,N ..•• 1,348 852 345 84 67 5.0 
MS, S •••. 3,650 1,323 767 229 1,331 36.5 
TX, N .••. 5,121 3,139 1,260 426 296 5.8 
TX, E •••. 6,117 1,805 1,397 998 1,917 31.3 
lX,S •••• 8,185 3,968 2,122 1,015 1,080 13.2 
TX,Ii .••• 3,043 1,912 841 234 56 1.8 

6TH ••. 28,757 16,444 6,412 3,973 1,928 6.7 

KY,E. ... 1,611 918 399 213 81 5.0 
Ky,H .••• 1,857 975 474 191 217 11.7 
MI,E •••. 4,471 2,927 819 571 154 3.4 
HI ,H .••• 1,715 1,202 358 103 52 3.0 
OH,N •.•. 11,137 5,867 2,607 2,001 662 5.9 
CH, S .••• 3,081 1,614 714 364 389 12.6 
TN,E .... 1,919 1,326 357 173 63 3.3 
TN,H •••. 1,206 798 227 127 54 4.5 
TN,H •••• 1,760 817 457 230 256 14.5 

159 
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TABLE C 6. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 

AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 

LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND LESS THAN 1 TO 2 2 TO 3 

DISTRICT 1 YEAR YEARS YEARS 

7TH ••. 15,134 8,999 3,2&4 1,412 

IL,N .... 6,347 3,771 1,290 549 
IL,C •••. 1,280 764 321 124 
IL, S .••. 1,525 768 427 183 
IN,N .... 1,486 802 345 160 
IN,S .... 2,814 1,797 537 238 
HI, E •..• 1,377 804 334 157 
HI,H .... 305 293 10 1 

8TH ... 15,159 8,967 3,262 2,202 

AR,E •... 2,057 1,473 387 136 
AR,H ...• 569 500 59 10 
IA,N ••.• 594 311 168 77 
lA,S .... 2,247 662 395 1,053 
HN •••.•. 2,000 1,279 451 170 
HO,E •.•. 2,887 1,823 &69 283 
MO~H •••• 2,501 1,517 561 204 
NE •• ,. ••• 1,503 908 372 182 
NO •••••• 448 266 127 39 
SO •••••• 353 228 73 48 

9TH ... 34,410 18,992 7,158 3,773 

AK ...... 1,041 462 259 141 
AZ •••••• 3,413 1,721 641 657 
CA,N •••• 4,945 2,863 983 353 
CA,E .••. 2,933 1,749 733 302 
CA,C •.•. 8,586 5,071 1,719 1,054 
CA,S •••. 2,332 1,262 554 219 
HI .••... 1,796 739 289 222 
10 .••..• 749 450 157 84 
HT .•••.• 1,294 578 337 174 
NV ••...• 1,896 1,027 492 213 
OR •••••• 1,664 1,189 319 112 
HA, E ••.. 631 367 149 54 
HA,H ••.. 2,189 1,445 498 175 
GUAH •••. 898 50 16 3 
NHI ..•.. 43 19 12 10 

10TH •. 11,364 6,885 2,722 1,042 

CO ........ 2,135 1,406 416 175 
KS .•.•.. 1,978 1,162 508 219 
NH •••.•. 1,797 950 481 209 
OK,tL ... 1,631 785 641 155 
OK,E •••• 385 341 32 6 
OK,H .••. 1,344 1,102 155 44 
UT •.••.. 1,774 887 458 211 
HY ••••• D 320 252 31 23 

11TH .. 20,248 13,361 4,136 1,898 

AL,N .... 2,157 1,573 379 174 
AL,H •••. 1,140 770 206 129 
AL,S •.•• 1,166 810 208 125 
FL,N •••. 1,150 666 270 130 
FL,H •••. 4,273 2,636 961 419 
FL,S .••. 4,100 2,752 847 340 
GA,N •.•• 3,463 2,231 774 320 
GA,H •.•. 1,421 761 324 212 
GA,S •••. 1,378 1,162 167 49 

* PERCENT NOT COMPUTED HHEN THERE ARE LESS THAN 10 CASES 

160 

3 YEARS AND OVER 

NUHBERt PERCENT'" 

1,459 9.6 

737 11.6 
71 5.5 

147 9.6 
179 12.0 
242 8.6 

82 6.0 
1 -

728 4.8 

61 3.0 - -
38 6.4 

137 6.1 
100 5.0 
112 3.9 
219 8.8 

41 2.7 
16 3.6 

4 -
4,487 13.0 

179 17 .2 
394 11.5 
746 15.1 
149 5.1 
742 8.6 
297 12.7 
546 30.4 
58 7.7 

205 15.8 
164 8.6 

44 2.6 
61 9.7 
71 3.2 

829 92.3 
2 -

715 6.3 

138 6.5 
89 4.5 

157 8.7 
50 3.1 

6 -
43 3.2 

218 12.3 
14 4.4 

853 4.2 

31 1.4 
35 3.1 
23 2.0 
84 7.3 

257 6.0 
161 3.9 
138 4.0 
124 8.7 

- -
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CIRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT ALL TRIALS 

TOTAL. .• 20,433 

DC •••••• 616 

1ST. .. 777 

ME ...... 56 
MA ••••.• 353 
NH .••••• 85 
RI •••••• 130 
PR ...... 153 

2ND ••• 1,743 

CT •••••• 239 
HY, N .••• 109 
HY, E •••• 512 
NY, S, ••• 698 
HY,H .••• 123 
VT •••••• 62 

3RD ••• 1,715 

DE ...... 75 
NJ •.•••• 397 
PA.E .... 691 
PA,M .... 217 
PA,H •••• 224 
VI •••... 111 

4TH ••• 1.B39 

1'10 ...... 265 
HC,E •••• 108 
HC,M •••• 140 
HC,H •••• 156 
SC •.•••• 313 
VA, E. ... 527 
VA,H •••• 127 
HV,N ••.. 76 
HV,S •••• 127 

5TH ••• 3,020 

LA, E. ••• 405 
LA,H •••• 51 
LA,H •••• 173 
HS,N •.•• 113 
MS, S •••• 1BO 
TX,H •••• 373 
TX,E .... 238 
TX,S ••.• 871 
TX,H •••• 616 

6TH ••• 1,627 

Ky,E •••• 136 
KY,H •••• 136 
I'll, E •.•• 359 
1'11,101 .... 89 
OH,N .••• 205 
OH,S •••. 225 
TN,E •••• 148 
TH,M •••• 106 
TN,H •••• 223 

TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
(CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 

CIVIL 

I HOH-
TOTAL JURY JURY TOTAL 

11,502 6,737 4,765 8,931 

305 236 69 311 
--
520 238 282 257 

21 4 17 35 
269 105 164 84 

35 19 16 50 
100 51 49 30 

95 59 36 5B 

1,047 646 401 696 

176 104 72 63 
58 26 32 51 

268 171 97 244 
471 307 164 227 

47 28 19 7& 
27 10 17 35 

1.231 599 632 484 

34 9 25 41 
2B7 145 142 110 
586 267 319 105 
158 71 87 59 
143 96 47 B1 

23 11 12 88 

1,067 621 446 772 

174 101 73 91 
47 33 14 61 
33 23 10 107 
90 59 31 66 

241 113 128 72 
301 197 104 226 

72 35 37 55 
38 24 14 38 
71 36 35 56 

1,763 1,115 648 1,257 

313 162 151 92 
46 27 19 5 

144 77 67 29 
86 36 50 27 

140 97 43 40 
206 144 62 167 
17B 77 101 60 
410 325 85 461 
240 170 70 376 

949 533 416 678 

69 38 31 67 
71 37 34 65 

222 102 120 137 
64 39 25 25 

134 80 54 71 
131 86 45 94 
112 48 64 36 
64 36 28 42 
B2 67 15 141 

161 

CRIMIHAL 

I NOH-
JURY JURY 

3,870 5,061 

152 159 

95 162 

14 21 
22 62 
32 18 
9 21 

18 40 

306 390 

42 21 
15 36 

114 130 
65 162 
51 25 
19 16 

155 329 

18 23 
49 61 
17 BB 
23 36 
34 47 
14 74 

308 464 

33 58 
1B 43 
41 66 
28 3B 
23 49 

108 118 
25 30 

9 29 
23 33 

631 626 

38 54 
5 -
7 22 

13 14 
21 19 
90 77 
25 35 

229 232 
203 173 

253 425 

27 40 
37 28 
34 103 
8 17 

18 53. 
39 55 

6 30 
17 25 
67 74 



-
CIRCUIT 

AND TOTAL 
DISTRICT ALL TRIALS 

7TH ... 1,324 

IL,N .... 569 
IL,C •••. 118 
IL,S •••• 118 
IN,N .... 173 
IN,S •••• 148 
HI, E •••• 136 
HI ,H •••• 62 

8TH ... 1,498 

AR,E •••• 214 
AR,H •••• 126 
lA,N •••• 64 
lA,S .... 129 
HH •••••• 182 
HO,E ••.• 271 
HO,H, ..•• 206 
NE •••••• 154 
NO. ~ •••• 57 
SO .••.•• 95 

9TH ••• 2,644 

AK •••••• 36 
AZ •.•.•• 368 
CA,N •••• 202 
CA,E •.•• 98 
CA,C •••• 632 
CA,S .••• 446 
HI •••••• 92 
10 •••••• 35 
HT •••••. 70 
NV,. •• ,. •• 135 
DR •••••• 249 
HA,E .•.• 124 
HAtH .••• 137 
GUAH •••• 9 
NHI ••••• 10 

10TH .• 1,:!44 

CO •••••• 216 
KS •••••• 181 
NM •••••• 279 
aK,N •••• 141 
OK,E •••• 49 
OK,H •••• 169 
UT •••••• 118 
HY •••••• 91 

11TH •• 2,387 

AL,N ••.• 273 
AL,H .... 157 
AL,S •••• 140 
FL,N •••• 148 
FL,M •••• 367 
FL,S .... 695 
GA,N •••• 348 
GA,M •••• 144 
GA,S •••• 115 

TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AND CRIHINAL TRIALS COHPLETED, BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
(C~VIL INCLUDES TRIALS O~ MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 

CIVIL 

NON- I 
TOTAL JURY JURY TOTAL 

765 469 296 559 

345 209 136 224 
58 32 26 60 
56 28 28 62 
76 47 29 97 

107 83 24 41 
80 56 24 56 
43 14 29 19 

980 557 423 518 

157 86 71 57 
92 42 50 34 
25 15 10 39 
75 61 14 54 

108 61 47 74 
191 120 71 80 
135 62 73 71 
120 75 45 34 
25 11 14 32 
52 24 28 43 

1,016 681 335 1,628 

15 6 9 21 
92 7B 14 276 
96 53 43 106 
39 24 15 59 

311 211 100 321 
57 39 1B 389 
42 29 13 50 
15 5 10 20 
32 14 18 38 
74 50 24 61 

101 67 34 148 
50 38 12 74 
82 60 22 55 

1 1 - 8 
8 6 2 2 

675 352 323 569 

142 102 40 74 
106 52 54 75 
101 51 50 178 
65 43 22 76 
33 7 26 16 

118 31 87 51 
63 46 17 55 
47 20 27 44 

1,185 690 495 1,202 

196 107 89 77 
74 36 38 83 
80 48 32 60 
29 23 6 119 

157 95 62 210 
297 214 83 398 
211 97 114 137 
65 37 28 79 
76 33 43 39 

NOTE:INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. 

CRIHINAL 

NON-
JURY 

263 

106 
21 
39 
67 
17 
12 
1 

181 

23 
16 
18 
26 
14 
17 
18 
15 
14 
20 

876 

4 
149 

37 
19 

136 
303 

26 
-
9 

15 
110 
38 
25 

4 
1 

287 

50 
35 
99 
34 
6 

15 
17 
31 

363 

29 
25 
17 
44 
57 
98 
48 
33 
12 

ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED. INCLUDES LAND CONDEMNATION TRIALS, 
HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON 
CONTESTED MOTIONS AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN HHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED. 
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I JURY 

296 

11B 
39 
23 
30 
24 
44 
18 

337 

34 
18 
21 
28 
60 
63 
53 
19 
18 
23 

752 

17 
127 

69 
40 

185 
86 
24 
20 
29 
46 
38 
36 
30 
4 
1 

282 

24 
40 
79 
42 
10 
36 
38 
13 

839 

48 
58 
43 
75 

153 
300 

89 
46 
27 



CIRCUIT/ 
DISTRICT 

~aTAL 

DC •••••• 

1ST ••• 

ME •••••• 
MA •••••• 
NK •••••• 
RI •••••• 
PR •••••• 

2ND ••• 

CT •••••• 
NY,N •••• 
"Y,E •••• 
Ny,S •••• 
NY,H •••• 
VT •••••• 

3RD ••• 

DE •••••• 
NJ •••••• 
PA,E •••• 
PA,H •••• 
PA,H •••• 
VI •••••• 

4TH ... 

MD •••••• 
NC,E •••• 
NC,H •••• 
"C.H •••• 
SC •••••• 
VA, E •••• 
VA.H •••• 
HV,N •••• 
HV,S •••• 

5TH ••• 

LA, E •••• 
LA,H •••• 
LA,H .. .. 
MS,II ... . 
MS,S ... . 
TX,II •••• 
TX,E .... 
TX,S •••• 
TX,H •••• 

6TH ••• 

KY,E •••• 
KY,H .... 
MI, E •••• 
MI,H •••• 
OH,N •••• 
OH,S •••• 
TN,E •••• 
TN,H •••• 
TII,H •••• 

TIlTI.L 
ALL 

TRIALS TOTAL 

TABLE C-B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
LENGTH OF CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT, 

FOR THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
(INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 

CIVIL TRIALS CRIMHIAL TRIALS 

1 2 
DAY DAYS 

4 
TO 

3 9 
DAYS DAYS 

10 20 
TO DAYS 
19 AND 

DAYS OVER TOTAL 
1 2 

DAY DAYS 
3 

DAYS 

4 
TO 

9 
DAYS 

10 20 
TO DAYS 
19 AND 

DAYS OVER 

20,433 11,502 4.996 2,251 1,430 2,393 347 

6 

29 

85 8,931 3,922 1,714 1,203 1,693 289 110 

616 

777 

56 
353 

85 
130 
153 

305 

520 

21 
269 

35 
100 

95 

1,743 1,047 

239 
109 
512 
698 
123 
62 

176 
58 

268 
471 

47 
27 

1,715 1,231 

75 
397 
691 
217 
224 
111 

34 
287 
586 
158 
143 

23 

1,B39 1,067 

265 
108 
140 
156 
313 
527 
127 

76 
127 

174 
47 
33 
90 

241 
301 

72 
38 
71 

3,020 1,763 

405 
51 

173 
113 
180 
373 
238 
871 
616 

313 
46 

144 
86 

140 
206 
178 
410 
240 

188 

192 

2 
86 
18 
36 
50 

406 

81 
16 

122 
160 

13 
14 

450 

9 
87 

192 
79 
68 
15 

588 

72 
29 
15 
56 

113 
200 

45 
23 
35 

874 

134 
22 
55 
36 
67 

118 
68 

257 
117 

416 1.627 949 
t-----y-~~ ~----

136 69 
136 71 
359 222 

89 64 
205 134 
225 131 
148 112 
106 64 
223 82 

34 
42 
59 
27 
56 
65 
54 
31 
48 

43 

105 

10 
53 

6 
22 
14 

198 

33 
17 
52 
84 
10 
2 

279 

8 
63 

147 
24 
35 

2 

195 

25 
5 

10 
15 
50 
51 
15 
10 
14 

385 

95 
10 
31 
20 
34 
34 
49 
58 
54 

168 

15 
14 
41 

4 
17 
15 
28 
16 
18 

28 

64 

2 
30 

4 
15 
13 

126 

14 
9 

33 
62 

5 
3 

159 

3 
44 
~5 
18 
15 

4 

115 

39 

124 

6 
77 

6 
22 
13 

267 

42 
13 
53 

139 
14 

6 

302 

10 
80 

154 
35 
21 

2 

153 

20 54 
4 6 
2 4 
9 9 

32 43 
30 18 

4 7 
3 2 

11 10 

1 
18 

1 
5 
4 

40 

4 
3 
7 

19 
5 
2 

35 

3 
11 
15 

2 
4 

15 

3 
3 
1 
1 
3 
2 
1 

1 

1 

6 

5 

1 

10 

2 

1 
7 

6 

1 
2 
3 

1 

1 

311 

257 

35 
84 
50 
30 
58 

696 

63 
51 

244 
227 

76 
35 

484 

41 
110 
105 

59 
81 
88 

772 

91 
61 

107 
66 
72 

226 
55 
38 
56 

128 75 53 45 3 7 ------------------------------
87 39 35 74 16 6 

12 6 10 6 1 
21 9 10 28 11 
30 9 2 8 1 
6 5 7 11 1 

18 10 6 21 2 

238 104 87 204 43 

40 4 6 6 6 
12 14 5 12 5 
84 35 40 72 11 
52 27 26 95 15 
35 14 7 13 5 
15 10 3 6 1 

184 84 64 114 24 

22 
42 
14 
32 
31 
43 

416 

36 
26 
49 
37 
29 

148 
41 
28 
22 

10 4 3 2 
13 9 35 9 
19 19 39 4 

6 9 9 2 
6 13 23 7 

30 10 5 

143 93 

8 11 
9 12 

25 21 
18 5 
17 10 
38 19 

9 1 
4 4 

15 10 

100 

31 
13 
12 

3 
13 
16 

3 
2 
7 

18 

5 
1 

2 
3 
4 
1 

2 

5 

1 

20 

1 
3 
2 

12 
2 

14 

2 
10 

1 
1 

2 

1 

1 

221 249 20 14 1,257 718 244 123 137 30 5 

40 40 
11 3 
27 28 
15 15 
18 19 
17 28 
31 28 
28 53 
34 35 

1 

2 

2 
5 
1 
9 

3 

1 

4 
1 
5 

112 215 32 6 
--------------~ 

8 11 1 
681 

32 67 21 2 
8 25 

23 35 2 1 
13 33 4 1 
12 17 1 

4 11 2 
682 

163 

92 46 
5 5 

29 8 
27 13 
40 21 

167 88 
60 23 

461 285 
376 229 

678 246 

67 
65 

137 
25 
71 
94 
36 
42 

141 

25 
37 
26 
7 

17 
38 
15 
1& 
65 

23 8 

2 4 
7 4 
4 5 

22 21 
14 14 
86 35 
86 32 

137 125 

17 12 
10 9 
28 27 
3 5 

12 20 
17 14 
9 5 
7 11 

34 22 

15 

9 
3 
6 

23 
8 

44 
29 

139 

9 
7 

44 
8 

17 
19 
7 
8 

20 

5 

3 
11 

1 
10 

22 

3 
2 
7 
2 
3 
5 

1 

1 
2 

1 

9 

1 

5 

2 
1 



TOTAL 
CIRCUIT/ ALL 
DISTRICT TRIALS TOTAL 

7TH ••• 1,324 765 

IL,N .... 569 345 
IL,C •••• 118 58 
IL,S •••• 118 56 
IN,N •••• 173 76 
IN,S •••• 148 107 
HI, E .••• 136 80 
HI,H .... 62 43 

8TH •• , 1,498 980 

AR,E .... 214 157 
AR,H ••.. 126 92 
IA,N ..•• 64 25 
lA,S .... 129 75 
MN ...... 182 108 
MO,E .... 271 191 
MO,H .... 206 135 
NE ...... 154 120 
NO ...... 57 25 
SO •••••. 95 52 

9TH ••• 2,644 1,016 

AK •••••• 36 15 
AZ ...... 368 92 
CA,N .... 202 96 
CA,E .... 98 39 
CA,C •••• 632 311 
CA .• S •••• 446 57 
HI •••••• 92 42 
10 •••••• 35 15 
MT ...... 70 32 
NV •••••• 135 74 
OR ...... 249 101 
HA,E .... 124 50 
HA,H •••• 137 82 
GUAM •••• 9 1 
NMI ••••• 10 8 

10TH •• 1,244 675 

CO •••••• 216 142 
KS •••••• 181 106 
NM •••••• 279 101 
OK.N •••• 141 65 
oK,E. ••• 49 33 
OK,H •••• 169 118 
UT ...... 118 63 
HY ...... 91 47 

11TH •• 2,381 1,185 

AL,N .... 273 196 
AL,M •••• 157 74 
AL,S .... 140 80 
FL,N •••• 148 29 
FL,M •••• 367 157 
FL,S •••• 695 297 
GA,N ••.• 348 211 
GA,H •••• 144 65 
GA,S •••• 115 76 

TABLE C-8. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
LENGTfl OF CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT, 

FOR THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
(INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 

CIVIL TRIALS CRIMINAL TRIALS 

4 10 20 I TO TO DAYS 
1 2 3 9 19 AND 1 2 

D!YSl DAY DAYS DAYS DAYS DAYS OVER TOTAL DAY DAYS 
"-

308 132 100 193 27 5 559 243 96 82 

119 49 42 110 20 5 224 82 34 34 
28 11 8 10 1 - 60 21t 15 12 
19 10 9 16 2 - 62 40 5 7 
32 16 16 11 1 - 97 62 14 8 
63 21 8 13 2 - 41 21 7 8 
35 11 11 23 - - 56 10 11 10 
12 14 6 10 1 - 19 4 10 3 

432 203 140 164 36 5 518 208 98 90 

70 32 32 17 5 1 57 36 13 4 
43 31 11 7 - - 34 23 8 1 
10 3 1 8 2 1 39 21 3 5 
47 9 7 10 2 - 54 27 4 10 
39 17 13 27 12 - 74 17 14 12 
94 46 22 24 4 1 80 16 20 26 
53 31 19 30 1 1 71 21 16 16 
51 22 20 25 1 1 34 12 7 It 

4 6 5 5. 5 - 32 15 7 5 
21 6 10 11 4 - 43 20 6 7 

354 187 103 274 74 24 1,628 745 325 198 

4 1 2 6 2 - 21 5 8 3 
44 14 7 20 6 1 276 154 47 28 
20 12 10 39 9 6 106 28 14 11 
11 9 5 11 1 2 59 16 11 9 

106 68 36 68 23 10 321 100 65 54 
1& 8 & 16 7 4 38$ 225 84 33 
10 7 5 14 5 1 50 19 9 " 1 2 4 7 1 - 20 5 7 4 
12 4 1 13 2 - 38 11 13 8 
29 13 6 23 3 - 61 16 11 15 
47 25 9 17 3 - 148 98 35 8 
24 9 1 14 2 - 74 41 11 10 
25 13 10 26 8 - 55 23 8 11 

1 - - - - - 8 4 1 -
It 2 1 - 1 - 2 - 1 -

236 111 108 197 19 " 569 292 109 62 

60 22 20 36 4 - 74 41 11 7 
32 18 18 33 3 2 75 35 16 4-
37 18 18 24 3 1 178 113 34 17 
29 11 7 13 4- 1 7f, 32 19 9 

7 2 8 16 - - 16 5 3 5 
3& 22 23 35 2 - 51 20 6 8 
25 9 8 19 2 - 55 20 15 8 
10 9 6 21 1 - 44 26 5 4-

552 245 154 216 15 3 1,202 417 26Q 191 

100 4& 27 23 - - 77 38 16 7 
30 19 13 12 - - 83 33 28 16 
49 9 11 11 - - 60 30 12 5 
14 9 2 4 - - 119 53 24 14 
68 38 22 25 3 1 210 56 48 28 

144 57 27 62 5 2 398 89 64 84 
67 42 34 62 6 - 137 47 22 25 
33 12 8 11 1 - 79 55 14 9 
47 13 10 6 - - 39 16 12 3 

4 10 I 20 
TO TO DAYS 
9 19 I AND 

DAYS DAYS OVER 

105 26 7 

49 19 6 
7 1 1 

10 - -
10 3 -
5 - -

22 3 -
2 - -

109 11 2 

3 1 -
2 - -
8 1 1 

12 1 -
24 6 1 
17 1 -
18 - -
10 1 -
5 - -

10 - -
293 46 21 

5 - -
39 6 2 
39 12 2 
19 2 2 
83 10 9 
35 9 3 
16 - 2 
3 1 -
5 1 -

18 1 -
7 - -

10 2 -
10 2 1 
3 - -
1 - -

90 11 5 

12 3 -
17 1 2 
12 1 1 
13 1 2 
3 - -

12 5 -
12 - -
9 - -

283 39 12 

15 1 -
6 - -
9 1 3 

22 4 2 
61 11 .; 

127 13 1 
36 7 -
1 - -
6 2 -

NOTE:INCLUDES TRIALS COHDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED 8Y MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED. 
INCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON 
CONTESTED MOTIONS AND DTHER CONTESTED PRDCEEDINGS IN HHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED 
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TABLE C-9 
U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS TERMINATED, REQUIRING 20 OR MORE DAYS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

Civil Cases 

Districtl Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding 
fT~iall Type of I Days Trial 

NC,M. 
CA,E. 
MA ••• 
AR,E. 
CA,N. 
TX,N. 
DE ... 
AZ ••• 
KS .•. 

..... NM ... 
ffi TX,S. 

CA,C. 
IA,N. 
NY,S. 
LA,E. 
CA,N. 
NY,S. 
CA,C. 
PA,E. 
CAre. 
CA,C. 
CA,N. 
MO,E. 
CA,C. 
CA,S. 
MA ••• 
PA,E. 
TX,N. 
NE .•. 
CA,C. 

Brown & Williamson .. v Ligett Group Inc .. ~. 
Federal Deposit Ins. v Hurdman, Main •••••.. 
Polaroid Corp ....... v Eastman Kodak Co ..•. 
Webb. . . . . • . . . . . . . • .. v Mo Pac RR Co ....... . 
City of San Jose ...• v Paine Webber ....... . 
Ensearch Corp Etal .. v Morahan Etal ....... . 
Coca Cola Bottling .. v Coca Cola Co ....••.. 
Sekaquaptewa •...•... v MacDonald .......... . 
Diana L. Mason ...... v Texaco .........•.•.. 
Jackson .....•.....•. v Fort Stanton Hosp ... 
Lloyd L ..........•.. v State of Texas .••... 
Garza. • . . . . . • . • . . . .. v Los .Angeles County .. 
Latham Seed Co Etal. v Nickerson Etal ...•.. 
Mecca .......•....... v Gibralter Corp Amer. 
Indut Risk Ins Etla v City of New Orleans. 
C.R. Bard Inc •••••.• v Advanced Cardiovascu 
Dutcher ....•....•... v Combustion Inc ..... . 
Geophysical Systems. v Raytheon Co .....•... 
Willis Trucking Inc. v Baltimore RR •••••••• 
Am Driver •.....•.... v Sears Roebuck & Co .. 
Calif. Pollute Auth. v Angelus-Hud Refuse .. 
Natl Semiconductor .. v Linea Teech ......•.. 
Police Dept Etal .•.. v Midwest Investment .• 
Continental Air Line v Am Air Lines .....•.. 
Moore,L ......•...... v Local Union # 569 •.. 
King Instrument ... t • v Perego .....•.....•.. 
Keenan, Carol .....•. v City Of Philadelphia 
Nowlin Savings Assoc v Walters, Robert E •.. 
Lindsay Mig Co ....•. v Warner Elec Brake •.. 
Nutri Metics •••••••• v Carrington Lab ••••.. 

Trademark ........ ,. . " .... 0 •••••••••••• 

Fraud ............................... . 
Patent .............................. . 
Civil Rights - Employment .....•.•••.. 
Securities, Commodities & Exchange ••• 
Insurance Contract ......••.......•.•• 
Contract ........................ It .... . 

Real Property Action ...•.........•... 
Personal Injury-Product Liability •.•. 
Civil Rights .. 1/ ••••••••• ~ •••••••• ,. ••• 

Federal Employers Liability ......•..• 
Civil Rights - Voting ............•... 
Civil RICO .... II ••••••••••••• ;I •••••••• 

Securities, Commodities & Exchange ... 
Personal Property Damage ..........••. 
Patent ............................... . 
Asbestos Pers Inj Prod Liability .•... 
Civil RICO .... ,. e ••• • ' ••••••••••••••••• 

Antitrust .............................................. ... 
Contract ............... ~ ............. . 
Securities, Commodities & Exchange •.• 
Patent ................................ . 
Civil RICO 0 ............ 0 ............... . 

Antitrust. 0.0 •••• G ••••• " ••••••••••••• 

Labor/Management Report/Disclosure •.. 
Patent ..... .......................... . 
Civil Rights - Employment.. . ..... 
Civil RICO ..................... . 
Contract ..................... " '" ... It •••• 

Trademarks ... " ................ .- ...... . 

122 Jury 
107 Jury 

95 Non-Jury 
77 Non-Jury 
58 Jury 
57 Jury 
46 Non-Jury 
45 Non-Jury 
45 Jury 
45 Non-Jury 
44 Non-Jury 
43 Non-Jury 
42 Jury 
41 Jury 
41 Jury 
41 Jury 
40 Jury 
40 Jury 
39 Jury 
39 Jury 
39 Jury 
38 Non-Jury 
37 Jury 
37 Jury 
37 Jury 
35 Non-Jury 
35 Jury 
35 Jury 
35 Jury 
35 Jury 



TABLE C-9 
U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS TEP~~!~~~En~ R~QurRING 20 OR MORE DAYS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERtOD ~rr;oED ~JNE 30, 1990 

(continued) 

Civil Cases 

Districtl Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding I Trial 
Days 

CT ... 
IL,N. 
IL,N. 
CA,E. 
CA,C. 
NY,S. 
TX,S. 
NY,S. 
TX,S. 
MI,E. 
CA,S. 
DC ... 

~ KS •.• 
0) CArN. 

NY,S. 
LA,E. 
OH,S. 
MA ••• 
NJ ... 
CA,N. 
CA,S. 
MA. •• " 
PRo •• 
IL,N. 
CA,C. 
FL,M. 
LA,E. 
TX ,-'3. 
MO,W. 
MA ••• 
TX,N. 

Great Northern Nekoo v Georgia-Pacific Corp 
Ambrosino Etal .•.•.• v Rodman Renshaw Inc .. 
Wilson, Andrew ...•.. v McKenna, Thomas .••.• 
U.S. Steel Corp ..•.. v S.J. Groves & Sons .. 
Pacific Express Inc. v United Airlines ••••• 
Light Wave Tech •.•.. v Corning Glass Works. 
MBank Houston Nation v Armco, Inc •.......•. 
Mosu Etal .......•... v Scackman Etal •...... 
Knox, Richard C ..... v O'Hare, William ..... 
Securities Exc. Comm v Great Lakes Equ Etal 
Brady,R .•.•.••••.•.. v Little,B Etal •...... 
Lincoln Savings ..... v FHLBB •.......•...... 
Ashley Lundemo ..•.•. v Stanton Barker .•.... 
William Inglis ...... v ITT Continental Ban.k 
Carl-Zeiss Stiftung. v Renishaw .........•. 
Zapata Gulf Marine .. v Puerto Rico Maritime 
Fletcher Insurance •. v Fletcher Insurance .. 
Flier ........•...•.. v Billingsley Etal ..•. 
ICI Service Corp .... v Greene .......••••••• 
Kal W. Lines .•...... v Bank of America ...•. 
United States •...... v City of San Diego ••. 
Cool Light Co Inc ... v GTE Prod Corp ......• 
Capitana Corporation v Ponce Federal Bank .• 
Medcom Holding Co ... v Medtrain, Inc ...•.•. 
Brenderson-Newberg •• v Pacific Erectors Co. 
Johnson ........•.... v Jacksonville Fla .... 
Helms ............... v Clausen Etal ..•..•.. 
Cameron Iron Works •. v Quality Oilfield ..•. 
Asay, Paige N ....... v The Cessna Aircraft. 
Atlantic Co ......••. v Faytex Corp ..•...... 
Mag. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . •. v Brinkmann III • " , " " •• " •• 

Anti trust .. 41 " ••• " •••••••••••••••••••• 

Securities, Commodities & Exchange ••• 
Prisoner Petition - Civil Rights .•.•. 
Contract •. 
Antitrust ••. 
Antitrust .. :. " 9 •••• " • l' " .............. " • 
Real Property/Lease and Ejectment •••. 
lnanigra tion" " . " " ... " . " .. " .. " ........ . 
Securities, Commodities & Exchange .•. 
Securities, Commodities & Exchange ••• 
Civil RICO .. o •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Banks and Banking...... . ..•.••..•.. 
Medical Malpractice.... . ••.•.•••. 
Antitrust" " ... " " . " " .. " . " .... " " " .. " " .. 
Patent ... " .................. ~ ....... . 
Antitrust ............... 0 ................ .. 

Civil RICO"'1 ••••••••••••••••• ,, ••••••• 
Contract .. D .................... _ ......... . 

Contract .............................. . 
Antitrust ...................... " ...... . 
Environmental Matters ........••.•.... 
Contract ................... e ............. .. 

Contract ........... e .................. " •• 

Securities, Commodities & Exchange •.. 
Contract ............... e .................. . 

Ci viI Rights ... '" ......... co ••••••• ~ " •• 

Constitutionality of State Statute ••. 
Patent ..................... e ......... tI •• 

Airplane Product Liability ......•.... 
Patent ............................... . 
Trademark ............................... . 

34 
34 
34 
34 
34 
33 
33 
32 
32 
32 
32 
31 
31 
29 
28 
28 
28 
27 
27 
27 
27 
26 
26 
26 
26 
26 
25 
25 
25 
24 
24 

Type of 
Trial 

Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury, 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
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TABLE C-9 
U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS TERMINATED, REQUIRING 20 OR MORE DAYS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(continued) 

Civil Cases 

District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding 

NY,S. 
NY,S. 
TX,N. 
TX,E. 
KY,E. 
MI,E. 
CA,C. 
FL,S. 
NY,E. 
LA,W. 

~ CA,N. 
-..J CA,S. 

HI .. . 
NJ .. . 
PA,E. 
TX,S. 
IL,N. 
CT ... 
KY,W. 
IL,N. 
CA,C. 
OK,N. 
FL,S. 

Folger, Adam Co .... . 
Fagiola ............ . 
Great Western Direct 
Mellon Stuart Co ..•. 
Bk of Lexington .... . 
Kearns ............. . 
Three 3250 Wilshire. 
Atlanta Fed Savings. 
Cuno Inc ........... . 
Stephen Dupuis Etal 
John Ward ••••••••••• 
Sycamore/San Diego .. 
Thrash Etal ........ . 
Conn General Life In 
Michael McArio ..... . 
Kelso, Kenneth J ... . 
CMI Corp ..•......... 
The Stanley Works .. . 
Bank Cumberland .... . 
Horizon Federal Sav. 
General Electric .... 
Dyco Petroleum Corp. 
U.S. Phillips Corp .. 

v PMI Indus Inc ...... . 
v Natl Gypsum Co ..... . 
v Southwestern Bell .. . 
v Denton County Tex .. . 
v Vining Sparks Ser .. . 
v Ford Motor Corp .... . 
v Metropol ...•........ 
v Blythe Eastman Paine 
v Pall Corp Etal ...•.. 
v Thomas C Becnel Etal 
v City of San Jose .... 
v Sycamore/Sandie ..•... 
v Hughes Helicopters •. 
v Dental Ctr .......•.. 
v Pratt & Whitney Inc. 
v Oshman's Sporting .. . 
v Barber-Greene Co ... . 
v Walbrook Insurance .. 
v Aetna Casualty ..... . 
v Schneider, Viola S .. 
v Spalding Leasing .... 
v Anr Pipeline Company 
v Windmere Corp ...... . 

Securities, Commodities & Exchange •.. 
Asbestos Pers Inj Prod Liability ....• 
An.ti trust ................ ,. .......... . 
Contract .................... ., ....... . 
Securities, Commodities & Exchange ... 
Patent ................ a ••••••••••••••• 

Contract. 
Contract .. 
Patent" ......... :0 ••••••••••• " •••••••• 

Civil RICO.... . ..... 
Civil Rights .. 
Contract ..... . 
Airplane Product Liability .......... . 
Tort Personal Injury ...........•..... 
Airplane Personal Injury ...........•• 
Patent ......................... " .... . 
Patent .............................. . 
Insurance Contract .. 
Insurance Contract. 
Racketeering. 
Contract. . •.. 
Contract •. 
Marine Contract ...................•.. 

Trial 
Days 

23 
23 
23 
23 
23 
23 
23 
23 
22 
22 
22 
22 
22 
21 
21 
21 
21 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 

Type of 
Trial 

Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 



TABLE C-9 
U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS TERMINATED, REQUIRING 20 OR MORE DAYS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(continued) 

Criminal Cases 

District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding 

MA ••• 
TX,N. 
CA,S. 
MA ••• 
NJ ... 
CA,C. 
NY,S. 
PA,E. 
DC ... 
NY,S. 
NY,N. 
NY,S. 

~ CA,E. 
AL,S. 
NY,E. 
DC ... 
CA,C. 
PA,E. 
OH,N. 
DC ... 
PRo •• 
NY,S. 
PA,E. 
LA,W. 
FL,N. 
AZ ••• 
OK,N. 
FL,M. 
VA,E. 
.MN' ••• 

Levasseur, Raymond Luc .. 
David Faulkner ••.••.... 
Hunter, Nancy ..•..... 
Coogan, Timothy C ... 
Wayne Pray ............•... 
McCarver, Michael Dubarry. 
Wallach, Eugene Robert .. 
General Electric Co... . ..... . 
Rayful Edmond III •.... 
Marcus Schloss Co Inc .. 
Cephas, Orville ...... . 
Giovanelli, Federico. 
Gay, Benjamin F. III. 
McDonald, Ellis L. 
Cardascia, Carl .. . 
Roberto Castillo .. . 
Mangano, Donald P. Sr. 
Smith, Robert ..... 
Sturman, Reuben .. 
Marcus Anderson 
Sealed,. ......................... ,. ...... II 

Helmsley, Leona M ...................... . 
Spanjol Vjekoslov .•.............•....... 
Kenneth W. Watkins .......•......•......• 
Hamm, Daniel J .... ,. ...... ,. ...... ,. ...... . 
G. Joseph Insurance Inc .. 
Abello, Jose Raphal .. 
Arguez, Noises P ..•. 
Morgan, Joe A. Sr .•.. 
Alexander, Ferris J .. 

Sedition ..•............... 
Immigration ......•........ 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud. 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud. 
Narcotics ................ . 
Continuing Criminal Enterprise ...... . 
Fraud ..... -. . ,. ......................... " 
False Claims & Statements ..•.••...... 
Narcotics ........................... . 
Securities & Exchange Fraud ......... . 
Continuing Criminal Enterprise ...... . 
Burglary-Interstate Commerce ........ . 
Fraud. ~ ........ ,. .................... . 
Extortion/Racketeering/Threats ...... . 
Fraud at Lending Institutions •....•.. 
Narcotics .... ~ ......... It ••••••••• ~ ,. •• 

Bank Fraud .......................... . 
Continuing Criminal Enterprise ....•.. 
Intimidation of Witnesses/Jurors ..... 
Narcotics .......................... ,. .. 
Aggravated Assault .................. . 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud ..•......... 
Racketeering .•....................... 
Marihuana, Importation .............. . 
Marihuana ....•.•.•..•................ 
Forgery ...... " ...................... . 
Narcotics ....•.... u •••••••••••••••••• 

Continuing Criminal Enterprise ...... . 
Racketeering ...................••.... 
Obscene Matter in Interstate Comm .... 

Trial I Type of 
Days Trial 

167 Jury 
108 Jury 

96 Jury 
86 Jury 
84 Jury 
77 Jury 
64 Jury 
62 Jury 
60 Jury 
56 Jury 
55 Jury 
52 Jury 
52 Jury 
50 Jury 
49 Jury 
47 Jury 
44 Jury 
43 Jury 
43 Jury 
42 Jury 
41 Jury 
41 Jury 
41 Jury 
41 Jury 
41 Jury 
40 Jury 
39 Jury 
39 Jury 
38 Jury 
38 Jury 
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TABLE C-9 
U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS TERMINATED, REQUIRING 20 OR MORE DAYS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(continued) 

Criminal Cases 

District I Style of Case/Defendant j 
NY, N . Riccelli, Joseph ....................... . 
NJ. .. Gilsenan, Thomas ....................... . 
IL,N. Allen, Harold B ...•..................... 
CA,C. Robinson, Michael Dewayne •..•••..•...... 
CA,S. Silberman, Richard T ..........•..•...... 
NY,N. Miller M. MerrilL ...............•...... 
NY, S. Laff, Eugene ..... " ................•...... 
HI ... Cntr Art Galleries Hawaii ........•...... 
NY,S. Marcus Schloss Co Inc .................. . 
NY, W . Hasan Sameir ..•..................•...... 
MI , E . Dresner, Lawrence ...................... . 

~ MI, E . Mohney, Harry V ........................ . 
mCA,E. Montoya, Joseph B ...................... . 

DC. .. Erica Bowles ..•.....................•... 
101S, S . Bles sey, Gerald H ...................... . 
FL , M. Garner, Robert Lee ..................•... 
NY,S. Underwood, William R ................•... 
PA,E. Gambino, Francesco ..................••.. 
CA,C. Habalow, Sandor E •••••••....••••....•••• 
CA,C. Humberto, Perez Garcia ..... , ........... . 
DC. . . Reed, Robert W ...•.....................• 
MA. •• Hurley, Edmund M .•.....................• 
MA ••• Johnson, Richard Clark .................• 
NY, S. Sherwin, James T .•.....................• 
PA,E. Wilson, John ........•..................• 
CA, S . Bauder, William B ...•..................• 
PA,E. Gross, Frederick A ..•..•................ 
TX, N . Alani, Sadrudin .....•................... 
OH, N. Paventi, Michael ... < •••••••••••••••••••• 

CA,C. Neil Carl Pearson ....•.................. 
HI. .. Heiniemi, Larry .....•..•................ 

Trial 
Nature of Proceeding \ Days 

Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud............ 37 
Narcotics. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35 
Racketeering. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . 34 
Narcotics. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . 34 
Racketeering/Narcotics............... 34 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud............ 33 
Intimidation of Witnesses/Jurors..... 33 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud............ 33 
Securities & Exchange Fraud.......... 32 
Income Tax Evasion................... 32 
postal, Wire, Radio Fraud............ 32 
Income Tax.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . 32 
Continuing Criminal Enterprise....... 32 
Narcotics............................ 31 
Extortion/Racketeering/Threats....... 31 
Bribery. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 
Narcotics. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 
Narcotics. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 
Election Laws Violation.............. 30 
Narcotics. . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud............ 29 
Income Tax Evasion................... 29 
National -Defense. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 
Fraud, Conspiracy.................... 29 
Bankruptcy Fraud. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 
False Claims & Statements............ 29 
Securities & Exchange Fraud.......... 28 
Engaging in Monetary Transactions.... 28 
Extortion/Racketeering/Threats....... 28 
Mar ihuana. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28 
Extortion/Racketeering/Threats....... 28 

Type of 
Trial 

Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 



TABLE C-9 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS TERMINATED, REQUIRING 20 OR MORE DAYS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~TUNE 30, 1990 

(Continued) 

Criminal Cases 

District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding 

FL,M. 
NY,S. 
NY,S. 
AZ ... 
WA,W. 
.MA. ..... 
NY,S. 
CA,N. 
FL,M. 
DC ... 
DC •.. 

~ IL,N. 
o CA,C. 

KS ... 
KS ... 
FL,N. 
FL,S. 
OH,S. 
OK,N. 
NC,W. 
KY,E. 
MI,E. 
PA,E. 
P1J.,E. 
TX,S. 
IL,N. 
IL,N. 
IL,C. 
IA,N. 
AL,S. 

Demmi, John David .. 
Wan, John ...• 
James Regan ...... . 
Merit, Sam ...................... . 
Petty, Robert Michael. 
David ShmueL ........ . 
Gomezgalvis, Omaira •• 
Oldenburg, J William .. 
Langpord, Fred L ••... 
Poindexter, John M ......• 
Willie, Childress •.. 
Finley, Morgan M ••• 
William Edwin Yibler .. 
Hershberger, James W .. 
Lacey, Richard Ray. 
Sally Darwin Aldis. 
Ciporkin, Dean E .. . 
Fearon Altamont ... . 
Knight, James Paul .. 
Bakker, James 0 .... 
Bill J. Patrick •... 
Burgess, Jefferson. 
Moscony, John P ••• 
Snead, Arthur ..... . 
U.S. Metals, Inc ... . 
Salazar, Ricardo Nava .. 
Keller, Leonard........ . .•... 
Crabtree, Douglas D .••• 
Ambrose, Harold Wayne .. 
Wilkerson, Thomas Jan. 

Perjury .. <II ..................... . 

Custom Laws .•....••• 
Escape/Jumping Bail •. 
Transportation of Stolen Property .. 
Narcotics .................... c .................... . 

Continuing Criminal Enterprise ••••... 
Narcotics ......................................... . 
Embezzlement at Lending Institutions. 
False Claims & Statements ......•..... 
Embezzlement Public Moneys/Property •. 
Narcotics ................................... ., ....... .. 
Racketeering/Extortion .. 
Marihuana ........•..... 
Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud. 
Narcotics. 
Marihuana ..... 
False Claims & Statements ...........• 
Continuing Criminal Enterprise ......• 
Transportation Stolen Property ......• 
Postal Wire Radio Fraud .......••••..• 
Laundering of Monetary Instruments ..• 
Narcotics ............................................. . 
Bankruptcy Fraud. 
Firearms ......... . 
Antitrust .. 
Narcotics.. . ...•. 
Racketeering/Extortion .•. 
Fraud ................... " ............ .. 
Narcotics II!' .............................. Go ......... .. 

Gambling & Lottery •.•••...........••. 

Trial Type of 
Days Trial 

28 Jury 
27 Jury 
27 Jury 
27 Jury 
27 Non-Jury 
26 Jury 
26 Jury 
26 Jury 
26 Jury 
25 Jury 
25 Jury 
25 Jury 
25 Jury 
25 Jury 
25 Jury 
25 Juzy 
25 Jury 
24 Jury 
24 Jury 
23 Jury 
23 Jury 
23 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 



TABLE C-9 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS TERMINATED, REQUIRING 20 OR MORE DAYS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(Continued) 

Criminal Cases 

District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding 

AL,S. 
FL,M. 
NY,S. 
PA,E. 

~ PA,M. 
PA,W. 
MI,E. 
CA,N. 
FL,M. 
CT ... 
NY,E. 
NY,W. 
PA,E. 
MI,E. 
IL,N. 
IL,N. 
CA,C. 
CA,C. 
NM ... 

Richard Lynn •.•••••. 
Reed, Jack Carlton. 
Garcia, Robert ..•. 
Cintron, Jorge ...• 
Reeher, Kenneth R. 
Calabrese, Merchie C. Jr .. 
Genoa, Lawrence John ••.•... 
Walker, Gerald Daniel .... 
Florida Federal Savings Bank .. 
Carrasquilloquinones, Feli. 
Neil L. Hoybald. 
Reece, Dan .•..... 
Stout, Earl •..•. 
Howell, Michael. 
Tocco, Albert .•. 
Concha, Jaime .•. 
Mattalopez, Juan Ramon .. 
Daniel S. Schustach. 
Sanders, John .•........ 

Continuing Criminal Enterprise •..•.•• 
Continuing Criminal Enterprise ..••.•. 
Extortion/Racketeering/Threats ••••••• 
Continuing Criminal Enterprise ..•.... 
Extortion/Racketeering/Threats ...... . 
Continuing Criminal Enterprise .••.... 
Narcotics .................... '" ...... . 
Postal/Non-Mailable Material .•. 
Theft of U.S. Property •.. 
Narcotics .•......... ~ .. 
Food and Drug Act ••...... 
Conspiracy to Defraud .. 
postal, Wire, Radio Fraud. 
Narcotics .............. ~ ... . 
Extortion/Racketeering/Threats ..••... 
Narcotic s .......................... III ............... '" ....... . 

Continuing Criminal Enterprise. 
Income Tax ........................... .. 
postal, Wire, Radio Fraud .......•..•. 

Trial Type of 
Days Trial 

22 Jury 
22 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Non-Jury 
21 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 



TABLE C 10. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS FROM ISSUE TO TRIAL OF CIVIL CASES IN HHICH A TRIAL HAS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TOTAL TRIALS NONJURY TRIALS JURY TRIALS 

TIME INTERVAL TIME INTERVAL TIME INTERVAL 
IN HONTHS* IN MONTHS* IN MONTHS* 

10 10 10 10 10 10 
PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER-

CIRCUIT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT 
AND OF LESS ME- HORE OF LESS HE- MORE OF LESS HE- HORE 

DISTRICT TRIALS THAN DIAN THAN TRIALS TH4N DIAN THAN TRIALS THAN DIAN THAN 

TOTAL •• S,059 4 14 37 3,494 3 13 37 4,565 5 15 38 

DC ....... 120 5 12 27 54 5 13 34 66 5 10 22 

1ST ••• 384 6 20 54 114 2 17 61 270 8 21 53 

ME_ ••••• 19 9 14 32 2 - - - 17 9 14 32 
HA .. " ...... 211 6 30 60 54 1 22 75 157 8 31 56 
NH. """ "" 27 13 21 37 11 11 14 23 16 16 27 42 
RI ........... 71 7 12 32 26 4 13 37 45 9 11 19 
PR ........... 56 4 14 39 21 2 20 37 35 5 14 39 

2ND ••• 70S 5 20 51 331 3 20 49 377 6 20 51 

CT •••••• 101 6 21 54 33 1 17 40 621 9 24 54 
NY, N ....... 53 4 26 54 21 4 24 54 32 3 27 53 
HY,E •••• 170 1 19 49 79 1 19 "9 91 6 19 48 
Ny,S •••• 329 5 19 49 179 5 19 47 150 7 19 50 
NY.H •••• Jl 7 29 79 12 7 28 80 19 7 29 58 
VT •••••• 24 5 13 31 7 - - - 17 5 11 18 

3Rn ••• 897 5 15 40 283 4 13 42 614 6 15 39 

DE ...... 30 10 17 33 5 - - - 25 10 17 29 
HJ •••••• 223 6 23 52 83 5 22 50 140 7 24 54 
PA,E •••• 446 5 12 32 133 4 11 28 313 5' 13 33 
PA,H •••• 100 2 10 23 19 1 7 16 81 4 11 24 
PA.H •••• 79 8 24 47 36 7 21 48 43 «) 25 45 
VI ............ 19 17 38 54 7 - - - 12 18 38 64 

4TH ••• 748 3 8 25 308 3 7 24 440 It 9 26 

KD •••••• 123 1 11 27 52 5 11 26 71 1 12 29 
NC, E •••• 22 6 12 28 8 - - - 14 7 11 26 
HC,H •••• 19 12 19 27 9 - - - 10 11 19 33 
HC,H •••• 41 4 15 30 12 1 14 28 29 5 15 31 
SC •••••• 189 3 8 21 61 1 8 23 128 " «) 19 
VA.E •••• 232 3 5 8 129 2 5 8 103 3 5 8 
VA.H •••• 57 5 13 40 21 3 11 46 36 7 13 35 
HV,N .... 22 2 23 66 8 - - - 14 5 24 66 
HV,S •••• 43 2 13 25 8 - - - 35 6 13 27 

5TH ... 1,224 2 15 36 607 2 15 35 617 It 16 36 

t. ... ,E •••• 276 4 11 31 129 3 10 31 147 4 13 30 
LA.H •••• 43 9 26 47 24 , 19 52 19 12 31 44 
LA,H •••• 128 6 22 31 63 4 21 31 65 9 22 32 
MS,N •••• 65 10 18 33 23 n 16 30 42 12 21 36 
HS,S •••• 88 4 15 35 47 1 15 34 41 5 14 40 
TX,H •••• 110 " 17 44 49 3 16 46 61 , 19 39 
TX,E •••• 150 1 11 23 53 1 8 22 97 2 11 23 
TX,S •.•• 196 5 23 52 121 1 22 45 75 11 27 65 
TX,H •••• 168 1 11 30 98 1 11 31 70 1 11 24 

6TH ••• 70S 5 16 38 301 3 15 38 404 6 16 38 

KY,E •••• 50 8 18 34 19 9 17 23 31 8 20 38 
KY,I~ .... 43 8 19 46 15 1 19 43 28 1\) 21 56 
.u,E ••• 0 196 7 14 31 78 5' 13 29 118 9 15 31 
HI,H .... 45 2 17 31 20 1 14 33 25 2 17 30 
Oli,H .... 98 1 13 40 44 1 11 40 54 1 15 45 
ilhl, S •••• 69 7 18 38 27 3 16 23 42 12 21 49 
TN, E •••• 107 5 13 31 43 3 13 31 64 5 13 34 
TH, H •.•• 49 3 11 31 21 1 15 32 28 3 «) 25 
TH.H •••• 48 2 30 48 34 1 30 48 14 1 23 48 

172 
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TABLE C 10. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME IHTERVALS FROM ISSUE TO TRIAL OF CIVIL CASES IN WHICH A TRIAL HAS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TOTAL TRIALS NONJURY TRIALS 

TIHE INTERVAL TIME INTERVAL 
IN MONTHS. IN MONTHS. 

10 10 10 10 
PER- PER- PER- PER-

CIRCUIT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT 
AND OF LESS ME- MORE OF LESS ME- MORE 

DISTRICT TRIALS THAN DIAH THAN TRIALS THAN DIAN THAN 

7TH ••• 471 1 14 45 195 1 13 46 

IL.H •••• 213 1 12 50 84 1 10 53 
IL,C •••• 34 1 17 48 12 1 13 48 
IL,S .... 39 1 10 24 11 1 16 23 
IN, N •••• 46 6 15 32 18 6 12 45 
IH, S •••• 61 1 19 51 37 1 18 44 
WI,E .... 46 7 20 35 22 7 17 29 
WI,H •••• 38 2 7 11 11 1 6 11 

8TH ••• 706 3 13 30 291 3 12 28 

AR,E •••• 123 3 12 22 59 3 13 21 
AR,H •••• 77 1 7 12 27 1 6 10 
lA, N .... 15 22 39 57 -5 - - -
lA,S •••• 49 2 14 30 35 3 13 31 
HH •••••• 77 9 20 39 30 10 19 42 
HO,E •••• 135 4 10 30 64 4 9 21 
1'10,101 •••• 92 2 15 25 20 5 15 25 
NE •••••• 84 8 16 29 39 8 15 26 
NO ...... 20 1 20 35 6 - - -
SO .••••• 34 3 11 27 6 - - -

9TH ... 735 4 13 37 444 2 12 37 

AK ...... 11 1 22 41 4 - - -
AZ •••••• 48 5 20 48 35 5 18 48 
CA,N •••• 83 5 16 50 41 4 16 53 
CA,E •••• 35 9 20 46 21 1 16 42 
CA,C •••• 242 2 12 21 159 2 12 21 
CA,S •••• 39 1 18 37 22 1 13 51 
HI •••••• 35 8 14 26 26 8 14 23 
10 ...... 15 11 21 46 5 - - -
HT •••••• 24 6 21 38 7 - - -
NV •••••• 48 9 17 36 26 9 17 28 
DR ....... 63 3 11 21 36 4 10 20 
HA,E .... 23 1 17 40 17 1 15 32 
HA,H .••. 62 6 17 34 40 5 17 33 
GUAH .... - - - - - - - -
tiM! ••••• 7 - - - 5 - - ~ 

10TH •• 501 6 14 33 187 6 14 33 

CD •••••• 97 5 17 40 57 5 17 38 
KS •••••• 81 10 20 36 27 9 20 32 
11M ...... 74 4 18 34 26 1 14 28 
OK,N •••• 38 4 12 23 16 4 9 29 
OK, E .••• 28 3 7 18 3 - - -
OK,H •••• 103 6 11 22 17 7 12 16 
UT •••••• 46 4 14 33 32 4 13 38 
WY ...... 34 6 9 20 9 - - -

11TH .. 854 4 12 31 379 3 11 28 

AL,H •••• 153 3 9 19 66 3 8 15 
AL,H •••• 62 1 9 15 27 1 9 12 
Al,S •••• 47 5 14 30 22 10 14 37 
FL,H •.•• 14 14 23 35 8 - - -
Fl,H •••• 124 4 13 31 63 3 13 29 
FL,S •••• 203 3 11 34 122 2 8 21 
GA,N .... 151 10 19 35 39 5 20 37 
GA,M •••• 46 8 16 33 21 11 19 37 
GA,S •••• 54 3 12 31 11 1 11 33 

NOTE:INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. 
ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED. 

JURY TRIALS 

TIME INTERVAL 
IN MONTHS. 

10 10 
PER- PER-

NUMBER CENT CENT 
OF LESS ME- MORE 

TRIALS niAN DIAN THAN 

282 1 15 45 

129 2 15 46 
22 6 11 39 
28 1 1 24 
28 4 16 28 
24 1 31 52 
24 7 20 52 
27 4 7 10 

415 3 13 31 

64 4 11 27 
50 1 7 14 
10 21 28 52 
14 1 14 29 
47 8 20 38 
71 4 11 32 
72 1 14 25 
45 10 17 31 
14 1 20 37 
28 3 12 27 

291 7 15 38 

7 - - -
13 1 31 50 
42 6 16 44 
14 9 21 60 
83 2 13 18 
17 5 24 31 

9 - - -
10 8 19 23 
17 12 21 35 
22 11 16 41 
27 3 14 24 
6 - - -

22 11 15 39 
- - - -
2 - - -

314 6 13 31 

40 2 13 40 . 5Jt 12 20 38 
48 9 19 34 
22 2 13 18 
25 3 7 18 
86 6 10 22 
14 3 15 30 
25 6 9 17 

475 5 13 32 

87 It 9 19 
35 2 9 16 
25 3 13 25 

6 - - -
61 6 13 33 
81 5 16 40 

112 11 18 32 
25 7 16 33 
43 5 13 27 

EXCLUDES THE FOLLOHING TRIALS: LAND CONDEMNATION, FORFEITURES AND PENALTY CASES j PRISONER 
PETITIONS (HABEAS CORPUS, MOTIOHS TO VACATE SENTENCE UHDER 28 U.S.C. 2255, HEARINGS OH EVIDENTIARY MATTERS), 
8ANKR.UPTCY PETITIONS, AND THREE JUDGE COURT CASES. 

* TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED OHLY HHERE THERE ARE 10 DR MORE TRIALS. 
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CIRcun 
AHD 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL. •• 

DC •••••• 

1ST ••• 

HE •••••• 
MA •••••• 
NH •••••• 
RI •••••• 
PR •••• ". 

2ND, •• 

CT ..... . 
NY,N ... . 
}lY,E •••• 
Ny,S •••• 
NY,H •••• 
vr ..... . 

3RD ••• 

DE .••••• 
NJ •••••• 
PA,E .... 
PA,M •••• 
PA,H .••• 
VI •••••• 

4TH .. . 

MD .... .. 
NC,E .. .. 
Ne,H ••.• 
NC,H ••.• 
SC .••••• 
VA,E •••• 
VA,H •••• 
HY,N •••• 
HY,S •••• 

5TH ••• 

LA/E .... 
LAtM •••• 
LAtH •••• 
MS,N •••• 
MS,S •••• 
TX,N •••• 
TX,E •••• 
TX.S •••• 
TX,W .. .. 

6TH .. . 

KY,E ... . 
KY,H .. .. 
MI,E .. .. 
MI,H ... . 
OH,N •••. 
OH,S .... 
TN, E •••• 
TH,M •••• 
TN,H •••• 

TABLE D 
CRIMINAL CASES COHMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING IN THE DISTRICT COURTS 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1989 AND 1990 
(EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) 

19~_1_ 1!9~_ PERCENC 
CHANGE 

-
--~~----- - -----

44,891 

578 

1,027 

126 
315 

46 
80 

460 

2,855 

244 
343 
785 

1,111 
251 
121 

1,963 

96 
573 
541 
191 
244 
318 

6,619 

925 
1,354 

234 
421 
503 

2,531 
154 
224 
273 

6,116 

411 
46 

240 
133 
183 
680 
301 

2,602 
1,520 

3,266 

181 
502 
544 
173 
466 
427 
223 
346 
404 

47,962 

602 

1,146 

150 
355 

98 
109 
434 

2,977 

246 
426 

1,000 
949 
266 

90 

2,250 

133 
665 
507 
276 
242 
427 

6,935 

698 
1,107 

313 
471 
581 

2,952 
257 
238 
318 

6.8 

4.2 

11.6 

19.0 
12.7 

113.0 
36.3 

- 5.7 

4.3 

.8 
24.2 
27.4 

- 14.6 
6.0 

- 25.6 

14.6 

38.5 
16.1 

- 6.3 
44.5 

.8 
34.3 

4.8 

- 24.6 
- 18.3 

33.8 
11.9 
15.5 
16.6 
66.9 
6.3 

16.5 

6,625 8.3 

- 45356l -6.1 
19.6 

214 - 10.8 
116 - 12.8 
222 21.3 
725 6.6 
256 - 15.0 

2,971 14.2 
1,630 7.2 

3,357 

213 
412 
618 
189 
432 
512 
343 
329 
309 

2.8 

17.7 
- 17.9 

13.6 
9.2 

- 7.3 
19.9 
53.8 

- 4.9 
- 23.5 

TERMINATIONS 

1989 
- - -- ---- ~ --~ 

41,707 

553 

1,082 

156 
326 

39 
74 

487 

2,553 

244 
312 
720 
957 
229 
91 

1,853 

74 
578 
472 
205 
232 
292 

6,321 

862 
1,396 

198 
378 
437 

2,481 
148 
173 
248 

5,099 

379 
47 

225 
119 
177 
603 
223 

2,122 
1,204 

3,045 

175 
538 
504 
143 
472 
393 
199 
300 
321 

1990 

43,364 

454 

992 

147 
284 
56 
92 

413 

2,625 

202 
383 
789 
911 
252 

88 

2,008 

126 
561 
493 
241 
220 
367 

6,394 

709 
1,059 

308 
405 
485 

174 

2,746 
209 
207 
266 

5,920 

405 
42 

194 
114 
182 
699 
294 

2,378 
1,612 

2,861 

185 
393 
367 
182 
397 
427 
281 
318 
311 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

4.0 

- 17.9 

- 8.3 

- 5.8 
- 12.9 

43.6 
24.3 

- 15.2 

2.8 

-I,' ~ 17.2 22.8 
9.6 

- 4.8 
10.0 

- 3.3 

8.4 

70.3 
- 3.0 

4.4 
17.6 

- 5.2 
25.7 

1.2 

- 17.8 
- 24.2 

55.6 
7.1 

11.0 
10.7 
41.2 
19.7 
7.3 

16.1 

6.9 
- 10.6 
- 13.8 
- 4.2 

2.8 
15.9 
31.8 
12.1 
33.9 

- 6.1 

5.7 
- 27.0 
- 27.2 

27.3 
- 15.9 

8.7 
41.2 
6.0 

- 3.1 

1989 

30,413 

352 

626 

94 
286 

24 
68 

154 

3,272 

180 
194 

1,116 
1,474 

197 
111 

1,468 

47 
462 
411 
121 
137 
290 

2,540 

490 
176 
175 
166 
294 
811 
117 
161 
150 

4,674 

285 
18 

103 
72 

150 
559 
182 

2,285 
1,020 

2,054 

111 
256 
462 
109 
281 
256 
112 
168 
299 

PENDING 
- P-ERCENT 

1990 CHANGE 

35,019 

496 

780 

97 
360 

65 
82 

176 

3,646 

220 
240 

1,336 
1,526 

213 
111 

1;700 

53 
568 
418 
159 
156 
346 

3,066 

485 
213 
188 
231 
394 

1,011 
161 
185 
198 

5,369 

309 
31 

119 
73 

192 
591 
146 

2,880 
1,028 

2.530 

138 
261 
707 
115 
321 
338 
183 
172 
295 

15.1 

40.9 

24.6 

3.2 
25.9 

170.8 
20.6 
14.3 

11.4 

22.2 
23.7 
19.7 
3.5 
8.1 

15.8 

12.8 
22.9 

1.7 
31.4 
13.9 
19.3 

20.7 

- 1.0 
21.0 
7.4 

39.2 
34.0 
24.7 
37.6 
14.9 
32.0 

14.9 

8.4 
72.2 
15.5 
1.4 

28.0 
5.7 

- 19.8 
26.0 

.8 

23.2 

24.3 
2.0 

53.0 
5.5 

14.2 
32.0 
63.4 
2.4 

- 1.3 



--------------------

RCUIT 
.NO 
-TRICT 

(TH ••• 

, N •••• 
,c .... 
pS •••• 
,N •••• 
, s .... 
,E •••• 
,H •••• 

8TH ••• 

, E •••• 
,H •••• 
,N •••• 
, S •••• 

,E •••• 
,H •••. 

9TH ••• 

, N •••• 
,E •••• 
,C •••• 
,S •••• 

_,E •••• 
_,H •••• 
AH •••• 
.I ..... 

10TH •• 

....... 
~, N •••• 
.,E .••• 
"H ..... 

11TH •• 

_, N •••• 
,H •••• 

_,S •••• 
_,N •••• 
,H •••• 

,_,S •••• 
.,N •••• 
.,H •••• 
.~ S •••• 

TABLE D 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING IN THE DISTRICT COURTS 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1989 AND 1990 
(EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) 

1989 

2,246 

804 
304 
171 
250 
372 
204 
141 

2,513 

163 
101 
160 
107 
299 
335 
841 
171 
152 
184 

9,332 

192 
1,012 

725 
635 
932 

1,429 
1,447 

95 
218 
261 
395 
488 

1,407 
80 
16 

2,295 

434 
401 
449 
141 
63 

433 
278 
96 

6,081 

312 
265 
199 
294 
683 

1,178 
656 

2,187 
307 

FILINGS 

1990 

2,345 

807 
243 
208 
221 
471 
259 
136 

2,835 

261 
115 
119 
113 
322 
263 

1,019 
195 
171 
257 

10,131 

225 
1,040 

729 
625 

1,055 
1,699 
1,758 

97 
223 
352 
392 
502 

1,250 
181 

3 

2,350 

6 

1 

2 

---

405 
305 
540 
141 
86 

403 
327 
143 

,409 

315 
345 
170 
240 
831 

,262 
498 

,376 
372 

-

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

4.4 
--- -

.4 
- 20.1 

21.6 
- 11.6 

26.6 
27.0 

- 3.6 

12.8 

60.1 
13.9 

- 25.6 
5.6 
7.7 

- 21.5 
21.2 
14.0 
12.5 
39.7 

8.6 

17 .2 
2.8 

.6 
- 1.6 

13.2 
18.9 
21.5 
2.1 
2.3 

34.9 
.8 

2.9 
- 11.2 

126.3 

2.4 
--

- 6.7 
- 24.0 

20.3 
-

36.S 
- 6.9 

17.6 
49.0 

5.4 

1.0 
30.2 

- 14.6 
- 18.4 

21.7 
7.1 

- 24.1 
8.6 

21.2 
-----

TERMINATIONS 
PERCENT 

1989 1990 CHANGE 1989 
-------

2,295 2,040 - 11.1 1,452 

980 587 - 40.1 761 
234 269 15.0 18.7 
171 179 4.7 81 
243 225 - 7 .. 4 146 
355 438 23.4 90 
181 210 16.0 126 
131 132 .8 61 

2,373 2,565 8.1 1,139 

136 174 27.9 81 
97 91 - 6.2 34 

116 118 1.7 91 
108 89 - 17.6 54 
318 350 10.1 172 
299 297 .7 191 
839 903 7.6 233 
140 147 5.0 114 
148 171 15.5 76 
172 225 30.8 93 

8,385 9,196 9.7 7,864 

183 168 - 8.2 79 
887 890 .3 814 
917 572 - 37.6 640 
538 602 11.9 439 
495 1,006 103.2 1,698 

1,322 1,511 14.3 1,894 
1,237 1,483 19.9 748 

106 90 - 15.1 45 
213 194 - 8.9 112 
244 338 38.5 320 
373 345 - 7.5 283 
475 533 12.2 265 

1,307 1,287 - 1.5 491 
73 168 130.1 25 
15 9 11 

2,247 2,294 2.1 1,303 
- --- -- ,------- - - - -

393 422 7.4 219 
386 310 - 19.7 213 
470 480 2.1 362 
140 153 9.3 108 

48 85 17.1 27 
445 420 - 5.6 161 
282 295 4.6 162 
83 129 55.4 51 

5,901 6,015 1.9 3,669 

327 307 - 6.1 85 
244 301 23.4 127 
164 174 6.1 130 
252 235 - 6.8 214 
655 717 9.5 478 

1,225 1,157 - 5.6 2,043 
599 453 - 24.4 368 

2,127 2,347 10.3 123 
30S 324 5.2 101 

---------- - ---

TE: PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED ON 10 DR MORE. 
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PENDING 
pERCENT -

1990 CHANGE 

1,759 21.1 

983 29.2 
159 - 15.0 
111 37.0 
144 - 1.4 
130 44.4 
172 36.5 

60 - 1.6 

1,401 23.0 

169 108.6 
49 44.1 
92 1.1 
75 38.9 

152 - 11.6 
163 - 14.7 
348 49.4 
161 41.2 
17 1.3 

ll5 23.7 

8,825 12.2 
- ----

116 46.8 
971 19.3 
801 25.2 
458 4.3 

1,787 5.2 
2,075 9.6 
1,021 36.5 

51 13.3 
141 25.9 
333 4.1 
339 19.8 
240 - 9.4 
451 - 8.2 

36 44.0 
5 

1,356 4.1 
- ------ -

198 - 9.6 
207 - 2.8 
422 16.6 

96 - 11.1 
29 7.4 

152 - 5.6 
192 18.5 

60 17.6 

4,091 11.5 

95 11.8 
163 28.3 
122 - 6.2 
216 .9 
585 2:2.4 

2,1~~ 7.6 
1\18 

I 
13.6 

147 19.5 
146 44.6 

----- ----- -



TABLE 0-1 CASES. U.S. DrSTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MoNTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

PENDING JULY 1, 1989 COMMENCED 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND MISDE- COM- MISDE- RE- TRANS-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHERIf< OPENS(iil FERS 

TOTAL. •• 30,910 26)646 4,024 240 48,904 47,565 32,014 14,938 613 397 942 

DC •••••• 354 350 3 1 603 593 527 62 4 '3 1 

1ST ••• 639 605 27 7 1,162 1,127 1,043 73 11 19 16 

ME ••••.• 96 94 2 - 151 147 121 25 1 3 1 
MA .••••• 296 281 9 6 365 348 315 27 6 7 10 
NH •••••. 25 23 2 - 102 97 8:1 14 - 1 4 
RI, •••. III. 68 57 11 - 109 109 103 6 - - -
PR ••.••• 154 150 3 1 435 '.26 421 1 4 8 1 

2ND ••• 3,3l1t 3,005 279 30 3,025 2,956 2,414 494 48 21 48 

CT ...... 182 178 4 - 251 242 219 17 6 4 5 
Ny,N •••• 198 160 35 3 435 426 204 221 1 - 9 
NY, E •••• 1,131 1,043 84 4 1,010 986 927 58 1 14 10 
NY,S •••. 1,490 1,339 131 20 967 946 776 130 40 3 18 
NY ,H •••• 202 178 21 3 272 266 200 66 - - 6 
VT ...... 111 107 4 - 90 90 88 2 - - -

3RD ••• 1,485 1,344 136 5 2,295 2,229 1,992 224 13 21 45 

DE ...... 47 45 2 - 135 130 108 20 2 3 2 
NJ •••••• 471 359 108 4 679 660 500 158 2 5 14· 
PA, E •••• 418 409 9 - 515 502 488 12 2 5 8 
PA,M .••• 122 112 9 1 291 273 248 20 5 3 15 
PA,H •••• 137 136 1 - 248 238 227 '3 2 4 6 
VI •••••• 290 283 7 - 427 426 421 5 - 1 -

4TH ••• 2,580 1,853 706 21 7,019 6,902 3,166 3,593 143 33 84 

MD •••••• 500 320 168 12 710 694 366 302 26 4 12 
He, E •••• 178 164 14 - 1,114 1,105 266 838 1 2 7 
NC,M •••• 183 181 2 - 328 308 295 13 - 5 15 
NC,H .••• 170 167 3 - 482 470 387 55 28 1 11 
SC •••••• 305 284 20 1 592 576 504 70 2 5 11 
VA,E .... 815 324 485 6 2,974 2,945 626 2,291 28 7 22 
VA,H ••• , 117 111 4 2 259 255 187 10 58 2 2 
HV,N •••• 162 155 7 - 239 234 231 3 - 4 1 
HV,S .... 150 147 3 - 321 315 304 11 - 3 3 

5TH ••• 4,714 4,186 509 19 6,724 6,564 5,376 1,139 49 61 99 

LA, E •••• 287 278 5 4 447 436 415 10 11 - 11 
LA,M •••• 19 17 2 - 57 55 51 3 1 - 2 
LA,H .••• 104 76 24 4 223 204 151; 41 9 10 9 
MS,N •••• 74 70 4 - 122 114 100 12 2 2 6 
HS,S •.•• 151 148 1 2 236 2i'0 206 14 - 2 14 
TX,N •••• 574 552 22 - 746 711 669 42 - 14 21 
TX,E •••• 186 175 11 - 262 247 218 23 6 9 6 
TX,S .... 2,299 1,975 319 5 2,990 2,957 2,324 626 7 14 19 
TX,H •••• 1,020 895 121 4 1,641 1,620 1,239 368 13 10 11 

6TH ... 2,090 1,829 243 18 3,444 3,319 2,776 521 22 38 87 

KY,E .... 111 107 4 - 220 209 205 4 - 4 7 
KY ,Ii .... 258 124 127 7 414 410 152 253 5 2 2 
HI,E .... 469 439 26 4 626 613 5.67 38 8 5 8 
HI ,H •••• 117 112 5 - 198 186 169 16 1 3 9 
OH,N .••• 286 282 3 1 448 429 414 14 1 3 16 
OH,S .••• 259 240 18 1 526 502 444 57 1 10 14 
TN,E .... 113 103 7 3 360 341 325 15 1 2 17 
TN,H •••• 175 127 46 2 333 324 200 119 5 5 4 
TN,H •••• 302 295 7 - 319 305 300 5 - 4 10 
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TABLE D-l CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1~90 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30, 1990 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISDE- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
NAT ED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* DPENS@ FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANQR OTHER* DISTRICT 

44,295 42,996 27,579 14,537 880 368 931 35,519 30,290 4,966 263 ••• TOTAL 

459 448 370 72 6 6 5 498 492 5 1 ....... DC 

1,012 976 896 71 9 16 20 789 746 33 10 • .. 1ST 

149 145 123 22 - 2 2 98 90 7 1 •• II ••• ME 
296 277 247 26 4 7 12 365 346 11 8 ....... HA 

59 55 43 12 - 1 3 68 63 5 - •••••• NH 
95 92 85 7 - - 3 82 72 10 - ...... RI 

413 407 398 4 5 6 - 176 175 - 1 .••••. PR 

2,658 2,611 2,031 523 57 14 33 3,681 3,363 287 31 
-'-

... ~ND 

209 200 175 21 4 2 7 224 215 7 2 ••••.. CT 
389 383 165 216 2 - 6 244 205 36 3 .••• Ny,N 
792 781 717 62 2 8 3 1,349 1,262 83 4 •••• HY,E 
921 908 716 145 47 3 10 1,536 1,378 138 20 •••• NY,S 
257 252 179 71 2 - 5 217 194 21 2 •••• NY,H 

90 87 79 8 - 1 2 111 109 2 - •••••• VT 

2,063 1,983 1,724 243 16 25 55 1,717 1,582 127 8 ••• 3RD 

129 123 100 21 2 3 3 53 52 1 - •••••• DE 
574 555 384 166 5 6 13 576 469 103 4 • ••••• HJ 
510 486 468 16 2 7 17 423 414 7 2 .... PA,E 
251 238 209 24 5 3 10 162 154 7 1 •••. PA,M 
228 214 205 8 1 6 8 157 152 4 1 •••• PA,H 
371 ;367 358 8 1 - 4 346 341 5 - •••••• VI 

6,500 6,359 2,708 3,470 1al 35 106 3,099 2,192 887 20 ••• 4TH 

718 706 351 323 ~12 3 9 492 329 155 8 '!II'-'" .HD 
1,078 1,058 217 837 4 1 19 214 198 15 1 •••• NC, E 

316 303 287 14 2 5 8 195 192 3 - •••• Ne,M 
416 400 320 48 :;12 5 11 236 220 15 1 •••• NC,H 
498 481 385 91 5 4 13 399 362 36 1 • ••••• SC 

2,774 2,741 566 2,131 44 5 28 1,015 360 648 7 .... VA,E 
214 208 140 9 ~i9 1 5 1(,2 153 7 2 ••.• VA,H 
215 202 194 8 - 5 8 186 184 2 - •••• HV,N 
271 260 248 9 3 6 5 200 194 6 - •••• HV,S 

6,033 5,873 4,596 1,126 1~i1 47 113 5,405' 4,746 639 20 ••• 5TH 

423 404 351 36 17 1 18 311 307 2 2 ••.• LA,E 
43 42 39 3 - - .1 33 30 ;;: 1 •••• LA,M 

201 186 134 40 12 8 7 126 96 28 2 •••• LA,H 
119 113 100 12 1 1 5' 77 72 3 2 •••• MS,N 
192 181 170 10 1 1 10 195 189 5 1 •••• MS,S 
725 685 614 69 2 14 26 595 575 20 - .... TX,N 
301 288 257 25 6 6 7 147 135 12 - •••• TX,E 

2,401 2,367 1,774 555 38 11 23 2,888 2,428 452 8 .••• TX,S 
1,628 1,607 1,157 376 "74 5 16 1,033 914 115 4 .... TX,H 

2,962 2,822 2,228 555 39 39 101 2,572 2,302 257 13 ... 6TH 

190 180 170 10 - 5 5' 141 139 2 - •••• KY,E 
410 389 131 247 11 4 17 26:t 134 126 2 •••• KY,H 
380 365 333 27 5 2 13 715 664 43 8 • .•• HI, E 
195 179 136 36 7 3 13 120 115 4 1 •••• MI,H 
407 392 378 12 2 5 10 327 320 7 - .... OH,N 
440 419 375 42 2 8 13 345 310 35 - •••• OH,S 
286 278 248 25 5 3 5 187 183 3 1 •••• TN,E 
333 314 159 148 7 4 15 175 143 31 1 .... TH,H 
321 306 298 8 - 5 10 300 294 6 - •••• TN,H 
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TABLE 0-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COHH~NCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

PENDING JULY 1, 1989 COMMENCED 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND HISDE- COH- HISDE- RE- TRANS-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR DTHER* MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR DTHER* OPEtlS~ FERS 

1TH ••• 1,469 1,389 74 (, 2,401 2,328 1,839 483 6 17 56 

IL,N •••• 767 727 40 - 829 800 710 90 - 7 22 
IL,C •••• 189 174 13 2 ,248 242 191 50 1 1 5 
IL,S •••• 83 82 1 - 211 208 161 47 - - 3 
IN,N •••• 151 144 7 - 226 219 199 18 2 2 5 
IN,S .••• 92 83 8 1 485 471 216 254 1 - 14 
HI,E .... 126 120 3 3 264 253 234 17 2 6 5' 
HI,H •••• 61 59 2 - 138 135 128 7 - 1 2 

8TH ••• 1,161 1,059 98 4 2,890 2,810 1,896 886 28 25 55 

AR,E .... 82 80 2 - 268 259 244 14 1 2 7 
AR,H .••• 34 29 5 - 117 113 84 27 2 2 2 
IA,N •••• 92 89 3 - 122 117 105 10 2 2 3 
lA,S •••• 54 54 - - 115 112 103 8 1 1 2 
HN •••••• 179 170 8 1 332 321 295 23 3 1 10 
MO,E •••• 198 194 3 1 267 255 234 19 2 8 ,4 
MD,H •••• 236 167 69 - 1,032 1,01S 286 724 5 4 13 
NE •••••• 116 110 5 1 198 195 176 15 4 - 3 
NO ~ • " ••• 77 76 1 - 180 168 147 21 - 3 9 
SO •••••• 93 90 2 1 259 255 222 25 8 2 2 

9TH ••• 8,024 6,329 1,604 91 10,354 10,050 5,669 4,141 234 81 223 

AK •••••• 79 44 34 1 225 225 79 143 3 - -
AZ •••••• 821 706 112 3 1,064 1,032 801 224 7 8 24 
CA,N •••• 661 441 219 1 759 719 453 266 ',- 10 30 
CA,E •••• 446 334 105 7 637 623 406 198 19 2 12 
CA,C •••• 1,777 1,699 72 6 1,119 1,049 988 58 3 6 64 
CA,S .••• 1,909 1,691 158 60 1,712 ' 1,692 900 611 181 7 13 
HI •••••• 748 110 636 2 1,762 1,757 137 1,620 - 1 4 
10 •••••• 46 itO 3 3' 104 96 86 6 4 1 7 
HT •••••• 113 109 4 - 227 :218 210 7 1 5 4 
NV •••••• 327 304 20 3 362 343 312 25 6 9 10 
OR •••••• 290 282 8 - 411 387 372 13 2 5 19 
HA,E •••• 268 262 5 1 510 477 463 14 - 25 8 
HA,H •••• 503 273 227 3 1,278 1,249 298 945 6 1 28 
GUAM •••• 25 24 1 - 181 180 162 16 2 1 -
HHI ••••• 11 10 - 1 3 3 2 1 - - -

10TH., • 1,326 1,142 171 13 2,421 2,327 1,823 477 27 23 71 

CO .... ,. •• 227 190 37 - 421 405 301 102 2 - 16 
KS ....... 215 195 16 4 312 292 225 61 6 13 7 
NH ......... 363 349 11 3 546 ,537 511 21 5 3 6 
OK,N •••• 112 112 - - 147 141 132 9 - - 6 
OK,E •••• 27 27 - - 90 "19 74 5 - 7 4 
OK, H •••• 165 97 68 - 420 403 228 170 5 - 17 
UT •••••• 166 126 36 4 341 327 225 96 (; - 14 
HY •••••• 51 46 3 2 144 143 12'/ 13 3 - 1 

11TH •• 3,754 3,555 1'14 25 6,566 6,360 3,493 2,839 28 49 157 

AL,N •••• 88 87 1 - 326 313 235 72 6 2 11 
AL,H •••• 128 84 44 - 350 343 165 178 - 2 5 
AL,S •••• 130 129 1 - 177 160 149 11 - 10 7 
FL, N •••• 216 198 16 2 248 238 200 32 6 2 8 
FL,H •••• 499 480 14 5 863 829 780 38 11 2 32 
FL,S •••• 2,084 2,019 49 16 1,346 1,239 1,225 11 3 23 84 
GA,N •••• 384 372 12 - 502 494 373 120 1 4 4 
GA,M •••• 123 111 12 - 2,380 2,373 230 2,143 - 3 4 
GApS •••• 102 75 25 2 37/• 371 136 234 1 1 2 

I 
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TABLE 0-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND T~RMINATED DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30, 1990 

ORIGINAL PRDCEEDlNGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- HISDE- RE- TRANS- HISDE- AND 
NATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* OPENS~ FERS rOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* DISTRICT 

2,091 2,026 1,583 430 13 14 51 1,179 1,622 153 4 ••• 7TH 

604 581 524 56 1 6 17 992 916 76 - .... IL,N 
277 268 228 40 - 1 8 160 134 23 3 •••• IL,C J-

183 179 134 42 3 - 4 111 105 6 - •••• IL,S 
229 222 198 22 2 3 4 148 139 9 - .... IN,N 
442 438 195 241 2 - 4 135 108 27 - •••• IN,S 
217 207 182 20 5 3 7 173 165 7 1 •••• WI, E 
139 131 122 9 - 1 7 60 55 5 - •••• WI,H 

2,632 2,542 1,699 806 37 23 67 1,419 1,203 205 11 ... 8TH 

178 174 158 15 1 - 4 172 167 4 1 •••• AR,E 
100 91 67 23 1 - 9 51 43 7 1 .••• AR,~, 
121 115 101 11 3 3 3 93 88 5 - •••• IA,N 

92 88 83 5 - 1 3 17 73 3 1 •••• lA,S 
358 348 325 21 2 2 8 153 141 10 2 •••••• HN 
299 288 265 17 6 9 2 166 15B 8 - .... 110, E 
916 900 248 648 4 3 13 352 200 149 3 .... HO,H 
152 146 124 17 5 1 5 162 152 8 2 •••••• NE 
179 169 140 24 5 2 8 78 71 7 - •••••• ND 
237 223 188 25 10 2 12 115 110 4 1 •••••• SO 

9,373 9,114 4,887 3,932 295 82 177 9,005 6,931 1,959 115 ••• 9TH 

188 168 68 95 5 - 20 116 40 74 2 •••••• AK 
901 377 577 217 23 13 11 984 893 86 5 •••••• AZ 
594 563 349 207 7 '3 22 826 545 280 1 •••• CA,N 
617 600 389 192 19 2 15 466 335 118 13 •••• CA,E 

1,022 999 942 55 2 7 16 1,874 1,174 92 8 •••• CA,C 
1,536 1,506 694 602 210 5 25 2,085 1,806 207 72 •••• CA,S 
1,488 1,480 120 1,354 6 3 5 1,022 122 899 1 • ••• •• HI 

96 89 75 11 3 1 6 54 50 - 4 ••. ... ID 
199 190 182 6 2 4 5 141 135 6 - ...... HT 
353 335 278 50 7 3 15 336 318 15 3 •••••• NV 
356 342 318 22 2 3 11 345 335 10 - •••••• DR 
535 504 475 26 3 29 2 243 235 7 1 •••• HA,E 

1,309 1,286 265 1,016 5 1 22 472 303 165 4 •• 0 .HA,H 
170 167 149 17 1 1 2 36 35 - 1 •••• GUAM 

9 8 6 2 - 1 - 5 5 - - ••••• HMI 

2,366 2,276 1,717 51B 41 18 72 1,381 1,208 163 10 • • 10TH 

444 422 286 131 5 - 22 204 183 21 - ••• ••• CD 
319 297 218 69 10 13 ' 9 208 195 11 2 •••••• KS 
486 479 442 29 8 1 6 423 405 15 3 It ..... • NM 
158 153 146 7 - - 5 101 99 l - •••• OK,N 
88 82 71 11 - 3 3 29 ~8 1 - •••• OK, E 

430 419 237 176 6 1 10 155 92 63 - .... DK,H 
306 295 205 81 9 - 11 201 149 49 3 •••••• UT 
135 129 112 14 3 - 6 60 57 1 2 " ••••• HY 

6,146 5,966 3,140 2,791 35 49 131 4,174 3,g03 251 20 .. 11TH 

318 305 228 71 6 2 11 96 90 6 - .... AL,N 
314 300 154 146 - 1 13 164 91 73 - •••• AL,M 
182 167 154 13 - 7 8 125 122 3 - .... AL,S 
243 2,33 187 38 8 2 8 221 211 9 1 •••• FL,N 
757 716 650 52 14 1 40 605 591 12 2 •••• FL,M 

1,182 1,125 1,101 20 4 32 25 2,248 2,181 51 16 •••• FL,S 
467 452 344 108 - 1 14 419 390 28 1 • ... GA,N 

2,354 2,345 203 2,142 - 2 7 149 134 15 - •••• GA,M 
329 323 119 201 3 1 5 147 93 54 - •••• GA,S 

PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES TRIED BY A JUDGE. 
INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATES, RE-OPENS AND REMANDS. 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

PENDING JULY 1, 1989 COMMENCED 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND HIsnEr. COH- HISDE- RE- TRANS-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR DTHER* MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* DPENSI!iI FERS 

TOTAL. •• 46,406 41,929 4,191 286 66,341 64,853 48 f 639 15,472 742 506 982 

DC •••••• 461 456 4 1 780 768 696 68 4 11 1 

1ST. •• 1,037 1,003 27 7 1,653 1,598 1,497 77 24 38 17 

HE •••••• 141 139 2 - :\.81 177 151 25 1 ~ , 1 
MA •••••• 477 462 9 6 567 549 514 29 6 8 < 10 
MH •.•••• 39 37 2 - 162 156 142 14 - 1 5' 
RI .••••• 93 82 11 - 155 155 147 8 - - -
PR •••••• 287 283 3 1 588 561 543 1 17 26 1 

2ND ••• 5,574 5,2 3 290 31 4,667 4,589 4,005 530 54 29 49 

CT •••••• 297 293 4 - 413 404 374 19 11 4 5 
NV ,N .••• 356 316 37 3 555 545 322 222 1 - 10 
NV,E •••• 2,087 1,995 87 5 1,645 1,613 1,543 69 1 22 10 
Ny,S •••. 2,346 2,190 136 20 1,508 1,487 1,299 147 41 3 18 
NY,W •••• 346 :"122 21 3 405 399 328 71 - - 6 
VT ...... 142 137 5 - 141 141 139 2 - - -

3RO, .• 2,186 2,037 144 5 3,251 3,178 2,932 232 14 25 48 

DE •.•••• 60 58 2 - 179 173 150 20 3 3 3 
NJ .••••• 745 625 116 4 933 912 748 162 2 5 16 
PA,E .... 708 699 9 - 926 913 898 13 2 5' 8 
PA,M •••• 169 159 9 1 365 347 321 21 5 3 15 
PA,H •••• 184 183 1 - 359 345 333 10 2 8 6 
VI •••••• 320 313 7 - 489 488 482 6 - 1 -

4TH .•• 3,622 2,871 727 24 8,788 8,660 4,851 3,660 149 40 88 

MD •••••• 709 526 171 12 982 966 638 302 26 4 12 
NC,E. ••• 301 286 15 - 1,284 1,273 422 850 1 4 7 
NC,M •••• 270 268 2 - 557 533 518 15 - 9 15 
NC,H .... 277 273 4 - 707 695 609 58 28 1 11 
SC •••••• 408 384 21 3 822 805 730 73 2 5 12 
VA,E .... 1,000 495 499 6 3,245 3,212 852 2,331 29 8 25 
VA,H •••• 202 195 4 3 427 423 344 16 63 2 2 
HV,N .... 216 208 8 - 336 331 328 3 - 4 1 
WV,S •••• 239 236 3 - 428 422 410 12 - 3 3 

5TH .•• 6,734 6,164 536 34 9,414 9,234 7,944 1,206 84 74 106 

LA, E •••. 430 420 5 5 674 660 599 18 43 1 13 
LA,H •• ,. 22 20 2 - 66 64 59 4 1 - 2 
LA,H .... 358 319 24 15 277 256 204 41 11 12 9 
HS,N •••• 111 107 4 - 191 182 168 12 2 2 7 
HS,S •••• 194 191 1 2 351 333 318 1S' - 3 15 
TX,N •••• 884 862 22 - 1,069 1,026 979 47 - 20 23 
TX,E .... 295 282 13 - 361 344 314 24 6 10 7 
TX,S •••• 3,015 2,666 341 8 4,209 4,175 3,513 655 7 15 19 
TX,H •••• 1,425 1,297 124 4 2,216 2,194 1,790 390 14 11 11 

6TH ••• 3,244 2,975 250 19 4,938 It,'797 4,227 540 30 46 95 

Ky,E .... 183 179 4 - 346 334 330 4 - 4 8 
KY,H .... 389 252 130 7 521 515 250 260 5 4 2 
HI, E •••• 776 745 27 4 952 939 885 39 15 5 8 
HI,H •••• 155 150 5 - .250 236 218 17 1 5' 9 
OH,N .... 455 450 4 1 663 641 626 14 1 3 19 
DH,S •••• 375 356 18 1 708 682 619 62 1 1.1 15 
TN,E .... 155 145 7 3 527 508 488 19 1 2 17 
TN,H .... 246 197 47 2 438 423 298 119 6 8 7 
TIl,H .... 510 501 8 1 533 519 513 6 - 4 10 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30; 1990 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30, 1990 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- HISDE- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
HATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* OPENS@ FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* DISTRICT 

60,179 . 58,560 42,090 15,369 1,101 4B7 1,132 52,568 47,082 5,173 313 ... TOTAL -
608 591 507 84 6 6 5 633 625 1 1 •••••• DC 

1,461 1,403 1,318 16 9 36 22 1,229 1,169 37 23 ... 1ST 

191 193 169 24 - 2 2 125 111 1 1 •••••• ME 
451 430 400 26 4 8 13 593 572 13 8 •• •••• MA 
116 112 97 15 - 1 3 85 80 5 - •••••• NH 
135 132 125 7 - - 3 113 101 12 - •••••• RI 
562 536 527 4 5 25 1 313 299 - 14 •••• •• PR 

4,071 4,007 3,347 594 66 25 39 6,110 5,834 304 32 ••• 2ND 

322 313 274 30 I) 2 7 38B 379 7 2 •••••• CT 
518 512 285 224 3 - 6 3'13 354 36 3 •••• NY,N 

1,296 1,213 1,202 69 2 11 6 2,436 2,337 94 5 .... NY,E 
1,437 1,422 1,197 176 49 3 12 2,417 2,253 144 20 •••• NY,S 

375 36"1 283 82 2 2 6 376 353 21 2 •••• NY,H 
123 120 1el!;' 13 1 1 2 160 158 2 - ...... VT 

2,866 2,779 2,497 260 22 25 62 2,571 2,433 130 8 ••• 3RD 

174 167 142 22 3 3 4 65 64 1 - ••• ••• DE 
830 810 627 178 5 6 14 848 740 104 4 •••••• HJ 
825 797 774 17 6 7 21 809 800 7 2 .... PA,E 
315 301 271 25 5 3 11 219 211 7 1 .... PA,M 
289 275 264 10 1 6 8 254 248 5 1 .... PA,H 
433 429 419 8 2 - 4 376 370 6 - •••••• VI 

8,015 7,851 4,096 3,554 201 43 121 4,395 3,460 915 20 ••• 4TH 

941 926 561 327 32 3 12 150 584 158 8 •••••• MD 
1,219 1,193 343 845 5 2 24 366 343 22 1 .••• Me,E 

504 484 464 18 2 11 9 323 320 3 - •••• HC,M 
583 567 479 51 37 5 11 401 383 17 1 •••• NC,H 
643 625 515 103 7 5 13 587 549 37 1 .. .... sc 

3,105 3,067 842 2,175 50 5 33 1,140 477 656 7 .... VA, E 
325 318 241 12 65 1 6 304 289 13 2 •••• VA., H 
287 274 265 9 - 5 8 265 263 2 - .... HV,H 
408 397 380 14 3 6 5 259 252 7 - •••• HV.S 

8,521 8,312 &,838 1,246 228 62 147 7,627 6,926 677 24 ... 5TH 

645 621 528 46 47 2 22 459 448 6 5 .... LA,E 
47 46 42 4 - - 1 41 38 2 1 .... LA,M 

353 332 265 42 25 10 11 282 252 28 2 •••• LA,H 
173 164 151 12 1 1 8 129 124 3 2 .... HS,N 
275 262 250 11 1 1 12 210 264 5 1 •••• HS,S 

1,105 1,046 957 86 3 22 37 848 826 22 - .... TX,N 
418 404 370 28 6 1 7 238 225 13 - •••• TX, E 

3,364 3,320 2,649 604 67 14 30 3,860 3,377 474 9 •••• -eX,S 
2,141 2,117 1,626 413 78 5 19 1,500 1,312 124 4 •.•• TX,W 

4,246 4,073 3,417 609 47 46 127 3,936 3,653 267 16 ... 6TH 

305 290 218 12 - 5 10 224 222 2 - .... KY,E 
516 492 221 260 11 5 19 394 263 129 2 ••.• KY,W 
597 578 529 38 11 2 17 1,131 1,017 44 10 .... MI,E 
247 226 177 42 7 5 16 158 153 4 1 •••• MI,W 
606 590 573 15 2 6 10 512 505 1 - •••• OH,N 
599 576 531 43 2 8 15 484 445 39 - .... OH,S 
399 386 352 29 5 3 10 283 279 3 1 •••• TN,E 
454 428 260 159 9 7 19 230 198 31 1 •••• TH,M 
523 507 496 11 - 5 11 520 511 8 1 •••• TH,H 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDAHTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIHINAL DEFENDANTS COHMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

PENDING JULY 1, 1989 COMMENCED 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND HISDE- COH- MISDE- RE- TRANS-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY HEANDR DTHER* MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* DPENSI!il FERS 

7TH ••• 2,197 2,098 92 7 3,406 3,332 2,821 503 8 18 56 

IL,N •••• 1,170 1,114 56 - 1,282 1,252 1,149 101 2 8 22 
Il,C •••• 250 234 U 2 346 340 288 51 1 1 5' 
IL,S .... 145 144 1 - 359 356 307 49 - - 3 
IN,N .... 200 193 7 - 329 322 302 18 2 2 5 
IN,S .... 152 141 9 2 534 520 262 257 1 - 14 
WI,E .... 212 206 3 3 390 379 358 19 2 6 5 
WI ,H •••• 68 6~ 2 - 166 163 155 8 - 1 2 

8TH ••• 1,684 1,574 105 5 3,831 3,745 2,813 895 37 30 56 

AR,E •••• 99 97 2 - 369 359 337 14 8 2 8 
"R,H •••• 52 41' 5 - 141 136 107 27 2 3 2 
IA,N •••• 102 99 3 - 155 148 135 11 2 4 3 
lA,S •••• 96 96 - . - 168 164 155 8 1 2 2 
MM ........ 291 282 8 1 476 465 436 25 4 1 10 
~O,E .... 306 300 5 1 379 367 345, 20 2 8 4 
HD,H •••• 314 241 73 - 1,241 1,223 494 724 5 5' 13 
NE •••••• 197 189 6 2 356 353 329 20 4 - 3 
NO •••••• loa 107 1 - 218 206 185 21 - 3 9 
so •.•.•. 119 116 2 1 328 324 290 25 9 2 2 

9TH ••• 11,213 9,470 1,638 110 13,342 13,011 8,330 4,414 267 102 229 

AK •••••• 101 65 35 1 252 252 100 149 3 - -
Al •••••• 1,213 1,097 113 3 1,532 1,496 1,236 236 24 10 26 
CA,N •••• 1,060 836 223 1 989 936 659 277 - 23 30 
CArE •••• 676 558 lOS 10 839 825 587 217 21 2 12 
CAfC •••• 2,411 2,328 77 6 1,6It8 1,575 1,510 61 4 7 " CArS •••• 2,866 2,626 164 76 2,248 2,227 1,404 634 189 7 14 
HI •••••• 796 157 637 2 1,828 1,823 194 1,629 - 1 4 
10 •••••• 51 45 3 3 140 132 122 , 4 1 7 
HT .••••• 158 154 4 - 335 326 316 9 1 5 4 
NV •••••• 524 496 25 3 557 535 499 30 6 12 10 
DR ••• ~ •• 410 400 10 - 567 541 525 14 2 7 19 
HA,E .... 270 264 5 1 512 479 465 14 - 25 8 
HA,H •••• 642 406 233 3 1,652 1,622 490 1,121 11 1 29 
GUAH •••• 25 24 1 - 240 239 221 16 2 1 -
HHI ••••• 15 14 - 1 3 3 2 1 - - -

10TH •• 1,776 1,586 175 15 3,148 3,044 , 2,521 483 40 29 75 

CO ••• e •• 294 257 37 - 565 547 429 106 12 - 18 
KS •••••• 275 255 16 4 417 394 327 61 , 16 7 
MM •••••• 512 496 12 4 761 750 724 21 5 4 7 
OK,N .... 170 170 - - 216 210 201 4) - - , 
DK,E •••• 42 42 - - 117 104 99 5 - I) 4 
DK,H •••• 214 144 70 - 482 464 289 170 5 - 18 
UT ............ 204 163 36 5 409 395 290 " 9 - 14 
WY ............ 65 59 <\ 2 181 180 162 15 3 - 1 

11TH •• 6,673 6,442 203 28 9,123 8,897 6,002 2,864 31 64 162 

AL,H •••• 130 129 1 - 409 395 314 75 6 2 12 
AL,H •••• 167 123 44 - 391 384 203 181 - 2 5 
Al,S •••• 276 275 1 - 347 325 311 14 - 14 8 
FL," •••• 379 359 17 3 385 374 330 38 6 2 9 
Fl,H •••• 994 97:i! 15 7 1,621 1,586 1,534 38 14 2 33 
FL,S •••• 3,689 3,600 73 16 2,230 2,111 2,097 11 3 34 85 
GA,N •••• 690 677 13 - 757 749 624 124 1 4 4 
GA,M •••• 185 172 13 - 2,497 2,490 345 2,145 - 3 4 
GA,S •• ~. 163 135 26 2 486 483 244 238 1 1 2 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30, 1990 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISDE- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
NATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* OPENS~ FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER* DISTRICT 

2,903 2,833 2,356 462 15 14 56 2,700 2,527 167 6 ... 7TH 

919 892 816 74 2 6 21 1,533 1,447 85 1 .••• IL,N 
380 371 329 42 - 1 8 216 188 25 3 ..•. IL,C 
286 282 236 43 3 - 4 218 211 7 - .... IL,S 
299 292 265 25 2 3 4 230 221 9 - •••• IN,N 
513 509 263 244 2 - 4 173 144 28 1 •••. IN,S 
337 326 296 24 6 3 8 265 256 8 1 •••• HI, E 
1(,~ 161 151 10 - 1 7 65 60 5 - .•.• HI,H 

3,420 3,307 2,437 827 43 35 78 2,095 1,867 209 19 ... 8TH 

232 225 209 15 1 - 7 236 224 4 8 .... AR,E 
131 121 97 23 1 1 9 62 54 7 1 .••• AR,H 
137 129 114 12 3' 5 3 120 115 5 - .••. IA,N 
147 141 135 6 - 2 If: 117 113 3 1 .... lA,S 
527 516 487 26 3 2 9 240 226 11 3 ..•••• MN 
408 395 367 21 7 9 4 277 269 8 - •••• MO, E 

1,061 1,044 386 654 4 4 13 494 342 149 3 •••. MD,H 
250 243 218 19 f., 1 6 303 290 11 2 •••••• NE 
233 214 183 24 7 9 10 93 86 7 - •••••• NO 
294 279 241 27 11 2 13 153 148 4 1 • ••••• SO 

12,301 11,983 7,332 4,285 366 104 214 12,259 10,111 2,014 134 ••• 9TH 

221 200 91 104 5 - 21 132 53 77 2 ...... AK 
1,290 1,261 920 291 50 18 11 1,455 1,360 90 5 • ••••• AZ 

842 799 560 231 8 15 28 1,207 918 288 1 •••• CA,N 
871 851 605 217 29 2 18 644 506 125 13 .... CA,E 

1,540 1,516 1,451 (,2 3 8 16 2,519 2.412 98 9 •••• CA.C 
2,154 2,117 1,204 675 238 7 30 2,960 2,656 215 89 •••• CA,S 
1,547 1,537 170 1,361 6 3 7 1,077 173 903 1 • ••••. HI 

116 109 95 11 3 1 6 75 71 - 4 •••••• 10 
269 254 243 9 2 4 '11 224 218 6 - •••••• HT 
551 527 457 63 7 5 19 530 511 16 3 ••• ••• NV 
486 466 436 28 2 5 15 491 480 11 - •••••. OR 
539 506 477 26 3 31 2 243 235 7 1 .••• HA,E 

1,640 1,613 416 1,188 9 1 26 654 471 178 5 •••• HA,H 
222 217 199 17 1 1 4 43 42 - 1 •••• GUAM 

13 10 8 2 - 3 - 5 5 - - ••••• NMI 

3,119 3,009 2,402 549 58 21 89 1,805 1,630 165 10 • • 10TH 

558 529 376 137 16 - 29 301 280 21 - •••••. CO 
432 405 324 71 10 16 11 260 246 12 2 •••••• KS 
711 703 652 42 9 1 7 562 544 15 3 • •••• • NH 
245 237 228 9 - - 8 141 139 2 - •••• OK,N 
118 112 97 14 1 3 3 41 40 1 - •••• OK,E 
515 504 320 178 6 1 10 181 118 63 - •••• OK,H 
364 349 254 82 13 - 15 249 197 49 3 •••••• UT 
176 170 151 16 3 - 6 70 66 2 2 •••••• HY 

8,648 8,406 5,543 2,823 40 70 172 7,148 6,847 281 20 .. 11TH .-
414 398 318 74 (, 2 14 125 118 7 - •••• AL,N 
372 356 209 147 - 1 15 186 110 76 - •••• AL,H 
321 300 281 19 - 10 11 302 299 3 - •••• AL,S 
398 387 332 46 9 2 9 366 356 9 1 •••• FL,N 

1,431 1,378 1,305 55 18 1 52 1,184 1,170 12 2 •••• FL,H 
2,106 2,018 1,994 20 4 50 38 3,813 3,722 75 16 .... FL,S 

720 702 591 111 - 1 17 727 697 29 1 •••• GA,N 
2,455 2,442 297 2,145 - 2 11 227 211 16 - .... GA,H 

431 425 216 206 3 1 5 218 164 54 - .... GA,S 

PRIMARILY FETTY OFFENSES TRIED BY A JUDGE. 
INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATES, RE-OPENS AND REMANDS. 

183 



TABLE 0-2 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 THROUGH 19 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 

TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

PROCEEDINGS COHHENCfD BY 
INDICTMENT ••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• 
ItIFORMATION-INDICTMENT HAlVED ••••••••••••••••• 
INFORMATI ON--OTHIOR ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RrMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT •••••••••••••••••• 
RE~OVED FROM STATE COURT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
REOPENED/REINSTATED •••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• 
APPEAL FROH U.S. MAGISTRATE •••••••••••••••••••• 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS ••••••••••••••• 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RETRIAL--REMAND FROM APPFALS COURT ••••••••••••• 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

1986 

40,427 

23,372 
2,874 
8,970 

31 
6 

129 
81 

104 
4,718 

64 
78 

1987 

42,156 

24,076 
3,406 
9,732 

43 
20 

149 
6& 
85 

4,409 
56 

114 

1988 

43,503 

23,854 
4,749 
8,976 

27 
23 

167 
64 
97 

5,353 
70 

123 

1989 

44,891 

23,392 
5,159 

10,089 
75 
27 

132 
169 
147 

5,484 
67 

150 

1990 

47,962 

25,571 
5,679 

10,817 
70 

3 
98 

134 
146 

5,215 
93 

136 

PER-
CENT 

CHANGE 
1990 
OVER 
19891 

&.8 

9.3 
10.1 
7.2 

- 6.7 

- 25.8 
- 20.7 
- 0.7 
- 4.9 

38.8 
- 9.3 

HOMICIDE TOTAL................................. 141 146 147 174 176 1.1 
r-------------------------------------------~--------

MURDER 1ST DEGREE........................... 67 70 62 98 86 - 12.3 
MURDER 2ND DEGREE........................... 25 45 35 35 34 - 2.9 
MANSLAUGHTER................................ 49 31 50 41 56 36.6 

ROBBERY, TOTAL................................. 1,257 1,293 1,283 1,309 1,379 5.3 
~----------------------------------~--------~---------BANK........................................ 1,182 1,215 1,196 1,238 1,323 6.9 

POSTAL...................................... 47 36 29 19 21 10.5 
OTHEI{.... .............. ........ ............. 28 42 58 52 35 - 32.7 

ASSAULT.... ...................... .............. 602 707 617 567 562 - 0.9 r--------------------------------------------r--------
BURGLARY--BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL......... 113 124 124 107 104 - 2.8 

BANK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
POSTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

r--------------------------------------------r--------
6 12 22 15 1& 6.7 

23 25 32 19 33 73.7 
3 5 1 2 

81 82 &9 71 OTHER....................................... 55 - 22.5 

LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL. .......... ••• .......... 3,590 3,446 3,531 3,474 3,391 - 2.4 

~--------------------------------------------r--------BANK........................................ 202 164 180 138 145 5.1 
POSTAL.. .................................... 563 551 541 547 444 - 18.8 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS........................ 178 235 196 192 241 25.5 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTy......................... 1,758 1,566 1,723 1,772 1,733 - 2.2 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTy.... 274 282 .234 199 205 3.0 
OTHER....................................... 615 648 &5'1 626 623 - 0.5 

J 

EM8EZZLEMENT, TOTAL............................ 2,021 2,254 2,067 2,059 2,027 - 1.6 

BANK ....................... ,................ 90S 99& 794 917 907 - 1.1 
POSTAL...................................... 383 429 484 476 445 - 6.5 
OTHER....................................... 733 829 789 66& 675 1.4 

FRAUD, TOTAL................................... &,553 7,179 7,366 6,899 7,552 9.5 
I--------------------------------------------~--------

INCOME TAX............. ..................... 1,267 1,303 1,168 1,009 1,015 0.6 
LENDING INSTITUTION......................... 722 973 1,033 1,036 1,149 10.9 
POSTAL ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~............ 1,225 1,562 1,246 1,197 1,148 - 4.1 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS..................... 166 69 77 82 28 - &5.9 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE..................... 16 27 18 48 44 - 8.3 
SOCIAL SECURITy............................. 238 166 231 189 308 63.0 
FALSE PERSONATION....... .................... 33 43 35 27 38 40.7 
NATIONALITY LAHS................... ......... 167 l11 116 145 170 17.2 
PASSPORT FRAUD.............................. 125 144 354 255 317 24.3 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS................. 1,403 1,389 1,&72 1,593 1,848 16.0 
OTHER....................................... 1,191 1,392 1,416 1,318 1,487 12.8 

AUTO THEFT..................................... 338 253 293 233 243 4.3 
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TABLE 0-2 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
IMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 THROllGH 1990 

MATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL •••••••••••••• 

TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES ••••••••• 
POST AL FORGERy •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER FORGERy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
COUNTERFEITING •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL ............................ . 

SEXUAL ABUSE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••• 

DRUG LAWS, TOTAL2 .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

MARIHUANA .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NARCOTICS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES .•••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER DRUG RELATED STATUTES ••.•••••••••••••• 

MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL •••••••••• 

BRIBERy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC ••••••••••••••••••• 
ESCAPE 3 .••••••••••••.••••••••.•••••••••••••• 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS •••••••• 
GAHBLING AND lOTTERy •••••••••••••••••••••.•• 
KIDNAPPING ................................. . 
PERJURY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HEAPO~S AND FIREARMS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

EeIAl OFFENSES 

IMMIGRATION LAWS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

AGRICULTURE/CONSERVATION ACTS ••••••••••••••• 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MIGRATORY BIRO LAHS ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOTOR CARRIER ACT ......................... .. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE lAWS ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CIVIL Rr.·'HTS 4 .............................. . 
CONTEHPT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CUSTOMS lAWS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
POSTAL lAHS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER ............................................. " ............. ... 

PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 

19B6 

2,368 

103 
165 

1,736 
361t 

286 

99 
187 

7,893 

2,440 
4,679 

56 
71B 

11,155 

158 
7,359 

753 
411 
61 
60 

158 
1,919 

276 

2,010 

11 

2,089 

324 
4S 
77 
38 
77 

117 
80 
46 
80 

243 
962 

1987 

2,144 

124 
102 

1,430 
488 

359 

125 
234 

8,878 

2,935 
5,083 

774 
86 

11,7B5 

187 
7,917 

819 
402 
37 
57 

155 
1,920 

291 

1,626 

7 

1,955 

224 
73 
60 
43 
50 
78 

107 
69 
75 

215 
961 

1988 

1,674 

55 
108 
982 
529 

511 

170 
341 

10,292 

3,342 
5,953 

947 
50 

11,604 

192 
7,(,53 

876 
409 
70 
55 

133 
2,023 

193 

1,894 

3 

2,097 

294 
70 
41 
31 
61 

119 
91 
54 

119 
224 
993 

1989 

1,505 

59 
92 

901 
453 

324 

166 
158 

11,858 

3,655 
7,033 
1,039 

131 

12,416 

217 
8,197 

910 
383 
107 

69 
118 

2,187 
228 

1,938 

5 

2,023 

279 
80 
54 
65 
45 

115 
75 
84 

121 
211 
894 

1990 

PER­
CENT 

CHANGE 
1990 
OVER 
1989 1 

-~~-=== 

1,514 

60 
89 

866 
499 

433 

221 
212 

12,592 

4,002 
7,522 

945 
123 

13,265 

254 
8,538 

875 
357 
109 

65 
122 

2,713 
232 

2,390 

9 

2,325 

276 
70 
87 
31 
40 

106 
64 

178 
148 
215 

1,110 

0.6 

1.7 
- 3.3 
- 3.9 

10.2 

33.6 

33.1 
34.2 

6.2 

').5 
7.0 

- 9.1 
- 6.1 

6.8 

17 .1 
4.2 

- 3.9 
- 6.8 

1.9 
- 5.8 

3.4 
24.1 
1.8 

23.3 

14.9 • 

- 1.1 
- 12.5 

61.1 
- 52.3 
- 11.1 
- 7.8 
- 14.7 

11.1.9 
22.3 
1.9 

24.2 

THE COHPREHENSIV~ DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT OF 1970 (PUBLIC LAH 91-513) BECAME EFFECTIVE MAY I, 1971. 

INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND BAIL JUMPING. 

THESE IWCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443. 
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TABLE 0-2 DEFEHDAHTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIHINAl DEFENDANTS COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 THROUGH 199~ 

NATURE OF PROCEEDII~GS AND OFFENSE 

Tor Al. .............................................................. " .............. .. 

P~OCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
IHOICTHENT ••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
INFOIlHUION-INDICTHENT HAlVED ................ . 
INFOr:~J\TIOH-OTHER ....... " ••.•••••••••••••••••• 
REHAHOEl> FROH APPELLATE COlIRT •••••••••••••••••• 
REMOVED fROH STATE COURT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
REOPEHED/REINSTATEO ..••••••.••••••••.•••••••••• 
APPEAL FROM U.S. HAGISTRATE .•••••.••••••••••••• 
JUVENIl.E DELINQUENCY PROCEED~HGS ••••••••••••••• 
CONSENT BEFORE HAGISTRATE .••••••••••••••••••••• 
RETRIAL O~ MISTRIAL •.••.•••••••••••.••••••••••• 
RETRIAl-REHAND FROH APPEALS COURT ••••••••••••• 

GEHERAl OFFENSES 

1986 

55,886 

37,757 
3,120 
9,439 

U 
6 

140 
87 

108 
4,981 

87 
120 

1987 

57,543 

38,322 
3,701 

10,272 
60 
21 

206 
69 
90 

4,565 
74 

163 

1988 

59,977 

38,716 
5,416 
9,555 

30 
23 

196 
67 

113 
5,546 

93 
162 

1989 

38,993 
5,888 

10,587 
90 
21 

166 
175 
176 

5,649 
79 

212 

1990 

65,359 

41,286 
6,514 

11,316 
83 

3 
lOS 
150 
158 

5,426 
121 
197 

PER-
CENT 

CHANGE 
1990 
OVER 
19891 

5.3 

5.' 
10.6 
6.9 

- 7.8 

- 36.8 
- 14.3 
- 10.2 
- 4.0 

53.2 
- 7.1 

194 ~HICIDE TOTAl................................. 170 176 238 25B 8.4 1-----------.-.... -----------4----
MURDER 1ST DFGREE........................... 89 82 92 140 161 15.0 
MURDER 2ND u ',·REE............ .... ........... 30 60 49 45 40 - 11.1 
MANSLAUGHTER................................ 51 34 53 53 57 7.5 

ROBBERY, TOTAl................................. 1,545 1,547 1,523 1,532 1,641 1.5 

BANK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
POSTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1,440 1,432 1,411 1,443 1,570 8.8 " ~ ~ ~ ~ 
37 61 76 59 47 - 20.3 

ASSAULT........................................ 657 171 682 624 627 0.5 
r-----------------------------------------~--------

BURGLARY--BREAKIHG AND ENTERING, TOTAL......... 144 154 146 136 I1B - 13.2 
~--------------------------~--------IIANK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 6 16 27 19 20 5.3 

POSTAL. .................................... . 31 33 37 25 35 40.0 
INTERSTATE SHIPHENTS •..••••••••••••••••••••• 4 8 1 3 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 103 91 81 89 63 - 29.2 

LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL....................... 4,352 4,189 4,178 4,110 4,087 - 0.6 

B~KK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
POSTAL. ................................... .. 
INTERSTATE SHIPHENTS ••••.••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY ••••.•.•••••..••••••••••• 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTy •••• 
DTHER •• G ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •• 

I-----------------------------------------~--------252 199 222 173 183 5.8 
692 735 698 706 564 - 20.1 
311 362 30~ 3~7 415 35.2 

1,951 1,756 1,876 1,901 1,900 - 0.1 
479 423 377 339 343 1.2 
667 714 101 684 682 - 0.3 

EHBEZZLEHENT, TOTAL............................ 2,204 2,515 2,206 2,202 2,175 - 1.2 
~--~------~------~--------~------~--~--------

BANK •••••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••• co ••••• 

PDSTAL.~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••• 

971 1,097 840 974 950 - 2.5 
389 440 496 482 450 - 6.6 
84-4 978 870 746 775 3.9 

FRAUD, TOTAL................................... 8,786 9,461 9,853 8,939 9,685 8.3 

INCOHE TAX •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LENDING INSTITUTION ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
POSTAL •• " •••••••••••••••••• /I ••••• " •••••••••• 

VETERANS AND ALLOTHENTS ••••••••••••••••••••• 
SECURITIES AHO EXCHAHGE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
SOCIAL SECURITy .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FALSE PERSONATION .•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MATlONALITY LAMS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PASSPORT FRAUD •••••••••.••••••••••••••• c •••• 

FALSE CLAIHS AND STATEHENTS ••••••••••••••••• 
DTHER~.s~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

AUTD THE~i •••••• ~ ••• _ ••• _ ••••••••••••••• ~~ ••••• 

~-----------------------------------+-------1,521 1,571 1,413 1,193 1,230 3.1 
889 1,215 1,289 1,232 1,462 18.7 

1,996 2,321 1,929 1,801 1,728 - 4.1 
166 72 78 88 29 - 67.1 
19 51 30 59 52 - 11.9 

252 173 265 219 333 52.1 
'" 47 42 29 42 44.8 

180 133 125 155 172 11.0 
130 151 364 264 331 25.4 

1.826 1.797 2,095 1,933 2,155 11.5 
1,763 1,930 2,223 1,966 2,151 9.4 , 

532 314 502 450 363 - 19.3 
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TABLE 0-2 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

MINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED BY MAJoR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1986 THROUGH 1990 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL •••••••••••••• 

TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES ••••••••• 
POST AL FORGERy ••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER FORGERy ••••••••••••••••••.••••••• • ••• • 
COUNTERFEITING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 

SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL •••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEXUAL ABUSE •••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER •••••.•••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

DRUG LAHS, TOTAL 2 .••••••••••••••..••••••••.••.• 

MARIHUANA ••••••.••••••••.••••••.•••••••••••• 
NARCOTICS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES .•.•••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER DRUG RELATED STATUTES ••.•••••••••••••• 

MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL •••••••••• 

BRIBERY •••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••.•••••• 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC ••••••••••••••••••• 
ESCAPE 3 .••••.•••.•• : •••••••••••••••.•••••••• 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS •••••••• 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERy ....................... . 
KIDNAPPING •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 
PERJURy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HEAPONS AND FIREARMS ••.•••.••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ECIAL OFFENSES 

IMMIGRATION LAHS ............................. .. 

LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

AGRICULTURE/CONSERVATION ACTS ••••••••••••••• 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MIGRATORY BIRO LAHS ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAHS ••••••••••••••••••••.•• 
CIVIL RIGHTS 4 •••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••• 
CONTEHPT •••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CUSTOHS LAHS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
POSTAL LAHS ................................ . 
OTHER ...................................... . 

1986 

3,095 

144 
242 

2,129 
5BO 

308 

105 
203 

15,762 

4,498 
9,726 

140 
1,398 

12,445 

236 
7,567 

804 
847 
244 
92 

191 
2,170 

294 

2,855 

16 

3,015 

378 
105 
118 
55 
80 

237 
162 
54 

149 
253 

1,424 

1987 

2,899 

163 
147 

1,786 
803 

391 

137 
254 

17 ,120 

4,927 
10,376 
1,623 

194 

12,768 

280 
8,034 

879 
657 
131 
83 

188 
2,180 

336 

2,297 

12 

2,863 

363 
167 
99 
75 
54 

151 
167 
80 

125 
228 

1,354 
--- ------ -- -------~ -- -- ---- ---

PERCENT CHANGE IS CDMPUTED ON 10 DR HORE DEFENDANTS. 

1988 

2,324 

75 
145 

1,260 
844 

530 

177 
353 

19,466 

5,495 
12,083 
1,699 

189 

12,776 

275 
7,795 

912 
736 
261 

77 
160 

2,345 
215 

2,512 

9 

3,076 

421 
205 
73 
49 
81 

239 
138 
65 

158 
240 

1,401 

1989 

2,032 

87 
113 

1,132 
700 

361 

183 
178 

22,379 

5,921 
14,380 
1,817 

261 

13,347 

280 
8,324 

967 
604 
267 
101 
131 

2,432 
241 

2,674 

7 

3,011 

462 
150 
76 

130 
57 

192 
105 
92 

233 
229 

1,285 

1990 

2,008 

80 
104 

1,094 
730 

465 

237 
228 

23,193 

6,297 
15,118 
1,588 

190 

14,358 

340 
8,662 

938 
632 
281 
87 

151 
3,028 

239 

3,063 

13 

3,299 

375 
144 
114 

66 
47 

179 
103 
190 
222 
230 

1,629 

PER­
CENT 

CHANGE 
1990 
OVER 
1989 1 

- 1.2 

- 8.1 
- 8.0 
- 3.4 

4.3 

28.8 

29.5 
28.1 

3.6 

6.4 
5.1 

- 12.6 
- 27.2 

7.6 

21.4 
4.1 

- 3.0 
4.6 
5.2 

- 13.9 
15.3 
24.5 

- 0.8 

14.5 

85.7 

9.6 

- 18.8 
- 4.0 

50.0 
- 49.2 
- 17.6 
- 6.8 
- 1.9 

106.5 
- 4.7 

0.4 
26.8 

THE COMPREHENSIVE DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT OF 1970 (PUBLIC LAH 91-513) BECAME EFFECTIVE MAY I, 1971. 

INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND 8AIL JUHPiNG. 

THESE INCLUDE DEFENDANTS REHnVEO FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443. 
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TABLE 0-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
---------- -

GENERAL OFFENSES 
--- -- --- -- - - - ----,-- -- ---

WEAPONS FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AND AND 

AND EHBEZ- FIRE- COUNTER-
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENV ZLEMENT FRAUD ARMS FElTING 

--
TOTAL. •• 47,962 176 1,379 562 104 3,391 2,027 7,55~ 2,713 1,514 

DC ...... 602 1 6 2 - 21 7 86 16 37 

1ST ... 1,146 5 27 9 3 47 29 346 79 22 . 
HE •.•••• 150 - 5 2 - 1 2 7 5 2 
MA ...... 355 2 19 4 2 33 8 108 45 3 
HH •••••• 98 1 - 1 - 2 9 25 16 7 
RI •••••• 109 - 1 - - 2 4 22 11 4 
PR ...... 434 2 2 2 1 9 6 184 2 6 

2ND ... 2,977 8 67 33 1 186 174 650 122 83 

CT ...... 2~6 1 19 1 - 10 25 71 29 9 
NY,N .••• 426 - 5 15 - 31 17 61 8 8 
NY ,E •••• 1,000 4 13 7 - 34 27 230 40 18 
Ny,S .... 949 3 19 9 1 81 87 202 15 39 
NY,H •••• 266 - 11 - - 28 11 67 20 7 
VT ...... 90 - - 1 - 2 7 19 10 2 

3RD ... 2,250 17 65 38 35 219 180 582 104 137 

DE ...... 133 - 2 - - 7 1 23 10 3 
NJ •••••. 665 1 12 9 - 92 65 220 12 54 
PA,E •••• 507 - 20 3 - 26 3/~ 160 42 35 
PA,H •••• 276 2 5 1 - 16 25 45 22 19 
PA,H •••• 242 - 6 2 - 8 44 85 12 10 
VI ••••.• 427 14 20 23 35 70 11 49 6 16 

4TH ... 6,935 16 167 94 11 661 151 639 396 205 

HD ...... 698 4 43 9 2 77 25 76 30 14 
NC,E .... 1,107 3 12 12 5 49 12 45 22 17 
NC,H •••• 313 - 42 2 2 20 13 38 25 19 
NC,ri •••• 471 - 40 12 - 14 29 48 53 27 
SC ...... 581 - 15 6 - 65 36 141 71 62 
VA, E •••• 2,952 8 4 48 2 415 23 160 121 52 
VA,W •••• 257 - 4 2 - 7 6 29 40 6 
\iV,N .••• 238 - 5 1 - 2 5 69 10 1 
HV,S •••• 318 1 2 2 - 12 2 33 24 7 

5TH ... 6,625 8 68 52 12 413 218 1,260 467 156 

LA.E .... 436 - 12 3 - 31 28 143 27 15 
LA,H •••• 55 - - - - 1 6 22 6 1 
LA,H .... 214 1 3 3 1 40 16 62 16 6 
MS,H •••• 116 1 1 1 - 4 7 27 12 8 
HS,S .... 222 - 15 1 - 22 26 41 18 13 
TX,II .... 725 - 19 4 4 88 30 172 113 21 
TX,Eo ... 256 - 5 - 1 12 12 50 35 17 
TX,S .... 2,971 4 6 24 5 46 54 470 131 39 
TX,H •••• 1,630 2 7 16 1 169 39 273 109 36 

6TH ••• 3,357 7 103 26 3 449 240 664 315 185 

KY,E .... 213 1 8 2 2 8 9 26 14 13 
KY,H •••• 412 1 7 11 - 184 17 32 23 13 
HI, E •••• 618 2 14 4 1 58 41 125 93 43 
MI,Ii •••• 189 - 3 1 - 21 27 50 12 11 
OH,N •••• 432 - 23 1 - 28 53 100 42 22 
OH,S •••• 512 - 14 3 - 62 47 158 30 30 
TN,E .... 343 1 7 2 - 47 14' 56 40 14 
TN,H •••• 329 1 22 1 - 25 19 68 24 24 
TN,H .... 309 1 5 1 - 16 13 49 37 15 
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TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COHMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE HONTH PERIOD ENOED JUNE 30, 1990 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DRUG LAWS 

HARI-I NAR­
HUANA concs 

CONTROL- OTHER DRUG 
LEO SUB- RELATED 
STANCES STATUTES TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER 

IHHI- AGRI-
GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 

LAHS ACTS LAHS* OTHER 

4,002 

35 

10 
11 
2 
4 
8 

35 

2 
11 

6 
3 
8 
5 

~8 

9 
13 
7 
9 
4 
6 

331 

28 
34 

9 
70 
23 

122 
7 
6 

32 

1,605 

16 

13 
10 

4 
12 

8 
1,158 

384 

135 

25 
18 
12 
13 

4 
19 
21 
10 
13 

7,522 

365 

264 

64 
44 
14 
42 

100 

969 

45 
48 

475 
312 

70 
19 

415 

66 
103 

93 
52 
37 
64 

981 

114 
96 

119 
74 
70 

198 
71 
95 

144 

616 

945 

20 

18 

14 
3 

1 

34 

16 
7 
9 
2 

42 

123 

2 

1 

1 

9 

6 
2 
1 

10 

8,538 875 1,816 
--------------~-7 12 

--------- -

23 

16 
5 

2 

135 

1 
123 

1 
8 
2 

10 40 

1 3 
4 26 
1 9 
1 1 
3 1 

60 113 

3 11 
3 29 
8 31 

45 30 
7 

1 5 

39 41 107 

4 1 
7 4 30 

26 7 5 22 
2 2 28 10 12 
6 1 2 6 12 
1 1 20 30 

149 24 2,320 93 374 

65 It 121 8 34 
11 3 735 1 25 

4 157 
9 7 10 6 41 
3 8 5 47 

12 7 1,444 54 178 
6 1 3 10 
5 2 8 21 

34 1 3 11 

177 18 70 213 187 

--
----~---- --- --

2,390 

2 

123 

7 
10 

7 
99 

85 

1 
22 
20 
16 
12 
14 

70 

3 
6 
3 
2 

56 

23 

8 
3 

1 
10 

1 

276 

2 

3 

2 

1 

4 

2 
1 

1 

1 

1 

39 

1 

7 
1 

26 
3 

1 

29 

215 

2 

7 

1 
5 

1 

74 

6 
8 
8 

46 
6 

6 

1 
2 
3 

16 

8 
1 
3 
2 
1 

1 

10 

1,842 

16 

54 

9 
26 

5 
7 
7 

135 

12 
19 
64 
22 
14 

4 

94 

4 
37 
23 
21 

4 
5 

245 

28 
20 

4 
22 
26 
68 
60 

8 
9 

259 
~--

787 

9 
- - ------ -~---------

71 13 1 7 17 5 
3 1 6 1 
6 9 1 3 3 13 1 

16 1 1 2 2 16 2 
26 3 5 i 23 6 2 
73 26 1 9 35 19 61 
41 26 1 11 7 2 11 

172 43 9 3 92 52 574 3 
208 56 52 61 34 135 4 

It 34 
8 

2 15 
5 

16 
1 37 

17 
8& 

3 41 

643 62 18 87 55 152 30 9 17 157 
~---------------------------------------+------------------------------~ 

49 5 2 10 12 3 1 1 22 
22 4 17 1 30 2 2 28 

127 16 2 1 6 23 17 4 29 
21 4 1 11 4 4 6 

107 2 5 6 21 1 It 13 
99 7 6 10 2 2 23 
84 5 2 4 9 18 4 1 14 
23 1 64 10 21 2 1 13 

111 18 1 13 6 1 9 

189 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

•.• TOTAL 

•••••• DC 

... lST 

...... HE 

...... HA 

..•••. NH 

...... RI 
•••••• PR 

.•. 2ND 

...... CT 
•••• NY, N 
•••• NY,E 
•••• NY,S 
.... NY,H 
...... VT 

••• 3RD 

•••••• DE 
••••.• NJ 
... ;PA,E 
.... PA,H 
•••• PA,H 
••.••• VI 

... 4TH 

.•••.• HD 

.... NC,E 

.••. NC,H 
, ... NC,H 
•••••• SC 
.... VA,E 
.... VA,H 
.... HV,N 
.... HV,S. 

••• 5TH 

..•. LA,E 
•.•• LA,H 
.... LA,H 
•••• HS,N 
.... HS,S 
•••• TX,N 
•••• TX,E 
•••• TX,S 
•••• TX,H 

... 6TH 

.... Ky.E 

.... Ky,H 

., •• HI,E 

.... H1,H 

.... OH,N 

., •. OH,S 
•••• TN,E 
•••• TN,H 
•••• TII.H 



TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIHINAL CASES COHHENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDEO JUNE 30, 1990 

GENERAL OfFENSES 

HEAPONS FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AND AND 

AND EHBEZ- FIRE- COUNTER-
DISTRICT TOTAL HOHICIDE ilOBBERY ASSAULT IIURGLA", LARCENY ZLEHENT FRAUD ARHS FElTING 

7TH ••• 2,34:5 4 75 47 6 211 213 564 140 95 

IL.N •••• 807 1 29 5 2 80 113 229 34 53 
IL,C •••• 243 - 7 5 1 30 16 58 20 4 
IL.S .... 20B 2 2 1 - 34 10 38 7 10 
IN.N .••• 221 - 2 3 1 13 12 79 27 9 
IN.S .••• 471 - 18 24 - 35 22 65 26 8 
HI.E, ••• 259 1 14 2 - 14 20 68 21 9 
HI.H •••• 136 - 3 7 2 5 20 27 5 2 

8TH •.• 2.835 23 66 65 9 119 132 435 144 94 

ARIE •••• 261 - 9 1 2 16 7 33 26 12 
ARtH .... 115 2 5 ! 1 6 7 20 10 13 
lA,N .... 119 - 5 ., - - 12 21 5 1 
IA.S .... 113 - 8 - - 6 4 20 10 7 
HN •••••• 322 4 10 3 - 14 24 79 24 11 
HO.E •••• 263 - 12 2 1 19 20 43 22 10 
HO.H •.•• 1.019 2 8 2 1 25 30 75 15 16 
NE •.•••• 195 - 4 7 - 9 10 55 8 9 
ND ...... 171 6 2 8 1 4 11 45 12 10 
SD •••••• 257 9 3 41 3 20 7 44 12 5 

9TH ••• 10.131 67 513 118 18 458 375 1.227 414 217 

AK •••.•• 225 - 10 1 - 33 3 21 7 3 
AZ ...... 1.040 33 33 26 4 47 29 168 58 12 
CA.N •.•• 729 2 53 3 3 34 119 156 14 19 
CA.E .... 625 4 46 3 - 41 45 98 20 15 
CA,e •••• 1,055 9 186 8 1 58 59 242 92 55 
CA.S •.•. 1.699 4 48 15 - 30 53 122 40 45 
HI •••••• 1,758 - 7 7 2 72 5 32 3 3 
ID ...... 97 - 3 4 - 3 5 16 15 2 
HT ...... 223 10 3 16 4 10 4 47 42 5 
if/ • ••••• 352 2 31 6 - 16 9 152 16 20 
DR ...... 392 1 49 7 1 27 12 52 32 9 
HA,E ••.• 502 - 18 4 2 10 13 31 51 15 
1'11.,1'1 •••• 1.250 - 26 10 - 62 15 73 22 12 
GUAM .... 181 2 - 8 1 15 3 17 2 1 
NMI. .... 3 - - - - - 1 - - 1 

10TH •• 2,350 15 81 44 1 211 126 416 198 59 

co ...... 405 - 16 1 - 25 24 104 56 3 
KS ...... 305 - 11 4 - 40 34 54 20 ') 
NM ...... 540 9 22 21 - 12 16 42 38 6 
OK,N •••• 141 - 4 1 - 8 12 46 17 16 
OK,E •••• 86 - 2 1 1 4 <) 25 10 4 
OK,H •••• 403 2 1:5 6 - 61 16 70 13 9 
UT ...... 327 1 9 8 - 55 6 57 28 8 
HY ...... 143 3 2 2 - 6 9 18 16 4 

11TH .. 6,409 5 141 34 :5 396 182 683 318 224 
-AL,N .••• 315 - 6 6 2 21 16 38 22 21 

AL,H .... 345 - 4 2 - :50 18 23 16 26 
AL.S •••• 170 - 4 2 1 5 14 45 14 13 
FL,N .... 240 - 6 1 - 30 11 46 14 1 
FL,H •••• 831 - 50 4 - 31 30 168 74 62 
FL,S •••• 1,262 1 33 12 - 41 51 199 125 55 
GA,N •••• 498 2 23 :5 2 79 22 90 27 18 
GA.H •••• 2,376 2 EO 2 - 60 12 52 13 10 
GA,S •••• 372 - 9 - - 79 8 22 13 18 
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TABLE 0-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COHHENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

-- ----- --------

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DRUG LAHS 
--

- -- - - -, 
CONTROL- OTHER DRUG 11011011- AGRI- CIRCUIT 

HARI- NAR- LED SUB- RELATED GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
HUANA concs STANCES STATUTES TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAHS ACTS LAHS* OTHER D!STRICT 

- -------- - - -- ---- - -

78 365 49 5 221 32 128 16 14 12 10 ••• 7TH 

4 134 5 2 6 7 51 9 9 34 .... IL,N 
16 24 19 28 4 4 7 .... IL,C 
19 37 1 2 16 2 22 2 3 .... IL,S 

It 39 1 1 2 2 1 4 2 1 .... IN,N 
25 24 9 168 13 20 5 1 8 .... IN,S 

It 14 2 4 16 4 6 .... HI,E 
6 33 6 1 4 8 1 1 5 .... Hl,H 

81 457 102 5 711 48 131 41 21 14 119 ., .8TH 

11 19 :if 1 1 4 15 .... AR,E 
6 4 3 16 3 4 5 1 8 •••• AR,H 
3 32 21 1 6 2 2 1 1 •••• IA,N 
7 28 5 1 2 5 6 1 3 .... lA,S 

12 71 13 2 1 19 1 3 5 20 •••••• MN 
6 82 7 6 12 1 2 6 12 .... HO,E 
4 94 1 1 69B 1 22 1 1 1 15 ., .• HO,H 

11 41 6 2 10 8 4 5 6 •••••• HE 
10 10 9 4 17 10 2 10 •••••• ND 
11 16 5 2 It 47 1 4 23 ...... SO 

1,169 1,104 146 8 2,344 169 217 1,049 87 32 339 ... 9TH 

32 24 5 52 5 3 18 8 ...... AK 
294 85 17 2 15 74 106 9 28 •••••• AZ 

25 78 5 1 86 22 15 39 4 12 39 •••• CA,N 
26 36 35 72 6 18 118 16 3 23 .... CA,E 
8 186 1 2 It 11 28 52 3 2 36 •••• CA,C 

482 263 9 1 2 55 32 371 2 1 118 .... CA,S 
28 34 25 1,495 2 19 1 7 1 '$ •••••• HI 

1 13 4 3 6 11 5 1 5 •••••• 10 
6 24 7 3 12 14 8 8 •••••. MT 
3 29 3 4 13 21 3 1 4 19 •••••• NV 

46 77 9 8 10 38 4 10 •••••• OR 
16 81 9 12 9 213 3 9 .... HA,E 

181 116 11 629 3 15 42 7 2 24 •••• HA,H 
21 52 2 10 12 32 3 •••• GUAM 

1 ••••• NMI 

251 288 83 7 201 42 114 93 23 7 90 •• 10TH 
--- --- - - -------

16 45 6 6 45 8 11 10 5 4 20 ...... CO 
15 54 11 15 10 10 3 1 14 •••••• KS 

171 53 20 3 11 36 60 6 14 •••••• NM 
3 16 3 4 9 . 2 •••• OK,N 
5 2 4 1 11 :1 6 .... !JK,E 

18 58 6 95 5 11 It 14 .... OK,H 
15 34 17 1 36 2 18 13 4 2 13 •••••• UT 
8 26 16 7 1 8 2 7 1 7 ...... Hy 

22B 1,055 63 17 2,381 105 175 71 44 18 264 .. 11TH 
- -- -- ----

37 46 8 41 3 23 2 2 3 18 •••• AL,N 
19 52 3 98 9 11 4 10 •••• AL,M 
10 29 8 2 1 1 3 3 15 •••• AL,S 
16 53 8 2 4 20 10 2 3 13 .... FL,N 
65 224 13 3 7 18 26 13 4 10 29 •••• FL,M 
42 448 10 6 24 37 38 1 5 134 .... FL.S 
15 75 8 45 18 36 10 23 .... GA,N 
17 100 1 2,046 6 11 26 12 •••• GA,M 
7 28 '. 4 140 6 20 3 1 10 •••• GA,S 

--------~- ---- ------

* OBSTRUCTING HAIL, HAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL •• 

DC ...... 

1ST .. . 

HE .... .. 
MA .... .. 
NH ..... . 
RI •••••• 
PR ••••.• 

2ND ... 

CT ..•••• 
NY,N .... 
NY,E •..• 
Ny,S ... . 
Ny,.H ... . 
VT ..... . 

3RD .•. 

DE •••.•. 
NJ •••..• 
PA, E •.•. 
PA,M •••. 
PA,H .••. 
VI •••••• 

4TH ... 

MO •••••• 
NC,E .... 
NC,H •••• 
NC,H •••• 
SC ••• , •• 
yA,E .... 
VA,Ii ••.• 
HV,N .... 
HV,S •••• 

5TH ••• 

LAtE .•.. 
LA,M •••• 
LA,Ii •••. 
MS,N •.•• 
MS,S •••• 
TX,N .. .. 
TX,E .. .. 
TX,S •••• 
TX,"' .••• 

6TH ••• 

Ky,E •••• 
KY,H •••• 
MI.,E •••. 
HI,H .... 
OH,N •••• 
DH,S •••• 
TN, E •••• 
TN,H •••• 
TN,H •••• 

TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 ----------- -- - - -

TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT 

65,359 258 1,647 627 

779 1 6 2 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

EMBEZ­
BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEHENT 

118 4,087 2,175 

24 7 

HEAPONS 
AND 
FIRE-

FRAUD ARMS 

9,685 3,028 

94 24 

'1,636 13 37 9 4 67 31 399 98 

FORGERY \ 
AND 

COUNTER­
FEIT! NG 

2,0,)8 

37 

2:! 
\----+--------------------------------~ ----~ - --

180 
557 
157 
155 
5117 

4,618 

4013 
545 

1,635 
1,490 

399 
141 

3,203 

176 
917 
918 
350 
353 
489 

8,700 

970 
1,277 

542 
696 
810 

3,220 
425 
335 
425 

9,308 

661 
64 

268 
184 
336 

1,046 
354 

4,190 
2,205 

4,843 

338 
519 
944 
241 
644 
693 
510 
431 
523 

9 
2 

2 

13 

2 

5 
6 

18 

1 

2 

15 

23 

8 
3 

10 

2 

12 

1 
5 

4 
2 

13 

1 
2 
3 

1 
1 
5 

82- 1 2 8 7 
26 4 3 53 10 144 55 

1 
2 

90 

24 
9 

19 
27 
11 

74 

2 
13 
21 
5 
8 

25 

212 

58 
14 
57 
46 
16 

4 
5 
9 
3 

84 

12 

3 
1 

17 
28 

5 
9 
9 

140 

'3 
9 

16 
6 

32 
17 
11 
30 
10 

1 - 2 9 28 23 

2 

41 

1 
15 
11 
11 

3 

43 

10 
4 
1 
2 

26 

108 

11 
12 

2 
12 

6 
60 

2 
1 
2 

54 

3 

3 
1 
1 
4 

26 
16 

26 

2. 
11 

4 
1 
1 
3 
2 
1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

39 

39 

13 

3 
6 
2 

2 

13 

192 

1 

4 
1 
6 
1 

3 

2 

1 

2 4 27 11 
9 6 192 2 

227 184 920 143 

18 27 85 30 
36 19 70 8 
44 28 395 49 
96 92 262 20 
30 11 86 23 

3 7 22 13 

260 195 716 111 

7 
117 
31 
19 

9 
77 

706 

84 
57 
24· 
20 
72 

426 
'3 
2 

12 

524 

34 
1 

53 
4 

33 
118 
25 
65 

191 

521 

16 
189 
80 
27 
31 
67 
55 
36 
20 

1 25 
70 264 
38 223 
30 52 
44 98 
12 54 

157 834 

27 99 
13 82 
14 56 
29 77 
36 173 
24 185 

7 42 
5 78 
2 42 

233 

28 
6 

18 
8 

27 
34 
12 
59 
41 

245 

9 
17 
42 
27 
55 
49 
14 
19 
13 

1,465 

155 
28 
68 
32 
:i1 

232 
56 

532 
311 

858 

36 
38 

151 
67 

127 
170 
70 

103 
96 

10 
16 
42 
23 
12 

8 

450 

32 
26 
28 
65 
82 

135 
46 
10 
26 

538 

29 
6 

19 
18 
20 

127 
37 

159 
123 

347 

17 
26 
98 
13 
46 
32 
44 
30 
41 

2 
3 
7 
4 
7 

137 

9 
11 
36 
63 
15 

3 

164 

4 
57 
55 
19 
10 
19 

270 

17 
19 
40 
48 
74 
55 

6 
1 

10 

209 

19 
2 
6 

15 
17 
26 
23 
58 
43 

252 

23 
24 
65 
11 
28 
32 
17 
30 
22 



HARI-
HUANA 

S,2')7 

99 

12 
35 

') 

10 
33 

63 

2 
24 
14 
3 

11 
') 

73 

11 
13 
22 
11 
10 

6 

463 

33 
36 
18 

123 
42 

130 
27 
10 
44 

2,381 

44 

17 
19 
8 

27 
33 

1,654 
579 

208 

40 
10 

2 
3'1 
5 

23 
32 
11 
21 

TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

GENERAL 

DRUG LAHS 

CDNTR 
LED S 
STANC 

NAR-
COTIes 
----

15,118 1,5 

499 

506 

77 
108 

49 
75 

197 

1,912 

OFFENSES--CONTINUED 

ESCA,j 
- -

OL- OTHER DRUG 
UB- RELATED 
ES STATUTES TRAFFIC 

- - ----- --- -----------
-- -----

B8 1'70 8,662 938 

32 - - 7 

24 4 23 10 
---- -- ---

17 - 16 1 
6 2 5 4 
- - - 1 
1 1 2 1 
- 1 - 3 

64 13 135 65 
-- - - ----- - -- -

119 - - 1 :3 
87 35 - 123 3 

839 7 6 1 9 
683 13 4 8 49 
140 9 3 2 -

44 - - - 1 

889 61 19 39 46 
- - - ------ -- --

100 - - 4 -
200 8 - 4 -
328 39 16 - 6 

97 3 2 28 14 
83 10 1 2 6 
81 1 - 1 20 

1,927 181 31 2,327 101 
- - - ---- -----------

310 67 4 121 8 
179 15 5 737 1 
260 11 - 1 5 
141 10 10 10 9 
179 6 - 8 8 
328 15 9 1,449 56 
175 11 - 1 3 
153 5 2 - 8 
202 41 1 - 3 

1,291 3 22 27 70 229, 

164 17 4 - 7 
3 - - - 1 
'} 26 1 3 3 

38 1 1 2 2 
91 11 5 - 1 

182 52 3 9 36 
67 38 - 1 11 

363 63 12 3 '97 
374 114 1 52 71 

1,429 115 21 87 ,7 
-- -- -- - -

96 14 :3 - 1.0 
80 B - 17 1 

317 31 2 1 6 
25 4 1 - -

251 2 5 - 6 
224 14 8 - -
18S 8 2 4 9 
42 1 - 64 10 

209 33 - 1 15 

------

-----

SPECIAL OFFENSES 
----~ ----

I 
UIHI- AGRI-

GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 
OTHER LAMS ACTS LAHS* OTHER 

2,559 3,063 3"5 230 2,706 
---- - -----

16 2 2 2 24 
- -- --- - - - -----

53 135 4 7 90 
---- - - --
7 8 3 - ') 

35 10 - 1 44 
9 3 1 5 8 
1 7 - - 8 
1 107 - 1 21 

205 112 4 77 212 
- ---

43 1 - 6 37 
39 32 2 8 24 
54 26 1 8 83 
44 17 - 49 42 
20 15 - 6 17 
5 21 1 - 9 

174 81 1 6 194 

2 3 - - 7 
58 7 - - 79 
30 3 - 1 59 
13 4 1 2 24 
38 - - 3 17 
33 64 - - 8 

453 35 58 22 '329 

37 8 - 8 35 
27 3 1 3 38 
16 - - 3 5 
45 - 12 6 33 
59 12 5 1 31 

202 11 29 - 90 
12 1 10 1 67 
40 - - - 11 
15 - 1 - 19 

279 1,133 44 10 390 

29 9 12 4 91 
7 - 1 - 9 

15 - 1 2 19 
30 - 2 - 5 
25 6 3 - 20 
35 78 - 1 50 
8 2 12 - 23 

80 879 5 - 116 
!SO 159 8 3 57 

220 31 17 19 234 

19 3 1 1 36 
37 2 7 - 32 
36 18 - 4 46 
11 4 - 4 6 
32 1 - 4 18 
19 2 - :3 30 
26 - 7 1 22 
33 - 2 2 16 
7 1 - - 28 
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CIRCUn 
AND 

DISTRICT 

••• TOTAL 

...... ,.DC 

••• 1ST 

•••••• HE 
••••.• HA 
•••••• Ilft 
•••••• RI 
...... PR 

••• 2ND 

...... CT 

., •. NY ,N 
•••• NY,E 
•••• NY.S 
•••• tiV,M 
...... VT 

••• 3RD 

•••••• DE 
•••••• NJ 
•••• PA,E 
.... PA,M 
.... PA,H 
••••• , VI 

... 4TH 

•••••• MD 
•••• IIC,E 
.... NC,M 
.... NC,M 
•••••• SC 
.... VA,E 
.... VA,1i 
.... MY.II 
.... HY,S 

••• 5TH 

•••• lA,E 
•••• LA,H 
•••• LA,H 
.... MS,N 
•••• MS,S 
.... TX,N 
.... TX,E 
.... TX,S 
.... n~,H 
••• 6TH 

.... KY,E 

.... KV,H 
•••• HI, E 
•••• HI,H 
•••• OM,N 
.... OH,S 
.... TN,E 
.... TII,H 
.... TN,H 



. 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

i'TH ••• 

IL,N •••• 
IL,C •••• 
IL,S •••• 
IN,N .. •• 
IN,S •••• 
HI,E ••• " 
H!,H .... 

8TH ... 

AR,E. ... 
AR,H •••• 
!A,H •••• 
lA,S., •• 
MN ...... 
HO,E. ••• 
MO,W •• , • 
NE ...... 
NO •••••• 
SD •••••• 

9TH ••• 

AK ••.••• 
AZ ...... 
CA,N •••• 
CA,E. ••• 
CA,C •••• 
CA,S .... 
HI •••••• 
IO ...... 
HT ...... 
NV •••••• 
OR •••••• 
HA,E .... 
HA,H •••• 
GUAM •••• 
NMI ••••• 

10TH •• 

CO ...... 
KS •••••• 
""4 ...... 
OK,N •••• 
OK,E .... 
DK,H •••• 
UT ...... 
HY ...... 

11TH .. 

AL,N •••• 
AL,H •••• 
AL,S •••• 
FL," .... 
FL,M •••• 
FL,S •••• 
GA,N •••• 
GA.M •••• 
GA.S •••• 

-- ~ 

TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

EHBEZ-
TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEHENT FRAUD 

-
3,350 12 92 48 7 286 222 717 

1,260 8 33 £; 3 138 115 310 
341 - 9 5 1 33 16 80 
256 3 3 1 - 35 10 45 
324 - 2 3 1 18 16 96 
520 - 22 25 - 38 23 74 
38S 1 20 2 - 19 21 82 
164 - 3 7 2 5 21 30 

3,775 24 79 77 12 175 137 575 
--- ------_.-

361 - 9 1 2 20 7 42 
139 2 7 1 1 7 7 30 
152 - 5 - - - 13 32 
166 - 9 - - (, 4 25 
466 4 13 3 - 21. 25 106 
375 1 12 3 1 23 21 69 

1,223 2 11 2 2 51 32 81 
353 - (, 7 - 14 10 80 
209 6 It 8 1 6 11 51 
326 <) 3 52 5 21 7 53 

13,113 107 565 129 20 591 421 1,610 
-

252 - 10 1. - 33 3 22 
1,506 41 35 31 4 65 30 190 

959 5 56 3 3 42 123 192 
821 4 56 4 - 47 47 126 

1,582 25 203 8 1 86 69 343 
2,234 12 5/~ 16 - 40 53 14tt 
1,824 - 8 9 2 79 5 35 

133 - 3 4 - 5 7 21 
331 11 3 Hj 6 18 31 60 
547 4 35 ;5 - 19 9 228 
548 1 55 B 1 34 12 59 
504 .- 18 4 2 10 13 31 

1,623 2 29 11 - 98 15 140 
240 2 - B 1 15 3 19 

3 - - - - - 1 -
3,073 16 92 !'O 1 231 135 535 

547 - 18 1 - 29 25 140 
410 - 13 4 - 41 34 73 
754 10 27 23 - 13 20 54 
210 - 4 1 - 9 12 sa 
113 - 3 1 1 "/ '3 35 
464 2 16 7 - 64 19 83 
395 1 9 '3 - 62 7 71 
180 3 2 4 - 6 9 21 

8,961 6, 176 40 5 475 208 962 

397 - 6 6 2 23 17 52 
386 - 5 2 - 50 18 25 
339 - 5 2 1 6 15 66 
376 - 10 1 - 34 11 70 

1,588 - 54 4 - 41 45 254 
2.145 1 36 11 - 78 54 274 

753 3 31 6 2 99 27 127 
2,493 2 8 2 - 62 13 68 

484, - 11 - - 82 8 26 

-- ---- -- -- ------- --~--- ---- ----~ -------- ---- -~-- ---- --
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- ~~- -

~-

I 
HEAPONS LERG' RY . 

o 
"'ER­

NG 

-

MID 
FIRE-
ARMS 

152 
- - -

35 
22 

9 
30 
27 
24 
5 

148 
-- -~ 

27 
10 
6 

10 
24 
22 
11 
8 

12 
12 

456 

7 
73 
18 
21 
96 
43 
3 

17 
46 
22 
33 
51 
24 

2 
-

215 

At; 
COUll, 
FEITI 

-- --- -

1 
- ~ --

1 
-

2 

26 

79 
4 

12 
9 

10 
10 

2 

10 

14 
16 
1 
7 

14 
13 
11 
10 
12 
6 

84 

3 
15 
23 
20 
82 
56 

3 
3 
7 

30 
9 

15 
16 
1 
1 

12 -- ----- ----

56 
22 
43 
18 
11 
16 
33 
16 

346 

25 
17 
14 
16 
83 

134 
30 
13 
14 

---~-- - -- ~-

4 
16 

7 
16 

4 
10 
10 

5 

32"-

37 
28 
21 

1 
77 
97 
27 
16 
20 
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TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

GENERAL DFFEHSES--CONTINUED 

DRUG LAWS 

CONTROL- OTHER DRUG 
HARI- NAR- LED SUB- RELATED 
HUANA concs STANCES STATUTES TRAFFIC 

183 788 99 7 222 

6 322 16 3 6 
45 33 46 - 28 
78 100 3 3 16 

(, 87 10 1 2 
32 36 11 - 169 
6 159 6 - -

10 51 1 - 1 

144 908 171 9 117 

26 116 4B - -
7 8 3 - 16 
3 44 21 1 -

11 59 12 1 -
29 131 22 4 1 
6 132 18 - -
7 225 16 3 698 

20 134 8 - -
17 21 13 - -
18 38 10 - 2 

1,638 2,083 242 15 2,458 

34 38 6 - 52 
487 181 23 4 -
55 171 1 1 86 
62 85 6tt - 12 
21 355 10 2 4 

573 534 14 4 2 
30 57 47 - 1,496 
1 28 10 - -

11 50 12 - -
21 61 9 2 ·4 
B5 153 14 - -
16 87 9 - -

217 180 17 - 742 
25 103 - 2 -- - - - -

423 506 142 13 201 

30 98 8 11 45 
40 95 14 -. 15 

288 88 36 - 3 
10 54 11 - -
11 2 6 - -
20 81 8 - 95 
15 51 29 2 36 
9 37 30 - 7 

622 2,380 129 31 2,383 

47 &2 13 - 42 
25 &2 11 - 98 
27 132 13 2 -
31 126 14 4 '* 306 539 24 4 7 

123 994 13 16 -
29 183 31 - 45 
22 171 3 - 2,047 
12 111 7 5 140 

* OBSTRUCTING HAIL, HAILING HOH-MAILABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 

ESCAPE 

33 

7 -
2 
2 

14 
4 
4 

50 

7 
3 
-
2 

21 
6 
1 
2 
4 
4 

179 

1 
15 
24 
6 

21 
56 

2 
4 
3 

13 
8 

12 
4 

10 -
46 

9 
10 
11 
5 
1 
7 
l! 
1 

115 

3 
10 
1 

21 
.19 
25 
20 
8 
8 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

IMMI- AGRI-
GRATIDN CULTURAL POSTAL 

OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS* OTHER 

197 29 16 14 100 

95 12 1 11 55 
4 4 - - 11 

31 2 - - 3 
17 10 4 2 8 
22 - 5 1 11 
19 '- 5 - 7 
9 1 1 - 5 

189 46 28 14 156 

8 4 - - 30 
5 1 1 - 8 
7 2 2 1 S 
8 8 - 1 3 

10 3 9 - 26 
17 1 2 6 22 
37 1 1 1 17 
27 9 6 5 7 
20 10 2 - 11 
50 1 5 - 24 

386 1,268 122 33 506 

(, 3 24 - 9 
87 140 15 - 70 
26 39 4 12 69 
20 1:36 16 3 38 
44 151 4 3 54 
59 426 2 7 139 
20 8 9 1 10 
7 12 5 1 5 

15 15 13 - lit 
48 5 3 4 24 
11 38 10 - 1"1 
9 213 3 - 11 

20 49 14 2 43 
13 33 - - 3 
1 - - - -

132 114 25 7 117 

13 16 5 4 35 
11 3 1 - 18 
37 72 6 - 16 
9 - - - 3 

15 1 - - 6 
16 4 - - 16 
22 16 4 2 14 

9 2 9 1 9 

255 77 54 19 354 

30 2 3 3 24 
11 - 7 - 17 
1 4 4 - 25 

10 3 6 - 14 
46 13 6 11 45 
67 42 1 5 168 
53 10 - - 30 
14 - 26 - 18 
23 3 1 - 13 

195 

CIRCUIT 
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DISTRICT 

... 7TH 

.... IL,N 
•••• Il,C 
•••• IL, S 
.... IN,N 
.... IN,S 
•••• HI, E 
.. · .. HI,H 

••• 8TH 

.... AR,E 
•••• AR,H 
•••• IA,N 
.... lA,S 
•••••• HM 
.... MO,E 
•••• HO,H 
...... NE 
...... NO 
•••••• SD 

••• 91TH 

...... AK 

...... AZ 

.... CA,N 

.... CA,E 
•••• CA,C 
.... CA.S 
...... HI 
•••••• ID 
...... HT 
...... NV 
•••••• OR 
.... HA,E 
•••• HA,H 
.... GUAM 
••••• NMI 

•• 10TH 

•••••• CO 
...... KS 
•••••• NM 
.... OK,II 
.... OK,E 
•••• OK,H 
...... UT 
•••••• HY 

.. 11TH 

.... AL,N 

.... Al.H 

.... AL,S 
•••• FL.N 
.... FL,H 
•••• FL,S 
•••• GA,N 
•••• GA,M 
•••• GA,S 
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TABLF D-4 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIHINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND OFFENSE DURING THE THE LYE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 

ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
TOTAL BY NOLO BY 

NATURE OF OFFENSE DEFEN- DIS- I PLEA OF CON-
f DANTS TOTAL HISSED* COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY TENDERE COURT JURY 

TOTAL ••••••••••••.••••••••••••• 56,519 9,794 B,193 630 971 46,725 39,734 718 1,063 5,210 

GENERAL OFFENSES ••••••••••••••• 

HOHICIDE. •••••••••••••• , ••••• 162 33 25 - 8 129 90 2 2 35 

HURDER-FIRST DEGREE ••••••• 60 20 16 - 4 40 26 - 1 13 
HURDER-SECOND DEGREE ••••••• 43 7 4 - 3 36 25 1 - 10 
HANSLAUGHTER •••••••• : •• ~ ••• 59 6 5 - 1 53 39 1 1 12 

ROBBERy ....................... 1,340 111 85 1 25 1,229 1,060 4 7 158 

BANK •••••••••••••••.••••••• 1,266 99 76 1 22 1,167 1,008 4 7 148 
POSTAL. •••••••••••••••••••• 29 4 3 - 1 25 20 - - 5 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••.•••• 45 8 6 - 2 37 32 - - 5 

ASSAULT •••••••••••••••••••••• 559 173 131 " 38 386 279 2 18 87 

BURGLARy ••••••••••••••••••••• 122 9 7 - O

2 113 101 - 1 11 

BANK ....................... 23 2 1 - 1 21 19 - - 2 
POSTAL •.••••••••••••••••••• 29 1 1 - - 28 27 - - 1 
INTERSTATE SHIPHENTS ••••••• 6 - - - - 6 5 - - 1 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••• 64 6 5 - 1 58 50 - 1 7 

LARCENY AND THEFT •••••••••••• 3,574 675 605 35 35 2,899 2,640 39 62 158 

BANK .•••••••••••••••••••••• 164 21 18 2 1 143 131 1 - 11 
POSTAL. •••••••••••••••••••• 625 43 38 - 5 582 554 1 - 27 
INTERSTATE SHIPHENTS ••••••• 284 29 25 - 4 255 223 - 3 29 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTy ........ 1,652 376 342 21 13 1,276 1,159 26 41 50 
TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN PROP. 238 40 30 1 9 198 173 - - 25 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••• 611 166 152 11 3 445 400 11 18 16 

EHB EZZL EHENT. ••••••••• o ••••••• 1,966 194 177 1 16 1,772 1,675 11 5 81 -
BANK ••••••••••••••••••••••• 917 83 78 1 4 834 797 6 - 31 
POSTAL. •••••••••••••••••••• 405 38 37 - 1 367 349 - - 18 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••• 644 73 62 - 11 571 529 5 5 32 

FRAUD •••••••••••••••••••••••• 8,808 1,008 842 14 152 7,800 7.084 46 26 644 

INCOHE TAX ••••••••••••••••• 1,140 92 62 2 28 1,048 901 7 10 130 
LENDING INSTITUTION •••••••• 1,276 107 94 1 12 1.169 1,076 10 3 80 
POSTAL ••••••••••••••••••••• 1,681 204 162 4 38 1,477 1,261 10 3 203 
VETERANS AND ALLOTHENTS •••• 65 11 11 - - 54 50 2 2 -
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE •••• 50 6 5 - 1 44 37 - - 7 
SOCIAL SECURITy •.••••.••••• 249 32 30 - 2 217 207 - 1 9 
FALSE PERSONATION •••••••••• 35 4 4 - - 31 29 1 - 1 
NATIDNALITY LAMS ••••••••••• 151 14 12 - 2 137 133 i - 3 
PASSPORT FRAUD ••••••••••••• 292 21 17 - 4 271 267 - - 4 
FALSE CLAIHS & STATEHENTS •• 1,943 247 214 4 29 1,696 1,608 11 1 76 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••• 1,926 270 231 3 36 1,656 1,515 4 6 131 

AUTO THEFT ••••••••••••••••••• 319 47 37 2 8 272 243 1 2 26 
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TABLE 0-4 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIHINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

----- --- --

NOT CONVICTED 
--- --

ACQUITTED 
TOTAL BY 

NATURE OF OFFENSE DEFEIl- DIS- ~U~ DANTS TOTAL MISSED* JURY 
--

FORGERY AIID COUNTERFEITING ••• 1,774 217 199 2 16 

TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 78 13 12 1 -
POSTAL FORGERy ••••••••••••• 91 13 13 - -
OTHER FORGERy •••••.•••••••• 958 99 93 1 5 
COUNTER F E IT l HG ............. 647 92 81 - 11 

SEX OFFENSES •.••.•••••••.•••• 333 62 46 5 11 

SEXUAL ABUSE ............... 163 38 27 2 9 
OTHER .•••••••••••••.•.••••• 170 24 19 3 2 

DRUG LAHS, TOTAL .•••••••.•••• 19,271 3,083 2,610 53 420 

MARIHUANA •••••••••.•••••••• 5,139 1,011 915 13 83 
DRUGS .••••.•.••••••••••.••• 12,649 1,850 1,506 37 307 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES •••••• 1,340 208 175 3 30 
OTHER DRUG RELATED STATUTES 143 14 14 - -

MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSE 12,504 3,323 2,696 472 155 

BRIBERy .•••.••••.•••••••••• 264 44 32 1 11 
DRUIIK DRIVING AIID TRAFFIC •• 1,684 2,472 2,009 446 17 
ESCAPE ••.•••••••••••••.•••• 669 135 117 6 12 
EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 629 1Q.:;! 72 2 28 
GAMBLING AIID LOTTERy .•••••• 204 41 31 - 10 
KIDNAPPING •.••••••••••••••• 81 25 20 - 5 
PERJURy •.••••••..•.•••••••• 128 30 16 - 14 
HEAPONS AND FIREARMS ••••••• 2,602 380 • 315 10 55 
OTHER ••••••••.••••••..••••• 243 94 84 7 3 

SPECIAL OFFENSES ••••••••••••••• 

IMMIGRATION LAIIS ••••••••••••• 2,818 290 280 3 7 

LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE .•••• 8 3 2 - 1 

FEDERAL STATUTES ............. 2,961 566 451 38 77 

AGRI/COHSERV' ACTS ••••••••• 357 95 70 20 5 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS .••.••• 11B 21 7 - 14 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT •••••••••• I 110 9 4 2 3 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAIIS •••••••• 79 3., 37 2 -
MOTOR CARRIER ACT •••••.•••• 45 3 3 - -
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAIIS •••••• 2 - - - -
CIVIL RIGHTS ............... 82 24 19 2 3 
CONTEMPT ••••••••••••••••••• 120 23 19 2 2 
CUSTOMS LAHS ••••••••••••••• 211 33 30 - 3 
POST AL LAHS .••••.•••••••••• 307 21 18 - 3 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••• 1,530 298 244 10 44 

* INCLUDE' iN THIS COLUMN ARE DEFENDANTS HHO HERE COMMITTED PURSUANT TO 
TITLE 2& U.S.C. 2902, OF THE NARCOTIC ADDICT REHABILITATION ACT OF 1966. 
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CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 

CONVICTED 
NOLO BY 

PLEA OF CON- I TOTAL GUILTY TEIIDERE COURT JURY 

1,557 1,444 8 9 96 

65 54 1 - 10 
78 74 - 1 3 

859 813 4 7 35 
555 503 3 1 48 

271 223 1 8 39 

125 95 - 2 28 
146 128 1 £, 11 

16,1B8 13,036 31 148 2,973 

4,128 3,610 14 46 458 
10,799 8,413 10 94 2,282 

1,132 934 7 8 183 
129 79 - - 50 

9,181 7,437 501 663 580 -
220 188 - 2 30 

5,212 4,092 477 605 38 
534 484 2 11 31 
527 420 7 1 99 
163 145 1 1 16 

56 28 - - 28 
98 79 - - 19 

2,222 1,873 7 24 318 
149 128 7 13 1 

2,528 2,423 6 15 84 

5 5 - - -
2,395 1,994 66 97 238 

262 223 5 18 16 
97 88 3 - 6 

101 95 - - 6 
40 36 - 3 1 
42 39 1 1 1 
2 2 - - -

58 40 - - 18 
97 37 41 16 3 

178 171 - - 7 
286 277 1 - 8 

1,232 986 15 59 172 
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TABLE D-5 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIHINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

~ ----- - - -----. 

TYPE SENTENCE 
. --- - - ------ --

REGULAR SENTENCfS TO IHPRISoNMENTl OTHER SENTENCES 
TO IMPRISONHENT -r --- ----- -- ------~ --~-~---~ 

1 13 36 60 
TOTAL TOTAL THRU THRU THRU MONTHS AVERAGE SPLIT Y.C.A. 

NATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS IHPRIS- TOTAL 12. 35 59 AND SENTENCE SEN- INDETER- DR 
SENTENCED ONHENT REGULAR MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OVER IN HoNTHS2 TENCE3 HINATE4 Y.O.5 

- ----- -- - - - --------- --- -- ~ - - ----
~~-------- - -- -~ -- ----- ~ 

TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 46,125 21,196 25,168 6,101 6,466 3,305 9,296 59.1 1,116 312 
-~- --- - -

GENERAL OFFENSES •••••••.••••••• 

HOMICIDE •••••••••.•••••.••••• 129 106 102 1 18 15 62 114.9 3 1 

HURDER-FIRST DEGREE ••••••• 40 30 30 1 5 2 22 153.6 
HURDER-SECOND DEGREE •••.••• 36 32 31 1 1 29 112.8 1 
HANSLAUGHTER .•••••••••••••• 53 44 41 (, 12 12 11 42.1 3 

ROBBERy •••••••••••••••••••••• 1,229 1,201 1,151 16 192 353 5<)6 99.3 6 44 
~-- -- --~-- -

BANK ••••••••••••••••••••••• 1,161 1,151 1,106 12 185 339 510 100.1 2 43 
POSTAL. .................... 25 21t 23 1 2 4 16 96.8 1 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••• 37 32 28 3 !i 10 10 12.3 4 

ASSAULT •••••••••••••••••••••• 386 251t 235 69 61 59 46 38.6 19 

BURGLARy ••••••••••••••••••••• 113 99 88 20 30 15 23 38.1 10 1 
-- -- - -

8ANK ••••••••••••••••••••••• 21 21 20 4 2 1 1 56.5 1 
POSTAL. •••••••.•••••.•••••• 28 26 26 5 17 3 1 25.4 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS .•••••. 6 5 5 1 1 3 45.6 
OTHER •.•••••••••••••••••••• 58 41 31 11 10 4 12 37.5 10 

LARCENY AND THEFT •••••••••••• 2,899 1,088 961 485 261 125 84 24.1 119 8 
-- - - --~----

BANK •••••••••••••.••. '" ••• 143 81 14 29 17 1 21 46.2 6 1 
POSTAL ••••••••••••••••••••• 582 316 281 149 83 40 9 18.2 32 3 
INTERSTATE SHIPHENT~ •.••••• 255 157 147 51 56 24 16 29.4 9 1 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTy ........ 1,276 263 215 150 40 16 <) 15.3 41 1 
TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN PROP. 198 141 128 40 46 21 21 36.5 11 2 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••.••••• 41t5 130 116 66 25 17 8 19.9 lit 

EMBEZZLEMENT •••••••••••••••.• 1,172 1t99 381 205 106 46 24 19.2 108 10 
~ ---- -- ---- - -

~--~l~ 
BANK •.••••••••••••••••••••• 834 261 203 112 51 21 13 17.8 53 5 
POSTAL ••••••••••••••••••••• 361 64 48 37 6 5 - 11.2 15 1 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••• 511 174 130 56 43 20 11 24.3 I 40 4 

FRAUD •••••••••••••••••••••••• 7,800- 3,635 2,916 1,281 913 416 366 29.5 602 57 

INCOME TAX ••••••••••••••••• 1,048 493 334 108 96 15 55 34.2 149 10 
LENDING INSTITUTION •••.•••• 1,169 615 511 185 205 74 41 26.9 98 6 
POSTAL. .................... 1,477 818 674 179 254 123 118 35.6 129 15 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS •••• 54 3 1 1 12.0 2 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE •••• 44 26 22 5 3 8 6 47.1t 3 1 
SOCIAL SECURITy •••••••••••• 217 88 67 39 15 8 5 17.8 17 4 
FALSE PERSONATION •••••••••• 31 19 18 7 10 1 11.9 1 
NATIONALITY LAHS ••••••••••• 137 51 48 44 3 1 5.4 3 
PASSPORT FRAUD ••••••••••••• 271 85 69 51 6 3 3 10.3 14 2 
FALSE CLAIHS & STATEMENTS .• 1,696 593 492 354 81 32 25 12.2 93 8 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••• 1,656 844 140 302 240 91 101 39.5 93 11 

AUTO THEFT ••••••••••••••••••. 272 198 181 66 19 16 20 26.7 15 2 

198 



TABLE 0-5 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
RIHINAL ~EFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE THELVE HoNTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TYPE SENTENCE 

PROBATION 

1 13 25 37 
THRU THRU THRU HoNTHS AVERAGE 

12 24 36 AND SENTENCE FINE 
TOTAL MONTHS HOHTHS HoNTHS OVER IN HONTHS ONLY !lTHER6 NATURE OF OFFENSE 

-,--- ~ ---- ------ --- -- -------

4,196 3,688 2,493 4,599 3,416 32.7 4,176 551 TOTAL. 
-------

GENERAL OFFENSES. 

11 2 2 3 4 38.2 12 HOMICIDE. 
---- -_-_0---

2 1 1 48.0 8 MURDER-FIRST DEGREE. 
2 1 1 48.0 2 MURDER-SECOND DEGREE. 
1 2 2 1 2 32.6 2 MANSLAUGHTER. 

21 1 8 12 48.0 1 ROBBERY. 
-~ -- --------- --- --- - --- --- ~---

15 5 10 50.5 1 BANK. 
1 1 60.0 POSTAL. 
5 1 3 1 38.4 OTHER. 

106 22 36 32 16 29.8 15 11 ASSAULT. 
-------

12 6 6 45.5 2 BURGLARY. 

BANK. 
2 2 36.0 POSTAL. 

1 INTERSTATE SHIPHENTS. 
10 4 6 41.4 1 OTHER. 

1,571 520 276 478 297 29.3 212 28 LARCENY AND THEFT. 
-- -- ------

60 5 10 23 22 38.8 2 BANK. 
262 9 62 131 54 36.8 1 3 POSTAL. 

96 2 16 38 40 42.2 2 INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS. 
840 343 136 217 144 27.1 163 10 OTHER U.S. PRoprkTY. 

55 1 9 23 22 42.3 2 TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN PROP. 
258 160 43 40 15 19.3 46 11 OTHER. 

1,256 104 263 521 368 37.9 14 3 EMBEZZLEMENT. 
------ - -- --

568 57 121 211 113 37.6 2 3 BAlIK. 
300 26 79 156 39 33.4 3 POSTAL. 
388 21 63 148 156 41.8 9 OTHER. 

3,857 327 652 1,434 1,444 41.0 181 127 FRAUD. 

517 47 82 178 210 42.7 35 3 INCoHE TAX. 
541 23 58 190 270 46.0 5 8 LENDING INSTITUTION .. 
621 22 89 216 294 43.9 28 10 POSTAL. 
51 11 8 12 20 43.4 VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS. 
11 1 4 6 46.4 6 1 SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE. 

122 10 37 33 42 37.8 1 6 SOCIAL SECURITY. 
12 1 5 2 4 36.0 FALSE PERSONATION. 
81 20 22 35 4 30.8 5 NATIONALITY LAHS. 

111 31 39 88 13 29.6 1 14 PASSPORT FRAUD. 
976 94 173 363 346 39.8 61 66 FALSE CLAIMS & STATEHENTS. 
754 67 139 313 235 39.5 44 14 OTHER. 

72 5 13 29 25 39.5 2 AUTO THEFT. 
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TABLE 0-5 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

- -- - ------

TYPE SEllTENCE 

1 
REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISOHHENT1 OTHER SENTENCES 

TO IMPRISONHENT 
-- -- -

1 13 36 60 
TOTAL TOTAL THRU THRU THRU MONTHS AVERAGE SPLIT Y.C ..... 

NATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS IHPRIS- TOTAL 12 35 59 AND SENTENCE SEN- INDETER- DR 
SENTENCED oNHENT REGULAR MONTHS HoNTHS MONTHS OVER IN HONTHS2 TENCE3 MINATE4 Y.D.5 

---- ---- -
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING ••• 1,557 805 709 372 243 56 38 18.1 90 6 

TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 65 46 39 12 13 9 5 29.5 7 
POSTAL FORGERy ••••••••••••• 78 44 40 22 14 1 3 16.9 4 
OTHER FORGERy ••••••••••.••• 859 385 327 202 85 19 21 16.7 56 2 
COUNTERFEITING ••••••••••••• 555 330 303 136 131 27 9 18.4 23 4 

SEX OFFENSES ••••••••••••••••• 271 185 180 51 43 18 68 68.1 5 
-- - --- - ---

SEXUAL ABUSE •••.••••••••••• 12!: 98 96 20 22 4 50 91.9 2 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••• 141, 87 84 31 21 14 18 40.9 3 

DRUG LAHS, TOTAL ••••••••••••• 16,1811 13,838 13,462 1,490 3,047 1,801 7,124 79.3 257 119 

MARIHUANA •••••••••••••••••• 4,~2B 3,004 2,931 529 1,013 443 946 48.9 66 7 
DRUGS •••••••••••••••••••••• 10,799 9,804 9,551 847 1,858 1,250 5,596 86.2 150 103 
CONTROLLED SU8STANCES •••••• 1,132 928 881 112 173 106 490 86.3 40 7 
OTHER DRUG RELATED STATUTES 129 1"2 99 2 3 2 92 245.3 1 2 

MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSe 9,181 3,212 :1,913 921 963 277 752 45.3 259 40 

BRIBERy •••••••••••••••••••• 220 111 87 39 29 6 13 28.3 24 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC •• 5,212 254 115 109 5 1 4.7 139 
ESCAPE. •••••••••••••••••••• 534 475 450 146 245 38 21 22.3 14 11 
EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 527 420 386 47 102 99 138 57.9 16 18 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERy ••••••• 163 78 73 46 25 2 10.4 5 
KIDNAPPING ••••••••••••••••• 56 50 49 2 6 41 218.7 1 
PfRJURY ••••••••••••.••••••• 98 62 57 25 21 4 7 22.5 4 1 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS •••••••. 2,222 1,746 1,685 503 531 120 531 49.5 51 10 
OTHER .••••••••••••••••••••• 149 16 11 6 3 1 1 23.5 5 

SPECIAL OFFENSES •.•••.••••••••• 

IHHIGRATION lAWS ••••••••••••• 2,528 1,791 1,663 1,322 303 25 13 9.3 117 11 

LIQUOR, INrERNAl REVENUE ••••• 5 - I 

-7601 - -----
FEDERAL STATUTES ••••••••••••• 2,395 879 396 201 83 80 28.0 106 13 

---- - -

AGRI/COHSERV' ACTS .•••••••• 262 52 40 25 11 1 3 14.8 12 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS ••••.•• 97 23 11 6 1 3 1 26.7 12 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT •••••••••• 101 23 13 4 5 3 1 30.5 10 
MIGRATORY 8IRD LAHS •••••••• 40 6 5 4 1 11.2 1 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT •••••••••• 42 17 12 10 1 1 11.8 5 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAHS •••••• 2 1 1 1 9.0 
CIVIL RIGHTS ••••••••••••••• 58 40 38 13 14 3 8 58.1 .2 
CoNTEHPT ••••••••••••••••••• 97 3S 36 27 7 1 1 10.3 3 
CUSTOMS LAHS ••.•• , ••••••••• 178 63 56 33 16 5 2 16.8 7 
POSTAL lAHS •••••••••••••••• 286 41 33 28 3 1 1 8.4 8 
OTHER .••••••••••••••••••••• 1,232 574 515 245 142 65 63 31.0 46 13 
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TABLE 0-5 DEFENDA~TS. u.s. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TYPE SENTENCE 

PROBATION 

1 13 25 37 
THRU THRU THRU MONTHS AVERAGE 

12 24 36 AND SENTENCE 
TOTAL MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OVER IN MONTHS 

729 64 159 317 189 36.8 

19 - 6 6 7 40.4 
33 - 8 20 5 36.2 

460 53 109 186 112 35.6 
217 11 36 105 65 39.2 

83 16 18 21 28 40.7 

26 3 8 5 10 52.1 
57 13 10 16 18 35.6 

2,135 676 288 610 561 32.3 

1,054 530 143 217 164 25.1 
874 112 113 321 328 40.0 
189 33 27 67 62 36.9 

18 1 5 5 7 37.0 

2,514 1,520 338 444 212 20.1 

96 10 26 41 19 34.4 
1,657 1,399 149 101 8 12.4 

45 11 10 18 6 30.0 
97 3 15 39 40 42.8 
85 9 25 35 16 34.0 

1 - - 1 - 36.0 
35 3 7 15 10 38.2 

429 35 95 188 111 37.0 
69 50 11 6 2 15.9 

609 92 141 286 90 32.5 

5 2 1 1 1 28.8 

1,215 338 305 409 163 28.9 

146 54 43 41 8 25.1 
25 1 5 10 9 39.7 
65 6 22 27 10 32.1 
16 11 2 1 2 18.9 
24 3 5 12 4 33.S 
1 1 - - - 12.0 

17 - 3 7 7 42.7 
55 39 4 It 8 19.7 

102 22 32 36 12 19.5 
223 59 68 83 13 26.9 
541 142 121 188 90 30.3 

1. INCLUDES SENTENCES OF MORE THAN 6 MONTHS WHICH ARE TO 8E FOLLOWED 
BY A TERM OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES). 

2. EXCLUDES SPLIT SENTENCES, INDETERMINATE SENTENCES, YOUTH 
CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFENDER SENTENCES, AND LIFE SENTENCES 
INCLUDED IN THE CATEGORY OF OTHER. 

FINE 
ONLY 

14 

-
1 
9 
4 

2 

-
2 

64 

39 
11 

8 -
3,369 

12 
3,257 

8 
5 --
1 

25 
61 

37 

-
264 

63 
48 
13 
18 
1 -
1 -

11 
11 
92 

3. A SPLIT SENTENCE IS A SENTENCE ON A 1 COUNT INDICTMENT OF 6 MONTHS DR LESS 
IN A JAIL TYPE INSTITUTION FOLLOHED BY A TERM OF PROBATION, 18 U.S.C. 3651. 
INCLUDED IN THESE FIGURES ARE MIXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 
HONTHS DR LESS ON 1 COUNT, TO BE FOLLOWED 8Y A TERM OF PROBATION ON 1 OR 
HORE OTHER COUNTS. 

4. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 4205 B (1) AND (2). 
5. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 5010 (B)(C). 
6. INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, IMPnISONHENT FOR FOUR DAYS DR 

LESS OR FOR TIHE ALREADY SERVED, REMITTED AHD SUSPENDED FINES, AND LIFE 
SENTENCES. 
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OTHER6 NATURE OF OFFENSE 

9 FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING. 

- TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES - POSTAL FORGERY. 
5 OTHER FORGER','. 
4 COUNTERFEITING. 

1 SEX OFFENSES. 

1 SEXUAL ABUSE. 
- OTHER. 

151 DRUG LAHS, TOTAL. 

31 MARIHUANA. 
104 DRUGS. 

"' CONTROLLED SIIBSTANCES. 
9 OTHER DRUG RELATED STATUTES 

86 MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSE 

1 BRIBERY. 
44 DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC. 
6 ESCAPE. 
5 EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS - GAMBLING AND LOTTERY. 
5 KIDNAPPING. 
- PERJURY. 

22 WEAPONS AND FIREARMS. 
3 OTHER. 

SPECIAL OFFENSES. 

91 IMMIGRATION LAWS. 

- LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE. 

37 FEDERAL STATUTES. 

1 AGRI/CONSERV' ACTS. 
1 ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. 
- FoeD AND DRUG ACT. 
- MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS. 
- MOTOR CARRIER ACT. 
- NATIONAL DEFENSE LAHS. 
- CIVIL RIGHTS. 
3 CONTEMPT. 
2 CUSTOMS LAHS. 
5 POSTAL LAWS. 

25 OTHER. 



TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

MEDIAN TIME INTF.RVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 (ALL OFFENSES REPORTED) 

TOTAL DISHISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL. JURY TRIAL 
CIRCUIT 

AND 1 MEDIAN* r HEDIAN* I MEDIAN* !MEDIAN* ~I HEDIAN* 
DISTRICT NUMBER (MOS. ) NUHBER (HOS.) NUMBER (MOS.) NUMBER. (HOS.) NUHBER (MOS.) 

TOTAL. •• 56,519 4.5 8,193 3.3 40,452 4.3 1,693 .1 6,181 7.1 

DC ...... 590 4.1 102 3.2 360 3.9 4 - 124 5.2 

1ST ... 1,372 5.2 179 5.1 1,001 4.9 11 5.5 181 7.8 

HE ...... 182 6.9 26 6.5 135 6.7 2 - 19 9.0 
HA ...... 415 6.9 31 5.4 323 6.2 4 - 57 10.1 
NH •.•••• 113 4.8 24 2.3 72 !;.O 1 - 16 6.2 
RI •••••• 129 5.5 7 - 88 4.6 1 - 33 7.0 
PR •••••• 533 3.2 91 5.2 383 1.6 3 - 56 6.3 

2ND ... 3,910 6.3 392 7.1 3,042 5.6 38 8.4 438- 9.9 

CT .... · .. 306 5.1 34 6.9 253 4.8 - - 19 6.9 
NY ,N •••• 468 2.5 96 .1 319 2.5 1 - 52 6.8 
NY,E .... 1,274 6.6 107 21.7 1,041 6.0 29 8.4 97 9.9 
Ny,S •••• 1,387 7.2 98 10.5 1,054 6.3 5 - 230 10.1 
Ny,H .... 356 6.0 45 7.5 285 5.0 1 - 25 12.3 
VT ...... 119 8.7 12 6.6 90 6.9 2 - 15 10.2 

3RD ... 2,714 5.1 350 3.7 1,912 4.9 22 6.3 430 7.5 

DE ...... 166 4.4 31 2.5 106 4.2 2 - 27 6.9 
NJ •••••• 794 5.9 120 7.6 584 5.4 5 - 85 10.2 
PA,E .... 791 5.9 44 6.1 589 5.4 7 - 151 8.6 
PA,M .••• 294 4.1 50 2.0 205 4.1 3 - 36 6.8 
PA,H .... 277 4.8 22 2.6 188 4.5 - - 67 6.13 
VI •••••• 392 4.0 83 . 1.5 240 4.2 5 - 64 5.1 

4TH ••• 7,247 3.3 1,390 1.0 4,760 3.8 526 .1 571 5.9 

HO ...... 855 5.0 130 3.3 626 5.0 16 4.3 83 7.7 
NC, E •••• 1,133 .1 408 .1 670 .1 4 - 51 6.7 
NC,H •••• 431 5.1 46 3.7 297 5.1 5 - 83 5.9 
NC,H •••• 510 4.1 54 4.1 410 3.9 - - 46 6.0 
SC ...... 611 6.0 114 3.5 438 6.4 - - 59 6.8 
VA,E .... 2,733 1.6 543 .7 1,549 2.1 488 .1 153 4.4 
VA,H .... 313 7.0 32 5.4 235 6.8 12 1.4 34 8.6 
HV,N .... 267 6.0 32 4.3 218 6.3 1 - 16 7.0 
HV,S .... 394 5.2 31 5.5 317 4.9 - '- 46 6.8 

5TH ... 8,106 4.2 1,116 4.2 6,208 4.0 109 4.6 673 6.5 

LA, E •••• 614 4.6 44 2.4 468 4.5 16 2.4 86 6.6 
LA,M .... 44 2.7 5 - 39 3.2 - - - -
LA,H •••• 331 6.2 57 7.1 209 4.4 8 - 57 11.8 
HS,N .... 157 5.6 22 6.6 119 5.0 - - 16 6.8 
MS,S •••• 247 5.7 44 5.3 189 5.7 - - 14 5.6 
TX,N .... 1,033. 5.0 161 !;'4 769 4.6 8 - 95 7.3 
TX,E •••• 371 5.4 43 7.1 270 5.1 8 - SO 7.3 
TX,S •••• 3,246 3.7 491 2.4 2,570 3.7 11 4.5 174 5.2 
TX,H •••• 2,063 4.5 249 13.8 1,575 4.1 58 4.8 181 6.4 

6TH ... 3,946 5.4 412 5.2 3,008 5.1 41 3.9 485 7.3 

Ky,E .... 285 5.5 30 5.0 192 5.3 - - 63 7.1 
KY,H .... 468 4.1 105 4.9 306 3.9 21 3.7 36 7.7 
HI,E .... 573 5.7 35 5.8 450 5.2 6 - 82 8.6 
HI,H .... 222 4.9 16 5.5 178 4.5 - - 28 7.1 
i1H,N .... 570 5.9 32 8.2 483 5.7 3 - 52 7.0 
OH,S •••• 572 5.7 39 3.3 462 5.6 2 - 69 7.4 
TN, E •••• 351 4.7 33 5.6 286 4.5 - - 32 5.0 
TN,H •••• 422 4.9 69 3.9 313 4.9 8 - 32 6.9 
TN.H •••• 483 5.8 53 5.7 338 5.4- 1 - 91 7.8 
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TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMIN~L DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 (ALL OFFENSES REPORTED) 

TOTAL DISHISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL JURY TRIAL 
CIRCUIT 

AND I HEDIAN* J HEDIAN* 1 HEDIAN* IHEDIAN* J HEDIAN* 
DISTRICT NUHBER (HOS. ) NUMBER (HOS.) NUHBER (HOS.) NUHBER (HOS.) NUMBER (HOS.) 

7TH ••• 2,721 5.0 21B 2.5 2,071 4.7 36 5.2 396 8.4 

IL,N .... 885 6.2 26 5.0 699 5.4 12 9.8 14B 8.8 
IL,C •••• 358 6.2 35 4.0 255 5.7 5 - 63 9.8 
IL,S .... 261 4.2 17 2.3 208 3.9 2 - 34 7.6 
IN,N •••• 284 5.8 24 4.5 213 5.3 6 - 41 10.0 
IN,S .... 450 2.5 91 .1 327 2.9 5 - 27 7.3 
HI,E ... ; 324 5.1 8 - 246 5.0 (, - 64 6.9 
HI,H •••• 159 4.2 17 2.0 123 3.9 - - 19 5.6 

8TH ... 3,157 4.7 635 2.2 2,073 4.8 35 4.1 414 6.5 

AR, E •••• 221 5.0 35 2.9 155 5.0 2 - 29 5.9 
AR,H •••• 119 4.0 9 - B3 3.9 8 - 19 4.5 
lA,N •••• 132 7.5 4 - 107 7.3 2 - 19 10.5 
lA,S •••• 140 4.3 12 3.7 91 4.1 - - 37 6.0 
HN ...... SOB 5.5 57 61.6 356 5.1 5 - 90 6.3 
HO,E .... 390 5.6 56 6.7 245 5.3 3 - 86 8.3 
HO,H •••• 935 2.7 387 1.B 478 4.3 9 - 61 6.4 
NE ...... 232 6.5 32 6.3 170 6.3 4 - 26 11.5 
NO ...... 217 4.4 14 3.3 181 4.3 1 - 21 5.2 
SO ...... 263 4.3 29 4.0 207 4.3 1 - 26 5.1 

9TH .•• 11,668 4.3 2,233 3.4 8,322 4.1 158 4.7 955 7.3 

AK ...... 195 4.5 47 3.0 119 4.4 3 - 26 5.2 
AZ .•.••• 1,203 4.7 171 3.3 868 4.5 22 2.7 142 8.2 
CA,N .... 800 5.1 124 5.4 597 4.8 12 4.7 67 10.7 
CA,E ••.• 836 4.9 108 3.8 655 4.8 4 - 69 10.4 
CA,C •••• 1,504 5.0 93 2.9 1,091 4.7 36 5.6 284 6.9 
CA,S •••• 2,034 4.2 205 3.9 1,735 4.0 14 6.2 80 7.4 
HI •••••• 1,497 2.2 700 5.1 744 .9 24 3.9 29 6.7 
10 ...... 104 5.2 20 3.0 62 4.9 - - 22 B.O 
HT ........ 248 5.0 50 3.1 168 5.3 2 - 28 5.0 
NV •••••• 516 6.2 79 9.1 362 5.3 3 - 72 11.2 
OR •••••• 452 5.6 57 6.3 352 5.2 4 - 39 11.9 
HA,E .... 494 3.6 152 3.6 315 3.2 7 - 20 6.0 
HA,H .... 1,574 1.3 355 .1 1,118 1.6 26 1.1 75 5.3 
GUAM .... 198 3.4 66 5.3 130 2.7 1 - 1 -
NHI ••••• 13 8.1 6 - 6 - ~ - 1 -

10TH •• 2,939 4.4 471 4.3 2,106 4.2 19 5.8 343 6.3 

CO •••••• 521 3.5 48 3.0 431 3.4 6 - 36 6.4 
KS •••••• 399 5.1 99 2.9 240 5.1 2 - 58 6.3 
NH •••••• 680 5.1 130 5.1 466 5.0 1 - 83 6.4 
oK,N .... 232 5.2 16 2.7 164 4.6 - - 52 7.5 
OK,E .... 108 3.0 20 1.4 81 3.0 - - 7 -
oK.W •••• 488 3.3 61 5.0 375 3.0 4 - 48 4.9 
UT ...... 346 4.9 83 4.9 218 4.4 6 - 39 6.9 
HY •••••• 165 4.7 14 3.4 131 4.5 - - 20 8.1 

11TH •• 8,149 4.1 695 5.4 5,589 3.9 694 .1 1,171 7.0 

AL,H •••• 379 1.7 34 2.2 291 1.6 1 - 53 2.8 
AL,H •••• 352 4.7 39 2.4 227 4.8 15 4.1 71 6.0 
AL,S .... 296 5.3 53 5.1 167 4.7 - - 76 6.8 
FL,H .... 382 5.1 40 4.7 216 4.1 8 - 118 6.6 
FL,H •••• 1,318 5.7 128 4.8 961 5.5 4 - 225 7.1 
FL.S •••• 1,997 6.4 225 12.6 1.345 5.7 17 5.4 410 8.3 
GA,N •••• 682 6.1 60 8.8 4<n 5.2 11 .1 120 8.S 
GA.H •••• 2,329 .1 56 3.6 1,599 .1 624 .1 50 5.0 
GA,S .... 414 2.4 60 1.3 292 2.3 14 1.0 48 4.9 

* MEDIANS COHPUTED ONLY HHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE DEFENDANTS. 
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TABLE 0-7 DEFENDANTS, U,S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOHING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED'JUNE 30, 1990 

---- - -- -- ---- - -------- -

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 
- ----

ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT TOTAL BY NOLO BY 

AND DEFEN- DIS- PLEA OF CON- FINE 1 
DISTRICT DAHTS TOTAL MISSED COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY TENDERE COURT JURY OHLY OTHER 

-----
-~---- --- ------ ----

TOTAL ••• 56,519 9,794 8,193 630 971 46,725 39,734 718 1,063 5,210 4,176 557 

DC ...... 590 135 102 3 30 455 360 1 94 2 6 

r-
------- ---- - -- - -- -- --

1ST. .. 1,372 228 179 6 43 1,144 1,000 1 5 138 33 18 

HE •••••• 182 30 26 4 152 134 2 15 8 
HA •••••• 415 47 31 2 14 368 323 2 43 15 
NH ...... 113 26 24 2 87 72 1 .14 2 
RI •••••• 129 11 7 1 3 118 88 30 5 4 
PR •••••• 533 114 91 ;) 20 419 383 36 3 13 

2ND ... 3,910 465 392 16 57 3,445 3,038 4 22 381 120 65 

CT. ..... 306 35 34 1-- 1 271 253 18 6 1 
NY,N •••• 468 109 96 13 359 316 3 1 39 51 12 
NY,E .... 1,274 133 107 16 10 1,141 1,040 1 13 87 20 12 
NY,S •••• 1,387 118 98 20 1,269 1,054 5 210 28 35 
NY,H •••• 356 55 45 10 301 285 1 15 9 3 
VT. ..... 119 15 12 3 104 90 2 12 6 2 

3RD ••• 2,714 426 350 7 69 2,288 1,900 12 15 361 55 23 

DE ...... 166 34 31 1 2 132 106 1 25 1 
NJ •••••• 79/, 139 120 2 17 655 579 5 3 68 14 1 
PA,E •••• 791 65 44 3 18 726 585 4 4 133 21 15 
PA,H •••• 2'J4 52 50 2 242 205 3 34 7 2 
PA,H •••• '2.77 33 22 11 244 186 2 56 6 2 
VI •••••• 392 103 83 1 19 289 239 1 4 45 6 3 

4TH ... 7,247 1,610 1,390 132 88 5,637 4,683 77 394 483 658 45 
- --- --- -

MD •• " ... 855 143 130 4 9 712 626 12 14 20 6 
NC.E .... 1,133 419 408 1 10 7l~ 668 2 3 41 229 9 
NC,H •••• 431 56 46 1 9 375 297 4 74 2 3 
iiC,H •••• 510 62 54 8 4108 401 9 38 32 2 
SC •••••• 611 129 114 15 482 428 10 44 17 " VA,E .... 2,733 691 543 122 26 2,042 1,534 15 366 127 351 16 
VA,H •••• 313 37 32 3 2 276 194 41 9 32 5 2 
HV,H .... 267 37 32 1 4 230 218 12 
HV,S .... 394 36 31 5 358 317 41 2 3 

5TH ••• 8,106 1,230 1,116 17 97 6,876 6,171 37 92 576 109 60 

LA,E .... 614 57 44 13 557 466 2 16 73 9 4 
LA,H •••• 44 5 5 39 39 
LA,H •••• 331 87 57 3 27 244 208 1 5 30 15 1 
MS,N •••• 157 22 22 135 118 1 16 4 
HS,S •••• 247 44 44 203 186 3 14 1 
TX,N •••• 1,033 175 161 14 858 765 4 8 81 12 9 
TX,E .... 371 52 43 1 8 319 270 7 42 2 
TX,S •••• 3,246 516 491 1 24 2,730 2,565 5 10 150 17 28 
TX,H •••• 2,063 272 249 12 11 1,791 1,554 21 46 170 50 17 

6TH ••• 3,946 510 412 13 85 3,436 2,989 19 28 400 105 22 
--~-- --- ,--- -

KY,E .... 285 41 30 11 244 189 3 52 2 3 
KY,H •••• 468 124 105 9 10 344 303 3 12 26 13 
HI, E •••• 573 45 35 1 9 528 448 2 5 73 5 6 
HI,H .... 222 24 16 8 198 177 1 20 7 
OH,N .... 570 41 32 9 529 476 7 3 43 11 3 
OH,S •••• 572 50 39 11 522 460 2 2 58 5 2 
TN,E ..... 351 35 33 2 316 285 1 30 4 4 
TII,M •••• 422 75 69 3 3 341 313 5 29 53 2 
TN,H .... 483 75 53 22 408 338 1 69 5 2 
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TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHoHING TVPE OF SENTENCE BV DISTRICT DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

-- -

-- - ---

REGULAR IH PRISONHENT (HONTHS) 

OTAL 1 
MPRIS- THR U 
NHENT TOTAL2 12 

7,796 

341 

683 

133 
242 

64 
96 

148 

2,144 

173 
182 
791 
783 
133 

B2 

1,376 

97 
349 
435 
161 
128 
206 

2,833 

421 
260 
305 
240 
228 
816 
145 
156 
262 

4,697 

327 
19 

124 
87 

134 
6S8 
246 

1,732 
1,340 

2,213 
- --

200 
144 
393 
114 
311 
337 
228 
184 
302 

25,76B 

317 

654 

128 
227 

62 
90 

147 

2,006 

158 
1~;' 
Hi:! 
744 
122 

BO 

1,271 

90 
325 
422 
151 
117 
166 

2,558 

391 
191 
300 
236 
221 
685 
135 
154 
245 

'>,521 

318 
18 

107 
85 

120 
642 
233 

1,710 
1,288 

2,049 

191 
133 
360 

98 
302 
299 
211 
166 
289 

6,70 

6 

1 

6 

151 

30 
58 
19 
17 
27 

403 

50 
50 
85 

162 
32 
24 

340 

33 
93 
80 
47 
24 
63 

665 

93 
44 
30 
47 
63 

266 
31 
30 
61 

1,393 

84 
3 

27 
23 
35 

197 
40 

660 
324 

502 

43 
43 
90 
37 
53 
74 
42 
60 
60 

---- --- - --- -

13 36 60 AVG. 
THRU THRU AND SEN-

35 59 OVER TENCE3 
---- - - --- ---

- -- --- -- ----

6,466 3,305 9,296 59.2 

53 36 162 17.9 
---- --

141 104 258 57.8 

26 28 44 59.5 
50 45 74 57.9 
14 5 24 54.0 
23 15 35 47.4 
28 11 81 64.2 

555 315 733 56.4 

36 25 47 41.1 
40 17 47 47.6 

212 167 284 58.2 
200 73 309 63.8 

40 23 27 35.6 
27 10 19 48.2 

299 162 470 60.8 

24 9 24 60.3 
76 45 111 59.9 

113 50 179 62.9 
30 29 45 57.2 
25 7 61 76.4 
31 22 50 49.4 

627 317 949 62.6 
--------

74 51 173 70.4 
42 30 75 69.0 
62 46 162 84.8 
60 43 86 60.2 
53 32 73 62.0 

129 57 233 60.1 
47 6 51 55.7 
69 26 29 39.0 
91 26 67 46.9 

1,393 553 1,182 46.1 

106 33 95 59.6 
(, 4 5 

36 17 27 44.4 
19 15 28 56.8 
39 19 27 45.9 

179 73 193 57.4 
80 27 86 61.2 

500 187 363 36.1 
428 178 358 47.3 

568 266 713 55.5 

55 34 59 63.0 
31 18 41 51.1 

100 41 129 58.5 
28 17 16 31.2 
94 41 114 60.5 
65 30 130 62.7 
69 27 73 56.9 
44 22 40 42.3 
82 36 111 50.8 

TVPE SENTEIlCE (CONTINUED) 
------- -- - - ---

OTHER SENTENCE PROBATICJN (HOIH1;S) 
TO I HPRI SONMENl 

----- -- -- --- - --- --
SPLIT INDE- VCA 1 1.3 25 37 j AVG. 
SEN- TERHI- DR THRU IHRU THRU AND SEN-
TENCE4 NATE5 Vo6 IOTAL 12 24 36 OVER TENCE3 

-- ---- -- ,- - ----- --- ----- --- ---- - -

1,716 312 - 14,196 3,688 2,493. 4,599 3,416 32.7 
-- ----- - -------- -- -

23 1 - 106 17 3!1 28 22 31.9 
--- --- - -- - -----

27 2 410 75 121 180 34 29.6 
-----

5 10 1 1 5 3 38.8 
14 1 111 14 ,.2 41 14 30.7 
2 21 3 5 8 5 34.9 
5 1 13 6 5 1 1 19.9 
1 255 51 68 125 11 28.9 

138 1,116 221 233 443 219 32.4 

1-15 91 8 15 40 28 38.6 
28 114 60 41 6 7 17.5 
43 318 32 46 162 78 37.2 
39 423 74 88 173 88 33.5 
11 156 43 40 56 17 27.6 
2 14 4 3 6 ], 27.5 

105 834 69 165 286 314 40.9 

7 34 6 16 12 39.5 
24 291 23 50 126 92 40.2 
13 255 6 20 67 162 50.6 
10 72 17 42 12 1 23.2 
11 108 10 26 39 33 37.3 
40 74 7 27 26 14 33.3 

262 13 2,101 960 338 450 353 26.7 
-----------

27 3 265 61 53 102 49 31.0 
68 1 216 146 15 15 40 22.5 
5 65 3 31 31 46.3 
4 174 30 50 49 45 33.8 
5 2 233 11 51 96 75 39.8 

127 4 859 661 132 54 12 16.2 
7 3 124 43 17 44 20 29.1 
2 74 7 7 16 44 45.7 

17 91 1 10 43 37 43.8 

159 17 2,010 357 269 770 614 36.8 

8 1 217 28 39 86 64 37.3 
1 20 1 4 8 7 40.5 

17 104 18 23 40 23 37.0 
2 44 2 5 27 10 39.0 

14 68 4 10 25 29 42.2 
42 4 149 16 9 74 50 39.4 
13 71 1 15 28 27 41.9 
20 2 953 236 105 346 266 34.3 
42 10 384 51 59 136 138 39.2 

151 13 1,096 243 263 384 206 31.7 

9 ---::--J- 39 2 7 11 19 44.3 
11 187 131 28 19 9 15.1 
28 5 124 11 34 63 16 33.4 
14 2 77 15 26 20 16 31.0 
7 2 204 12 57 92 43 35.5 

38 178 24 32 82 40 38.8 
13 4 80 15 17 25 23 35.4 
18 108 21 23 31 33 35.6 
13 99 12 39 41 7 28.4 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

••• TOTAL 

...... DC 

... 1ST 

•••••• ME 
...... HA 
•••••• NH 
•••••• RI 
•••••• PR 

••• 2ND 

•••••• CT 
.... NV.N 
.... NV,E 
.... NV,S 
•••• NV,H 
...... VT 

... 3RD 

...... DE 
•••••• NJ 
.... PA,E 
•••• PA.H 
•••• PA,H 
...... VI 

••• 4TH 

...... HO 

.... NC,E 
•••• NC,H 
.... NC,H 
...... SC 
.... VA,E 
.... VA,H 
.... HV,U 
.... HV,S 

••• 5TH 

.... LA,E 

.... LA,H 
•••• LA,H 
.... HS,N 
.... HS,S 
.... TX,N 
.... TX,E 
.... TX,S 
•••• TX,H 

... 6TH 

.... KV,E 

.... KV,H 

.... IU,E 

.... HI,H 

.... oH,N 
•••• OH,S 
.... TN,E 
.... TN,H 
•••• TN,H 



TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION DF ALL DEFENDANTS SHDWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

'- - - - - - ---- - --

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 
- - --- - - - -- --- --- - --

ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT TOTAL BY NOLO BY 

AND OEFEN- DIS-

I 
PLEA OF CON- - - - --~--- FINF. 

DISTRICT DANTS TOTAL HISSED COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY TENDERE COURT JURY ONLY OTHER 
- -. -- - ---- -- --

" T 
--- - -- --- ---

7TH ••• 2,721 276 218 6 52 2,445 2,065 6 30 344 102 15 
--- - -- -- -- -- --- - --- --

Il,N .... 885 38 26 2 10 847 t 695 4 10 138 8 5 
IL,C .... 358 51 35 - 16 307 255 - 5 47 12 2 
XL,S .... 261 22 17 1 4 239 208 - 1 30· 12 2 
IN,N .... 284 28 24 1 3 256 213 - 5 38 2 -
iN.S .... 450 97 91 1 5 353 326 1 4 22 64 5 
WI,E •••• 3;!4 20 8 1 11 304 245 1 5 53 3 1 
HI ,H •••• 159 20 17 - 3 139 123 - - .16 1 -

8TH ••• 3,157 6'36 635 8 53 2,461 2,018 55 27 361 66 29 
- --

AR,E .... 221 46 35 - 11 175 154 1 2 18 1 3 
AR.H •••• 119 13 9 2 2 106 83 - £. 17 1 -
IA.N .... 132 4 4 - - 128. 106 1 2 19 2 2 
lA,S .... 140 21 12 - 9 119 91 - - 28 4 -
HN •••••• 508 68 57 1 10 440 356 - 4 80 9 7 
Mo,E. ... 390 64 56 - 8 326 244 1 3 78 3 -
HO,H •••• 935 395 307 3 5 540 430 48 6 56 22 4 
NL ..... 232 36 32 1 3 196 169 1 3 23 14 -
NO •• , .•• 217 18 H 1 3 199 179 2 - 18 3 13 
SO •••••• 263 31 29 - 2 232 206 1 1 24 7 -

9TH ... 11,668 2.398 2.233 37 128 9.270 8.278 44 121 827 1.337 159 
-- -

AK ..... , 195 52 47 2 3 143 104 15 1 23 15 2 
AZ •••••• 1.203 192 171 1 20 1.011 863 5 21 122 2 39 
C>.,N .... 800 142 124 8 10 658 597 - 4 57 16 2 
CA,E •••• 836 116 108 1 7 720 647 8 3 62 17 25 
CA,C •••• 1.504 128 93 4 31 1,376 1.{l89 2 32 253 22 6 
CA,S ..... 2,034 214 205 1 8 1.820 1,733 :2 13 72 9 26 
HI •••••• 1,497 719 700 7 12 7711 742 2 17 17 602 1 
10 ...... 104 23 20 - :3 81 1>2 - - 19 - 2 
HT ...... 248 58 50 - 8 190 167 1 2 20 3 1 
NV •••••• 516 92 79 2 11 42/, 360 2 1 61 8 10 
OR .••••• 452 63 57 3 3 389 351 1 1 36 1 2 
HA.E .... 494 155 152 - 3 339 315 - 7 17 5 3 
HA,H •••• 1.574 371 355 8 8 1,203 1.113 5 18 67 622 40 
GUAM ••.• 198 67 66 - 1 131 130 - 1 - 15 -
NMI ••••• 13 6 6 - - 7 5 1 - 1 - -

10TH .. 2.939 525 471 4 50 2.414 2.092 14 15 293 124 35 
- .--- -- ---

CO •••••• 521 52 48 - 4 469 428 :3 6 32 18 7 
KS ••• , •• 399 108 99 - 9 291 239 1 2 49 12 3 
NM ••. , •• 680 142 130 - 12 538 466 - 1 71 4 15 
OK.!! .... 232 21 16 - 5 211 163 1 - 47 1 3 
oK.E .... 108 23 20 - 3 85 81 - - " 1 -
OK,H .... 488 73 61 3 9 415 370 5 1 39 71 -
UT ...... 346 88 83 1 4 258 215 3 5 35 1l 6 
MY ...... 165 18 14 - 4 147 130 1 - 16 6 1 

lITH •• 8.149 1,295 695 381 219 6.854 5,140 449 313 952 1,465 80 
--- - -- - --- - - -

AL.N .... 379 46 34 - 12 333 291 - 1 41 8 1 
AL,H .... 352 67 39 4 24 285 227 - 11 47 12 -
AL.S •••• 296 70 53 - 17 226 166 1 - 59 1 5 
FL.N .... 382 55 40 7 8 327 216 - 1 110 15 12 
FL,H .... 1.318 166 12;: - 38 1,152 955 6 4 187 19 17 
FL.S .. " 1.997 308 225 3 80 1,689 1r 344 1 14 330 . 8 38 
GA.N .... 682 78 60 " 14 604 466 25 7 106 58 4 
GA,H .... 2.329 426 56 357 13 1,903 1.227 372 267 37 1.325 1 
GA,S •••• 414 79 60 6 13 335 248 44 8 35 19 2 
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TABLE 0-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITlON [IF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOHING TYPE OF SE~TENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE THELVE HONnl PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

REGULAR IHPRISONHENT (HONTHS) 

'TAL 1 13 36 60 ArG. 
,PRIS- THRU THRU THRU AND SEN-
.HENT TOTAL2 12 35 59 OVER TENCE . - --~ ---. ---------

,434 1,299 247 324 195 533 69.5 

473 417 87 95 60 175 G9.1 
166 152 27 30 17 78 81.5 
160 151 20 45 23 63 67 .~ 
142 131 34 45 16 36 47.2 
153 143 32 43 27 41 58.7 
220 199 30 33 25 111 93.1 
120 106 17 33 27 29 54.7 

1,665 1,534 375 426 226 507 58.9 
- - ---- - ----

136 124 33 51 16 24 39.0 
66 53 15 17 ') 12 57.9 

101 79 11 17 14 37 74.3 
93 89 28 21 7 33 57.1 

364 338 77 100 43 118 59.6 
263 245 46 60 46 93 65.5 
263 250 53 57 34 106 79.9 
123 110 23 38 16 33 47.9 
100 95 35 25 19 16 34.9 
156 151 54 40 22 35 44.4 

5,340 4,703 1,588 1,030 525 1,560 52.9 
--------- --~ .---

77 57 21 16 3 17 45.8 
695 675 243 166 87 179 38.5 
320 81 56 10 - IS: 30.0 
472 438 164 89 32 153 54.1 

1,057 942 220 181 119 422: 68.8 
1,184 1,121 

135 129 
451 238 114 318 44.1 

43 23 21 42 55.2 
56 49 13 12 5 19 63.0 

114 100 25 29 11 35' 58.0 
229 208 70 67 27 44 58.6 
313 292 49 70 51 122 68.0 
280 259 163 50 10 36 2~.O 
351 301 63 70 33 135 73.1, 
52 46 5' 9 10 22 74.1 

5 5 2 - 2 1 -
1,497 1,400 382 405 189 424 50.3 

c;- -- --~ 

263 253 101 6l 41 50 33.6 
177 164 31 39 20 74 71.1 
413 402 104 147 49 102 37.8 
125 116 29 30 8 49 77.4 

44 40 5 17 5 13 48.9 
245 218 62 60 36 60 53.4 
122 112 21 26 19 46 66.6 
108 95 29 25 11 30 52.9 

3,573 3,456 589 645 417 1,805 83.8 

154 149 44 40 17 48 54.4 
103 93 33 33 11 16 30.7 
140 136 40 30 8 58 57.0 
245 240 43 43 24 130 106.4 
B64 832 110 141 128 453 89.5 

1,318 1,286 170 205 134 777 90.8 
403 388 74 93 45 176 75.7 
192 187 41 39 16 91 75.4 
154 145 34 21 34 56 73.9 
--------- --

TYPE SENTENCE (COIITINUED) 

OTHER SENTENCES 
TO IMPRISONHENT 

SPLIi INDE- YCA 
SEN- TERHI- DR 

3 TENCE4 NATE5 Y06 TOTAL 

123 

48 
14 
8 
8 

10 
21 
14 

123 
- --

12 
13 
22 
4 

26 
18 
5 

13 
5 
5 

400 

20 
12 
40 
34 

102 
49 
5 
7 

13 
21 
21 
21 
49 
6 
-

93 

10 
10 
11 
8 
4 

27 
10 
13 

112 

5 
10 

4 
4 

32 
32 
12 

5' 
8 

12 1~_894 
8 361 

127 
1 65 
3 112 

131 
80 
1B 

8 701 
- - - ----- ~ 

- - 35 - - 39 - - 23 
- - 22 - .. 60 - - 60 
8 - 251 - - 59 
- - 83 - - 6~ 

237 - 2,434 

- - 49 
8 - 275 

199 - 320 - - 206 
13 - 291 
14 - 601 

1 - 40 - - 23 
1 - 72 - - 177 
- - 73 
- - 51 
1 - 190 
- - 64 
- - 2 

4 - 758 

- - 181 
3 - 99 - - 106 
1 - 82 
- - 40 
- - 99 
- - 119 - - 32 

5 - 1,736 

- - 170 
- - 170 
- - 80 
1 - 55 - - 252 
- - 325 
3 - 139 
- - 385 
1 - 160 

1. INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, IHPRISONMENT FOR FOUR DAYS DR 

PROBATION (KoNTHS) 

-, 
-----------_. 

1 13 25 37 AVG. 
THRU THRU THRU AUD SEIl-

12 ~4 36 OVER TENeE3 

124 151 2~5 324 38.2 

15 41 141 164 43.6 
12 7 35 73 46.6 
30 11 13 11 24.2 
9 15 38 50 42.3 

45 47 29 10 23.8 
11 23 33 13 31.7 
2 1 (" 3 31.7 

228 155 241 77 25.9 
- -- --- -- --- ---- -

4 5 20 6 35.7 
10 10 14 5 28.2 

2 6 12 3 33.4 
2 5 5 10 41.5 

11 14 27 8 31.7 
3 ') 40 8 35.3 

163 20 57 11 14.4 
9 17 20 13 33.4 
6 38 34 5 29.1 

18 31 12 8 30.3 

637 390 776 631 34.2 

28 14 6 1 18.5 
44 58 75 98 37.7 
43 41 134 102 40.5 
52 42 73 39 31.4 
14 31 127 119 45'.2 

273 118 145 65 25.3 
21 4 9 6 24.5 
2 7 6 8 37.6 

10 12 36 14 35'.3 
19 17 59 82 42.3 
10 5 20 38 44.8 
8 7 22 14 31.0 

89 30 42 29 26.2 
24 4 21 15 31.2 
- - 1 1 48.0 

145 134 264 215 34.9 

38 20 69 54 35.5 
17 16 41 25 35.2 
23 13 45 25 34.2 

3 6 19 54 48.2 
2 7 20 11 31.8 

42 28 19 10 23.4 
16 28 41 34 36.0 

4 16 10 2 21.5 

612 235 482 407 30.0 

36 31 66 37 32.6 
94 21 38 17 21.5 
5 1 26 48 4B.4 
4 10 21 20 4C.6 

28 56 84 84 37.9 
18 52 147 108 39.6 
25 20 44 50 38.1 

315 9 33 28 14.6 
87 35 23 15 21.4 

LESS DR FOR TIME ALREADY SERVED, REKITTED AND SUSPENDED FINES AND LIFE SENTENCES. 
2. INCLUDES SENTENCES OF HORE THAN 6 HONTHS HHICH ARE TO 8E FoLLOHED 

BY A TERH OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES). 
3. NOT COHPUTED WHERE NUMBER IMPRISONED LESS THAN 25. EXCLUDES SPLIT SENTENCES 

INDETERMINATE SENTENCES AND YOUTH CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFENDER SENTENCES. 
4. A SPLIT SENTENCE IS A SENTENCE ON A 1 COUNT INDICTHENT OF 6 HONTHS DR LESS 

IN A JAIL TYPE INSTITUTION, FOLLOHED BY A TERM DF PROBATION, 18 U.S.C. 3651. 
• INCLUDED IN THESE FIGURES ARE MIXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 

MONTHS OR LESS ON 1 COUNT, TO BE FOLLoHED BY A TERM OF PROBATION ON 1 OR 
HoRE OTHER COUNTS. 

5. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 4205 B (1) AND (2). 
6. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 5010 (B)(e). 
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... 7TH 

.... IL,N 

.... IL,C 

.... IL,S 

.... IN,N 

.... IN,S 
•••• HI, E 
•••• HI,H 

... 8TH 

•••• AR,E 
•••. AR,H 
.... lA,N 
.... lA,S 
•••••• MN 
.... MO,E 
•••• Mo,H 
...... NE 
•••••• ND 
•••••• SD 

••• 9TH 

•••••• AK 
...... AZ 
.... CA,N 
.... CA,E 
'" .CA,C 
.... CA,S 
...... HI 
•••••• 10 
•••••• HT 
• ••••• NV 
•••••• 0R 
.... HA,E 
•••• HA,H 
•••• GUAH 
••••. NHI 

• .10TH 

•••••• CO 
...... KS 
...... NH 
.... oK,N 
.... oK,E 
•••• 0K,H 
...... UT 
...... HY 

• • 11TH 

.... AL,N 
•••• AL,H 
•••• AL,S 
•••• FL,N 
.... FL.H 
•••• FL, S 
.... GA,N 
•••• GA,1i 
•••• GA,S 



TABLE 0-8 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1990 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

- -- -- .- -----

GENERAL OFFENSES 
---- -~ ------ - --- --

HEAP 
CIRCUIT 

AND EHBEZ- F 
DISTRICT TOTAL HotlICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT aURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD A, ----. - - - -- -- -- ----- ----

1 
-- ---- --- -

-,-
--- --- -

TOTAL. •• 35,519 152 987 327 88 2,004 1,134 5,504 2,0 
------ - -- -- -- --

DC •••••• 498 3 5 1 1 14 3 40 
------- - - ~ --

1ST ... 789 5' 15 6 1 35 18 192 
~ ---- - ---~ - - --

- 1-T-
--- ---

HE. ~ •• II • 98 1 1 7 
HA •••••• 365 2 12 3 25 8 101 
NH •••••• 68 1 1 3 4 14 
RI •••.•• 82 1 2 17 
PR.,. It .... 17~ 2 2 2 1 5 3 53 

2ND ••• 3,681 11 67 18 1 177 112 691 l' 
- - - -- - -- -.- - - - --

CT. 0 ...... 224- 1 12 1 7 8 66 
HY,~ •••• 244 7 3 16 8 45 
HY,E .... 1,349 7 15 7 1 60 23 225 
Ny,S •••• 1,536 3 26 7 77 65 298 
NV ,H •••• 217 7 15 3 41 
VT •••••• 111 2 5 16 

3RD ... 1,717 19 39 33 37 162 88 375 

l r 
-- - -- - - --

DE .••••• 53 1 1 10 
NJ •••••• 576 7 5 63 35 170 
PA,E .... 423 13 4 17 13 104 
PA,H •••• 162 2 9 4 23 
PA,H •••• 157 3 2 8 18 51 
VI •••••• 346 .t9 13 22 37 65 17 17 

4TH ••• 3,099 9 67 46 4 232 77 372 2_ 
- .r- - --- r HD ....... 492 7 20 8 1 36 12 58 

NC,E •••• 214 3 5' 1 12 6 28 
Ne,H •••• 195 14 2 1 7 10 25 
Ne,H .••• 23c 9 4 5 9 29 
SC •••••• 39~ 1 11 3 42 21 74 :-
VA, E •••• 1,015 1 20 1 119 11 80 
VA,H .... 162 3 1 4 4- 26 
HV,N •••• 186 4 1 3 2 34 
HV,S •••• 200 1 2 2 4 2 18 

5TH ••• 5,405 9 45 30 3 246 126 706 3-
- n-- -- ----- -- - - -

LA, E. ••• 311 8 1 12 9 81 
LA,H •••• 33 2 18 
LA,H •••• 126 1 30 9 23 
MS,N •••• 77 1 4 5 15 
MS,S •••• 195 10 4 13 15 34 
TX,N •••• 595 9 1 1 58 24 136 -, 
TX,E •••• 147 2 11 3 30 
TX,S .... 2,888 6 8 11 2 36 37 234 L 
TX,H .••• 1,033 1 7 12 82 22 135 <-

6TH .•• 2,572 6 69 28 3 239 121 511 2: 

KY,E .... 141 2 1 1 7 3 21 
KY,H •••• 262 1 4 12 82 9 34 
MI, E •••• 715 2 10 8 1 47 37 135 
MI,H •••• 120 2 2 3 8 29 
DH,N •••• 327 14 1 1 17 27 71 
CH,S •••• 345 9 1 28 22 99 
TN,E •••• 187 1 6 1 30 4 34 
TN,H •••• 175 1 14 16 7 41 
TN,H .... 300 1 8 2 9 4 47 
-- -- -- - .-- - - --
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4 
5 
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2 
4 

10 
17 

6 
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5 
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TABLE 0-8 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASf,S PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1990 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED 

DRUG LAHS 
-

HARI- HAR-
HUAHA concs 

~---- ------ - -

3,537 8,398 
-~-- -

~ ::149 ., 
- -----

42 228 

17 38 
14 77 
2 11 
3 33 
6 69 

74 1,544 
----

IS 51 
13 40 
26 678 
13 670 
e 76 
6 29 

35 384 

2 23 
11 136 
7 125 
2 35 
6 24 
1 41 

222 784 
- - ---

23 134 
21 10 

6 83 
35 56 
38 72 
65 116 

9 52 
3 97 

22 104 

1,279 677 

32 7J. 
1 

16 5 
9 9 
9 35 

20 78 
7 29 

956 279 
230 170 

140 627 

16 35 
16 26 
28 203 
13 21 
8 86 

20 81 
15 53 
3 13 

21 109 

CONTROl- OTHER DRUG 
LED SUB-
STANCES 

--

923 

16 

.15 

6 
7 -
2 -

75 

2 
11 
29 
30 
3 
-

70 

-
17 
37 
4 
5 
7 

66 
------

21 
5 
4 
6 
3 
6 
6 
3 

12 

175 

13 

8 

6 
22 
14 
57 
55 

54 

4 
5 

16 
3 
1 
4 
4 

17 

RELATED 
STATUreS 
-

234 

-
6 

-
4 
2 
-
-

20 

1 
2 

10 
4 
3 
-

14 

-
1 

10 
2 
1 
-

35 
- -

9 
4 

11 

9 

2 

30 

1 

1 
2 
5 
3 
1 

14 
3 

28 

3 
1 
8 
3 
3 
8 
2 

- - ~- ------ -~~~ 

TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER 
- ---- --

1,940 2,136 1,417 

- 4 17 

12 20 42 

- 2 5 
8 8 27 - 1 6 
4 6 1 
- 3 3 

16 152 161 

- 8 11 
9 6 16 
- 14 53 
1 107 63 
- 3 13 - 14 5 

9 86 88 
--- - - -~- - -

1 2 3 
2 3 39 
1 8 10 
3 34 5 
2 5 8 - 34 23 

462 18 147 

72 7 17 
7 3 10 

9 8 
5 2 7 
5 16 16 

372 26 62 
1 2. 6 

9 12 
4 9 

16 583 148 
------------~-~~--

7 11 
1 7 
5 6 

2 12 
4 16 

3 10 14 
8 2 

6 387 55 
5 101 25 

27 62 121 
---------

7 11 
11 3 20 
2 10 20 

3 7 
6 23 
2 1 

1 4 6 
12 10 15 

1 17 12 

209 

IHHI-
GRATIOI{ 

LAHS 
.. 

1,818 

1 

29 
,.-
6 
6 
-
1 

16 

97 

7 
35 
18 
14 
11 
12 

26 

-
8 
2 
1 -

15 

19 

7 
2 
1 

2 
6 
1 

680 

20 

2 
33 
3 

540 
82 

36 

3 
1 

24 
4 
1 
1 
1 

1 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 
------

AGRI-
CULTURAL 

ACTS 

147 

-
2 

r--' 
2 ----
-
------
5 

-
2 
2 
--
1 

9 

2 -
2. 

1 
4 

24 
----

1 

3 

2 

4 
12 
2 

5 

1 
2 

1 

1 

POSTAL 

-

LAHS'" 

123 

-
-
--
--
-

41 

1 
1 

14 
22 

-

3 -
5 

-
1 
-
2 
2 
-
6 

3 
1 

1 
1 

5 

1 

2 

1 

1 

12 

1 

5 
2 
3 
1 

-. 

OTHER 

1,49', 

14 

44 

7 
23 

3 
3 
8 

181 

7 
19 
89 
45 
16 
5 

74 
-

1 
38 
15 
15 
't 
1 

?3 

19 
7 

-

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

... TOTAl 

...... DC 

••• 1ST 

••.••• H!: 
...... HA 
•••••• NH 
••.••• R! 
••••• ,PR 

... 2ND 

•••••• CT 
.... Ny,N 
•••• NY,E 
•••• NY ,S 
.... NY,H 
•••••• VT 

••• 3RD 

...... DE 
••••• ,NJ 
.... PA,E 
.... PA,H 
.... PA, H 
•••••• VI 

... 4TH 

...... H 
•••• NC, 

D 
E 

1 •••• NC,H 
7 .... NC,H 

11 •••••• SC 
35 .... VA,E 

4 .... VA,H 
5 .... HV,N 
4 .... HV,S 

191 " .5TH 

13 .... LA,E 
2 .... LA,H 
7 .... LA,H 
3 ••.• MS,N 

12 •••• HS, S 
29 ••.• TX,N 

8 .... TX,E 
95 .... TX,S 
22 .... TX,H 

111 ... 6TH 

8 : ... KY,E 
19 .... KY,H 
35 •••• MI, E 

2 .... MI,H 
11 •.•• UH,N 
16 •••• OH,S 
5 .... TN,E 
8 .... TN,M 

13 .... TN,1i 



TABLE 0-8 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1990 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

- ---- --- --- -

GENERAL OFFENSES 
--- -~- -~~-

'"RGL~J-~RC~.V-
~- - -

HEAP_ 
CIRCUIT 

AND EHBEZ- F 
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT ZLEHENT FRAUD A. 

- ~- -- - - ---- - - ------- --- ------ --
- -- ------------ -- -- -- - --- -- -----~~ - --

7TH ••• 1,779 2 49 14 5 142 117 397 L 

I 
- -r ----- - - ----- ----- -- - -

IL,N .... 992 1 26 4 2 91 85 213 ;. 

IL,C •.•• 160 6 4 15 5 45 
IL,S .••• 111 1 1 1 7 6 26 
IN,N .... 148 3 1 1 11 5 39 
IN,S •••• 135 6 1 6 6 26 
HI, E ..•• 173 (, 1 9 3 40 
HI,H .... 60 1 2 2 3 7 8 

8TH ... 1,419 9 42 27 5 58 53 264 
- --- - --------

AR,E .... 172 7 2 5 3 27 
AR,H .••• 51 3 1 2 10 
IA,N .••• 93 2 4 15 
lA,S .••• 77 6 6 2 13 
MN, •••.• 153 4 3 6 I) 36 
MO, E .•.• 166 7 10 5 25 
MO,H .•.• 352 2 6 1 12 12 49 
NE .... II •• 162 5 4 9 8 43 
NO ••.••• 715 4 2 4 1 1 3 24 
SO •••••• 115 3 15 2 8 5 22 

9TH ••• 9,005 62 454 87 27 436 292 1,147 3 
------ - ------ - ----

AK •••••• 116 2 18 2 13 
AZ .••••• 984 28 30 18 4 32 13 75 
CA,N ••.• 826 2 45 5 4 57 139 If'9 
CA,E .... 466 5 30 1 4 26 19 B4 
CA,C .••• 1,874 11 214 14 5 147 61 388 1 
CA,S •••• 2,085 4 40 21 2 33 18 107 
HI •.•••• 1,022 1 5 5 1 60 6 35 
10 ........... 54 2 1 2 2 8 
HT •.•••• 141 8 1 8 2 6 4 31 
NV ....... 336 1 22 3 1 14 6 122 
OR •.•••• 345 28 3 1 17 5 40 
HA,E •••• 243 14 1 2 3 22 
HA,H •••• 472 21 3 22 13 63 
GUAM •••• 36 1 3 1 2 10 
tun ••••• 5 1 1 1 

10TH •• 1,381 13 47 17 94 38 249 1 
- - -- -- - ------ ~~-~ ,-

CD. to ....... 204 l.a 9 5 43 
KS •••••• 208 8 1 5 6 50 
NH ........ 423 8 1.4 9 10 8 39 
OK,N •••• 101 3 3 4 31 
01.<, E .... 29 1 1 3 6 
DK,H .... 155 2 5 36 7 27 
VlT ...... 201 1 4 4 28 2 44 
tlY ...... 60 2 2 2 3 3 9 

11TH .• 4,174 4 88 20 1 169 89 560 2. 
- ---- - ----- - - - - --~-- - - -----

AL,N .... 96 3 7 4 17 
AL,M .••• 164 2 3 20 3 16 
AL,S •••• 1.25 3 2 4 38 
FL,N •••• 221 6 12 6 29 
FL,H .... 605 1 24 3 14 14 110 
FL,S •••. 2,248 1 27 8 41 36 235 1 
GA,N •••• 419 1 15 6 41 16 73 
GA,M .... 149 1 4 ,- 1 7 3 28 
GA,S •••• 147 It 25 3 14 

---- - - --- - ------ - --- - --- ---- - --~ - ----~--
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TABLE D-8 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1990 BV MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
.-------------

DRUG LAWS 
.V 

CONTROL- OTHER DRUG IMHI- AGRI-
R- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- RELATED GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 

.G HUANA COTICS STANCES STATUTES TRAFFIC ~SCAPE OTHER LAHS ACTS LAHS* 
---~ ---

- - ------

2 68 466 37 14 31 38 109 24 6 12 
------ --- - ---

_0 14 276 9 5 3 10 65 22 11 
2 12 20 15 1 10 4 4 1 1 
It 11 29 7 3 2 10 
6 5 36 4 1 1 3 8 3 
5 18 20 4 13 12 7 2 
3 4 67 3 It 12 1 1 
2 4 18 2 1 3 3 

'.1 51 351 79 10 143 34 76 15 8 5 
----

6 10 53 16 1 6 6 
5 2 4 3 6 2 2 1 1 
1 1 36 18 1 1 3 1 1 
4 5 19 3 2 4 2 2 1 
2 8 37 £, 2 9 4 1 3 
5 5 64 8 1 4 9 1 1 

10 2 83 9 3 136 1 10 1 
4 9 39 10 2 9 6 1 3 , 4 6 3 3 3 5 2 1 

3 13 3 1 2 26 1 

31 1,061 1,475 205 33 1,073 576 297 733 64 29 

1 14 10 3 29 1 1 13 
14 335 104 19 9 2 84 72 68 5 
20 49 127 12 4 80 22 25 17 2 6 
12 29 65 36 2 42 14 1l- 36 12 1 
17 84 380 31 1 6 45 57 101 4 10 
27 420 441 50 11 5 ~34 35 385 3 6 

15 32 18 806 1 17 5 3 1 
9 4 4 3 4 2 

1 4 19 5 2 7 6 4 
20 11 56 4 2 3 19 25 4 2 
, 7 45 86 15 1 17 10 27 3 

5 13 55 3 7 SI 59 4 1 
7 38 86 5 2 100 25 13 19 9 2 

3 5 1 2 6 1 
1 1 

35 1~ 225 59 7 57 96 62 62 13 1 
- -- ------- - ~-

5 10 34 6 2 7 1Z 6 S 2 
6 17 46 9 7 31 4 
4 111 56 14 3 36 24 46 6 
5 It 18 5 :! 8 7 1 
2 1 2 2 1 1 3 1 
3 7 24 3 1 22 6 4 
7 6 30 11 1 18 1 12 6 :3 1 
3 1 15 9 1 2 2 

45 405 1,288 72 37 94 407 149 96 11 7 

9 9 8 2 1 4 {, 13 1 
12 8 18 2 44 20 3 3 
5 20 28 6 3 1 1 2 
3 24 50 5 4 1 62 4 1 

25 80 200 12 8 3 25 23 '+ 3 3 
56 226 797 32 15 1 261 65 78 3 4 
23 19 109 5 2 3 21 27 8 
7 9 54 2 10 7 5 
5 10 24 6 It 28 4 8 3 1 

OBSTRUCTING HAIL, MAILING NOH-MAILABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER PDSTAL REGULATIDNS. 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

OTHER DISTRICT 

61 ... 7TH 

45 .... II.,N 
2 •••• :il, ,C 
1 •••• IL,S 
6 .... II~:, N 
2 •••• IN,S 
2 • .' .• WI,E 
3 •••• HI ,H 

60 ••• 8TH 

12 •••• AR,E 
2 •••• AR,H 
4 •••• lA, N 
2 • ... IA,S 

14 •••••• HN 
6 •••• HO,E 
7 •••• MO,H 
4 ...... NE 
5 ...... NO 
4 •••••. SO 

359 ... 9TH 

3 ...... AK 
28 ...... AZ 
45 •••• CA,N 
18 .... CA,E 
96 •••• CA,C 
96 ••• ,CA,S 

8 ...... HI 
3 •••••• 10 
7 ...... MT 

10 •••••• NV 
11 •••••• OR 
9 .... HA,E 

25 •••• HA,H 
.... GUAM 
••••• HMI 

43 • .10TH 

"I 
•••••• CO 

~ 5 ...... KS 
9 •••••• HM 
3 ., •• OK,N 
1 •••• OK,E 
4 •••• OK,H 
7 ...... UT 
1 •••••• HV 

260 • • 11TH 

6 .... AL.H 
3 •••• AL,M 
9 .... AL,S 
5 •••• FL,H 

13 .... FL,H 
196 •••• FL,S 

23 •••• GA,tI 
3 •••• GA.M 
2 •••• GA.S 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL ... 

DC •.•.•• 

1ST .•. 

ME •.•.•. 
MA •...•. 
NH ••.••• 
RI •.•.•• 
PR ....•. 

2ND ••. 

CT ..•... 
NY ,N •••• 
NY ,E ...• 
NY, S .•.• 
NY ,W •••• 
VT •..... 

3RD .•• 

DE ...•.• 
N~ ..•••• 
PA,E. 
PA.M .... 
PA,W .•.. 
VI ...... 

ToTAL 
PENDING 

TABLE 0-10. DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 

AS OF ~UNE 30, 19GO BY DISTRICT 

NOHTRJABLE TRIED TRIABLE 

.------~--------~--------~---------

FUGITIVE OTHER 
AWAITING 
SENTENCE 

FUGITIVE 
AFTER 
TRIAL 

AWAITING 
TRIAL 

52.568 17,022 725 10,892 802 23 , 127 

633 III - 147 18 357 

1,229 298 6 349 12 564 
~----------+--------------------

125 39 1 54 2 29 
593 161 5 129 6 292 

85 11 - 41 - 33 
113 22 - 42 - 49 
313 65 - 83 4 161 

6, 170 2,086 80 93 t 129 2,944 

388 157 - 38 3 190 
393 153 9 140 5 86 

2,436 870 23 439 32 1 ,072 
2,417 815 44 160 75 1,323 

376 52 4 90 5 225 
160 39 - 64 9 48 

2,571 648 46 617 24 1,236 

65 14 2 22 - 27 
848 182 10 32 13 611 
809 182 3 316 1 307 
:219 76 2 96 - 45 
254 40 16 72 - 126 
376 154 13 79 10 120 

4TH... 4,395 1.218 112 1.325 42 1.698 
r---'--~-----+---~~~--------~~-4----~~~--------~=--+----~~~ 

MD .••..• 
HC.E .•.. 
He ,HI •.•• 
NC,W ..•• 
SC ....•• 
VA,E .... 
VA,W" •• 
WV,N ••.• 
WV ,S •••• 

5TH .•. 

LA,E .... 
LA,M, .•. 
LA,W. " 
HlS,N ...• 
MS,S .•• 
lX,N .. . 
TX,E .. .. 
fX, S .. .. 
TJ(, W ••• 

6TH ••• 

KY, E .... 
KY ,W •••• 
HlI,E .. .. 
HlI ,W ... . 
OH,N •••• 
OH,S ••.. 
TN, E .... 
TN,M .• , • 
TN,W •... 

750 186 1 204 15 344 
366 117 :2 89 1 157 
323 93 - 120 5 105 
401 87 13 87 1 213 
587 118 1 212 - 256 

1.140 512 92 253 15 268 
304 41 2 149 3 109 
265 46 1 105 2 111 
259 Ie - 106 - 135 

7,627 2.822 23 1 .660 117 3 ,005 

459 155 4 185 1 114 
41 10 I 15 1 14 

282 119 1 106 1 55 
129 - 2 67 - 60 
270 65 :2 51 10 142 
848 266 5 244 8 325 
238 31 2 59 1 145 

3,860 1 , 722 4 63 I 95 1 ,408 
1.500 454 2 302 - I 742 

3,936 768 66 " 180 26 1,896 
~----------~----------------------~----

224 26 1 85 3 109 
394 98 2 70 :2 222 

1 , 131 26 1 40 260 9 56 1 
158 57 1 48 5 47 
512 73 11 187 2 2::19 
494 69 6 213 2 194 
283 46 3 104 1 129 
2310 38 1 49 I 141 
520 100 1 164 1 254 

212 



CIRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT PENDING 

7TH ... 2,700 

IL,N .. oo 1,533 
IL.Coo oo 216 
IL ,5 .... 218 
IN,N .... 230 
IN,S .. oo 173 
WI, E .... 265 
WI ,W .... G5 

BTH ... 2.095 

AR', E .... 236 
AR,W .... 62 
lA, N ...• 120 
IA.S.oo . 117 
MN ...... 240 
MO. E .... 277 
MO,W .... 494 
NE ••.•.• 303 
NO ...... 93 
SD ...... 153 

9TH ... 12,259 

AK ...... 132 
AZ ...... 1.455 
CA,N .... 1,207 
CA.E .... 644 
CA,C .... 2,519 
CA, S .... 2,960 
HI ...... 1,077 
10 ...... 75 
MT ...... 224 
NV ...... 530 
OR ...•.. 491 
WA,E .... 243 
IIIA,W •... 654 
GUAM .... 43 
NMI ..... 5 

10TH .. 1,805 

CO ...•.. 301 
KS ...... 260 
NM ...... 562 
OK, N .... 141 
OK, E .•.. 41 
OK,W .... 181 
UT ...•.. 249 
WY ...•.. 70 

11TH .. 7,148 

AL, N .... 125 
AL.M.oo . 186 
Al,S .... 302 
FL,N .... 366 
FL,M .... " 184 H,S .... 3.813 
GA,N .... 727 
GA,M .... 227 
GA. S .... 218 

TABLE 0-10. DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 

AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 BY DISTRICT 

NONTRIABLE TRIED 

FUGIUVE 
AWAITING AFTER 

FUGITIVE OTHER SENTENCE TRIAL 

668 21 609 13 

452 9 206 5 
33 1 116 3 
52 4 57 1 
5:2 2 121 2 
25 2 7 -
47 3 78 1 

7 - 24 1 

302 5 76B 13 

27 2 124 2 
2 - 19 -

13 1 45 1 
27 - 72 2 
41 - 106 1 
38 1 72 2 
62 1 161 5 
49 - 90 -
26 - 31 -
17 - 48 -

4,439 298 1,630 265 

10 5 51 1 
554 2 330 38 
410 9 52 33 
148 8 76 8 
676 53 357 92 

1,348 82 235 73 
696 106 74 5 

4 2 30 1 
42 6 45 -

150 5 99 4 
161 - 98 1 
64 1 30 -

169 3 137 9 
7 16 13 -- - 3 -

524 10 470 50 

128 - 49 9 
96 5 57 7 

192 1 109 11 
46 - 47 10 

7 - 16 -
24 2 70 10 
31 2 97 1 - - 25 2 

3,138 58 1,206 93 

43 - 12 -
37 8 91 -
74 6 60 4 

168 3 98 7 
:no 13 337 10 

2.209 17 546 58 
167 2 15 11 
38 8 47 1 
32 1 - 2 
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TRIABLE 

AWAITING 
TRIAL 

1,389 

1961 
63 

104 
53 

139 
136 
33 

1,007 

81 
41 
60 
16 
92 

164 
265 
164 
36 
88 

5,627 

65 
531 
703 
404 

1,341 
1,222 

196 
38 

131 
272 
231 
148 
336 

7 
2 

751 

115 
95 

249 
38 
18 
75 

118 
43 

2,653 

70 
50 

158 
90 

454 
983 
532 
133 
183 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL. •• 

DC •••••• 

1ST. .. 

ME •••••• 
MA •••••• 
NH •••••• 
RI •••••• 
PRe ••••• 

2ND ... 

CT ....... 
NY,N .... 
NY,E ••.• 
NY,S •••• 
NY ,W .... 
VT ...... 

3RD ... 

DE ••••.• 
NJ •••.•• 
PA,E •••• 
PA,H •••• 
PA,H •••• 
VI •••••• 

4TH ... 

HD ........ 
NC,E •••• 
NC,M •••• 
NC,H .••• 
se ......... 
VA,E .... 
VA,H •••• 
HV,N •••• 
HV,S •••• 

5TH ••• 

LA,E .... 
LA,H .... 
LA,H •••• 
HS,N •••• 
MS,S •••• 
TX,N •••• 
TX,E .... 
TX,S .... 
TX,H .... 

6TH ... 

KY,E .... 
KY,H .... 
HI,E .... 
HI,H •••• 
OH,N .... 
OH,S .... 
TH,E •••• 
TN,H .... 
TN, H'. " •• 

TABLE 0-11 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DEFENDANTS TERMINATED IN CASES SUBJECT TO THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 1 DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 2 

ARREST TO INDICTMENT INDICTMENT DR APPEARANCE 
30 DAYS DR LESS TO TRIAL 70 DAYS DR LESS 

TOTAL PERCENT TOTAL PERCENT 
DEFENDANTS NUMBER OF TOTAL DEFENDANTS HUMBER OF TOTAL 

18,629 17,717 95.4 54,991 52,203 94.9 

388 342 88.1 599 555 92.7 

639 620 97.0 1,413 1,218 86.2 

69 65 94.2 187 184 98.4 
115 104 90.4 436 244 56.0 

19 19 100.0 113 113 100.0 
30 29 96.7 133 133 100.0 

406 403 99.3 544 544 100.0 

2,022 1,824 90.2 3,842 3,674 95.6 

40 40 100.0 283 279 98.6 
223 151 67.7 457 456 99.8 
780 684 87.7 1,267 1,116 88.1 
842 815 96.8 1,358 1,355 99.8 
52 49 94.2 361 354 98.1 
85 85 100.0 116 114 98.3 

871 859 98.6 2,656 2,571 96.8 

78 78 100.0 160 158 98.8 
366 361 98.6 762 761 99.9 

9 9 100.0 785 782 99.6 
16 15 93.8 259 256 98.8 
31 31 100.0 271 266 98.2 

371 365 98.4 419 348 83.1 

1,795 1,762 98.2 7,136 7,063 99.0 

110 109 9'J .1 846 810 95.7 
769 769 100.0 1,152 1,152 100.0 
115 113 98.3 471 471 100.0 
93 85 91.4 515 505 98.1 

120 115 95.8 545 543 99.6 
352 342 97.2 2,695 2,679 99.4 

77 74 96.1 248 241 97.2 
68 68 100.0 275 274 99.6 
91 87 95.6 389 388 99.7 

3,665 3,501 95.5 7,970 7,178 90.1 

221 210 95.0 563 560 99.5 
5 5 100.0 42 42 100.0 

18 17 94.4 305 268 87.9' 
4 It 100.0 162 160 98.8 

17 11 100.0 248 239 96.4 
305 302 99.0 1,008 969 96.1 
58 58 100.0 386 380 98.4 

1,935 1,896 98.0 3,216 2,735 85.0 
1,102 992 90.0 2,040 1,825 89.5 

1,055 1,004 95.2 3,969 3,845 96.9 

80 72 90.0 292 287 98.3 
205 201 98.0 457 449 98.2 
122 105 86.1 565 537 95.0 
14 14 100.0 225 220 97.8 

180 164 91.1 584 544 93.2 
102 101 99.0 567 562 99.1 
74 74 100.0 378 374 98.9 
87 87 100.0 394 392 99.5 

191 186 97.4 507 480 94.7 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH ... 

IL,N •••• 
IL,C •••• 
IL,S •••• 
IN, N •••• 
IN,S •••• 
HI,E •••• 
WI,H .... 

8TH ••• 

An,E •••• 
AR,H .... 
IA,N •••• 
lA,S .... 
HN •••••• 
HO,E •••• 
HO,H •••• 
HE", .... II" 

ND •••••• 
SO •••• 1#. 

9TH ... 

AK", ••• ~ • 
AZ •••• 1#' 

CA,N .... 
CA,E. ••• 
CA,C •••• 
CA,S •••• 
HI •••••• 
10 •••• 1# • 

HT", ....... 
NV II ..... 1#" 

DR ........... 
WA,E .... 
HA,H •••• 
GUAM •••• 
NHI ••••• 

10TH •• 

CO •••••• 
KS <II" ........ 

HH •••••• 
OK,N •••• 
OK, E •••• 
OK/.H •••• 
UT ...... 
HV"' ...... II .. 

11TH •• 

AL,N •••• 
AL, M" ••• 
AL,S •••• 
FL,N .... 
FL,H •••• 
FL, S •••• 
GA,N •••• 
GA,H •••• 
GA,S •••• 

TABLE 0-11 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DEFENDANTS TERMINATED IN CASES SUBJECT TO THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 1 DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 2 

ARREST TO INDICTMENT INDICTHENT OR APPEARANCE 
30 DAYS OR LESS TO TRIAL 70 DAYS OR LESS 

TOTAL PERCENT TOTAL PERCENT 
DEFENDANTS NUMBER OF TDTAL DEFENDANTS NUMBER OF TOTAL 

516 484 93.8 2.739 2,582 94.3 

289 259 89.6 897 768 85.6 
42 41 97.6 365 358 98.1 
33 33 100.0 273 259 94.9 
61 60 98.4 287 284 99.0 
43 43 100.0 435 433 99.5 
41 41 100.0 323 323 100.0 
7 7 100.0 159 157 98.7 

575 547 95.1 2,969 2,863 96.4 

27 26 96.3 212 204 96.2 
25 25 100.0 118 118 100.0 
22 22 100.0 130 116 89.2 
33 32 97.0 143 143 100.0 

169 163 96.4 472 468 99.2 
128 126 98.4 387 385 99.5 
107 96 89.7 802 764 95.3 
10 8 80.0 230 205 89.1 
33 31 93.9 211 209 99.1 
21 18 85.7 264 251 95.1 

4,333 4,161 96.0 10,694 9,882 92.4 

18 18 100.0 178 176 98.9 
792 738 93.2 1,194 1,182 99.0 
306 254 83.0 808 503 62.3 
130 124 95.4 792 778 98.2 
856 838 97.9 1,517 1,291 85.1 

1,294 1,272 98.3 1,822 1,746 95.8 
108 108 100.0 1,054 1,042 98.9 
56 56 100.0 104 104 100.0 
32 32 100.0 245 243 99.2 

165 164 99.4 493 490 99.4 
155 147 94.8 458 328 71.6 
178 178 100.0 491 476 96.9 
237 226 95.4 1,347 1,336 99.2 

4 4 100.0 181 180 99.4 
2 2 100.0 10 7 70.0 

938 879 93.7 2,830 2,783 98.3 

241 197 81.7 507 . 489 96.4 
96 96 100.0 358' 356 99.4 

409 403 98.5 666 645 96.8 
35 35 100.0 238 237 99.6 

It 4 100.0 111 111 100.0 
149 140 94.0 496 493 99.4 

4 4 100.0 292 290 99.3 
162 162 100.0 

1,832 1,794 97.9 8,174 7,989 97.7 

56 55 98.2 363 363 100.0 
39 39 100.0 339 336 99.1 
32 31 96.9 292 262 89.7 
57 57 100.0 359 357 99.4 

189 179 94.7 1,326 1,273 96.0 
998 986 98.8 1,971 1,938 98.3 
228 218 95.6 704 679 96.4 
149 145 97.3 2,433 2,394 98.4 
84 84 100.0 387 387 100.0 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL ••• 

DC ••••.• 

1ST ... 

ME ••• 0" 

HA, ••••• 
NH ..•••• 
RI •••••• 
PR •••••. 

2ND ••• 

CT .......... 
NY,N •••• 
NY, E •••• 
NY,S •••. 
NY,H •••• 
VT ...... 

3RD ... 

DE •••••• 
NJ •••••. 
PA,E .... 
PA,M ..•• 
PA,H •••• 
VI .••••• 

4TH ... 

MD •••••• 
HC,E .••• 
NC,M •.•• 
NC,H •••• 
SC, ••••• 
VA,E .... 
VA,H .... 
HV,N .•• , 
HV,S .•• , 

5TH .•• 

LA, E •••• 
LA,M •••• 
LA,H .... 
HS,N •••• 
HS,S •••• 
TX,N •••. 
TX,E •••• 
TX,S .••• 
TX,H •••• 

6TH ••• 

Ky.E •••• 
Ky;H .... 
HI, E •••• 
HI,H .... 
DH,N .••• 
OH,S •••• 
TN,E .... 
TN,M .... 
TN,H •••• 

0-12 DFFENDANTS 
MEDIAN TIME FROM CONVICTION TO SENTENCING 

FOR CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS CONVICTED IN THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DURING THE THElVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

DEFENDANTS SENTENCED DEFENDANTS SENTENCED 
45 DAYS DR LESS HORE THAN 45 DAYS 
AFTER CONVICTION AFTER CONVICTION 

TOTAL PERCENT 
CONVICTED OF 

DEFENDANTS MEDIAN TOTAL TOTAL HEDIAN TOTAL MEDIAN 

46,912 69 13,058 27.8 1 33,854 79 

454 67 41 9.0 1 413 70 

1,171 68 365 31.2 1 806 87 

161 112 16 9.9 1 145 118 
379 64 82 21.6 20 297 69 

87 77 5 5.7 40 82 77 
119 69 18 15.1 1 101 71 
425 1 244 57.4 1 181 100 

3,447 91 447 13.0 1 3,000 98 

267 64 12 4.5 8 255 65 
369 63 146 39.6 1 223 77 

1,149 97 168 14.6 1 981 106 
1,247 105 56 4.5 8 1,191 110 

311 70 41 13.2 1 270 73 
104 133 24 23.1 1 80 157 

2,316 79 418 18.0 2 1,898 87 

131 72 16 12.2 1 115 74 
665 85 69 10.4 1 596 91 
729 91 129 17.7 28 600 99 
241+ 79 27 11.1 1 217 83 
246 65 50 20.3 32 196 70 
301 59 127 42.2 1 174 90 

5,737 63 2,265 39.5 1 3,472 83 

744 81 125 16.8 1 619 86 
715 1 455 63.6 1 260 97 
417 84 17 4.1 1 400 85 
453 41 241 53.2 1 212 62 
483 133 78 16.1 1 405 153 

2,105 1 1,285 61.0 1 820 66 
226 133 30 13.3 1 196 146 
233 94 19 8.2 1 214 100 
361 67 15 4.2 25 346 68 

6,798 66 1,673 24.6 1 5,125 71 

528 71 62 11.7 1 466 77 
41 56 10 24.4 38 31 63 

233 77 39 16.7 6 194 83 
135 92 15 11.1 1 120 95 
209 70 37 17.7 1 172 75 
872 65 105 12.0 27 767 67 
326 73 92 28.2 1 234 88 

2,710 66 757 27.9 1 1,953 71 
1,744 59 556 31.9 28 1,188 69 

3,473 77 537 15.5 1 2,936 84 

245 70 24 9.8 38 221 72 
343 64 96 28.0 1 247 75 
521 84 35 6.7 7 486 86 
195 66 28 14.4 40 167 69 
536 88 88 16.4 1 448 95 
522 105 15 2.9 1 507 107 
333 71 47 14.1 1 286 77 
351 52 173 49.3 1 178 77 
427 78 31 7.3 12 396 84 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH ... 

IL,N .... 
IL,C •••• 
IL,S .... 
IN,N •••• 
IN,S .... 
WI,E .... 
HI,H •••• 

8TH ••• 

AR,E. ... 
AR.H •••• 
IA.N .... 
lA, S •••• 
HN •••••• 
Mo, E •••• 
MO,H .... 
HE ...... 
NO •••••• 
SO •••••• 

9TH ••• 

AK •••••• 
AZ •••••• 
CA,N .... 
CA,E .... 
CAfC •.•. 
CA,S •••• 
HI •••••• 
10 •••... 
HT •••••• 
NV •••••• 
OR •••••• 
HA,E •••• 
HA.H .... 
GUAM •••. 
tlMI ••••• 

10TH •• 

CO •••.•• 
KS •••••• 
HM •••••• 
OK.N •••• 
OK. E .... 
OK, H •••• 
UT •••••• 
HY ...... 

11TH •• 

AL,N •••• 
AL,H .... 
AL,S •••• 
FL,H .... 
FL,M •••• 
FL,S .••• 
GA,N •••• 
GA,M •••• 
GA,S •••• 

0-12 DEFENDANTS 
MEDIAN TIME FROM CONVICTION TO SENTENCING 

FOR CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS CONVICTED IN THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

DEFENDANTS SENTENCED DEFENDANTS SENTENCED 
45 DAYS OR LESS HoRE THAN 45 DAYS 
AFTER CONVICTION AFTER CONVICTION 

TOTAL PERCENT 
CONVICTED OF 

DEFENDANTS MEDIAN TOTAL TOTAL MEDIAN TOTAL MEDIAN 

2,476 69 617 24.9 1 1,859 85 

851 90 103 12.1 1 748 92 
309 119 78 25.2 1 231 128 
247 64 74 30.0 1 173 69 
259 79 48 18.5 1 211 91 
368 1 274 74.5 1 94 71 
302 68 33 10.9 1 269 70 
140 58 7 5.0 28 133 59 

2,481 73 498 20.1 1 1,983 81 

177 80 16 9.0 1 161 84 
105 72 19 18.1 29 86 78 
125 64 55 44.0 1 70 93 
121 71 27 22.3 35 94 73 
439 79 35 8.0 35 404 84 
326 78 40 12.3 33 286 81 
571 75 202 35.4 1 369 100 
193 94 26 13.5 1 167 98 
192 64 39 20.3 1 153 67 
232 56 39 16.8 35 193 58 

9,133 68 3,051 33.4 1 6,082 78 

141 64 46 32.6 1 95 70 
979 70 232 23.7 1 747 76 
653 75 183 28.0 1 470 91 
709 71 208 29.3 1 501 79 

1,389 78 132 9.5 35 1.257 83 
1,648 66 576 35.0 1 1,072 76 

802 1 651 131.2 1 151 9f! 
83 68 10 12.0 1 73 77 

192 69 24 12.5 24 168 70 
427 87 22 5.2 1 405 87 
400 63 44 11.0 1 356 64 
350 48 170 48.6 1 180 72 

1,223 1 692 56.6 1 531 77 
130 63 60 46.2 1 70 125 

7 101 1 14.3 1 6 101 

2,407 66 412 17.9 22 1,915 71 

458 49 162 35.4 36 296 56 
295 77 30 10.2 28 265 78 
540 77 48 8.9 1 492 78 
213 67 13 6.1 34 200 69 

86 56 16 18.6 44 70 58 
423 62 97 22.9 1 326 70 
248 63 35 14.1 21 213 64 
144 75 31 21.5 1 U3 87 

7,019 63 2,714 38.7 1 4,305 78 

335 1 320 95.5 1 15 72 
287 104 39 13.6 28 248 110 
227 65 53 23.3 1 174 71 
332 65 56 16.9 28 276 69 

1,161 80 92 7.9 1 1,069 84 
1,736 74 125 7.2 1 1,611 77 

616 66 113 18.3 1 503 70 
1,988 1 1,736 87.3 1 252 85 

ll7 38 180 53.4 1 157 71 
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PERSONS 
UNDER 
SUPER-

CIRCUIT VISION 
AND .JULY 1 

DISTRICT 1989 

TOTAL ..• 77 208 

DC •••••• 1 452 

1ST ... 2 048 

ME ...... 218 
MA ..... , 947 
NH •••••• 135 
RI ..•... 187 
PR ..•... 581 

2ND ... 8 314 
I\) ...... CT ..•... 850 
()) NY,N •.•. 385 

NY,E .... 2,517 
NY,S •..• 2,172 
NY.W •..• 487 
VT •••••• 103 

3RD ..• 5300 

DE .••... 132 
NJ .....• 1.992 
PA.E .... 1.810 
PA.M. '" 381 
PA.W .•.. 783 
VI ...... 222 

4TH .•. 8 489 

MD •••••• 2.321 
NC.E. '" 837 
NC.M ...• 551 
NC.W •••• 793 
SC .•.... 1.091 
VA,E .... 1.833 
VA • ., ...• 482 
W.N .... 300 
NY,S .... 481 

r~BLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO ENOEO uUNE 30, 1990 

RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 

U.S. 
TOTAL MAGIS- TERM OF 

LESS .JUDGE TRATE SUPER-
TOTAL TRANS- PROBA- PROBA- VISED 

RECEIVED FERS TION TION RELEASE PAROLE 

47 548 39 799 12 870 8 428 4 797 8 942 

1 188 1 013 147 75 98 532 

995 818 295 24 104 194 

114 95 20 3 18 33 
428 348 143 14 40 54 
101 82 40 - 12 17 
82 48 17 - 9 14 

292 247 75 7 25 78 

3 515 2 818 1 118 288 423 377 

338 269 157 2 20 25 
214 177 73 33 28 21 

1,234 887 348 52 118 1'~4 
1.383 1.181 410 128 232 133 

290 258 113 52 23 38 
58 48 17 1 8 8 

2 755 2 328 1 071 331 189 347 

125 108 38 32 17 13 
1.019 813 310 198 52 117 

901 804 423 83 52 111 
238 194 82 35 39 13 
385 311 14e 5 28 71 
167 100 71 - 3 22 

8 379 5 494 1 243 2 517 579 854 

1.758 1.542 195 921 105 178 
595 512 107 245 37 79 
281 220 74 10 25 88 
531 458 184 107 59 70 
593 485 192 82 55 83 

1.853 1,B38 183 1.091 180 104 
275 232 105 57 24 23 
197 189 111 2 19 15 
298 280 112 2 75 38 

MANOAp MILI- RECEIVED 
TORY TARY SPECIAL BY 

RELEASE PAROLE PAROLE TRANSFER 

3 889 589 2284 7 747 

118 2 45 155 

87 27 87 177 

5 3 13 19 
49 9 37 80 

3 3 7 19 
5 2 1 14 

25 10 29 45 

353 32 249 897 

44 3 18 87 
18 2 B 37 

134 10 75 347 
135 9 134 202 

17 8 9 34 
7 2 7 10 

195 42 153 427 

5 - 3 19 
81 20 37 208 
87 11 77 97 
15 3 "I 44 
28 8 28 54 

1 - 3 7 

275 93 183 885 

87 20 38 21B 
27 5 12 83 
23 8 18 81 
33 5 18 75 
24 12 17 128 
44 7 29 215 
13 4 8 43 
7 2 13 28 

17 2 18 38 



TOTAL LESS JUDGE 
RE- TRANS- P!tOBA-

MOVED FERS lION 

44 908 37 159 14 908 

1,181 1,000 218 

1 085 959 48~ 

99 83 37 
568 499 278 

79 71 50 
30 25 11 

311 281 108 

3 408 2 721 1 351 

I\) .... 339 284 171 
to 255 218 114 

1,235 1,028 494 
1.239 901 427 

280 248 119 
58 44 28 

2 625 2.198 1.143 

76 57 27 
1,007 846 398 

847 728 401 
245 188 108 
344 287 143 
108 94 6e 

5 745 4 657 1 510 

1.7B4 1.458 3BS 
551 450 145 
298 280 110 
499 407 ~83 
498 419 178 

1,538 1.230 273 
257 210 116 
140 89 52 
202 134 85 

-----~ -- ---- - -

"----- . 

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED fOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~E 3D, 1990 

REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 

U.S. 
MAGIS- TERM OF 
TRATE SUPER- MANDA- MILl-
PROBA- VISED TORY TARY SPECIAL 

lION RELEASE· PAROLE RELEASE PAROLE PAROLE 

8 209 923 B 741 3 778 480 2 122 

148 35 438 114 3 44 

40 23 174 9S 18 124 

6 3 18 4 2 13 
24 12 57 57 9 82 

3 - 9 2 - 7 - 1 7 4 - 2 
7 7 83 29 7 40 

309 88 388 329 34 244 

12 1 34 4B 2 18 
35 3 27 19 8 12 

107 23 179 129 14 80 
88 37 119 108 5 119 
68 3 21 20 5 12 

1 1 6 7 - 3 

334 24 323 183 38 151 

8 2 10 8 - 2 
211 9 103 70 1B 39 

B1 5 100 B8 9 82 
33 5 22 9 3 8 
19 3 84 2B 10 22 

2 - 24 2 - -
1 939 81 667 274 55 131 

732 29 204 83 9 33 
189 4 83 28 12 9 

27 4 71 24 8 18 
98 8 75 27 e 12 

102 7 79 23 8 22 
741 25 102 51 10 28 

42 2 31 15 1 3 
3 2 23 7 2 -
5 2 19 18 1 8 

PERSONS 
UNDER 

REMOVED SUPER-
BY VISION CIRCUIT 

TRANS- ~E 30 AND 
FER 1990 DISTRICT 

7 747 79 848 ... TDTAL 

181 1,439 •••••• DC 

12S 1.9SS ..• 1ST 

1S 231 • ..••. ME 
B7 807 ••.••. MA 

8 157 •••••• NH 
5 219 •..••. RI 

30 542 .•.••. PR 

885 8.423 ••• 2ND 

55 B47 .•.••• CT 
37 344 ••.. NY,N 

209 2.51B · ... NY.E 
338 2.316 •... NY.S 

32 497 .•.• NY.W 
14 103 ., •••• VT 

429 5 430 ... 3RD 

19 181 ..••.. DE 
1B1 2.004 ........... 
121 1.8B4 ••.• PA,E 
59 374 •..• PA,M 
57 784 ••.• PA,W 
12 223 • " '" VI 

1.088 9.103 ..• 4TH 

308 2.315 •••••• MO 
101 881 •••• Ne,E 

3B 538 .. , .NC." 
92 825 •••. Ne,W 
79 1.186 • .•••. SC 

308 1.948 •••• VA.E 
47 480 '" .VA.W 
51 357 '" .W.N 
BS 575 •.•. W.S 



N 
N o 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

5TH ... 

LA,E .... 
LA.M .... 
LA.W .... 
MS.N .... 
MS.S ••.• 
TX.N .•.. 
T~,E .•.. 
TX,S .•.. 
TX.W .•.. 

6TH ... 

KY,E ...• 
KY.W .•.. 
MI. E .... 
MI. W ..•• 
OH.N .... 
OH,S .... 
TN,E ...• 
TN,M .•.. 
TN,W .... 

7TH ... 

n.,N .... 
IL,C .... 
Il,S .... 
IN.N .... 
IN,S., .. 
WI, E .... 
WI,W .... 

8TH .... 

AR,E ...• 
AR,W ...• 
IA,N ..•• 
lA,S .... 
MN •••••• 
MO,E .... 
MO.W .... 
NE ....•. 
NO ...... 
SO ..... , 

PERSONS 
UNDER 
SUPER-
VISION 

JULY 1 
19S9 

9 624 

1,08S 
291 
668 
287 
520 

1.610 
531 

2,794 
1,837 

6 884 

398 
001 

1.663 
395 

1,099 
1.019 

580 
629 
500 

5 272 

2,800 
469 
312 
513 
569 
388 
221 

3 984 

409 
217 
182 
204 
6SB 
822 
713 
359 
170 
240 

TAB~E E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

RECEIVED FOR SUPERViSJON 

U.S. 
TOTAL MAGIS- TERM OF 

LESS JUDGE TRATE SUPER-
TOTAL TRANS- PROBA- PROBA- VISED 

RECEIVED FERS nON nON RELEASE PAROLE 

5 913 5 049 1 504 987 939 836 

sa2 517 179 124 97 SS 
140 100 23 43 9 14 
398 352 127 162 14 22 
189 158 51 64 15 18 
301 257 107 59 18 40 
918 719 202 9 113 212 
333 228 85 15 27 57 

1,889 1,668 481 287 425 223 
1.223 1,050 249 224 221 192 

4 310 3 126 1 229 733 468 649 

253 209 59 ~ 40 66 
516 472 66 259 48 54 
940 845 226 200 67 157 
247 200 67 36 21 38 
542 457 220 15 52 83 
602 535 210 48 77 95 
387 319 105 108 25 58 
461 374 141 55 91 57 
362 315 135 8 47 41 

2 728 2 319 1 201 223 208 343 

1,238 1,070 624 69 75 144 
298 253 146 17 24 40 
185 147 45 30 20 29 
289 248 129 12 28 40 
315 268 104 62 15 45 
258 223 113 26 24 17 
145 110 40 7 22 28 

2 470 2 146 710 177 356 4B1 

229 191 81 27 28 38 
150 118 45 20 11 20 
113 95 55 10 12 12 
132 103 29 11 7 22 
438 390 104 18 95 71 
400 358 91 16 41 130 
416 359 109 34 41 101 
170 144 44 9 35 32 
174 158 88 10 38 5 
248 232 84 14 48 30 

'T
o
"_ 

MANDA- MILI- RECEIVED 
TORY TARY SPECIAL BY 

RELEASE PAROLE PAROLE TRANSFER 

391 73 319 924 

33 3 l3 65 
7 2 2 40 
9 7 11 46 
5 2 3 31 

14 7 12 44 
91 17 7S 199 
34 4 6 105 

121 10 121 221 
77 21 66 172 

384 69 194 584 

24 3 13 44 
24 2 19 44 

132 9 54 95 
18 10 10 47 
56 15 18 85 
60 18 27 87 
16 5 2 68 
20 2 8 87 
34 5 45 47 

1E17 59 101 409 

95 20 43 168 
11 3 12 45 
10 5 8 38 
20 7 12 41 
17 11 14 47 
27 7 9 35 

7 3 3 35 

274 34 134 324 

22 4 11 38 
8 2 2 34 
5 - 1 18 

15 3 18 29 
64 5 33 48 
45 6 29 42 
40 9 2S 57 
18 3 3 28 
14 1 2 16 
43 1 12 16 

- -- --.-.~--- -_._.- ----------. 



TOTAL LESS ,",UDGE 
RE- TRANS- PROBA-

MOVED FERS TION 

5 816 " 541 1 838 

848 545 220 
173 157 51 
410 322 105 
161 129 50 
282 225 101 
890 719 277 
285 214 93 

1,873 1.Zi35 481 
1.094 895 278 

.. 072 3 489 1 412 

212 170 85 

~ 
~ 

493 386 98 
1,OiB S03 305 

279 229 120 
471 410 215 
49B 447 207 
326 282 94 
431 357 132 
345 305 178 

2 543 2 158 1 187 

1,172 1,026 811 
224 . 188 101 
218 175 78 
243 202 114 
363 330 152 
218 178 92 
t09 79 35 

2 344 1 978 8B1 

281 232 90 
182 125 60 
100 78 45 
137 111 44 
407 383 148 
411 381 121 
377 324 129 
155 124 73 
120 97 83 
194 185 88 

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL ~ROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FDR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~NE 30, 1990 

REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 

U.S. 
MAGIS- TERM OF 
TRATE SUPER- MANDA- MILl-
PROBA- VISED TORY 'fARY SPECIAL 

TION RELEASE PAROLE RELEASE PAROLE PAROLE 

1.014 211 935 405 57 277 

148 24 93 34 2 24 
72 2 21 5 3 3 

157 2 27 16 10 5 
44 - 23 4 3 5 
53 8 42 9 5 9 
43 22 213 95 9 60 
25 3 51 35 4 3 

285 98 253 131 11 96 
187 60 212 78 10 72 

832 71t 834 358 40 141 

14 8 59 20 1 5 
199 11 53 17 3 5 
226 12 151 137 9 63 

44 - 37 19 4 5 
35 13 76 47 5 19 
51 13 93 54 10 19 

102 3 82 10 4 7 
137 13 48 21 - 8 
24 3 57 31 4 10 

257 37 332 200 42 103 

92 13 121 113 18 52 
17 4 31 9 - 8 
27 4 39 13 4 12 
12 7 40 15 4 10 
,?9 2 58 18 10 13 
22 3 28 28 2 5 

8 4 17 a 4 5 

20B 58 402 276 30 145 

40 4 48 2B 5 19 
3B 'I 19 13 - 6 
11 1 10 4 1 4 
13 - 18 21 3 12 
23 13 59 62 5 53 
28 9 128 42 4 31 
33 13 78 51 8 14 
11 4 18 13 2 3 
7 5 10 9 2 1 
B 8 24 35 2 2 
~ ----~---

PERSONS 
UNDER 

REMOVED SUPER-
BY VISION CIRCUIT 

TRANS- ~E 3D AND 
FER 1990 DISTRICT 

1 075 9 981 ... 5TH 

103 1,020 .... LA,E 
18 258 .. , .LA,M 
88 656 .... LA,W 
32 315 .,. ,MS,N 
57 539 , ... MS,S 

171 1.838 .... TX,N 
71 579 ..•. TX.E 

338 3,010 .... TX,S 
199 1,966 •••• TX,V 

583 7 122 •.• 8iM 

42 439 ..•. KY,E 
101 624 ..•. KY,V 
116 1,584 ..•. MI,E 
50 363 .... MI.V 
61 1,170 .... UH,N 
49 1.125 ..•. OH.S 
44 641 •... TN.E 
74 659 •••• TN,M 
40 517 · .•. TN.V 

385 5 457 ... 7TH 

148 2,868 .... IL.N 
58 543 .... Il .• C 
41 281 .. , .IL,S 
41 559 ..•. IN.N 
33 521 .. , .IN.S 
38 430 · ., .VI.E 
30 257 •.•• Vl.V 

3BB 4 110 ••• 8TH 

49 357 .. , .AR.E 
37 205 ..•. ~R.W 
24 195 ." .. IA.N 
28 199 .... IA.S 
44 899 ......... 
50 811 •••• MO.E 
53 752 • ••• M«J.. W 
3t 374 • ••••• NE 
23 224 •••••• ND 
29 294 ...... SD 



" "",, 
\ 

I\) 
I\) 
I\) 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

9TH ... 

AK ••• '" 
AZ •••• " 
CA.N .... 
CA,E .... 
CA,C .... 
CA.S .... 
HI .....• 
10 ...... 
NT •••••• 
NY •••••• 
OR ...... 
WA,E •. " 
WA.W .•.• 
GUAM •••• 
NMI ••••• 

10TH .. 

co ...... 
KS .•.... .< 

HM •••••• 
OK.N .•.. 
OK.E .... 
OK.W .... 
UT ...... 
WY •••••• 

11TH •. 

AL,N ..•. 
AL,M .... 
AL.S •.•. 
FL.r .. , .•. 
FL.M •••• 
FL,S .. o. 

GA.N .. o. 

GA.M .. o' 

GA.S .. o. 

PERSONS 
UNDER 
SUPER-
VISION 

..JULY 1 
1989 

13 742 

208 
1,448 
2,120 
1,140 
3,857 
1,432 

351 
245 
284 
775 
B29 
260 
861 
133 

1 

3 881 

832 
544 
728 
369 
1B4 
498 
42B 
122 

10 441 

S61 
326 
481 
631 

2.245 
3.405 
1.432 

575 
505 

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL ~ROBATIDN SYSTE~ 
PERSONS RECEIVED FDR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~JNE 30, 1990 

RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 

U.S. 
TOTAL MAGIS- TERM OF 

LESS ~OGE TRATE SUPER-
TOTAL TRANS- PROBA- PROBA- VISED 

RECEIVED FERS TION TION RELEASE PAROLE 

8 348 6 761 2 141 1 801 788 1 000 

100 88 16 35 17 8 
1.048 910 265 335 70 84 

848 890 238 179 28 119 
849 654 158 1B8 83 119 

2.095 1,581 544 131 204 339 
1.211 1.0S7 291 301 183 112 

144 103 34 9 23 17 
111 72 34 5 10 12 
172 151 74 10 32 17 
548 443 205 114 37 41 
371 288 112 18 30 56 
157 125 50 12 20 15 
691 597 120 284 48 B2 

7 2 - - 1 1 
- - - - - -

2 435 1 997 732 40B 238 271 

630 508 171 137 58 80 
385 315 95 B6 29 49 
370 307 87 72 54 37 
224 189 105 3 27 20 
116 77 32 15 - 14 
345 285 90 42 35 53 
291 238 109 83 22 15 
94 80 43 8 13 3 

8 470 5 330 1 481 1 086 411 1 278 

574 514 181 138 28 103 
299 263 85 98 25 29 
266 235 90 8 55 52 
457 388 57 157 34 79 

1.381 982 292 73 95 248 
1.784 1,483 452 19 89 482 

853 675 215 157 42 163 
428 37S 89 238 to 39 
450 414 80 204 33 85 

MANDA- MILI-
TORY TARY 

RELEASE PAROLE 

889 83 

8 2 
112 8 

81 9 
84 13 

287 14 
115 8 

9 -
7 -

15 2 
33 5 
53 4 
20 4 
45 14 - -
- -

225 40 

35 11 
42 14 
47 2 
20 3 

8 2 
48 3 
17 3 
10 2 

533 88 

37 8 
8 4 

10 4 
17 7 

122 22 
253 8 
80 8 
15 a 
11 3 

-----------.-- ------- --- ~------ ~ - ---

--. 

RECEIVED 
SPECiAL BY 
PAROLE TRANSFER 

2R1 1 587 

4 12 
38 13B 
3B 158 
29 195 
62 514 
47 154 
11 41 

4 39 
1 21 
8 103 

15 83 
4 32 

24 94 - 5 - -
85 43S 

18 122 
20 50 

8 B3 
11 35 
8 39 

18 80 
7 55 
1 14 

473 1 140 

41 60 
14 38 
18 31 
35 71 

132 379 
180 301 
32 178 

3 48 
18 38 



-
TOTAL LESS \lUDGE 

RE- TRANS- PROBA-
MOVED FERS TION 

8 123 8 832 2 591 

123 102 4e 
1.037 847 282 
1.043 878 314 

878 569 137 
2.101 1.a09 803 
1.179 859 341 

170 154 84 
122 97 58 
125 89 e1 
44l 334 123 
320 271 112 

I\) 152 118 57 
~ 598 484 154 

27 25 21 
- - -

2.283 1 805 753 

545 439 141 
344 288 118 
382 300 101 
198 152 88 
104 82 48 
337 291 117 
254 193 101 

99 80 39 

5 903 5 023 1 760 

562 SOB 184 
215 178 85 
220 179 83 
413 331 74 

1.263 1.041 377 
1.889 1.496 579 

848 695 270 
333 292 94 
380 305 54 

~ ... -- ..... -

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1910 

REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 

U.S. 
MAGIS- TERM OF 
TRATE SUPER- MANDA- MILl-
PROBA- VISED TORV TARY SPECIAL 
nON RELEASE PAROLE RELEASE PAROLE PAROLE 

1 749 182 912 838 72 290 

33 1 7 10 2 3 
325 18 91 94 3 38 
277 4 118 110 11 44 
192 8 113 79 11 29 
250 85 302 298 18 77 
234 53 90 93 " 44 

15 8 22 14 3 10 
11 2 15 8 2 3 

1 2 8 12 3 2 
134 7 34 24 4 8 
39 8 49 47 4 14 
28 3 12 10 2 4 

209 9 50 39 7 18 
1 - 3 - - -- - - - - -

402 39 UO 195 30 8a 

130 12 93 38 11 18 
55 2 58 39 9 7 
86 11 49 35 2 18 

8 4 26 15 - 11 
4 - 20 4 1 5 

51 7 58 48 4 8 
80 3 10 15 1 .. 

~ 

8 - 8 3 2 2 

979 85 1 2U3 514 81 408 

183 4 115 37 4 19 
71 - 22 7 3 4 
11 4 54 11 1 9 

111 S 98 12 6 .22 
122 23 274 120 17 108 
54 26 372 260 10 195 

158 14 171 46 9 27 
132 2 36 17 B 5 
145 4 76 4 5 17 

I PERSONS 
UNDER 

REMOVED SUPER-
BY VISION CIRCUIT 

TRANS- '-'UNE 30 AND 
FER 1990 DISTRICT 

1 491 13.987 ••• 9TH 

21 185 • ••••• AK 
190 1.455 •••••• AZ 
187 1.925 •... CA.N 
109 1.311 .•.. CA.E 
292 3.851 .... CA.e 
320 1.484 ..•. CA.S 

18 325 ....•. HI 
25 234 ..•.•. ID 
38 331 •••••• NT 

114 873 •••••• NY 
49 880 .... , .OR 
38 285 .... WA.E 

114 954 •... WA.W 
2 113 •••• GUAM 
- 1 •.••. HMI 

458 3 852 • . 10TH 

108 917 •••••• CO 
58 565 ' •••••• KS 
82 716 .......... 
46 395 .... OK.N 
22 176 •••• OI<.E 
48 503 •••• OK.W 
81 483 •••••• UT 
39 117 •••••• WY 

880 11 008 · .11TH 

58 873 '" .AL.N 
37 410 '" .AL,M 
41 507 '" .AL.S 
82 875 ...• FL.N 

222 2.343 .... FL.M 
193 3.500 '" .FL.S 
153 1.437 .... GA.N 
41 668 .... GA.M 
55 595 '" .GA.S 



TABLE E 2. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF dUNE 30, 1990 

-
FRO M COURTS ~ ROM INS TIT UTI 0 N S 

U.S. 
MAGIS- TERM OF 

CIRCUIT &lUDGE TRATE SUPER- MANDA MILI-
AND PROBA- PROBA- VISED TORY TARY SPECIAL 

DISTRICT TOTAL TION TION RELEASE PAROLE RELEASE PAROLE PAROLE 

TOTAL ... 79 848 40 888 11 855 5 011 13 549 2 791 777 5 197 

DC •••••• 1 439 329 183 75 729 91 2 50 

1ST ••• 1 958 1 038 51 118 401 SS 37 245 

ME .•.... 231 89 !i 20 73 2 3 39 
MA ...... 807 451 23 50 105 43 9 128 
Mi .••••• 157 92 3 12 26 2 e 18 
RI .....• 219 121 8 12 47 9 e 18 
PR ...... 542 285 12 24 150 10 13 48 

2ND ..• 8 423 3 550 498 515 880 284 51 847 

J\) 

~ 
CT ...... 847 I 470 11 25 70 21 7 43 
NY,N .... 344 . 190 49 25 41 10 2 27 
NY,E .... 2,518 1,4BO 1B8 191 342 114 14 229 
NY,S .... 2,318 1,084 203 242 332 128 14 313 
NY,W .... 497 290 88 25 74 8 12 22 
YT •••••• 103 58 1 7 21 3 2 13 

3RD ... 5 430 3 294 5BB 226 777 141 4, 377 

DE ...... 181 89 35 17 28 2 3 9 
N"' .••••• 2.004 1,155 362 73 243 82 1; 92 
PA,E .... 1,884 1,250 99 54 22B 49 12 174 
PA,M .... 374 211 42 45 37 10 7 22 
PA,N .... 784 452 27 31 184 18 9 8a 
VI ...... 223 137 1 S 61 - 1 17 

4TH ... 9 103 3 833 2 597 593 1 4B9 172 80 359 

MD •••••• 2,315 SB4 961 107 421 55 19 38 
Ne,E .... 881 404 229 45 147 19 9 28 
Ne,M .... 538 293 34 37 ~28 10 7 27 
Ne,N .... 825 450 105 58 151 27 5 29 
SC ...... 1,186 B08 218 89 204 17 14 58 
VA,E .... 1,948 SOB 962 150 238 21 15 58 
VA,N .••. 480 299 70 25 54 10 8 18 
W,N .... 357 248 11 18 53 4 3 20 
W,S .... 575 381 9 84 75 9 2 35 

------- ~- -



N 
N 
Ul 

CIRCUIT 
ANO 

DISTRICT 

5TH ... 

LA.E .•.. 
LA.M .... 
LA,W .... 
MS.N .... 
MS.S .... 
TX.N .... 
TX.E .... 
TX.S .... 
TX,W .... 

6TH ... 

KY.E .... 
KY, W .. " 
MI .E .... 
MI,W .... 
OH.N .... 
OH,S .... 
TN.E .... 
TN.M .... 
TN.W .... 

7TH ... 

IL,N .... 
IL.C .... 
IL.S .... 
IN,N .... 
IN.S .... 
WI.E .... 
Wl.W .... 

8TH ... 

AR. E .•.. 
AR.W .... 
IA.N .... 
lA,S .... 
MH •••••• 
MO.E .... 
MO.W .... 
NE ...... 
ND ...... 
SD ...... 

TOTAL 

_9,981 

1.020 
258 
656 
315 
539 

1.638 
579 

3.010 
1,966 

7 122 

439 
624 

1.584 
363 

1.170 
1.125 

641 
659 
517 

5 457 

2,868 
543 
281 
559 
521 
430 
257 

4 110 

357 
205 
195 
199 
699 
811 
752 
374 
224 
294 

I:"':' .... , li. • I ~ ~ ~ I .:. 

PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF ~UNE 30. 1990 

FRO M COURTS FRO M INS TIT U T ] 0 N S 
U.S. 

MAGIS- TERM Of 
~UDGE TRATE SUPER- MANDA MILI-
PROBA- PROBA- VISED TORY TARY SPECIAL 

nON TION RELEASE PAROLE RELEASE PAROLE PAROLE 

4 763 1 835 934 1 701 239 88 621 

500 229 lot 114 21 6 49 
134 68 8 36 4 2 6 
368 191 14 52 9 7 15 
16e 75 19 44 1 t 6 
327 76 19 77 13 B 21 
791 110 130 417 54 23 113 
322 63 27 120 21 4 22 

1,361 458 397 444 71 17 262 
791 365 219 397 45 22 127 

3 6S5 828 510 1 306 269 104 420 

212 9 50 125 11 4 28 
232 141 48 128 17 3 5.'3 
729 259 74 273 95 19 135 
182 70 27 45 9 11 19 
731 66 56 212 48 26 31 
640 69 88 212 47 20 49 
327 98 32 151 15 7 11 
349 108 84 88 8 4 18 
283 8 51 72 19 10 74 

3 745 393 262 623 137 56 241 

2,121 193 87 256 72 17 120 
383 33 34 80 11 6 16 
156 21 21 55 4 4 20 
386 25 35 6a 14 7 26 
302 61 28 82 14 12 24 
271 35 28 39 17 8 28 
140 25 31 45 5 4 7 

2",-155 318 335 790 166 45 303 

181 32 28 75 14 9 18 
117 28 14 32 4 2 8 
127 16 9 27 3 1 12 
107 17 5 41 8 3 20 
299 36 104 119 45 6 90 
379 62 39 229 27 7 68 
398 75 46 1152 23 8 50 
250 20 13 58 17 5 13 
152 15 30 9 8 3 7 
145 15 47 50 19 1 17 

---- --



I\) 
I\) 
0) 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

9TH ..• 

AK •••••• 
AZ •••••• 
CA.N .... 
CA.E .... 
CA.C .... 
CA.S ..•. 
HI ...... 
10 •.••.. 
MT •••••• 
NY ...... 
DR ...... 
WA.E .... 
WA.W .... 
GUAM •••• 
HMI ..... 

10TH .. 

CO •••• " 
kS. " .•. 
HM ..•... 
OK.N ...• 
Ok, E .... 
ok.W .... 
UT ....•. 
NY •••••• 

11TH .. 

AL.N .... 
AL.M .... 
AL,S .... 
FL.N •••• 
FL,M .... 
FL.S .... 
GA.N .... 
GA,M .... 
GA,S .... 

TOTAL 

13 9S7 

185 
1.455 
1.925 
1.311 
3.851 
1.4B4 

325 
234 
331 
873 
B80 
2B5 
954 
113 

1 

3.852 

917 
565 
71B 
395 
17B 
503 
463 
117 

11 008 

873 
410 
507 
675 

2.343 
3,500 
1.437 

BBS 
595 

TABLE E 2. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF ~NE 30, 1990 

FRO M COURTS FRO M INS TIT UTI 0 N ~ 
U.S. 

MAGIS- TERM OF 
\JUDGE TRATE SUPER- MANDA MILI-
PRoBA- PRoBA- VISED TORY TARY SPECIAL 

TION TIoN RELEASE PAROLE RELEASE PAROLE PAROLE 

7 288 2 ___ S71 781 1 747 669 110 701 

82 S3 18 12 3 2 5 
707 390 75 142 85 10 BB 
948 502 38 225 81 13 118 
565 318 95 181 B3 17 72 

2.183 467 20B 588 212 21 174 
664 307 143 155 91 9 95 
208 20 23 27 12 2 32 
157 29 10 21 9 - 8 
213 21 38 38 14 2 !5 
520 165 32 98 30 3 25 
388 72 35 110 29 9 37 
160 29 21 27 14 3 11 
39B 283 4B 11B 45 19 49 

9B 5 1 7 1 - 3 
1 - - - - - -

2 048 S44 238 529 155 51 187 

442 195 58 135 28 14 45 
294 85 32 81 23 17 33 
355 133 4B 112 39 4 27 
277 25 2B 3B 10 2 19 

91 23 3 32 10 3 14 
238 BB 35 108 2B 5 27 
281 104 23 19 12 5 19 

70 13 15 8 7 1 3 

5 140 1 295 424 2 597 402 104 1 04B 

472 109 35 159 23 9 BB 
211 78 23 58 B B 28 
293 27 53 97 4 B 27 
210 151 34 192 14 8 B6 

1,1B2 194 104 522 80 33 248 
1.572 89 96 1.031 199 13 500 

743 210 40 312 57 11 B4 
290 254 7 85 9 11 12 
187 183 32 141 10 7 35 



TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BV DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 30. 1990 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERV ASSAULT BURGLARV LARCENV ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

TOTAL ••• 79 848 319 2 741 699 409 6 181 6 161 17 005 773 

DC •••••• 1 439 40 119 30 57 113 41 143 13 

1ST ••• 1 956 2 64 " 4 151 126 369 13 

ME •••••• 231 - 7 1 1 14 8 22 ~ 

Mill •••••• 807 , 30 3 3 50 47 191 2 
NH •••••• 157 1 7 - - 2 13 33 -
RI •••••• 219 - 2 - - 8 13 48 9 
PR •••••• 542 - 18 1 - 77 45 75 1 

2ND ••• 6 423 12 212 34 29 493 499 1.533 25 

CT •••••• 641 3 19 4 2 42 11 166 3 
NV.N •••• 344 1 7 2 1 27 44 96 1 
NV.E •••• 2.516 6 77 12 19 192 174 644 14 
NV.S •••• 2,316 i 81 11 4 16B 165 4B1 1 

I\) 

~ 
NV.W •••• 497 1 18 5 3 57 35 133 -
VT •••••• 103 - 4 - - 7 10 13 -

3RD ••• 5 430 29 114 46 38 478 40B 1 464 40 

DE •••••• 181 - 6 - 1 24 8 41 2 
NJ •••••• 2.004 4 58 15 9 163 159 621 20 
PA.E •••• 1.B84 3 53 13 1 138 120 514 1 
PA.M •••• 374 1 6 2 2 40 32 91 1 
PA.W •••• 7B4 - 29 1 5 72 B3 177 B 
VI •••••• 223 21 22 15 20 41 6 '4 2 

4TH ••• 9 103 25 353 98 60 655 471 1.4B3 106 

MD •••••• 2.315 7 132 42 18 173 101 290 B 
NC.E •••• BBl 1 40 4 3 95 41 137 5 
NC.M •••• 536 3 45 4 2 43 35 112 2 
NC. W •••• B25 2 27 1B 14 58 45 '63 1 
SC •••••• 1.186 1 40 to 5 67 105 265 25 
VA.E •••• 1.948 6 60 11 10 158 10 290 5 
VA.W •••• 4BO 4 5 3 4 19 22 75 9 
WV.N •••• 351 - 1 - 2 10 25 59 3 
WV. 5 •••• 575 1 3 - 2 32 21 92 42 

-----

~--



TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 30, 1990 

------ ~--

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DRUG LAWS 
FORGERY - WEAPONS LIQUOR. 

AND CONTAl'O AND IMMI- INTER- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- MARI- HAR- SUB- FIRE- GRATION NAL POSTAL AND 
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHEA LAWS REVENUE LAWS· OTHER DISTRICT 

3 820 6 818 14 396 3,038 2 951 3 859 4 060 2 045 22 856 3 838 •. , TOTAL 

99 18 430 106 99 45 58 1 I 17 9 ••.•.• DC 

84 i77 570 50 88 12 114 44 - 7 70 • •• 1 ST 

2 56 96 3 8 2 3 3 - - 4 • ••••• iiiE 
23 54 220 26 59 4 61 3 - 1 29 •.•• , .MA 

2 16 42 10 12 - 10 3 - 2 ~ ••.••• NH 
23 13 59 6 5 6 16 - - - 11 • •••.• Rt 
34 38 153 5 4 - 24 35 - 4 22 • •••.. PR 

241 216 t .945 103 205 22 388 96 - 119 251 ••. 2ND 

21 27 156 17 46 2 25 4 - 11 28 ••.••• CT 

I\) 

S1 

'3 15 56 11 10 5 26 I 4 - 10 15 • ••• NY.M 
113 69 669 33 85 5 198 46 - 3' 129 • _ •• NY.E 
15 64 931 27 40 8 104 31 - 57 55 .••• NY.S 
19 38 94 10 !G 2 32 11 - 10 19 •••. NV.W - 3 39 5 t .. - 3 - - - 5 •.•.•• VT 

308 198 '-(!~6 328 126 85 306 32 - 121 231 ••. 3RD 

6 13 29 9 4 12 11 1 - 4 10 •.•.•• DE 
95 79 314 86 38 35 124 17 - 67 94 • ••••• NJ 136 48 364 178 59 11 108 13 - 36 62 •••• PA.E 
17 31 68 12 7 16 22 - - 6 18 '" .PA.M 42 16 217 42 16 9 27 - - 8 32 '" .PA.W 12 11 26 1 2 - 14 1 - - 15 •••••. VI 

463 592 1 468 262 373 1 579 586 23 13 81 412 " .4TH 

59 63 455 59 58 628 127 1 - 32 62 • ••.•• MD 47 101 119 13 22 149 42 3 - 10 49 •••. NC.E 62 22 91 21 25 6 33 3 3 9 15 •••• NC.M 78 10 117 19 21 31 80 2 6 t 66 •.•• NC.W 117 83 130 33 76 27 88 5 l 12 96 •.•••• SC 56 105 194 40 69 704 94 3 - 14 53 •••• VA.E 14 37 66 27 68 30 43 6 3 2 43 •••• VA.W 8 41 116 23 11 I 43 - - 1 13 00. oW.N 22 70 180 27 23 3 36 - - . 
15 00 •• W.S -

--~-~ , - -~ ------ -- --- ~- -_. - -- -- --- -~- - ---- -- - ~- ----- -- --- -- -



TA8LE E 3. FEDERAL PR08ATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION 8Y DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 3D, 1990 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUn 
AND £MBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERV ASSAULV BURGLARV LARCENY ZLEMEHT FRAUD THEFT 

5TH ••• 9.98' .4 .3. 53 16 688 701 '.864 97 

LA.E •••• 1,020 - 23 5 - 68 79 243 .2 
LA.M •••• 258 - 2 , 1 22 31 50 2 
LA.W •••• 656 - 7 3 2 56 8. 172 1 
MS.N •••• 315 - 7 1 - .3 19 80 12 
MS.S •••• 539 4 5 7 - 54 64 134 4 
TX.N •••• 1,638 2 26 5 2 125 "5 382 25 
lX.E •••• 579 1 17 - " 33 43 189 13 
TX. S •••• 3.010 4 23 19 6 139 135 334 15 
TX.W •••• 1.966 3 21 12 1 178 134 280 7 

6TH ••• 7 122 20 326 4°0 35 721 648 1 538 150 

KV.E •••• 439 1 23 3 4 23 38 74 30 
KV .W •••• 624 I 41 6 4 96 28 95 5 
MI. E •••• 1.584 1 65 " 3 155 95 374 13 
MI.W •••• 363 1 '0 2 2 42 46 76 -

N 

~ 

OH.N •••• 1.170 6 78 6 6 114 141 256 27 
OH. S •••• 1,125 3 65 4 5 107 135 293 22 
TN.E •••• 641 4 19 6 7 43 59 120 35 
TN .M •••• 659 1 16 6 - 90 73 136 10 
TN.W •••• 517 2 9 3 4 51 33 114 8 

7TH ••• 5.457 14 121 29 15 602 596 1 678 59 

IL. N •••• °2.866 5 51 12 4 390 31B 947 20 
IL.C •••• 543 - 7 2 3 34 17 178 3 
IL. S •••• 281 3 9 2 1 37 28 78 2 
IN. N •••• 559 1 12 " 2 46 45 185 17 
IN.S •••• 521 4 30 2 2 36 35 122 14 
WI.E •••• 430 1 11 5 2 41 56 103 1 
WI.W •••• 257 - 7 1 I 18 37 65 2 

8TH ••• 4 110 37 145 75 31 294 353 980 59 

AR.E •••• 357 1 12 3 1 33 21 14 13 
AR.W •••• 205 - " I 2 28 9 47 10 
IA .N •••• 195 2 2 1 - 5 21 42 -IA. S •••• 199 - 11 - - i9 27 46 2 
MH •••••• 699 5 32 A " 29 65 155 6 
MO.E •••• 811 1 30 I .. 53 77 222 10 
MO.W •••• 752 4 46 4 2 56 68 194 12 
HE •••••• 374 1 3 3 1 28 20 118 5 
NO •••••• 224 6 2 18 10 12 17 47 -
SO •••••• 294 17 3 40 7 31 28 35 1 

--------- ---- ------ -------

--, 
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~~~,-

FORGERV 
AND 

COUNTER­
FEITING 

442 

39 
16 
25 
17 
35 
B8 
28 
94 

100 

4\1 

36 
29 
82 
19 
64 
58 
27 
48 
48 

26B 

180 
14 

7 
30 
17 
15 

5 

214 

39 
23 

4 
8 

30 
37 
47 
I I 
12 

3 

TABLE E 3. fEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BV DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS Of JUNE 30. 1990 

GENERAL OFfENSES--CONTINUED 

DRUG LAWS 

MARI- NAR-
HUANA COTICS 

1.449 1.274 

50 167 
16 12 
33 25 
21 25 
3Et 36 

1 15 285 
34 47 

885 377 
259 300 

546 1.099 

53 
66 

135 
48 
54 
69 
30 
46 
45 

291 

89 
57 
22 
44 
59 
12 
8 

2'52 

29 
13 

9 
14 
38 
28 
28 
23 
32 
38 

69 
94 

268 
44 

160 
183 
90 
62 

129 

900 

439 
94 
45 
96 
61 

103 
62 

826 

38 
11 
61 
32 

,116 
209 
155 
75 
14 
15 

CONTRL'D 
sua­

STANCES 

436 

39 
7 

24 
5 

20 
108 
44 
79 

tlO 

293 

18 
27 

113 
9 

34 
43 
12 
19 
18 

99 

35 
4 
9 

14 
27 

3 
7 

176 

33 
5 
7 
5 

31 
23 
18 
36 
13 
5 

WEAPONS 
AND 

fIRE-
ARMS I TRAFFIC 

",0 227 

27 5 
14 6 
28 68 
12 48 
23 30 
65 6 
22 6 

147 11 
72 47 

323 2:!i4 

16 
19 
76 

7 
81 
43 
35 
31 
15 

166 

65 
17 

9 
22 
21 
13 
13 

147 

19 
10 
10 

7 
20 
25 
31 

2 
11 
12 

3 
50 
44 

5 
10 
15 
65 
58 

4 

68 

4 
12 

2 
4 

31 
4 
5 

29 

tt 
2 
1 
2 .. 
3 
3 
2 
1 

OTHER 

404 

41 
7 

17 
37 
54 
75 
21 
74 
18 

337 

24 
34 
80 
17 
55 
37 
34 
30 
26 

269 

151 
18 
12 
23 
22 
30 
13 

234 

13 
'6 
15 
16 
28 
32 
43 
23 
15 
33 

IMMI­
GRATION 

LAWS 

901 

16 
2 
I , 
I 

112 
20 

509 
239 

33 

3 
I. 

7 
2 
2 
3 
4 
1 

48 

36 
7 
1 
I 

2 
1 

18 

1 
3 
1 

3 
2 
4 
4 

SPECIAL OFfENSES 

LIQUOR. 
INTER­

NAL 
REVENUE 

3 

2 
1 

POSTAL 
LAWS· 

53 

14 
2 

6 
11 

2 
15 

3 

83 

3 
19 

7 
22 
20 , 
11 

39 

21 
3 
2 
2 
1 
9 
1 

.. , 
• t 

2 
3 
9 

20 
3 
3 

OTHER 

818 

192 
61 

107 
17 
24 
90 
55 

144 
122 

265 

24 
23 
q-!) 

2' 
54 
21 
5\ 
18 

7 

190 

99 
13 
12 
11 
25 
19 
11 

199 

26 
12 
11 

8 
22 
33 
34 
15 
13 
25 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

" .5TH 

.... LA.E 
•.•. LA.M 
...• LA.W 
.. , .MS.N 
.••. MS.S 
.••• TX.N 
•••• TX.E 
••.. TX.S 
'" .TX.'" 

..• 6TH 

•••• KV'.E 
•.•• KV • .,. 
•••• MJ.E 
'" .MI.W 
'" .OH.N 
••.. OH.S 
•... TN.E 
•••• TN.M 
.•.. TN.'" 

••• 7TH 

•... IL.N 
.... IL.C 
.... IL.5 
'" • IN.'" 
.... IN.S 
•••• WI.E 
•• , .'1111,'111 

.•. 8TH 

•••• "RtE 
•••• AR •• 
" .• IA,N 
•••• IA.S 
•••..• MN 
'" .MOtE 
'" .MO.W 
•••••• HE 
•..... NO 
• " •.• SO 



TA8LE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BV DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 3D, 1990 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EM8EZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERV ASSAULT BtlRGLARV LARCENV ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

9TH ••• 13 rJ6l 19 699 t18 11 924 1 226 2 988 39 

AK •••••• 185 - 7 " 1 23 19 18 -
AZ •••••• 1.455 31 37 57 5 78 105 213 4 
CA.N •••• 1.925 1 51 15 31 1\3 348 401 1 
CA.E •••• 1,311 2 88 12 7 98 129 227 5 
CA.C •••• 3.851 8 313 23 4 249 233 1.00 l 16 
CA.S •••• 1,464 2 43 7 2 62 100 222 4 
HI •••••• 325 - 4 7 2 37 2~ 70 -
10 ....... 234 5 1 3 - 18 2~ 74 -
MT •••••• 331 12 2 20 10 32 2" 64 1 
HV •••••• 873 3 28 8 3 60 39 276 5 
OR •••••• 680 2. 59 10 1 56 49 148 3 
WA.E •••• 265 4 10 4 2 21 18 30 -
WA.W •••• 954 8 49 8 3 64 98 208 -
GUAM •••• 113 1 1 - - 11 14 36 -
NMI ••••• 1 - - - - - 1 - -

~ 
~ 

10TH •• 3.-1852 21 104 46 18 327 312 868 62 

CO •••••• 917 3 39 10 4 74 79 200 5 
KS •••••• 565 1 15 1 1 43 55 145 3 
HM •••••• 716 10 10 17 2 53 60 114 14 
OK.N •••• 395 1 8 - 3 33 32 108 20 
OK.E •••• 176 1 2 1 - 15 18 37 9 
OK.W •••• 503 3 20 5 2 52 27 128 10 
UT •••••• 463 1 8 8 3 50 32 118 1 
WV •••••• 117 1 2 4 3 7 9 18 -

"TH •• 11 008 26 287 59 35 735 780 2 097 110 

AL.N •••• 873 1 37 7 3 87 57 132 34 
AL.M •••• 410 - 9 2 - 52 38 89 9 AL.S •••• 501 2 16 5 1 26 31 176 7 FL.N •••• 675 2 16 8 3 53 40 106 5 FL.M •••• 2.343 9 63 7 10 133 154 514 18 FL.S •••• 3.500 5 50 9 10 1-24 216 532 10 GA .N •••• 1.437 4 59 9 5 151 166 323 15 GA.M •••• 668 2 18 8 1 61 47 142 2 GA.S •••• 595 1 19 4 2 48 31 83 10 

.-



I\) 
(.,) 
I\) 

l-.,<.~. 

-

FORGEI'IY 
AND 

COUNTER-
FElTING 

514 

3 
26 
49 
40 

192 
46 
10 
10 
19 
37 
39 
15 
26 

2 
-

172 

30 
19 
14 
40 
16 
30 
17 
6 

604 

85 
15 
53 
19 

124 
173 
69 
25 
41 

TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE AS OF JUNE 3D, 1990 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DRUG LAWS 
WEAPONS LIQUOR, 

CONTRVD AND IMMI- INTER- CIRCUIT 
MARI- HAR- SUB- FIRE- GRATION NAL POSTAL AND 
HUANA eOTIes STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHER LAWS REVENUE LAWS· OTHER DISTRICT 

1 320 2 019 616 433 635 632 68, - 187 726 ••. 9TH 

14 23 2 " 25 7 5 - - 23 •••••• AK 
252 165 36 55 92 85 128 - '5 71 •••••• AZ 
141 341 86 23 120 80 16 - 31 7' •• , .CA.N 
111 117 124 50 112 60 59 - 12 58 •••. CA.E 
234 624 87 110 117 168 212 - 49 211 •••• CA.C 
207 219 125 37 6 44 202 - 30 106 •••• CA.S 

38 66 8 6 6 33 I - 2 11 • ••••• ~II 
12 21 12 7 4 6 17 - - 19 •••••• 10 
32 47 H 22 1 16 - - 2 16 ••.•.• MT 
33 92 31 29 97 48 11 - 35 38 .: •.•• NV 
61 89 58 34 7 23 5 - 5 29 •••••• OR 
31 51 11 16 1 12 14 - 2 23 ., •. WA.E 

149 148 25 32 45 32 11 - .. 44 •••• WA.W 
5 IS - 1 2 18 - - - 6 • ••• GUAM - - - .. - - - - - - .•.•• HMI 

290 569 173 173 176 182 72 - 46 241 • .10TH 

68 151 35 42 32 48 18 - 18 61 ••••.• CO 
26 98 26 33 44 25 2 - 5 23 ••.••• KS 
86 93 24 41 28 38 38 - 9 65 • ••••• NM 29 53 23 " 3 12 1 - 3 15 •••• OK.N 
10 21 15 6 - 13 - - 3 9 •••• OK.E 32 73 33 11 18 20 5 - 5 29 •••• OK.W 24 68 15 18 43 22 8 - 3 24 •••••• UT 
'5 12 2 " 8 4 - - - 15 •••••• WY 

1 529 2 278 394 408 527 550 96 5 62 426 •• IITH 

78 117 69 38 46 43 , 4 6 28 •••• AL.N 31 59 12 12 47 19 - - 1 15 • ••• AL.M 44 70 16 22 3 17 . - - - la •••• AL.S fl8 133 19 9 70 28 - - 3 43 •••• FL.N 364 510 62 86 33 122 46 - 18 70 •••• FL.II 710 1.101 121 149 6 125 34 1 15 109 •••• FL.S 89 183 63 56 50 95 13 - 6 81 •••• GA.N 32 27 16 21 160 47 I - 7 51 • ••• GA.M 63 78 16 15 112 54 1 - 6 11 •••• GA.S 



I\') 
(,l 
Col 

- ~ .... -

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL ••• 

DC .••••• 

1ST ••• 

ME •••••• 
MA •••••• 
NH •••••• 
RI •••••• 
PR •••••• 

2ND ••• 

CT •••••• 
NY.N •••• 
NY .E •••• 
NY.S •••• 
NY.W •••• 
VT ••.••• 

3RD ••• 

DE •••••• 
HJ •••••• 
PA.E •••• 
PA.M •••• 
PA.W •••• 
VI •••••• 

4TH ••• 

MD .••••• 
NC.E •••• 
NC.M •••• 
He.w •••• 
SC •••••• 
VA.E •••• 
VA .W •••• 
WV.N •••• 
WV. S •••• 

-.---- --

TOTAL 

11 389 

103 

261 

18 
133 

26 
15 
69 

987 

131 
72 

304 
366 

98 
16 

889 

35 
222 
353 

75 
136 

68 

1 065 

t56 
98 
59 

153 
166 
139 
101 
91 

102 

TABLE E 4. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
IVED FROM JUDGES FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM 
TH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1990 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS A~D TRANSFERS) 

TERM OF SUPERVISION (IN MONTHS) 
PERCENT 
TO BE 

60 AVG. SUPERVISEO 
AND TERM 2 YEARS 

1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25-35 36 37-59 OVER (MOS.) OR MORE 

109 25 473 163 1 614 190 4 202 B78 3 735 41 93.2 

- - 6 3 30 3 33 3 25 36 91.3 

7 2 IT 5 80 2 101 13 34 33 88.1 

- - 1 - - - 10 2 5 43 94.4 
3 1 8 1 53 1 47 7 12 31 90.2 - - 3 - 5 - 9 2 7 38 88.5 - - 2 1 7 - 2 1 2 '29 80.0 
4 1 3 3 15 1 33 1 8 32 84.1 

15 - 72 8 172 18 409 59 234 37 90.4 

2 - 2 - 18 3 51 6 49 42 96.9 - - 9 1 37 1 12 6 6 29 86.1 
6 - 23 1 27 5 135 15 92 40 90.1 
5 - 31 3 63 4 159 27 74 36 89.3 
2 - 5 3 22 5 44 5 12 34 89.8 - - 2 - 5 - 8 - 1 SO 87.5 

6 4 30 6 145 11 267 107 313 42 94.8 

- - - - 1 - 17 5 12 45 100.0 - 1 3 - 32 1 93 22 70 42 98.2 
2 3 4 5 26 6 70 63 174 48 96.0 
1 - 10 1 42 - 19 - 2 26 84.0 - - 10 - 24 1 49 11 41 40 92.6 
3 - 3 - 20 3 19 6 14 .36 91.2 

8 2 50 16 173 15 386 69 346 40 92.9 

- 1 Ii 6 19 4 64 15 36 38 88.5 
2 - 4 2 2 1 20 7 60 49 91.9 - - - - 1 2 23 4 29 48 100.0 
2 - 7 1 47 - 43 7 46 38 93.5 - 1 3 - 23 - 75 2 62 42 97.6 
2 - 12 .. 52 1 44 5 19 32 87.1 - - 7 2 13 3 52 7 17 37 91.1 
1 - 5 - 9 2 21 12 41 45 93.4 
1 - 1 1 7 2 44 10 36 43 97. f 

- ----- --
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TABLE E 4. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS RECEIVED FROM JUDGES FOR SUPERVISION BV DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 (EXCLUDES ~EINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

TERM O~ SUPERVISION (IN MONTHS) 

I CIRCUIT 60 AVG. 
AND 

'25-351 
AN!1 TERM 

DISTRICT TOTAL 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 36 37-59 OVER (MOS.) 
-
5TH ••• 1 370 13 - 29 10 110 16 569 95 528 44 

LA.E .• ft • 170 " .. 3 1 24 2 66 12 61 43 
LA.M •••• 23 1 - - 1 4 1 7 3 6 39 
LA,W •••• 120 3 - 10 1 15 - 48 - 43 40 
MS.N •••• 50 - - - - 4 - 32 I 13 41 
MS.S •••• 92 - - 4 1 7 t 26 13 40 46 
TX.N •••• t94 4 - 2 6 " 5 82 23 61 42 
TX.E •••• 79 - - 1 - 11 - 25 6 36 46 
TX.S •••• 420 3 - 3 - 25 6 211 27 145 43 
TX.W •••• 222 1 - 6 - 9 1 72 10 123 48 

6TH ••• 1 132 5 AI 71 28 238 IS 45: 67 249 37 

KV.E •••• 57 - - t - 5 - 21 3 27 46 
ltV.W •••• 66 - - 3 - 29 - 21 AI 10 j 34 
MI.E •••• 209 I - 9 4 43 4 102 12 35 36 
MI .W •••• 61 - 1 4 2 13 - 20 to 11 37 
OH.N •••• 202 - - 10 :1 53 5 90 8 33 35 
OH.S •••• 201 - 1 22 6 28 3 85 12 44 37 
TN.E •••• 97 1 - .,. 

1 15 - 33 6 38 43 ~, 

TN.M •••• 121 I t 9 t 19 AI 33 5 48 4' TN. W •••• 118 2 1 11 11 34 3 46 7 3 29 

71fH ••• I- t 121 11 2 26 19 122 20 352 lO!; 464 45 

Il. N •••• 579 l' - 3 10 31 9 175 60 284 47 IL.C •••• 132 - 1 - - 6 - 33 AI SS 58 IL.S •••• 4l - I - - 13 - 10 3 16 41 
IN .N •••• 122 1 - 7 1 10 1 45 13 44 43 IN. S •••• 99 2 - 9 6 35 4 29 7 7 30 WI.E •••• 103 t - 6 1 22 5 41 15 12 35 WI .W •••• 43 - - 1 1 5 I 19 3 13 41 

8TH ••• au 3 2 34 19 143 25 291 53 114 36 

"R.E •••• 59 - - 4 6 9 5 28 3 .. 32 AR.W •••• 41 - - - - 6 5 18 4 8 39 IA. N •••• 55 - - - - AI 2 21 5 i1 43 IA.S •••• 29 - - 2 1 5 - 10 2 8 39 MH .••••• 102 2 1 8 - 28 4 37 7 15 34 MO.E •••• 83 - - 1 1 5 - 51 7 18 41 MO.W •••• 1(14 - I 2 - 14 3 56 9 t9 38 HE •••••• 52 - - 5 - 16 - 15 4 12 36 NO •••••• 84 1 - 4 6 29 3 32 5 .. 30 SO •••••• 76 - - 8 5 27 3 17 7 9 31 

- -- - - -~ --

PERCENT 
TO BE 
SUPERVISED 
2 YEARS 
OR MORE 

96.2 

97.1 
91.3 
88.3 

100.0 
94.6 
93.8 
98.7 
98.6 
96.8 

90.5 

98.2 
95.5 
93.B 
8e.S 
93./1) 
85,'c 
94.8 
90.1 
78.8 

94.8 -
S6.S 
99.2 
97.7 
92.6 
82.B 
92.2 
95.3 

91.5 

83.1 
'00.0 
100.C 
89.3 
85.2 
97.6 
97.1 
90." 
86.9 
82.9 

-- ----
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PROBATI0NE~S RECEIVED FROM JUDGES FOR SUPERVISION 8V DISTRICT ANn LENGTH OF TERM 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1990 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

-- TERM OF SUPERVISION (IN MONTHS) 

I CIRCUIT 60 AVG. 
AND 

24 I ~5-35 AND TERM 
DISTRICT TOTAl. 1-0 7-11 12 13-23 36 31-59 OVER (MOS.) 

9TH ••• 1 806 19 5 13 '9 '63 30 621 1\2 158 44 

AK ......... 10 - - 1 - i - 1 - 1 34 
AZ •••••• 230 - - 20 2 19 6 66 14 103 44 
CA.N •••• 206 - 1 7 1 15 4 72 11 95 45 
CA.E •••• 136 2 - 8 - 12 1 53 13 41 42 
CA.C •••• 459 3 2 10 10 33 9 170 29 192 44 
CA.S •••• 219 1 - 8 - 19 - 80 2 108 45 
HI •••••• 27 - 1 2 - 2 - 11 5 6 39 
10 .••••• 30 1 - 3 1 5 - 10 - 10 37 
MT ••••• ft 72 1 1 5 - 11 1 35 2 16 37 
NV •••••• 186 11 - 4 2 15 5 50 23 16 44 
OR •••••• 90 - - 1 1 5 - 24 5 :;4 so 
WA.E •••• 45 - - 2 - 8 1 18 - 16 41 
WI. .W •••• 98 - - 2 2 18 3 31 8 34 42 

10TH •• 675 14 2 29 11 82 15 239 72 211 41 

CO •••••• 154 11 - 5 3 13 3 44 14 61 42 
KS •••••• 94 t - 2 2 to 2 46 6 25 40 
NM •••••• 86 - - 3 1 6 I 42 7 26 42 
OK.N •••• 93 1 1 1 2 6 3 17 16 46 ,49 
OK.E •••• 30 - - - - 5 2 12 3 8 4! 
OK.W •••• 82 1 - 7 - 18 3 25 15 10 36 
UT •••••• 98 - - 8 2 8 t 37 8 34 42 
WY •••••• 38 - 1 3 1 16 - 13 3 1 29 

11TH •• 1".298 8 2 36 19 156 16 477 123 459 43 

AL.H •••• 1~9 1 - 2 5 21 " 59 13 34 40 
AL.M •••• 81 - - 4 - 20 1 39 3 14 36 
AL.S •••• 97 - .- t - - - 19 2 65 53 
FL.N •••• 54 - - - 1 5 - 20 3 25 46 
FL.M •••• 259 1 - 8 3 43 1 81 35 97 42 
FL.S •••• 370 3 2 10 2 42 2 157 43 109 41 
GA,N .••• 179 2 - 9 4 16 5 48 12 83 44 
GII..M •••• 70 - - 2 3 4 1 33 8 19 41 
GA.S •••• 57 1 - - 1 5 2 21 4 23 44 

I 

PERCENT 
TO BE 
SUPERVISED 
2 VEARS 
OR MORE 

93.6 

90.0 
90.4 
95.6 
92.6 
94.5 
95.9 
88.9 
03.3 
90.3 
90.9 
91.8 
95.6 
95.9 

91.7 

87.7 
94.7 
95.3 
94.6 

100.0 
90.2 
89.8 
86.8 

95.0 

94.2 
95. t 
98.9 
9B. , 
95.4 
95.4 
91.8 
92.9 
96.5 

_. __ .-
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TABLE E 7. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION WITHOUT VIOLATION AND WITH VIOLATION SHOWING VIOLATION TYPE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1990 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES. AND DECEASED) 

N 0 V I 0 L A T ION 
EARLY TERM TERM EXPIREO OTHERI 

TOTAL PER- PER- PER- PER-
TYPE OF SUPERVISION REMOVED TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT 

TOTAL •..•••.•.••.. 32,919 25,070 76.2 4,822 14.6 19,917 60.5 331 1.,0 

FROM COURTS 

JUDGE PROBATION .•.•••......•.•.....•. 13.016 10,747 82.6 2,402 18.5 8,177 62.B 16B 1.3 

U.S. MAGISTRATE PROBATION .......•...• 7,333 6,077 B2.9 1.255 17.1 4,713 65.1 49 0.7 

PRETRIAL DIVERSION .••....•..•.••.•... 6 6 100.0 0 0.0 6 100.0 0 0.0 

FROM INSTITU7IONS 

FEDERAL PAROLE ........................ 6,010 3,579 59.6 639 11.5 £,B59 47.6 31 0.5 

MANDATORY RELEASE ..•................. 3,519 2,854 81.1 23 0.7 2,B21 80.2 10 0.3 

MILITARY PAROLE ....•............•.... 426 377 88.5 53 12.4 321 75.4 3 0.7 

SPECIAL PAROLE TERM •............•.... 1,966 1,217 61.9 390 19.8 B12 41.3 15 O.B 

TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE •.......... 643 213 33.1 10 1.6 148 23.0 55 8.6 

-.---- ----- --- - -. 



I\) 
(.oJ 
""-l 

-" .. "". 

TOTAL 

7,B49 

2,269 

1,256 

o 

2,431 

665 

49 

749 

430 

TABLE E 7. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION WITHOUT VIOLATION AND WITH VIOLATION SHOWING VIOLATION TYPE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES, AND DECEASED) 

PER­
CENT 

23.B 

17.4 

17. 1 

0.0 

40.4 

lB.9 

11 .5 

38. \ 

66.9 

WIT H 
TECHNICAL2 

TOTAL 

5,473 

1,579 

967 

a 

1,626 

443 

39 

500 

319 

PER­
CENT 

16.6 

12. 1 

13.2 

0.0 

27.1 

12.6 

9.2 

25.4 

49.6 

V I 0 L A T ION 
MINOR3 MAJOR4 

TOTAL 

574 

177 

153 

a 

149 

41 

2 

29 

23 

PER­
CENT 

1.7 

1.4 

2.1 

0.0 

2.5 

1.2 

0.5 

1.5 

3.6 

TOTAL 

l,B02 

513 

136 

o 

656 

181 

B 

220 

BB 

PER­
CENT 

5.5 

3.9 

1.9 

0.0 

10.9 

5.1 

1.9 

11.2 

13.7 

TYPE OF SUPERVISION 

•.•••..•••.•• TOTAL 

FROM COURTS 

..•..•.....••••....... JUDGE PROBATION 

.•........•. U.s. MAGISTRATE PROBATION 

....•.......••..... PRETRIAL DIVERSION 

FROM INSTITUTIONS 

.............•..•...... FEDERAL PAROLE 

.................... MANDATORY RELEASE 

.........•............ MILITARV PAROLE 

..•.•......•...... SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 

........... TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 

DEPORTED, RELEASED TO MILITARY, HOSPITALIZED, RELEASED FROM SUPERVISION DURING APPEAL AND OTHER REMOVALS FOR 
REASONS NOT CONSTITUTING A VIOLATION OR NEW OFFENSE 

2 VIOLATION OF THE CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION OTHER THAN CONVICTION FOR A NEW OFFENSE. 

3 CONVICTION FOR MINOR OFFENSES SUCH AS DRUNK DRIVING, DISORDERLY CONDUCT, PETTY THEFT, TRAFFIC VIOLATION, ETC. 
WHEN SENTENCE IS 90 DAYS OR LESS IMPRISONMENT, OR ONE YEAR OR LESS PROBATION OR A FINE 

4 INVOLVEMENT IN OR CONVICTION OF A NEW MAJOR OFFENSE, INCLUDING ABSCONDED FROM CUSTODY. ARRESTED ON ANOTHER 
CHARGE OR CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TO MORE THAN 90 DAVS IMPRISONMENT, OR MORE THAN ONE VEAR PROBATION 



---------

TAIlLE F U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BANKRUPTCY PEnnONS COMMENCED. TERMINATED AND PENDING 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1989 AND 1990 

--- -- -- ---

CIRCUIT ---
FILINGS TERHINA nONS PENDING -- - PERCENT ---- ---

PERCENT I 
~- - --

-PERCEN AND 
DISTRICT 1989 1990 CHANGE 1989 1990 CHANGE 1989 • 1990 CHANGE 

-- --- ---

TOTAL- 642.993 - 725,484- --12.8- 577,848- 620,649 7.4 869,758 974.593 12;1 
-- ---- - -- --- -- --- -~---- r-----

DC ...... 1,082 1,029 -4.9 1,336 1,124 -15.9 1,840 1~145 -5.2 
- --

1ST. •• 12.304 19,092 55.2 7.920 10,980 38.6 19,221 27,333 42.2 
--- --- ---- - ------- -

HE ••••• II 1.053 1;453 38.0 976 994 1.8 1.543 2.002 29.7 
MA ...... 4,229 7,560 78.8 2,586 5,053 95.4 5.299 7.806 47.3 
NH ••••• ~ 1,027 1,837 78.9 1,029 1,051 2.1 1,237 2,023 E3.5 
RI •••••• 1,037 1,742 68.0 949 1,243 31.0 837 1,336 59.6 
PR ...... 4,958 6.500 31.1 2,380 2,639 10.9 10.305 14,166 37.5 

2ND ... 25,228 33,957 34.6 18.501 23,130 25.0 37,449 48,276 28.9 
---- - -- -- ---- --- - -- --

CT •••••• 2.967 4.364 47.1 2,579 3.240 25.6 2,788 3,912 40.3 
Ny.N .... 4.592 6,236 35.8 '1,810 3.449 90.6 8,418 11,205 33.1 
NY.E .... 7,249 9,861 36.0 5,518 5,966 8.1 8.518 12.413 45.7 
NY,S .... 4,679 6.625 41.6 3,281 4,476 36.4 9,037 11.186 23.8 
NY,H .... 5,394 6,325 17.3 5,074 5,552 9.4 8,221 8.994 9.4 
VT ...... 347 546 57.3 239 447 87.0 467 566 21.2 

3RD ... 23,561 29.356 24.6 23,739 19.831 -16.5 ' 41,224 50,749 23.1 

DE ...... 713 873 22.4 708 604 -14.7 1,524 1,793 17.7 
NJ •••••• 9,312 12,640 35.7 9,614 6,895 -28.3 18,045 23,790 31.8 
PA, E •••• 6,695 7,895 17.9 6,712 5,259 -21. 7 12.864 15,500 20.5 
PA,M •••• 2.573 3,318 29.0 1,860 1.642 -11.7 2,092 3,768 80.1 
PA,H •••• 4,248 4,606 8.4 4,845 5,431 12.1 6.503 5,678 -12.7 
VI •••••• 20 24 20.0 196 220 12.2 

4TH ... '41,252 47,501 15.1 38,129 39,813 4.4 55,031 62,719 14.0 
~- ----- r -------- -

MD •••••• 8,087 9,201 13.8 7,325 7,135 -2.6 10,004 12,070 20.7 
NC,E .... 3,158 3,711 17.5 3,354 3,504 4.5 4,668 4,875 4.4 
NC,H •••• 2,940 3,717 26.4 2,520 2,497 -.9 7,268 8,488 16.8 
NC,H •••• 2,844 3,267 14.~ 2,109 1.985 --5.9 6,012 7,294 21.3 
SC •••••• 4,606 4,811 4.5 3,946 4,142 5.0 7,162 7,831 9.3 
VA,E .... 11.731 14,315 22.0 10,979 11,722 6.8 9,851 12,444 26.3 
VA.H •••• 4.530 5.027 11.0 4,493 5,206 15.9 5,708 5,529 -3.1 
HV,N .... 1,001 1.075 7.4 1,074 1,118 4.1 1.231 1.188 -3.5 
HV.S .... 2,355 2,377 .9 2.329 2.504 7.5 3,127 3,000 --4.1 

5TH ... 63,730 65,269 2.4 63,'116 59,348 -7.2 100,015 105.936 5.9 

LA,E .... 5,010 5.009 5.103 4,706 -7.8 6,949 7,252 4.4 
LA,M •••• 1,645 1,688 2.6 1,750 2,053 17.3 3,745 3,380 -9.8 
LA,H •••• 5 18S7 6 1 248 6.1 7,724 5,690 -26.3 11,746 12,304 4.8 
MS.N •••• 2,858 3,470 21.4 2,219 2,299 3.6 3.297 4.468 35.5 
HS,S •••• 6,972 7,110 2.0 5,875 6,455 9.9 9,727 10.382 6.1 
TX, N •••• 15,193 15.580 2.5 13,303 13.421 .9 24,693 26,852 8.7 
TX,E •••• 2.805 2.986 6.5 2,844 2.223 -21.8 4,394 5,157 17.4 
TX,S •••• 12,149 11.694 -3.8 15,440 13,150 -14.8 20,081 18.625 -7.3 
TX.H •••• 11,211 11,484 2.4 9,658 9,351 -3.2 15,383 17 .516 13.9 

6TH ... 89,450 103.357 15.5 78,699 80.850 2.7 121,232 143.739 18.6 
------- - -- -- ---- -----

KY,E .... 5,365 6,447 20.2 4,702 5,607 19.2 1,919 10,759 8.S 
KY.H •••• 6,590 7,163 8.7 6,818 6,161 -9.6 5.992 6.994 16.7 
HI,E •••• 11,563 13,106 13.3 11,137 11,164 .2 10,988 12.930 17.7 
HI,H •••• 4,924 5.645 14.6 4,199 4.775 13.7 7,589 8.459 11.5 
DH.N .... 14.925 17 ,013 14.0 13.798 15.374 11.4 17,621 19,260 9.3 
DH,S •••• 16,811 19,749 17.5 15,261 16,027 5.0 20.324 24.046 18.3 
TN.E •••• 7,602 9,709 27.7 7,200 5.976 -17.0 10.550 14.283 35.4 
TN,H •••• 9,225 10,124 16.2 5,161 6,476 25.5 17,769 22.017 23.9 
TN, H •••• 12,445 13.801 10.9 10,423 9,290 -10.9 20,480 24.991 22.0 

----
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C 1 RCUIT 
AND 

ISTRICT 

7TH ••• 

L,N •••• 
L,e •••• 
L,S .... 
N,H .... 
H,S .... 
I,E .... 
1,1'1 .... 

8TH ... 

R,E .... 
R,H •••• 
A,N .... 
A,S •••• 
N ...... 
O,E .... 
0,1'1 •••• 
E ...... 
D ...... 
0 ...... 

9TH ... 

K ...... 
z ...... 
A,N .... 
A,E .... 
A,C •••• 
A,S .... 
, 1 ...... 
0 ...... I 

.T 
NI{ 
u 

...... 
· ..... 

R ...... 
A,E .... 
A,H •••• 

G 
N 

UAM .... 
MI ••.•• 

-lOTH •• 

D ...... C 
K 
N 
OK 
OK 
o 
UT 
HY 

s ...... 
M ...... 

,N .... 
,E .... 

K,H •••• · ..... · ..... 
11TH •• 

L,N •••• A 
AL 
A 
FL 
F 
F 
GA 
G 
G 

,H .... 
L,S .... 

,N .... 
L,M •••• 
L,S •••• 

,N .... 
A,M •••• 
A,S •••• 

·Revised 

1989 I 
61,780 

23,254 
6,364 
2,878 
7,467 

12,537 
6,147 
3,133 

40,148 

4,021 
1,973 
2,023 
2,900 

11,613 
6,291 
5,735 
3,282 
1,092 
1,218 

156,429 

1,370 
14,854 
18,835 
18,021 
52,582 
9,863 

855 
3,921 
1,907 
5,742 

10,135 
4,281 

14,017 
43 
3 

52,351 

18,279 
7,265 
3,402 
4,191. 
1,616 
8,286 
7,916 
1,396 

75,678 

14,035 
4,341 
2,505 
2,016 

17 ,003 
6,236 

17,385 
6,818 
5,339 

TABLE F U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 

DURING THE THElVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1989 AND 1990 

FILINGS 

1990 

68,228 
-

25,242 
7,127 
3,452 
7,862 

14,326 
6,7e7 
3,512 

45,933 

4,474 
2,361 
2,269 
3,246 

13,994 
7,023 
6,363 
3,783 
1,055 
1,365 

163,383 

1,175 
17,719 
18,610 
18,383 
55,715 
10,517 

909 
4,064 
1,783 
6,154 

11,276 
3,914 

13,114 
48 

2 

53,012 

17 ,081 
8,133 
3,964 
4,073 
1,585 
8,679 
8,047 
1, 1~50 

95,367 
-

17,200 
4,819 
2,705 
2,257 

21,562 
8,117 

23,859 
7,908 
6,940 

PER CENT 
NGE CHA 

-

-

1 

1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
-
1 

0.4 

8.5 
2.0 
9.9 
5.3 
4.3 
9.1 
2.1 

4.4 

1.3 
9.7 
2.2 
1.9 
0.5 
1.6 
1.0 
5.3 
3.4 
2.1 

.- -

4.4 

4.2 
9.3 
1.2 
2.0 
6.0 
6.6 
6.3 
3.6 
6.5 
7.2 
1.3 
8.6 
6.5 
1.6 
3.3 

-1 
1 
-

-
1 
-
-
1 

-3 

-

-
1.3 

6.6 
1.9 
6.5 
2.8 
1.9 
4.7 
1.7 
3.9 

1 
1 
--

2 

2 
1 

1 
2 
3 
3 
1 
3 

6.0 

2.6 
1.0 
8.0 
2.0 
6.8 
0.2 
7.2 
6.0 
0.0 

TERMI NA TI ONS 

1989 1990 

61,130 66,791 ----
25,171 26,701 
5,904 6,818 
2,707 2,678 
6,527 7,326 

11,738 13,809 
5,841 6,331 
3,242 3,128 

40,139 40,438 

3,513 4,538 
1,979 1,976 
2,767 2,151 
3,444 2,718 

11,424 12,058 
5,166 6,086 
5,644 5,247 
3,290 2,987 
1,210 1,217 
1,702 1,460 

137,217 153,500 
~--~-

1,246 1,431 
10,275 15,344 
16,387 17,657 
15,018 18,920 
48,069 49,063 
6,884 9,962 
1,079 1,152 
3,724 3,729 
2,251 1,860 
4,487 5,926 
9,277 9,930 
5,358 4,357 

13,105 14,124 
56 43 

1 2 

45,304 

14,415 
6,065 
2,904 
5,044 
1,581 
7,705 
6,115 
1,475 

61,818 

11,899 
3,160 
2,961 
1,972 

12,541 
5,019 

15,398 
5,183 
3,685 

239 

52,181 

19,103 
5,798 
3,713 
3,875 
1,562 
7,924 
8,848 
1,358 

72,663 

13,308 
3,859 
2,687 
2,089 

14,448 
6,968 

18,367 
5,593 
5,344 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 1989 

9.3 71,621 

6.1 32,749 
15.5 6,017 
-1.1 2,247 
12.2 8,617 
17.6 11,205 
8.4 6,901 

-3.5 3,885 

.7 48,689 
---- ~ -

29.2 8,178 
-.2 2,956 

-22.3 2,171 
-21.1 2,696 

5.5 12,425 
17.8 7,106 
-7.0 4,974 
-9.2 4,778 

.6 1,201 
-14.2 2,204 

11.9 208,885 
------

14.8 1,783 
49.3 26,125 
7.8 29,966 

26.0 23,677 
2.1 59,284 

44.7 18,139 
6.8 1,686 

.1 5,334 
-17.4 2,322 

32.1 10,339 
7.0 10,546 

-18.7 5,112 
7.8 14,503 

-23.2 59 
100.0 10 

15.2 66,008 
-----~----

3:l.5 24,706 
-4.4 11,050 
27.9 4,653 

-23.2 3,507 
-1.2 894 

2.8 7,918 
44.7 11,315 
-7.9 1,965 

17.5 98,543 
----------

11.8 21,324 
22.1 6,528 
-9.3 2,719 
5.9 2,459 

15.2 18,710 
38.8 7,041 
19.3 20,777 
7.9 10,079 

45.0 8,906 

-, 

PENDING 
PERCENT 

1990 CHANGE 
------- - -

73,058 2.0 

31,290 -4.5 
6,326 5.1 
3,021 34.4 
9,153 6.2 

11,722 4.6 
7,277 5.4 
4,269 9.9 

54,184 11.3 

8,114 -.8 
3,341 13.0 
2,289 5.4 
3,224 19.6 

14,361 15.6 
8,043 13.2 
6,090 22.4 
5,574 16.7 
1,039 -13.5 
2,109 -4.~J 

218,768 4.7 

1,527 -14.4 
28,500 9.1 
30,919 3.2 
23,140 -2.3 
65,936 11.2 
18,694 3.1 
1,443 -14.4 
5,669 6.3 
2,245 -3.3 

10,567 2.2 
11,892 12.8 

4,669 -8.7 
13,493 -7.0 

64 8.5 
10 

66,839 1.3 

22,684 -8.2 
13,385 21.1 

4,904 5.4 
3,705 5.6 

917 2.6 
8,673 9.5 

10,514 -7.1 
2,057 4.7 

121,247 23.0 

25,216 18.3 
7,488 14.7 
2,737 .7 
2,627 6.8 

25,824 38.0 
8,190 16.3 

26,269 26.4 
12,394 23.0 
10,502 17.9 



TABLE F-2 U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BUSINESS AND NONBUSINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE PETITIONS COHHE~CED, BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 

DURING THE TWELVE HoNTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

-~-
-

CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL NON 
AND TOTAL CHAP. CHAP. CHAP. CHAP. BUSINESS CHAP. CHAP. CHAP. CHAP_ BUSINESS CHAP. CHAP.' C. 

DISTRICT FILINGS 7 11 12 13 FILINGS* 7 11 12 13 FILINGS 7 11 
-- - - - -- - --

TOTAL. •• 725,484 505,332 19,591 1,351 199,186 64,688 37,161 17,475 1,351 8,617 660,196 468,171 2,116 190,: 

DC •••••• 1,029 511 81 431 114 28 18 S 915 483 9 

1ST ••• 1~,092 11,213 1,269 12 6,538 3,175 1,458 1,167 12 538 15,917 9,815 102 6, 

HE •••••• 1,453 1,104 31 318 273 186 31 56 1,180 918 
HA ...... 7,560 5,552 826 1 1,181 1,574 734 762 1 17 5,986 4,818 64 1, 
NH ...... 1,837 1,520 141 176 369 220 131 18 1,468 1,300 10 
RI •••••• 1,742 1,524 105 113 253 152 90 11 1,489 1,372 15 
PRo ..... 6,500 1,573 166 11 4,750 106 166 153 11 376 5,794 1,407 13 4,-_ 

2ND ... 33,951 26,169 1,'380 20 5,181 3,414 1,415 1,814 20 158 30,543 24,754 166 5,~ 

CT ...... 4,:M4 3,658 195 511 344 173 160 11 4.020 3,485 35 !> 
NY.N .... 6,:;::36 5,127 129 8 972 618 381 119 8 104 5,618 4,740 10 8 
NY,E. ... 9,861 7,682 445 1,733 682 279 385 17 9,179 7,403 60 1,7 
NY,S .... 6,625 4,967 1,052 1 600 1,301 283 1,004 1 8 5,324 4,684 4B !> 
NY.H .... 6,325 4,286 136 8 1,895 236 104 124 8 6,089 4,182 I? 1,8 
VT ...... 546 449 23 3 10 233 189 22 3 18 313 260 1 

3RD ... 29,356 19,712 1,324 6 8,254 2,588 1,298 1,124 6 160 26,768 18,4i'4 200 8,0 

DE ...... 873 663 22 188 39 19 19 1 834 644 3 1 
NJ •• ~ ••• 12,640 8,663 599 1 3,377 1,034 520 474 1 39 11,606 8,143 125 3,3 
PA,E •••• 7,895 3,996 356 1 3,542 564 222 315 1 26 7.331 3.774 41 3,5 
PA,H •••• 3,318 2,701 107 2 508 456 286 103 2 65 2,862 2,415 4 4 
PA,H •••• 4,606 3,738 231 2 635 484 248 206 2 28 4.122 3,490 25 6 
VI •••••• 24 11 9 4 11 3 7 1 13 8 2 

4TH ••• 47,501 30,729 1,412 39 15.320 5.456 3,301 1.344 39 7'11 42,045 27,428 68 14,5 
T 

HD ...... 9,201 5.952 337 2 2.910 883 472 321 2 88 8,318 5,480 16 2,8 
NC,E .... 3,711 2,098 93 24 1,496 531 272 89 24 146 3,180 1,826 4 1,3 
NC,H •••• 3,717 911 85 3 2,718 394 220 B5 3 86 3.323 691 2,6 
NC,H •••• 3.267 1,086 118 2,062 214 82 106 25 3,053 1,004 12 2,0 
SC ...... 4,811 2.451 191 4 2,165 335 139 166 4 26 4,476 2,312 25 2,1 
VA.E .... 14,315 10,967 407 2 2.939 2,135 1,429 398 .2 306 12,180 9,538 9 2,6 
VA,H •••• 5,027 4.1!10 87 3 747 591 439 86 3 63 4,436 3,751 1 6 
HV,N .... 1,075 949 37 89 139 90 36 13 936 859 1 
HV ,S •••• 2,317 2,125 57 1 194 234 158 57 1 18 2,143 1,967 1 

5TH ••• 65,i!69 41,148 2,603 196 21,318 7,549 3,939 2,331 196 1.079 57,120 37,209 272 20,2 

LA, E .... 5,009 3,718 206 1,085 270 107 160 3 4,739 3,611 46 1,0-
LA,H •••• 1,688 1,194 58 3 433 144 87 51 3 3 1,544 1,107 7 4 
LA.H •••• 6,248 4,226 177 65 1,780 881 536 174 65 106 5,367 3,690 3 1,6 
HS,N •••• 3,470 2.255 53 18 1,144 175 88 52 18 17 3,295 2,167 1 1,1-
HS,S .... 7,110 4,337 87 15 2,671 107 23 66 15 3 7,003 4,314 21 2,6 
TX,H .... 15,580 9,179 737 63 5,598 2,747 1,531 700 63 450 12,833 7,648 37 5,1 
TX,E. ••• 2,986 2,044 226 5 711 635 314 196 5 120 2,351 1,730 30 5 
TX,S .... 11,694 7,428 607 15 3,643 1,550 751 549 15 234 10,144 6,677 58 3,4 
TX,H •••• 11,484 6,767 452 12 4,253 1,040 502 383 12 143 10,444 6,265 69 4,l-

6TH ••• 103,357 66,039 1,624 137 35,555 6,080 3,558 1,539 137 844 97,277 62,481 85 34,7 

Ky,E .... 6,447 5,022 60 9 1,356 763 577 59 9 118 5,684 4,445 1 1,2 
Ky,H •••• 7,163 5,610 82 13 1,458 416 296 80 13 27 6,741 5,314 2 1,4-
HI,E .... 13,106 10,046 328 19 2,713 838 430 312 19 17 12,268 9,616 16 2,6~ 
HI,H .... 5,645 3,939 123 19 1,564 851 530 121 19 181 4,794 3,409 2 1,3 
OH,H .... 17 ,013 13,467 193 33 3,319 896 566 187 33 109 16,117 12,901 6 3,2 
OH,S .... 19,749 14,090 396 26 5,237 852 408 371 26 41 18,897 13,682 19 5,1-
TN,E .... 9,709 5,500 74 7 4.128 356 231 70 7 48 9,353 5,269 4 4,0_ 
TH,H .... 10,724 4,699 219 5 5,801 895 453 203 5 234 9,829 4,246 16 5,5-
TN,H .... 13,801 3,666 149 6 9,979 213 67 130 6 9 13,588 3,599 19 9,91 

- --- --
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_RCUIT 

TABLE F-2 U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BUSINESS AND NONBUSINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE PETITIONS CO~KENCEO, BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 

DURIt:G THE THELVE HoNTH PERIOD L';OED JUNE 30, 1990 
iCONTINUED) 

TOTAL NON-
AIIO TOTAl CHAP. 

7 
CHAP. 

11 
CHAP. 

12 

TOTAl 
CHAP. BUSINESS 

13 FILINGS. 
CHAP. CHAP. CHAP. CHAP. BUSINESS CHAP. CHAP. CHAP. 

_STRICT FILINGS 7 11 12 13 FILINGS 7 11 13 

7TH ••• 

,II .. .. 
_,C .. .. 
_, S •••• 
.• ,N •••• 
."S •••• 
I,E .. .. 
I,H .. .. 

8TH •• , 

R,E ... . 
R,H .. .. 
A,II .. .. 
A,S .. .. 
N .... .. 
O,E ... . 
O,K •••• 
E ..... . 
D .... .. 
D .... .. 

68,228 55,688 

25,242 
7,127 
3,452 
7,862 

14,326 
6,707 
3,512 

18,003 
6,300 
2,8"'0 
6,790 

13,066 
5,797 
2,892 

"'5,933 33,321 

"',.,.74 
2,361 
2,269 
3.246 

13,994 
7,023 
6,363 
3,183 
1,055 
1,365 

2,103 
1,726 
2,100 
2,871 

10,039 
4,556 
5,311 
2,514 

932 
1,169 

952 

344 
62 
50 

145 
117 

76 
98 

749 

64 
57 
55 
25 

198 
81 

143 
77 
22 
27 

141 11,447 

,. 
35 
22 
11 
25 
12 
32 

6,891 
730 
540 
916 

1,058 
822 
490 

367 11,486 

21 
9 

28 
9 

37 
11 
45 
79 
53 
75 

2,286 
569 

86 
335 

3,720 
2,375 

8H 
1,110 

48 
93 

4,565 

1,117 
363 
628 
581 
497 
558 
821 

5,319 

300 
199 
621 
394 

1,561 
283 
928 
452 
227 
348 

3,163 

711 
245 
492 
383 
276 
421 
629 

3.634 

143 
104 
510 
338 

1,140 
186 
651 
213 
134 
215 

913 141 348 63,663 52,525 --------
330 4 

59 35 
50 22 

140 11 
168 25 

69 12 
97 32 

736 367 

61 21 
54 ') 
54 ·28 
24 9 

198 37 
81 11 

142 45 
74 79 
22 53 
26 75 

66 24,125 
24 6,764 
64 2,824 
47 7,281 
28 13.!!.29 
56 6,:'49 
63 2,691 

17 ,286 
6,055 
2,348 
6,407 

12,790 
5,376 
2,263 

578 40,614 29.693 

75 
32 
35 
23 

186 
5 

90 
83 
18 
31 

4,174 
2,162 
1,642 
2.852 

12,433 
6,740 
5,435 
3,331 

828 
1,017 

1,960 
1,622 
1,590 
2,539 
8,8'.19 
4,370 
4,660 
2,301 

798 
954 

39 11,099 

14 6,825 
3 706 

476 
5 869 
9 1,030 
7 766 
1 427 

13 10,908 

3 2,211 
3 537 
1 51 
1 312 

3,534 
2,370 

1 774 
3 1,027 

30 
1 62 

9TH... 163,383 ~22,704 4,573 205 35,899 13,764 7,604 3,750 205 2,203 149,619 15,100 823 33,696 

K ..... . 
Z ..... . 
A,N .. .. 
A,E .. .. 
A,C •••• 
A,S .. .. 
I .... .. 
0 ..... . 
T .... .. 
V .... .. 
H. ...... ~ .. 
A,E .. .. 
A,H •••• 
UAH .... 
MI ••••• 

10TH •• 

0 .... .. 
S .... .. 
M .... .. 
K,N ... . 

;o;K,E .. .. 
K,H ... . 
T ..... . 
y .... .. 

11TH •• 

L.N .. .. 
L.M .. .. 
.L,S .. .. 
l,N .. .. 
L.H .. .. 
L,S .. .. 
A,N .. .. 
·A,H .••. 
A,S .... 

1,175 960 69 
17.719 13,073 1,080 
18,610 12,982 579 
18,383 14,535 381 
55,715 43,942 1,359 
10,517 6,613 240 

909 768 47 
4,064 2,699 60 
1,783 1,548 27 
6,154 4,268 209 

11,276 8,102 128 
3,914 3,114 94 

13,114 10,055 297 
48 44 2 
2 1 1 

3 
6 

36 
6 
3 
1 

27 
54 

3 
30 
30 

6 

146 
3,563 
5,043 
3,430 

10,407 
3,661 

93 
1,278 

154 
1,674 
3,016 

676 
2,756 

2 

53,012 42,382 934 138 9,554 

17,081 
8.133 
3,964 
4,013 
1,585 
8,619 
8,041 
1,450 

------------------------
12,748 253 34 

6,493 144 32 
3,457 127 5 
3.763 82 1 
1,446 26 9 
7,622 100 46 
5,584 154 6 
1,269 48 5 

4,044 
1,464 

375 
227 
103 
911 

2,302 
128 

176 
2,502 
1,976 
1,632 
2,867 

548 
103 
391 
218 
342 
930 
451 

1,615 
12 

1 

6,166 

2,827 
597 
332 
455 
194 
926 
109 
126 

80 
1,239 
1,084 

872 
1,740 

307 
58 

189 
111 
130 
410 
257 

1,118 
9 

4,429 

2,182 
31',1 
178 
344 
147 
723 
433 
61 

62 
966 
476 
347 
920 
19& 
44 
55 
24 

182 
119 

90 
267 

1 
1 

871 

246 
139 
107 
80 
22 
99 

135 
43 

3 
6 

36 
6 
3 
1 

27 
54 

3 
30 
30 

6 

138 

34 999 
294 15,217 
410 16,634 
376 16,751 
200 52,848 

42 9,969 
M6 

120 3,673 
29 1,565 
27 5,812 

371 10,346 
74 3,463 

224 11,499 
2 36 

1 

724 46,846 

34 363 14,254 
32 65 7,536 

5 42 3,632 
1 30 3,618 
9 15 1,391 

46 58 7,753 
6 134 7,338 
5 17 1,324 

880 
11,834 
11,898 
13,663 
42,202 

6,306 
710 

2,510 
1,437 
4,138 
7,692 
2,857 
8,937 

35 
1 

37,953 
r-

10,566 
6,132 
3,279 
3,419 
1,299 
6,899 
5,151 
1,208 

7 112 
114 3,269 
103 4,633 

34 3,054 
439 10,207 
44 3,619 

3 93 
5 1,158 
3 125 

27 1,6/t7 
9 2,645 
4 602 

30 2,532 
1 

63 8.830 

7 3,681 
5 1,399 

20 333 
2 197 
4 88 
1 853 

19 2,168 
5 111 

95,367 55,590 2,084 90 37,603 6,498 3,334 1,808 90 1,266 88,869 52,256 276 36,337 
1-----+--~------~-====F====9===------~--17,200 

4,819 
2,705 
2,257 

21,562 
8,117 

23,859 
7,908 
6,940 

6,919 
1,737 
2,133 
1,992 

18,423 
6,995 

11,115 
3,952 
2,324 

179 
45 
57 

126 
711 
364 
454 

81 
67 

10 10,092 
8 3,029 
3 512 
7 132 

11 2,417 
1 757 
3 12,287 

34 3,841 
13 4,536 

1,181 624 154 10 393 16,019 6,295 25 9,699 
246 141 42 8 55 4,573 1,596 3 2,914 
76 36 36 3 1 2,629 2,097 21 511 

264 128 113 7 16 1,993 1,864 13 116 
1,562 803 60B 11 140 20,000 17,620 103 2,217 

685 363 318 1 3 7,432 6,632 46 754 
2 1 087 1,064 406 3 614 21,772 10,051 48 11,673 

241 101 76 34 30 7,667 3,851 5 3,811 
156 74 55 13 14 6,784 2,250 12 4,522 

* THESE FIGURES INCLUDE THE FOLLoHING PETITIONS NOT REFLECTED ELSEHHERE: 
HY,E .••• SECTION 304 = 01 Ny,S •••• SECTION 304 ~ o~ VT •••••• CHAPT 7 SB = 01 
HC,H •.•• CHAPT 7 S8 = 01 TX,N •.•• SECTION 304 D 03 TX,S •••• CHAPT 7 sa ~ 01 
OH,N •••• CHAPT 7 S8 = 01 TN/H •••• SECTION 304 - 01 NE •••••• CHAPTER 9 - 03 
so .•••.• CHAPT 7 S8 = 01 CA,E •••• CHAPTER 9 = 01 CA,C •••• SECTION 304 = 01 
CO •••••• CHAPTER 9 c 01 CO ••..•• SECTION 304 a 01 DK,E •••• CHAPTER 9 cOl 
UT •.•••• CHAPTER 9 = 01 

241 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 
-

TOTAL. •• 

DC •••••• 

1ST ••• 

HF •••••• 
HA ...... 
NH ...... 
RI •••••• 
PR ...... 

2ND ••• 

CT ...... 
NY.N •••• 
NY.E. ... 
NY,S •••• 
NY,H .... 
VT ...... 

3RD ... 

DE. ..... 
HJ •••••• 
PA.E .... 
PA,H •••• 
PA,H •••• 
Vi •••••• 

4TH ••• 

HD •••••• 
IIC,E .... 
IIC,H •••• 
tlC,H •• ,. 
SC ...... 
VA,E .... 
VA,H •••• 
HV.N .... 
HV.S .... 

5TH ••• 

LA.E .... 
LA,H •• ,. 
LA.H •• " 
HS.N •••• 
HS,S .... 
TX,N •••• 
TX,E .... 
TX.S .... 
TX,H •••• 

6TH ... 

Ky.E .... 
KY,H .... 
HI, E •••• 
HI,H ... , 
OH,N •••• 
OH.S .... 
TN,E .... 
TN,H •••• 
TN,H .... 

--

PENDING 
JULY 1, 
1989 " 

--- ---

87,529 

191 

2,092 

274 
1,035 

274 
133 
376 

5,560 

699 
508 
757 

3.035 
522 
39 

6,306 

178 
2.511 
1,576 

531 
1,499 

11 

6,182 

1.705 
216 
292 

1.225 
563 

1,108 
576 
214 
283 

9,292 

1,269 
322 
554 
350 
642 

1.948 
494 

2.272 
1,441 

10,013 

644 
347 

1,019 
1,294 
1.484 
1,418 
1,422 
1,435 

950 

"Revised 

FILED 
- - - -

55,383 

115 

1,464 

185 
846 
158 
142 
133 

4,171 

565 
495 
743 

1,948 
351 
69 

4,135 

107 
1,560 
1,454 

363 
643 

8 

4,098 

953 
319 
228 
319 
572 
920 
541 
113 
133 

5,329 

325 
136 
438 
228 
570 

1,422 
310 
886 

1.014 

6,366 

364 
314 

1,137 
460 

1,882 
879 
408 
494 
428 

TABLE F-8 
U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 

ADVERSARY PROCEEDINGS COHHENCED, 
TERHINATED, AND PEIlDING 

UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY CODE 
DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

I -PENDING --:-] CIRCUIT 
JUNE 30, AND 

TERHINATED 1990 DISTRICT 
- -- ---- -- --- -

52,082 90,830 7TH ••• 

151 155 IL,N •••• 

1,320 2,236 
IL,C •••• 
IL,S •••• 
1N,N •••• 

211 248 IN,S •••• 
769 1,112 HI,E •••• 
172 260 HI,H .... 
80 195 
88 421 8TH ... 

2,547 7,184 AR,E .... 
AR,R •••• 

399 865 lA,N .... 
232 771 lA,S •••• 
411 1.089 MN •••••• 

1.061 3,922 HO,E .... 
409 464 HO,H .... 
35 73 liE •••••• 

110 ...... 
3,772 6,669 SO ...... 

85 200 9TH ••• 
854 3,217 

1,084 1,946 AK •••••• 
358 536 AZ •••••• 

1,391 751 CA,N .... - 19 CA,E .... 

3,253 7,027 
CA,C •••• 
CA,S .... 
HI •••••• 

515 2,143 10 •••• ,. 
315 220 HT •••••• 
169 351 NV •••••• 
430 1,114 OR ...... 
440 695 HA,E .... 
622 1,406 HA.H •••• 
541 576 GUAH •••• 

89 238 NHI. •••• 
132 284 

10TH •• 
6,059 8,562 

CO ...... 
679 915 KS ...... 
213 245 NH •••••• 
378 614 OK.N •••• 
195 383 OK.E .... 
458 754 OK,H •••• 

1.569 1,801 UT ...... 
344 460 HY ...... 

1,215 1,943 
1,008 1,447 lITH •• 

5,566 10,813 AL.N .... 

328 680 
AL,H .... 
AL,S •••• 

328 333 FL,N •••• 
991 1,165 FL,H •••• 
461 1,293 FL,S •••• 

1,564 1,802 GA,N •••• 
851 1,446 GA,H •••• 
333 1.497 GA,S .... 
418 1,511 
292 1.086 

242 

-

PENDING 
JULY 1, 

1989 
-- ----

5,578 
-- - --

1,529 
1,351 

256 
778 
883 
503 
278 

3,436 
- - - - -

319 
184 
246 
334 
833 
342 
396 
498 
110 
174 

26,380 
--- -

291 
1,911 
3,287 
3,677 
9,820 
1,304 

377 
468 
190 

1,230 
754 
846 

2,218 
5 
2 

6,515 
-- --- --

1,311 
1,035 

541 
832 

85 
931 

1,642 
138 

5,984 

620 
163 
422 
469 

2.032 
270 

1,478 
281 
249 

- - -- - -

4,114 
- ---

1,244 
668 
279 
561 
713 
375 
274 

3,500 
-- -

319 
127 
245 
232 
704 
728 
387 
5,S8 

83. 
109 

12,454 

217 
1,217 
1,841 

996 
4,156 

702 
111 
364 
276 
455 
831 
267 

1,019 
2 -

4,315 
-- -- - --

1,269 
918 
316 
366 

93 
512 
725 
116 

5,322 

835 
199 
338 
119 

1,415 
625 
991 
406 
394 

-- -

4,338 
--- --

1,282 
878 
251 
626 
624 
406 
271 

3,464 
-----

344 
109 
272 
163 
966 
428 
483 
489 
76 

134 

12,407 
- - -

152 
817 

2,310 
1,629 
3,267 

795 
82 

315 
154 
477 
770 
417 

1,219 
3 
-

4.557 
-- -~ 

1.~'49 
6S8 
3i'4 
395 
100 
612 
896 

73 

4,648 

867 
1611 
266 
90 

1,200 
519 
864 
349 
325 

PENDI .. 
.IUNE :. 

1990 

5,3", 

1,49 
1,14 

21: 
71 
97 
47 
28 

3,47 

29 
2(. 
21 
4v 
57 
6~ 
3(. 
57 
11 
1, 

26,4:. 

3;;.: 
2,3_ 
2,8 
3,0. 

10,7_ 
1,2 

4~ 
5_ 
3 

1,2_ 
8 
6, 

2,0_ 

6,21 

1,L 
1,2, 

4_ 
8~ 

( 

8 
1,41 

L 

6,6", 

5_ 
1. 
4, 
4, 

2,2 
3( 

1,6_ 
3~ 
3 
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Table G-1 
U.S. Court of International Trade 

Summary of All Cases Filed and Terminated 
Twelve Month Periods Ended September 30, 1989 and 1990 

Summary of Workload 1989 1990 

Cases Pending on October 1 ........... - . 5,735 4,480 

Total Cases Filed ................ , ..... 858 720 

Total Cases Terminated .......... ' ....... 2,113 1,727 
After Trial, Hearing or Submission ......... 113 78 
After Submission on Agreed 

Statement of Facts .................. 729 904 
After Dispositive Orders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68 47 
After DismiSisal ................ " ..... 1,203 698 

Cases Pending on September 30 . . . . . . . . ... 4,480 3,473 

243 

Increase! 
Decrease 

-1,255 

-138 

-386 
-35 

175 
-21 

-505 

-1,007 
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Source of Appeal 

Total * ••..••••••••... 

Board of Contract 
Appeals ••••••••••••••••• 

Court of International 
frade •••••••••••• ~ •••••• 

Court of VeteraniO 
Appeals •••••••••••••••• G 

Department of Veterans 
Affairs ••••••••••••••••• 

u.s. Claims Court .......... 
u.s. District Courts •••••• 
International Trade 

Commission ••••••••••• 8 •• 

Merit Systems Protection 
Board e •••••••••••••••••• 

Patent and Trademark 
Office •••••••••••••••••• 

Writs ** .........•........• 

Tabl.Go G-2 

u.s. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
Appeals Filed, !rerminated, and Pending 

During the !rwelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1990 

!rerminations 
Pending 

I I July 1, 
1989 Filed !rotal By Judges 

635 1,466 1,393 842 

T 
60 84 89 57 

55 39 57 50 

- 2 2 -
- 5 - -

46 172 110 77 
214 308 328 254 

8 8 10 7 

168 687 630 267 

79 131 136 102 
5 30 31 28 

* There were no appeals .tran decisions of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
Secretary of Commerce, or the General Accounting Office. 

** This category includes' writs of mandamus, other extraordinary writs, 
petitions for permission to appeal and discretionary petitions for r8Vi8ll~ 

other I 
pending 

Percent June 30, 
Reversed 1990 

551 11.0 708 

32 11.0 55 

7 19.0 37 

2 - -
- - 5 

33 8.0 108 
74 18.0 194 

3 20.0 6 

363 4.0 225 

34 16.0 74 
3 - 4 

--
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Table G-3a 
Report of the U.S. Claims Court 

Cases Filed, Disposed Of, and Pending 
for the Year Ended September 30, 1990 

Pending Pending 
October 1, September 30, 

1989 Filed Disposed 1990 
Com- Plain- Com- Plain- Com- I Plain~ Com- Plain-

Type of Case plaints tiffs plaints tiffs plaints tiffs plaints tiffs 

Total Cases •••••••• 1,939 37,217 787 12,534 793 15,348 1,933 34,403 
~'~~~------~~~--+-----~------~~~~--r---------------~------r---~~--------~----

Service Pay............... 85 89 49 337 46 46 88 380 
Civilian Pay.............. 112 31,514 78 6,413 68 14,533 122 23,394 
Contract.................. 810 882 341 434 358 407 793 909 
Indian.................... 37 3,506 5 5 7 11 35 3,500 
Indian (transfer)......... 13 13 - - 1 1 12 12 
Patent.................... 34 34 4 4 14 14 24 24 
Property (taken).......... 107 152 46 1,044 33 35 120 1,161 
Tax....................... 613 864 192 4,224 162 162 643 4,926 
Declaratory judgments 

(tax exempt)............ 3 3 - - 2 2 1 1 
Renegotiation............. 1 1 - - - - 1 1 
Transportation............ 11 45 15 15 4 38 22 22 
Miscellaneous............. 95 96 36 37 79 80 52 53 
oil spilL................ 5 5 2 2 3 3 4 4 
Declaratory judgments 

(contract).............. 3 3 19 19 15 15 7 7 
Tris...................... 10 10 - - 1 1 9 9 
Congressional 

Reference Cases*........ 7 7 - - 1 1 6 6 
Vaccine 

Compensation*.~......... 151 151 1,492 1,492 136 136 1,507 1,507 

*The Congressional Reference Cases are received pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1492 and the Vaccine Cases are received 
pursuant to 42 U.s.c. Section 300a~-1 et seq. These figures are not reflected in the totals above. 
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Table G-3b 
Report of the U.S. Claims Court 

Judgments and Appeals 
for the Year Ended September 30, 1990 

Amount of Judgments 

Number of complaints disposed of ...•••..•....••..••......•••.••.•••.•. 
Number of plaintiffs disposed of •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Amount claimed ................................ 0 Itt ........................... II ...................... 0 ............ .. 

Judgments for plaintiffs ..... tt ................................................................................ .. 

Amount of above judgments for plaintiffs carrying interest •••••••••••• 
Judgments on defendants' counterclaims or offsets ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Amount of above judgments for defendants on counterclaims or 

offsets carrying interest ..••......•..•..•.••...•.•.••.•.••....••.•• 

Appeals to the u.s. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 

Appeals pending October 1, 1989 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Appeals filed October 1, 1989 to September 30, 1990 ••••••••••••••••••• 
Appeals terminated October 1, 1989 to September 30, 1990 •••••••••••••• 

Aff irmed ........................ ~ .......................................................................... e ................ .. 

Reversed (including those in part) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Dismissed .............................. ............. :.J .................................................................. .. 

Appeals pending September 30, 1990 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

246 

7':J 
15,48 

$1,516,918,50 
$303,642,86 
$187,875,12 

$7,445,15 

$1,056,84 

7 
15 
11.1 

6 
1 
3 

12 
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CIRCUIT CRIHINAL PSA 
AND DEFENDANTS CASES •• 

DISTRICT FILEDI ACTIVATED2 

TOTAL. •. 54,193 46,101 

1ST. •• 1,555 1,352 

HE •••••• 159 138 
HA •••••• 543 483 
NH •••••• 159 124 
RI •••••• 152 38 
PR •••••• 542 569 

2ND ••• 4,365 4,022 

CT ...... 389 317 
Ny,N •••• 426 366 
lIy,E .... 1,613 1,340 
Ny,S .... 1,398 1,528 
NY,H .... 400 346 
VT ...... 139 125 

3RD ••• 3,089 2,910 

DE •••••• 167 129 
NJ •••••• 912 958 
PA.,E .... 8'!8 863 
PA,H •••• 310 224 
PA,H •••• 337 313 
VI •••••• 465 423 

4TH ... 6,135 3,648 

HD •••••• 832 8li' 
NC,E .... 529 457 
NC,H .••• 538 363 
HC,H .... 654 529 
SC ...... 795 219 
VA,E .... .1.,692 425 
VA,H •••• 356 314 
HV,N .... 319 78 
HV,S .... 420 446 

5TH ••• 8,885 9,292 

LA, E •••• 615 625 
LA,M •••• 63 74 
LA.H .... 242 189 
HS,H .... 178 135 
HS,S .... 342 293 
TX,N .... 986 852 
TX,E •••• 330 207 
TX,S •••• 4,072 3,532 
TX,H •••. 2,057 3,385 

6TH ... 4,663 3,816 

Ky,E .... 325 282 
KY,"' •••. 487 254 
HI,E •••• 919 1,259 
HI,H .... 237 229 
OH,N .... 645 628 
OH,S .... 690 442 
TN,E .... 506 326 
TN,M .... 343 159 
TH,H .... 511 237 

TABLE H-l 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

CASES ACTIVATED 
FOR THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

T V P OF r A S F RULE 40 
COMp· .. INDICTI SUPER- HATERIAL TRANSFERS 
LAINTS INFOR .. CEDING HITNESS OTHER OUT " 

24,496 20,660 64 495 386 3,412 

806 531 0 5' 10 102 

61 76 0 1 0 5 
208 272 0 3 0 51 

29 93 0 0 2 9 
21 17 0 0 0 0 

487 73 0 1 8 37 

3,;'24 661 0 7 30 240 

148 156 0 0 13 12 
232 130 0 4 0 22 

1,235 104 0 0 1 97 
1,388 123 0 3 14' 93 

226 118 0 0 2 12 
95 .30 0 0 0 4 

1,522 1,346 0 9 33 203 

41) t 88 0 1 0 8 
689 250 0 5 14 135 
313 5<43 0 1 6 21 

47 175 0 0 2 12 
72 239 0 0 ,. 26 

361 51 0 2 ,~ 1 

1,380 2,232 1 12 23 189 

418 396 0 1 2 53 
95 357 o , 2 3 35 
99 264 0 0 0 13 

182 346 0 0 1 31 
102 113 1 1 2 13 
197 209 0 8 11 30 
113 200 0 0 1 9 

4 73 0 0 1 4 
170 274 0 0 2 1 

6,071 J,O~l 1 133 26 479 

274 347 0, 2 2 31 
15 58 0 1 0 13 
34 154 0 0 1 21 
33 100 0 0 2 3 
85 204 0 0 4 19 

329 523 0 0 0 121 
41 165 0 1 0 20 

2,678 792 1 45 16 168 
2,582 718 0 84 1 83 

1,497 2,233 46 2 38 194 

115 164 0 0 3 8 
60 194 0 0 0 21 

695 503 46 1 14 42 
28 199 0 0 2 13 

172 451 0 0 5 46 
139 301 0 0 2 22 
'i8 243 0 0 5 23 
53 105 0 0 1 10 

157 73 0 1 6 9 

247 

PRETiiAL DTVfRS [ON 
PRE POST 

CASES CHARGED CHARGED 
ACTIVATED •• PTD3 •• PTD4" 

2,475 2,066 409 

88 84 4 

5 5 0 
57 56 1 
2 1 1 
0 0 0 

24 22 2 

72 25 47 

8 6 2 
4 3 1 
0 0 0 

47 4 43 
8 7 1 
5 5 0 

248 110 138 

4 2 2 
175 70 105 

0 0 0 
30 27 3 
37 9 28 
2 2 0 

360 327 33 

36 34 2 
37 33 It 
16 8 8 
20 10 10 
76 76 0 

115 114 1 
10 9 1 
22 22 0 
28 21 7 

513 446 67 

28 19 9 
5 ,. 4 

10 10 0 
3 3 0 

17 17 O· 
68 5:) 15 
22 22 0 

327 296 31 
33 25 8 

190 173 17 

8 5 3 
13 10 3 

123 121 2 
7 7 0 
1 1 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

37 29 8 
1 0 1 



- --- -- - -~----

TABLE H-1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTSq 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

CASES ACTIVATED 
FOR THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

N 
CIRCUIT CRIHINAL PSA 

~ ~---- -, ~U~~ -~-;; --P L TRI" ~RE V, S post-
AND DEFENDANTS CASES 

DISTRICT FILED1 ACTIVATED2 
coHP_- IHOfcrT 
LAINTS INFOR 

SUPER-- HATERIAL TRANSFERS CASES CHARGED 
CEDING HITNESS OTHER OUT ACTIVATED PTD3 

CHARGED 
PTD4 

---~--- --~--

----- ---- -----

7TH ••• 3,093 2,051 759 
------- ~~ ------

IL,N •••• 1,248 804 491 
IL,C .... 313 30 8 
IL,S •••• 339 190 42 
IN,N .... 320 268 59 
IN,S •••• 345 251 87 
HI,E. ••• 375 361 46 
HI,H .... 153 147 26 

8TH ••. 2,947 2,670 720 

AR,E •••• 349 288 47 
AR,H .... 110 70 18 
IA.H •••• 146 113 17 
lA,S •••• 161 115 25 
MN •••••• 447 458 161 
MO,E .... 359 368 111 
HO,H .... 524 474 128 
HE •••••• 345 308 46 
NO ...... 204 222 81 
SO •••••• 302 254 26 

9TH ••• 10,215 7,781 4,764 
-

AK •••••• 184 191 40 
AZ •••••• 1,473 2,003 1,680 
CA,M •••• 844 593 375 
CA,E •••• 736 670 428 
CA,C .... 1,594 1,906 1,199 
CA,S .... 1,975 40 24 
HI •••••• 322 16:; 119 
10 ...... 125 130 23 
HT ...... 325 150 50 
NV •••••• 517 545 23G 
DR ...... 543 506 205 
HA,E .... 474 170 82 
HA,H .... 882 661 286 
GUAH •••• 218 51 17 
HHI ••••. 3 0 0 

10TH •• 2,784 2,395 1,071 
-

j:i --, 
-- ---- - - --- -

CtI ...... 478 
KS •••••. 353 
HH •••••• 736 818 
OK,N •••• 209 195 
OK,E .... 103 104 
OK,H .... 369 233 
UT •••••• 357 179 
HY •••••• 165 35 

11TH •• 6,462 6,164 
- -- - ---- -

AL,N .... 349 337 
AL,H •••. 275 276 
AL,S .... 328 206 
FL,N •••• 349 284 
FL,M •••• 1,557 1, '.09 
FL,S .... 2,156 2,504 
GA,N •••• 679 572 
GA,M •••. 433 266 
GA,S .... 336 310 

• EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
"REVISED 

233 
63 

500 
40 
21 

108 
93 
13 

2,582 
- -----

42 
47 
44 
92 

440 
1,415 

307 
71 

124 

~--

1,273 
--- -, 

301 
22 

148 
208 
161 
314 
119 

1,923 

241 
48 
96 
90 

295 
195 
333 
258 
139 
228 

2,731 

149 
304 
197 
203 
601 

13 
45 
98 
98 

240 
301 
84 

364 
34 
0 

1,203 
- -

245 
286 
211 
154 
83 

121 
81 
22 

3,466 
-- ---

294 
229 
154 
183 
%4 
998 
263 
193 
183 

-

--

- ------ --,-' ---- ----
--

8 1 10 140 105 101 
------

8 1 3 70 47 44 
0 0 0 1 6 6 
0 0 0 13 7 7' 
0 0 1 13 4 4 
0 0 3 20 23 22 
0 0 1 14 2 2 
0 0 2 9 16 16 

0 16 11 156 197 186 
------- -- ---------

0 0 0 23 64 60 
0 0 4 5 27 27 
0 0 0 7 10 9 
0 0 0 5 1 1 
0 0 2 27 1 0 
0 1 1 37 53 51 
0 13 0 22 16 15 
0 2 2 19 14 14 
0 0 2 8 7 7 
0 0 0 3 4 2 

1 158 127 724 290 250 
---- --

0 0 2 2 9 9 
0 12 7 104 53 34 
1 15 5 59 86 84 
0 20 19 77 3 2 
0 98 8 280 38 31 
0 2 1 4 2 2 
() 0 1 19 Ci 0 
0 8 1 16 9 9 
0 0 2 0 18 18 
0 0 69 75 22 17 
0 0 0 19 15 12 
0 0 4 6 24 22 
0 3 8 63 11 10 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

7 99 15 170 242 202 
--- ~ --- - -- --- ---'-- - - -~-+--

0 a 0 49 10 8 
3 0 1 29 87 54 
1 98 8, 39 26 25 
0 1 0 14 :3 2 
0 0 0 11 9 8 
3 a 1 21 44 44 
0 0 5 7 59 57 
0 0 0 0 4 4 

0 53 63 815 1"10 162 
- ~ --- ------ - ----- --- -- - ,--- -- --- ~ 

0 0 1 18 40 39 
0 0 0 12 2 2 
0 1 7 16 13 12 
0 1 3 23 0 0 
0 4 1 181 90 90 
0 47 44 434 3 2 
0 0 2 88 :; 4 
0 0 2 31 3 3 
0 0 3 12 14 10 

1. INCLUDES PERSONS PROCEEDING BY INDICTHENT, INFORMATION DR CONSENT ON COMPLAINT AND PERSONS IN FUGITIVE STATUS. 
EXCLUDES PETTY, TRAFFIC, ESCAPES REOPE~S, REHOVALS AND COMPLAINTS DISMISSED AT THE INITIAL APPEARANCE. 

2. A PSA CASE IS ACTIVATED ON EACH CRIHINAL DEFENDANT. THIS COLUMN HAY INCLUDE PERSONS COUNTED ONCE AS A PSA CASE, 
BUT HAMED IN HORE THAN ONE CRIMINAL FILING. 

3. NOT CHARGED IN U. S. DISTR!CT COURT. 

4. CHARGED IN U. S. DISTRICT COURT. 
248 

4 

3 
a 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 

11 

4 
o 
1 
o 
1 
2 
1 
o 
o 
2 

40 

o 
19 

2 
1 
7 
o 
o 
o 
o 
5 
:3 
2 
1 
a 
o 

40 

2 
33 

1 
1 
1 
o 
2 
o 
g 

1 
o 
1 
o 
o 
1 
1 
a 
It 



TABLE H-2 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

PSA INTERVIEHS AND TYPE OF BAIL REPORT 
FOR THE THElVE HONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE aO,19?0 

---------------- -

INTERVIEH STATUS T P OF R P 0 R 
CIRCUIT PSA 

AND CASES" 
DISTRICT ACTIVATED 

1-'-----'--''-'--- RUUSEO--PllfT' POST BAll OTHER 
I NTERVI EHED I NTERVIEH I HTERVI EHED ---- - - HI TH H/OUT 

TCITAr pcr;- illlAt:PCi. -,OlAll'CT .RECOH~·IRECOH~; -1"OTA("P(;l.- nrrAL" PCT. 

NO REPORT 

ToTAL I'Cl.--
-- ------

----------

TOTAL... 46,101 40,745 88.4 2,255 4.9 3,101 6.7 39,490 85.7 37,564 

1ST... 1,352 1,282 94.8 

HE .... .. 
HA .... .. 
HH .... .. 
RI •••••• 
PR •••••• 

2ND .. . 

CT .... .. 
NY,N .. .. 
Hy,E ... . 
Ny,S .. .. 
Hy,H ... . 
VT .... .. 

3RC .. . 

DE ..... . 
NJ ..... . 
PA,E ... . 
PA..H •••• 
PA,N ... . 
VI .... .. 

4TH ... 

Kl •••••• 
NC,E .. .. 
NC,H .. .. 
NC,H •••• 
SC ..... . 
VA,E .. .. 
VA,H ... . 
HV,N .. .. 
NV,S .. .. 

STH ••• 

138 
483 
124 

38 
569 

4,022 

317 
366 

1,340 
1,528 

346 
125 

2,910 

138 
457 
89 
37 

561 

3,741 

142 
338 

1,339 
1,518 

317 
87 

2,775 

]00.0 
94.6 
71.8 
97.4 
98.6 

93.0 

44.8 
92.3 
99.9 
99.3 
91.6 
69.6 

95.4 -1-----129 109 84.5 
958 911 95.1 
863 843 97.7 
224 2~ 93.3 
313 303 '>6.8 
423 4Of) 94.6 

3,648 2.963 81.2 

817 7'J5 97.3 
457 45 9.8 
363 351 96.7 
529 478 90.4 
219 189 86.3 
425 407 95.8 
314 268 85.4 
78 40 51.3 

446 390 87.4 

95.4 9,292 
I--~-

8,862 

LA,E .... 
lA,K •••• 
lA,H .. .. 
HS,N .. .. 
HS,S .. .. 
TX,N .. .. 
TX,E .. .. 
TX,S .. .. 
TX,It .... , 

6TH .. . 

KY,E •••• 
Ky,N ... . 
MI.E .. .. 
HI,N .. .. 
OH,N ... . 
OH,S .. .. 
TII,E ... _ 
TN,H •••• 
TN,N ... _ 

625 
74 

189 
135 
293 
852 
207 

3,532 
3,385 

3,816 

282 
254 

1,259 
229 
628 
442 
326 
159 
237 

555 88.8 
72 97.3 

180 95.2 
132 97.8 
291 99.3 
818 96.0 
197 95.2 

3,443 97.5 
3,174 93.8 

3,551 93.1 

268 95.0 
248 97.6 

1,241 98.6 
225 98.3 
551 87.7, 
341 77.1 
311 95.4 
147 92.5 
219 92.4 

30 2.2 

o 
16 

6 
1 
7 

104 

43 
17 

1 
6 

26 
11 

.0 
3.3 
4.8 
2.6 
1.2 

2.6 

13.6 
4.6 

.1 

.4 
7.5 
S.8 

76 2.6 

19 14.7 
11 1.1 
6 .7 
9 4.0 
8 2.6 

23 5.4 

l1S 3.2 

21 2.6 
1 .2 
5 1.4 

17 3.2 
7 3.2 

11 2.6 
22 7.0 
.1 1.3 

33 7.4 

307 3.3 

5S 9.3 
2 2.7 
3 1.6 
2 1.5 
1 .3 

23 2.7 
3 1.4 

70 2.0 
145 4.3 

80 2.1 ._-----
4 1.4 
4 1.6 

12 1.0 
1 .4 

27 4.3 
16 3.6 
11 3.4 
5 3.1 
0 .0 

40 3.0 1,208 89.3 1,183 

0 .0 
10 2.1 
29 23.4 
0 .0 
1 .2 

177 4.4 
-------

132 41.6 
11 3.0 
0 .0 
4 .3 
3 .9 

27 21.6 

59 2.0 

1 .8 
36 3.8 
14 1.6 
6 2.7 
2 .6 
0 .0 

567 15.5 

1 .1 
411 89.9 

7 1.9 
34 6.4 
23 10.5 
7 1.6 

24 7.6 
37 47.4 
23 5.2 

123 1.3 
--------

12 1.9 
0 .0 
6 3.2 
1 .7 
1 .3 

11 1.3 
7 3.4 

19 .5 
66 1.9 

185 4.8 

10 3.5 
2 .8 
6 .5 
3 1.3 

50 8.0 
85 19.2 

4 1.2 
7 4.4 

18 7.6 

135 97.S 
399 82.6 
83 66.9 
29 76.3 

562 98.8 

3,703 92.1 

180 56.8 
330 90.2 

1,335 99.6 
1,473 96.4 

271 78.3 
114 91.2 

2,312 79.5 
-----

118 91.5 
880 91.9 
692 80.2 
202 90.2 
248 79.2 
172 40.7 

2,697 73.9 

120 88.1 
441 96.5 
251 77.4 
293 55.4 
76 34.7 

356 83.8 
241 76.8 

2 2.6 
287 64.3 

8,469 91.1 
,----
594 95.0 

72 97.3 
177 93.7 
125 92.6 
285 97.3 
765 B9.8 
160 77.3 

3,097 87.7 
3,194 94.4 

3,060 80.2 

226 80.1 
168 66.1 

1,156 91.8 
222 96.9 
607 96.7 
231 52.3 
234 71.8 

43 27.0 
173 73.0 

249 

134 
392 

73 
24 

560 

3,616 

127 
S21 

1,335 
1,466 

253 
114 

2,154 

118 
807 
655 
198 
206 
170 

2,596 

708 
429 
280 
281 

62 
322 
235 

2 
277 

B.337 

592 
72 

175 
120 
280 
735 
153 

3,030 
3,180 

2,993 

224 
150 

1,150 
222 
599 
210 
230 

38 
170 

1,926 4,098 8.9 673 1.5 1,840 4.0 
------ -

25 37 2.7 6 .4 101 7.5 
---- --- ------

1 1 .7 0 .0 2 1.4 
7 19 3.9 3 .6 62 12.8 

10 5 4.0 3 2.4 33 26.6 
5 8 21.1 0 .0 1 2.6 
2 4 .7 0 .0 3 .5 

87 133 3.3 35 .9 151 3.8 
------------- -----

53 28 8.8 8 2.5 101 31.9 
9 24 6.6 0 .0 12 3.3 
0 4 .3 1 .1 0 .0 
7 25 1.6 18 1.2 12 .8 

18 47 13.6 8 2.3 20 5.8 
0 5 4.0 0 .0 6 4.8 

158 346 11.9 121 4.2 131 4.5 

-7~ r--~~- 2:~ 0 .0 11 8.5 
2 .2 50 5.2 

37 135 15.6 3 .3 33 3.8 
4 21 9.4 1 .4 0 .0 

42 59 18.8 0 .0 I; 1.9 
2 105 24.8 115 27.2 31 7.3 

101 671 IB.4 63 1.7 217 5.9 -11--12 81 9.9 7.9 9 1.1 
12 7 1.5 2.4 7 1.5 

1 74 20.4 6 1.7 2 .6 
12 199 37.6 12 2.3 25 4.7 
14 98 44.7 o .0 45 20.5 
34 55 12.9 6 1.4 8 1.9 
6 24 7.6 12 3.B I 37 11.8 
0 19 24.4 2 2.6 I 55 70.5 

10 114 25.6 16 3.6 29 6.5 

132 612 6.6 85 .9 126 1.4 
------ ----------

2 15 2.4 3 .5 13 2.1 
0 2 2.7 0 .0 0 .0 
2 8 4.2 2 1.1 2 1.1 
5 8 5.9 2 1.5 0 .0 
5 7 2.4 0 .0 1 .3 

30 51 6.0 20 2.3 16 1.9 
7 7 3.4 35 16.9 5 2.4 

67 392 11.1 16 .5 27 .8 
14 122 3.6 7 .2 62 1.8 

67 404 10.6 84 2.2 268 7.0 

2 39 13.8 12 4.3 5 1.8 
18 81 31.9 3 1.2 2 .8 
6 76 6.0 23 1.8 4 .3 
0 2 .9 1 .4 4 1.7 
8 16 2.5 4 .6 1 .2 

21 97 21.9 21 4.8 93 21.0 
4 41 12.6 12 3.7 39 12.0 
5 15 9.4 .3 1.9 98 61.6 
3 37 15.6 5 2.1 22 9.3 



TABLE H-2 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

PSA INTERVIEHS AND TYPE OF BAIL REPORT 
FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30.1990 

INTERVIEW STATUS 
CIRCUIT PSI. ~~~~~~~EH AND CASES I NTERVI EHEO 
DISTRICT ACTIVATED TOTALI PCT. TOTAL I PCT. 

7TH ••• 2,051 1,710 83.4 150 7.3 

IL,N •••• 804 667 83.0 39 4.9 
IL,C •••• 30 27 90.0 0 .0 
IL,S •••• 190 168 88.4 18 9.5 
IN,N .... 268 260 97.0 1 .4 
IN.S •••• 251 199 19.3 44 17.5 
HI,E •••• 361 261 12.3 41 11.4 
HI,H •••• 147 128 87.1 1 4.8 

8TH ... 2,670 2,482 93.0 92 3.4 

AR,E .... 288 288 l()O.O 0 .0 
AR,H •••• 70 60 85.7 5 7.1 
lA,H .... 113 112 99.1 0 .0 
lA,S .... 115 101 87.8 ~ 2.6 
HN ...... 458 439 95.9 18 3.9 
HO,E •••• 368 359 97.6 9 2.4 
HO,H. '" 474 1,64 97.9 10 2.1 
HE •••••• 308 243 78 ... 20 6.5 
HD ...... 222 190 85.6 18 8.1 
SO ...... 254 226 89.0 9 3.5 

9TH ••• 7,181 5,695 73.2 798 10.3 

AI: •••••• 191 147 n.o 14 1.3 
AI ...... 2,003 1,335 66.1 50 2.5 
CA.II .... 593 471 79.4 27 4.6 
CA.E .... 670 216 32.2 168 25.1 
CA,e .... 1,9~ 1,715 90.0 H7 8.2 
CA.S .... 40 23 57.5 1 2.5 
HI. ••••• 165 117 70.9 35 21.2 
10 •••••• 130 125 96.2 2 1.5 
HT ...... 150 121 80.7 12 8.0 
NV •••••• 545 524 96.1 12 2.2 
DR."'" .... 506 357 70.6 141 27.9 
HA,E .... 170 165 97.1 3 1.8 
H ... H •••• 661 329 49.8 115 26.5 
GUAM •••• 51 50 98.0 1 2.0 
HH1 ..... 0 0 .0 0 .0 

10TH .. 2,395 2,130 88.9 159 6.6 

CO ...... 478 452 94.6 17 3.6 
KS ...... 353 304 86.1 20 5.7 
IIH ...... 818 723 88.4 77 9.4 
OK,II •••• 195 176 90.3 19 9.7 
OK,E .... 104 98 94.2 6 5.8 
OK,H •••• 233 186 79.8 18 7.7 
UT ...... 179 158 88.3 2 1.1 
NY ...... 35 33 94.3 0 .0 

11TH .. 6,164 5.554 90.1 341 5.5 

Al,II .... 331 301 91.1 B 2.4 
AL,H •••• 276 250 90.6 1 .4 
AL.S .... 206 155 75.2 28 13.6 
FL,II •••• 284 237 83.5 32 11.3 
FL,H •••• 1,409 1,231 87.1. 55 3.9 
FL,S .... 2,504 2,328 93.0 '.59 6.3 
GA,II .... 512 511 89.3 52 9.1 
GA,M .... 266 261 98.1 2 .8 
GA.S .... 310 274 88.4 4 1.3 

* EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUHBIA. 

"REVISED 

T V P 

~~~ERVIEHED PREBAIL 
.Ji T!i H, Ul 

TOTAL IPCT. TOTAL I PCT. REeuH. RECOH. 

191 9.3 1,522 74.2 1,466 56 

98 12.2 497 61.8 473 24 
3 10.0 3 10.0 2 1 
4 2.1 166 87.4 160 , 
7 2.6 267 99.6 267 0 
8 3.2 197 78.5 178 19 

59 16.3 251 69.5 250 1 
12 8.2 141 95.9 136 5 

96 3.6 2,429 91.0 2,341 88 

0 .0 226 18.5 221 ~ 
5 7.1 52 74.3 47 5 
1 .9 107 94.7 106 1 

11 9.6 111 9u.5 110 ,. 
1 .2 443 96.7 441 2 
0 .0 360 97.8 355 5 
0 .0 472 99.6 460 12 

45 14.6 255 82.8 253 2 
14 6.3 188 84.7 183 5 
19 1.5 215 84.6 165 50 

1,288 16.6 6,141 86.7 5,922 825 

30 15.1 184 96.3 135 49 
618 30.9 1,635 91.6 1,247 588 

95 16.0 S08 51.9 222 86 
286 42.7 584 87.2 581 3 

34 1.8 1,815 95.2 1,805 10 
16 40.0 8 20.0 7 1 
13 7.9 129 78.2 124 5 
3 2.3 128 98.5 126 2 

17 11.3 114 76.0 111 3 
9 1.7 515 94.5 515 0 
8 1.6 475 93.9 452 23 
2 1.2 84 4'9.4 65 19 

157 23.8 511 78.2 501 16 
0 .0 51 100.0 31 20 
0 .0 0 .0 0 0 

106 4.4 2,028 84.7 1,989 39 

9 1.9 459 96.0 458 1 
29 8.2 265 75.1 248 17 
18 2.2 647 79.1 640 7 

0 .0 193 99.0 193 0 
0 .0 10C 96.2 100 0 

29 12.4 186 79.8 177 9 
19 10.6 146 81.6 143 3 
2 5.7 32 91.4 30 2 

269 4.4 5,315 86.2 4,967 ' 348 

22 6.5 316 93.e 296 20 
25 9.1 259 93.8 259 0 
23 11.2 171 83.0 159 12 
15 5.3 254 89.4 213 41 

123 8.7 1,170 83.0 1,062 108 
17 .7 2,179 87.0 2,058 121 

9 1.6 481 84,1 479 2 
3 1.1. 256 96.2 251 5 

32 10.3 229 73.9 190 39 

250 

E OF R~PORT 
POST BAll OTHER 110 REPORT 

TOTAL l PCT. TOTALI PCT. TOTAL I PCT. 

253 12.3 20 1.0 256 12.5 

110 13.7 6 .7 191 23.8 
4 13.3 1 3.3 22 13.3 

13 6.8 0 .0 11 5.8 
1 .4 0 .0 0 .0 

28 11.2 4 1.6 22 8.1! 
93 25.8 9 2.5 8 2.2 
4 2.7 0 .0 2 1.4 

142 5.3 35 1.3 64 2.4 

57 19.8 2 .7 3 1.0 
11 15.7 1 1.4 6 8.6 
5 4.4 0 .0 1 .9 
2 1.7 2 1.7 0 .0 

11 2.4 1 .2 3 .7 
5 1.4 3 .8 0 .0 
0 .0 2 .4 0 .0 

25 8.1 9 2.9 19 6.2 
5 2.3 14 6.3 15 6.8 

21 8.3 1 .4 17 6.7 

656 8.4 109 1.4 269 3.5 

3 1.6 1 .5 3 1.6 
91 4.5 40 2.0 37 1.8 

146 24.6 27 4.6 112 18.9 
84 12.5 2 .3 0 .0 
36 1.9 20 1.0 35 1.8 
10 25.0 1 2.5 21 52.5 
26 15.8 3 1.8 7 4.2 

0 .0 2 1.5 0 .0 
22 14.7 4 2.7 10 6.7 
28 5.1 1 .2 1 .2 
27 5.3 2 .4 2 .4 
69 40.6 0 .0 17 10.0 

114 17.2 6 .9 2~ 3.6 
0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 . 

210 8.8 45 1.9 112 4.7 

5 1.0 0 .0 14 2.9 
26 7.4 5 1.4 57 16.1 

165 20.2 <t .5 2 .2 
1 .5 0 .0 1 .5 
1 1.0 1 1.0 2 1.9 
8 3.4 33 14.2 (, 2.6 
1 .6 2 1.1 30 16.8 
3 8.6 0 .0 0 .0 

634 10.3 70 1.1 145 2.4 

') 2.7 7 2.1 5 1.5 
6 2.2 4 1.4 7 2.5 

27 13.1 7 3.4 1 .5 
13 4.6 4 1.4 13 4.6 

163 11.6 1 .1 75 5.3 
273 10.9 40 1.6 12 .5 
56 9.8 6 1.0 29 5.1 

9 3.4 1 .4 0 .0 
18 25.2 0 .0 3 1.0 



CIRCUIT PSA 
AND CASES RELEASEDl 

DISTRICT ACTIVATED TOTAL I PCT. 

TOTAL ••• 46,101 21,735 47.1 

1ST ••• 1,352 512 37.9 

HE. ••••• l3li 92 66.7 
MA ...... 483 254 52.6 
HH •••••• 124 83 66.9 
RI ...... 38 9 23.7 
PR ...... 569 74 13.0 

2ND ••• 4,022 1,921 47.8 

CT ...... 317 205 64.7 
NY,N •••• 366 183 50.0 
HY,E. < •• 1,340 484 36.1 
Ny,S .... 1,528 819 53.6 
HY,H •••• 346 184 53.2 
VT ...... 125 46 36.8 

3RD ••• 2,910 1,752 60.2 

DE ...... 129 68 52.7 
HJ •••••• 958 616 64.3 
PA,E .... 863 476 55.2 
PA,M •.•• 224 157 70.1 
PA,H •••• 313 237 75.7 
VI •••••• 423 198 46.8 

4TH ••• 3,648 2,116 58.0 

HD ...... 817 439 53.7 
NC,E .... 457 304 66.5 
HC,H •••• 363 192 52.9 
NC,H .... 529 284 53.7 
SC •••••• 219 105 47.9 
VA,E .... 425 213 50.1 
VA,H .••• :l14 189 60.2 
HV,N .... 78 76 97.4 
HV,S .... 446 314 70.4 

5TH ••• 9,292 3,163 34.0 

LA,E .... 625 314 50.2 
LA,H •••• 74 58 78.4 
LA,H •••• 189 142 75.1 
HS,N .... 135 !l5 63.0 
HS,S ••• " 293 214 73.0 
TX,H .... 852 396 1.6.5 
TX,E .... 207 125 60.4 
TX,S •••• 3,532 1,167 33.0 
TX,H •••• 3,385 662 1.9.6 

6TH ••• 3,816 2,532 66.4 

KY,E .... 282 181 64.2 
KY,H •••• 254 177 69.7 
HI, E •••• 1,259 925 73.5 
HI,H .... 229 192 83.8 
OH,H •••• 628 370 58.9 
OH,S .... 442 297 67.2 
TN,E .... 326 221 67.8 
TN,H •••• 159 115 72.3 
TN,H •••• 237 54 22.8 

TABLE H-3 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

RELEASE AND DETENTION AT THE INITIAL HEARING 
FOR THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

DETAINED HELD IN DETAINED DETAINED 
UNABLE TO TEMPORARY PENDING DET HEARING HELD 
MAKE BAIL DETENTION2 HEARING ON SAME DAY3 
TOTAL I PCT. TOTAL I peT. TOTALl PCT. TOTALj PCT. 

3,880 8.4 1,637 3.6 12,870 27.9 3,529 7.7 

21 1.6 265 19.6 466 34.5 35 2.6 

0 .0 0 .0 37 26.8 6 4.3 
1 .2 8 1.7 180 37.3 18 3.7 
3 2.4 5 4.0 29 23 .. 4 4 3.2 
0 .0 7 18.4 13 34.2 7 1B.4 

17 3.0 245 43.1 207 36.4 0 .0 

163 4.1 79 2.0 1,207 30.0 620 15.4 

5 1.6 22 6.9 84 26.5 0 .0 
16 4.4 46 12.6 95 26.0 14 3.8 
8 .6 1 .1 444 33.1 403 30.1 

33 2.2 1 .1 492 32.2 182 11.9 
100 28.9 9 2.6 35 10.1 1 .3 

1 .8 0 .0 57 45.6 20 16.0 

258 8.9 93 3.2 637 21.9 138 4.7 

10 7.8 1 .8 19 14.7 31 24.0 
91:- 9.8 9 .9 162 16.9 66 6.9 
15 1.7 50 5.8 313 36.3 2 .2 
12 5.4 4 1.8 36 16.1 5 2.2 
3 1.0 2 .6 66 21.1 5 1.6 

124 29.3 27 6.4 41 9.7 29 6.9 

85 ' 2.3 43 1.2 1,086 29.8 63 1.7 

13 1.6 3 .4 269 32.9 27 3.3 
2 .4 1 .2 85 18.6 17 3.7 

23 6.3 0 .0 147 40.5 0 .0 
8 1.5 5 .9 137 25.9 2 .4 

11 5.0 1 .5 80 36.5 4 1.8 
13 3.1 2 .5 188 44.2 3 .7 
15 4.8 25 8.0 64 20.4 0 .0 
0 .0 1 1.3 1 1.3 0 .0 
0 .0 5 1.1 115 25.8 10 2.2 

2,050 22.1 681 7.3 1,774 1~.1 139 1.5 

33 5.3 0 .0 271 43.4 7 1.1 
3 4.1 0 .0 13 17.6 0 .0 
1 .5 2 1.1 37 19.6 3 1.6 

28 20.7 2 1.5 14 10.4 4 3.0 
18 6.1 5 1.7 35 11.9 20 6.8 
80 9.4 145 17.0 130 15.3 18 2.1 

0 .0 0 .0 39 18.8 43 20.8 
1,449 41.0 310 8.8 520 14.7 36 1.0 

438 12.9 217 6.4 715 21.1 8 .2 

95 2.5 59 1.5 976 25'.6 106 2.8 

1 .4 1. .4 65 23.0 31 11.0 
0 .0 0 .0 70 27.6 1 .4 
8 .6 17 1.4 262 20.8 41 3.3 
2 .9 0 .0 35 15.3 0 .0 

56 8.9 34 5.4 126 20.1 27 4.3 
10 2.3 3 .7 115 26.0 3 .7 
11 3.4 3 .9 87 26.7 1 .3 
3 1.9 1 .6 40 25.2 0 .0 
4 1.7 0 .0 176 74.3 2 .8 
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DETAINED 
PLED BAIL 
GUILTY NOT SET 
TOTAL I PCT. TOTAL I PCT. 

371 .8 2,079 4.5 

5 .4 48 3.6 

3 2.2 0 .0 
1 .2 21 4.3 
0 .0 0 .0 
0 .0 2 5.3 
1 .2 25 4.4 

12 .3 20 .5 

0 .0 1 .3 
4 1.1 8 2.2 
0 .0 0 .0 
0 .0 1 .1 
8 2.3 9 2.6 
0 .0 1 .8 

12 .4 20 .7 

0 .0 0 .0 
4 .4 7 .7 
3 .3 4 .5 
5 2.2 5 2.2 
0 .0 0 .0 
0 .0 4 .9 

32 .9 223 6.1 

23 2.8 43 5.3 
1 .2 47 10.3 
0 .0 1 .3 
2 .4 91 17.2 
0 .0 18 8.2 
1 .2 5 1.2 
5 1.6 16 5.1 
0 .0 0 .0 
0 .0 2 .4 

154 1.7 1,331 1 ~,.3 

0 .0 0 .0 
0 .0 0 .0 
2 1.1 2 1.1 
0 .0 2 1.5 
0 .0 1 .3 
0 .0 83 9.7 
0 .0 0 .0 

20 .6 30 .8 
132 3.9 1,213 35.8, 

9 .2 39 1.0 

1 .4 2 .7 
0 .0 6 2.4 
4 .3 2 .2 
0 .0 0 .0 
2 .3 13 2.1 
2 .5 12 2.7 
0 .0 3 .9 
0 .0 0 .0 
0 .0 1 .4 



TABLE H-3 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

RELEASE AND DETENTION AT THE INITIAL HEARING 
FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

~-~-- - -~~-~ 

DETAINED HELD IN DETAINED DETAINED DETAINED 
CIRCUIT PSA UNABLE TO TEMPORARY PENDING DET HEARING HELD PLED BAIL 

AND CASES RELEASEDl 
-- --

MAKE BAIL DETENTIDN2 HEARING ON SAME DAY3 GUILTY NOT SET 
DISTRICT ACTIVATED TOTAL PCT. TOTAL PCT. - TOTAL -PCT~~ T_~A[I PCT. -TOTAl. PCT;- ~IOTALI-PCT. -TOT AL PCT-:-

---- -- -- - - ~- - ~-

- - - -- --- -- - - - -

7TH ••• 2,051 1,134 55.3 69 3.4 24 1.2 642 31.3 104 5.1 21 1.0 57 2.8 

IL,N •••• 804 393 48.9 10 -i.2~1~-7 .9 296 36.8 85 10.6 3 .4 10 1.2 
IL,C •••• 30 18 60.0 1 3.3 1 3.3 9 30.0 1 3.3 0 .0 0 .0 
IL,S •••• 190 123 64.7 9 4.7 0 .0 57 30.0 0 .0 0 .0 1 .5 
IN,N .... 268 184 68.7 1 .4 1 .4 62 23.1 4 1.5 0 .0 16 6.0 
IN,S .... 251 157 62.5 3 1.2 0 .0 67 26.7 0 .0 7 2.8 17 6.8 
iiI, E •••• 361 177 49.0 28 7.8 14 3.9 108 29.9 10 2.8 11 3.0 13 3.6 
HI,H .... 147 82 55.8 17 11.6 1 .7 43 29.3 4 2.7 0 .0 0 .0 

8TH ••• 2,670 1,699 63.6 94 3.5 67 2.5 685 25.7 47 1.8 16 .6 62 2.3 
- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~- - - --

AR.E .... 288 226 78.5 10 3.5 12 4.2 19 6.6 12 4.2 0 .0 9 3.1 
AR,H •••• 70 48 68.6 5 7.1 2 2.9 8 11.4 6 8.6 0 .0 1 1.4 
IA,N •••• 113 93 82.3 0 .0 0 .0 18 15.9 1 .9 0 .0 1 .9 
lA,S .... 115 72 62.6 1 .9 0 ,0 35 30.4 7 6.1 0 .0 0 .0 
loiN .••••• 458 278 60.7 6 1.3 51 11.1 112 24.5 6 1.3 5 1.1 0 .0 
MO,E •••• 368 221 60.1 43 11.7 0 .0 103 28.0 0 .0 0 .0 1 .3 
HO,H •••• 474 258 54.4 28 5.9 0 .0 139 29.3 3 .6 0 .0 46 9.7 
NE ...... 308 217 70.5 1 .3 1 .3 86 27.9 2 .6 0 .0 1 .3 
NO ...... 222 122 55.0 0 .0 1 .5 80 36.0 6 2.7 11 5.0 2 .9 
SO ...... 254 164 64.6 0 .0 0 .0 85 33.5 4 1.6 0 .0 1 .4 

9TH ••• 7,781 2,886 37.1 275 3.5 222 2.9 2.273 29.2 1,937 24.9 104 1.3 84 1.1 
- ~- - - - -- ---- - - - -~~-- -~ - ---

AK ...... 191 127 66.5 5 2.6 5 2.6 51 26.7 3 1.6 0 .0 0 .0 
AZ ...... 2.003 724 36.1 10 .5 165 8.2 867 43.3 119 5.9 65 3.:! 53 2.6 
CA,N .... 593 143 24.1 10 1.7 2 .3 137 23.1 301 50.8 0 .0 0 .0 
CA,E •••• 670 147 21.9 33 4.9 3 .4 287 42.8 173 25.8 27 4.0 0 .0 
CA.C •••• 1,906 813 42.7 119 6.2 0 .0 141 7.4 833 43.7 0 .0 0 .0 
CA,S •••• 40 22 55.0 12 30.0 2 5.0 2 5.0 2 5.0 0 .0 0 .0 
HI •••••• 165 40 24.2 1 .6 0 .0 107 64.8 0 .0 0 .0 17 10.3 
10 ...... 130 79 60.8 3 2.3 0 .0 24 18.5 20 15.4 0 .0 4 3.1 
HT ...... 150 87 58.0 11 7.3 16 10.7 31 20.7 0 .0 1 .7 4 2.7 
NV •••••• 545 329 60.4 3 .6 0 .0 57 10.5 152 27.9 4 .7 0 .0 
OR ..•••• 506 100 19.8 0 .0 4 .8 193 38.1 209 41.3 0 .0 0 .0 
HA,E .... 170 48 28.2 51 30.0 24 14.1 44 25.9 1 .6 0 .0 2 1.2 
HA,H •••• 661 219 33.1 16 2.4 1 .2 300 45.4 124 18.8 1 .2 0 .0 
GUAM •••• 51 8 15.7 1 2.0 0 .0 32 62.7 0 .0 6 11.8 4 7.8 
NHI ••••• 0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 

10TH •• 2,395 1,145 47.8 lOS 4.5 3 .1 94S 39.6 147 6.1 5 .2 39 1.6 
- - - ---- ~- - -

CO •••••• 478 316 66.1 12 2.5 0 .0 149 31.2 1 .2 0 .0 0 .0 
KS •.• : •• 353 200 %.7 25 7.1 0 .0 83 23.5 13 3.7 0 .0 32 9.1 
NM •••••• 818 239 29.2 15 1.8 0 .0 547 66.9 14 1.7 0 .0 3 .4 
OK,N .... 195 112 57.4 41 21.0 1 .5 24 12.3 16 8.2 0 .0 1 .5 
OK,E .... 104 77 74.0 4 3.S 1 1.0 13 12.5 3 2.9 5 4.8 1 1.0 
OK,H •••• 233 125 53.6 4 1.7 1 .4 95 40.8 6 2.6 0 .0 2 .9 
UT ...... 179 55 30.1 0 .0 0 .0 30 16.8 94 52.5 0 .0 0 .0 
HY ...... 35 21 60.0 7 20.0 0 .0 7 20.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 

11TH •• 6,164 2,875 46.6 662 10.7 101 1.6 2,176 35.3 193 3.1 1 .0 156 2.5 
- - --~ -- - --

AL,N .... 337 257 76.3 6 1.8 1 .3 42 12.5 6 l.S 1 .3 24 7.1 
AL,H •••• 276 227 82.2 5 1.8 2 .7 39 14.1 2 .7 0 .0 1 .4 
AL,S •••• 206 108 52.4 1 .5 8 3.9 77 37.4 8 3.9 0 .0 4 1.~ 
FL,H •••• 284 143 50.4 2 .7 3 1.1 90 31.7 38 13.4 0 .0 8 2.8 
FL,M •••• 1,409 697 49.5 65 4.6 3 .2 554 39.3 56 4.0 0 .0 34 2.4 
FL,S .... 2.504 755 30.2 466 lS.6 47 1.9 1,108 44.2 68 2.7 0 .0 60 2.4 
GA,N •••• 572 350 61.2 25 4.4 8 1.4 179 31.3 1 .2 0 .0 9 1.6 
GA,H •••• 266 146 54.9 54 20.3 7 2.6 50 18.8 5 1.9 0 .0 4 1.5 
GA,S .... 310 192 61.9 38 12.3 22 7.1 37 11.9 9 2.9 0 .0 12 3.9 

* EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

1. INCLUDES CASES DISHISSED 

2. TEMPORARY DETENTION UNDER 3142(0). DEFENDANT CHARGED HI1H A INSTANT OFFENSE HHILE ON PRETRIAL RELEASE FOR ANOTHER CHARGE 

OR ON PAROLE DR PROBATION FOR A PRIOR CONVICTION OR DEFENDANT IS IN ILLEGAL ALIEN STATUS. 

3. DETAINED PENDING DETENTION HEARING/HELD ON SAME DAY OF INITIAL HEARING. 
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TABLE H-4 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
DETENTION HEARINGS •• 

FOR THE THELYE HONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30.1990 

IpSA 
-~--------

CIRCUIT DEFENDANTS REA Soli S FOR 
-

DETENT o . 
AIlD CASES HITH DETENTION HOTIONS FOR HITH DETENTION ~~ -DANGEIC DANG-Ell TO -- FLIGHT& 

DISTRICT ACTIVATED .EARING HELD DETENTION BV PRESUHP ORDERED FLIGHT 
~--

TO HITNESS COHMUNI 
_ TOT~J "t-~=- GOVr:- COURT TION TOTAL P-CT. nfiAL PCr. TOTAL peT.- TO-tAL PCr. TOTAL pcT:-
-

TOTAL. •• 46.101 16.204 35.1 15.221 983 8,442 11,945 73.7 5,268 44.1 150 1.3 1,503 12.6 5.024 42.1 

1ST ... 1,352 494 36.5 475 19 362 396 80.2 171 43.2 3 .8 19 4.8 203 51.3 
-------- - ------- r- --- -----

HE •••••• 138 43 31.2 29 14 11 40 93.0 12 30.0 1 2.5 1 2.5 26 65.0 
HA ...... 483 195 40.4 191 4 141 135 69.2 97 71.9 2 1.5 5 3.7 31 23.0 
NH ...... 124 31 25.0 30 1 21 26 83.9 22 84.6 0 .0 1 3.8 3 11.5 
RI. ••••• 38 18 47.4 18 0 15 15 83.3 1 6.7 0 .0 1 6.7 13 86.7 
PR ...... 569 207 36.4 207 0 174 180 87.0 39 21.7 0 .0 11 6.1 130 72.2 

2HD ..• 4.022 1,824 45.4 1.810 14 1,062 1,454 79.7 1.217 83.7 9 .6 60 4.1 168 11.6 
------ ~-- - ----

CT ...... 317 84 26.5 83 1 60 61 72.6 34 55.7 1 1.6 15 24.6 11 18.0 
NV.N .... 366 106 29.0 103 3 14 57 53.8 27 47.4 2 3.5 6 10.5 22 38.6 
HV,E .... 1,340 847 63.2 846 1 680 788 93,0 781 99.1 0 .0 4 .5 3 .4 
NV.S •••• 1.528 674 44.1 668 6 269 484 71.8 335 69.2 6 1.2 28 5.8 115 23.8 
NV,H .... :;46 36 10.4 35 1 12 17 47.2 6 35.3 0 .0 2 11.8 9 52.9 
VT ...... 125 77 61.6 75 2 27 47 61.0 34 72.3 0 .0 5 10.6 8 17.0 

3RD ... 2.910 759 26.1 741 18 511 599 78.9 137 22.9 16 2.7 106 17.7 340 56.8 
-~-- ----rr-----DE •••••• 129 50 38.8 50 0 27 33 66.0 21 63.6 0 .0 5 15.2 7 21.2 

HJ ...... 958 225 23.5 212 13 169 185 82.2 44 23.8 0 .0 21 11.4 120 64.9 
PA.E. •.• 863 315 36.5 313 2 217 248 78.7 32 12,9 7 2.8 46 18.5 163 65.7 
PA.H •.•• 224 41 18.3 41 0 28 35 85.4 8 22.9 1 2.9 6 17.1 20 57,1 
PA.H •••• 313 71 22.7 71 0 55 52 73.2 10 19.2 1 1.9 17 32.7 24 46.2 
VI. ••••• 423 57 13.5 54 3 15 46 80.7 22 47.8 7 15.2 11 23.9 6 13.0 

HH ••• 3.648 1.140 31.3 1.090 50 752 898 78.8 212 23.6 22 2.4 167 18.6 497 55.3 
--- -HD ...... 817 295 36.1 285 10 183 197 66.8 48 24.4 2 1.0 33 l.6.8 114 57.9 

NC,E. ••• 457 100 21.9 97 3 59 89 89.0 23 25.8 2 2.2 17 19.1 47 52.8 
NC.H •••• 363 147 40.5 147 0 134 123 83.7 14 11.4 0 .0 39 31.7 70 56.9 
HC.H •••• 529 138 26.1 138 0 64 135 97.8 41 30.4 4 3,0 25 18.5 65 48.1 
SC ••.••• 219 84 38.4 65 19 45 47 56.0 12 25.5 4 8.5 1,~ 29.8 17 36.2 
VA.E .... 425 191 44.9 184 7 118 178 93.2 41 23.0 3 1.7 26 14.6 108 60.7 
VA.H ..•• 314 64 20.4 57 7 47 28 43.8 16 57.1 3 10.7 1. 3.6 8 28.6 
HV,N .... 78 1 1.3 1 0 1 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
HV.S .... 446 120 26.9 116 4 101 101 84.2 17 16.8 4 4.0 12 11.9 68 67.3 

5TH ••. 9.292 1.880 20.2 1,785 95 790 1,374 73.1 722 52.5 22 1.6 178 13.0 452 32.9 
----------------

LA. E .••• 625 277 44.3 272 5 133 226 81.6 78 34.5 4 1.8 26 11.5 118 52.2 
LA.H •••• 74 13 17.6 13 0 10 9 69.2 7 77.8 0 .0 0 .0 2 22.2 
LA,H .••• 189 39 20.6 34 5 20 35 89.7 27 77.1 0 .0 1 2.9 7 20.0 
HS,N .••. 135 18 13.3 18 0 17 15 83.3 3 20.0 1 6.7 1 6.7 10 66.7 
HS,S •.•• 293 '55 18.8 52 3 12 44 80.0 28 63.6 1 2.3 3 6.8 12 27.3 
TX.N •••• 852 140 16.4 113 27 48 69 49.3 30 43.5 5 7.2 12 17.4 22 31.9 
TX.E .... 207 82 39.6 70 12 56 52 63.4 7 13.5 0 .0 25 48.1 20 38.5 
TX.S •••• 3.532 535 15.1 504 31 242 42.4 79.3 224 52.8 6 1.4 83 19.6 111 26.2 
TX.H .••• 3.385 721 21.3 709 12 252 iiOO 69.3 318 63.6 5 1.0 27 5.4 150 30.0 

6TH ••• 3.816 1.051 27.5 933 118 636 806 76.7 263 32.6 10 1.2 144 17.9 389 48.3 

Ky.E .... 282 93 33.0 90 3 46 59 63.4 24 40.7 1 1.7 18 30.5 16 27.1 
KV.H .... 254 71 28.0 67 I, 35 54 76.1 17 31.5 0 .0 9 16.7 28 51.9 
HI.E •••• 1.259 300 23.8 275 25 134 268 89.3 94 35.1 2 .7 54 20.1 118 44.0 
HI.H •••• 229 35 15.3 34 1 31 35 100.0 27 77.1 1 2.9 1 2.9 6 17.1 
OH.N •.•• 628 130 20.7 128 2 104 108 83.1 7 6.5 0 .0 :3 2.8 98 90.7 
OH.S .... 442 118 26.7 77 41 84 100 84.7 38 38.0 1 1.0 13 13.0 48 48.0 
TN.E .... 326 87 26.7 85 2 59 76 87.4 25 32.9 2 2.6 14 18.4 35 46.1 
TN.H .••• 159 40 25.2 32 8 32 37 92.5 17 45.9 0 .0 8 21.6 12 32.4 
TN.H .... 237 177 74.7 145 32 111 69 39.0 14 20.3 3 4.3 24 34.8 28 40.6 
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TABLE H-4 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
DETENTION HEARINGS •• 

FOR THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30.1990 

CIRCUIT" PSA 
AND CASES 

DISTRICT ACTIVATED 

7TH ••• 

IL.N .. .. 
IL,C .. .. 
IL,S ... . 
IN,N .. .. 
IN.S •••• 
HI.E .. .. 
HI,H ... . 

8TH ••• 

AR,E .... 
AR,H •••• 
IA,N •••• 
IA.S •••• 
HN •••••• 
HO,E .... 
HO,H •••• 
NE ..... . 
NO .... .. 
SO .... .. 

9TH .. . 

AK .... .. 
AZ ..... . 
CA,N •••• 
CA,E .... 
CA,C ••.• 
CA.S •••• 
HI •••••• 
10 ...... 
HT •••••• 
NV •••••• 
OR •••••. 
HA,E .... 
HA.H •••• 
GUAH .... 
NHI ••••• 

10TH •• 

CO •••••• 
KS •••••• 
NH .... .. 
OK.N .. .. 
OK. E .••. 
OK,H. '" 
UT .... .. 
HY ..... . 

11TH •• 

AL,N .. .. 
AL,M .. .. 
AL,S .. .. 
FL,H .. .. 
FL,M .. .. 
FL,S .. .. 
GA,N .. .. 
r.A,H •••• 
-GA,S •••• 

2,051 

804 
30 

190 
268 
251 
361 
147 

2,670 

288 
70 

113 
115 
458 
368 
474 
308 
222 
254 

7,781 

191 
2,003 

593 
670 

1,906 
40 

165 
130 
150 
545 
506 
170 
661 

51 
0 

2,395 

478 
353 
818 
195 
104 
233 
179 

35 

6,164 

337 
276 
206 
284 

1,409 
2,504 

572 
266 
310 

DEFENDANTS 
HITH DETENTION HOTIONS FOR 

-., NG HELD DETENTION BY 
TOTAL PCl. - GOVl. I COlJRT_ 

HITH 
PRESUHP 
TlON 

745 36.3 725 20 321 

381 47.4 380 1 90 
10 33.3 9 1 2 
57 30.0 57 0 16 
65 24.3 65 a 31 
67 26.7 65 2 54 

118 32.7 108 10 94 
47 32.0 41 6 34 

720 27.0 684 36 316 

25 8.7 24 1 18 
11 15.7 6 5 5 
19 16.8 18 1 7 
42 36.5 39 3 32 

118 25.8 110 8 25 
103 28.0 101 2 31 
141 29.7 141 0 82 

88 28.6 85 3 48 
85 38.3 81 4 26 
88 34.6 79 9 42 

4,138 53.2 3,898 240 1,956 
-- -- -

53 27.7 49 4 45 
919 45.9 879 40 502 
436 73.5 429 7 152 
460 68.7 453 7 157 
974 51.1 964 10 446 

4 10.0 3 1 4 
107 64.8 107 0 74 
43 33.1 43 a 21 
31 20.7 28 3 4 

209 38.3 200 9 53 
402 79.4 272 130 245 
44 25.9 39 5 22 

424 64.1 400 24 220 
32 62.7 32 0 11 
a .0 0 0 0 

1,091 45.6 780 312 392 
-

150 31.4 146 4 90 
95 26.9 94 1 40 

561 6&.6 330 232 97 
39 20.0 33 6 25 
15 14.4 13 2 4 

100 42.9 96 4 82 
124 69.3 61 63 48 

7 20.0 7 0 6 

2,362 38.3 2,300 61 1,344 

47 13.9 43 3 33 
41 14.9 38 3 32 
85 41.3 79 6 53 

126 44.4 121 5 83 
610 43.3 579 31 502 

1,176 47.0 1,163 13 459 
180 31.5 180 0 120 
53 19.9 53 0 36 
44 14.2 44 0 26 

- - -

* EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

-

DETENTION 
ORDERED 
TOTAL pcr~ 

526 70.6 

240 63.0 
4 40.0 

57 100.0 
52 80.0 
63 94.0 
72 61.0 
38 80.9 

577 80.1 
- -

11 44.0 
5 It5.5 

13 68.4 
38 90.5 
96 81.4 

103 100.0 
92 65.2 
86 97.7 
65 76.5 
68 77.3 

2,910 70.3 
- -

46 86.8 
517 56.3 
249 57.1 
402 87.4 
712 73.1 

2 50.0 
95 88.8 
31 72.1 
30 96.8 

145 69.4 
289 71.9 
37 84.1 

327 77.1 
28 87.5 

0 .0 

717 65.7 

111 14.0 
79 83.2 

307 54.7 
27 69.2 
10 66.7 
79 79.0 
97 78.2 
7 100.0 

1,688 71.5 

40 85.1 
26 63.4 
61 71.8 

113 89.7 
502 82.3 
748 63.6 
127 70.6 
39 73.6 
32 72.7 

--- -

** INCLUDES DETENTION HEARINGS HELD FOlLoHING THE INITIAL HEARING ONLY. 
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REA SON S FOR 
-DANGER 

FLIGHT TO HITNESS 
TOTAL -- PCT~ TOI AL PCT~ 

171 32.5 8 1.5 

40 16.7 1 .4 
0 .0 0 .0 

37 64.9 2 3.5 
25 48.1 4 7.7 
34 54.0 0 .0 
22 30.6 a .0 
13 34.2 1 2.6 

219 38.0 11 1.9 

6 54.5 1 9.1 
1 20.0 0 .0 
8 61.5 a .0 
3 7.9 0 .0 

55 57.3 2 2.1 
36 35.0 2 1.9 
25 27.2 a .0 
42 48.8 0 .0 
37 56.9 2 3.1 
6 8.8 4 5.9 

1,149 39.5 24 .8 
--- - - -

12 26.1 0 .0 
235 It5.5 6 1.2 
114 It5.8 1 .4 
201 50.0 3 .7 
226 31.7 8 1.1 

0 .0 0 .0 
23 24.2 a .0 
15 48.4 1 3.2 
12 40.0 0 .0 
75 51.7 1 .7 
87 30.1 0 .0 
16 43.2 0 .0 

114 34.9 2 .6 
19 67.9 2 7.1 

0 .0 0 .0 

423 59.0 6 .8 
-

74 66.7 1 .9 
35 44.3 2 2.5 

236 76.9 1 .3 
11 40.7 0 .0 

7 70.0 0 .0 
10 12.7 0 .0 
50 51.5 2 2.1 
a .0 0 .0 

584 34.6 19 1.1 

21 52.5 0 .0 
6 23.1 0 .0 

17 27.9 1 1.6 
33 29.2 1 .9 

126 25.1 9 1.8 
297 39.7 4 .5 

44 34.6 2 1.6 
18 46.2 1 2.6 
22 68.8 1 3.1 

--- ---

o E TEN T I 
·OAl!GER TO -
CoHHUNITY 
TOTAL I PCT •. 

121 23.0 

70 29.2 
3 75.0 
3 5.3 
5 9.6 
9 14.3 

21 29.2 
10 26.3 

70 12.1 

1 9.1 
2 40.0 
2 15.4 
0 .0 

16 16.7 
6 5.8 

15 16.3 
1 1.2 
8 12.3 

19 27.9 

303 10.4 

6 13.0 
40 7.7 
44 17.7 

4 1.0 
105 14.7 

a .0 
31 32.6 

5 16.1 
2 6.-

12 8.3 
37 12.8 
4 10.8 
8 2.4 
5 17.9 
0 .0 

90 12.6 

4 3.6 
26 32.9 
20 6.5 
2 7.4 
0 .0 

11 13.9 
20 .20.6 

7 100.0 

245 14.5 

8 20.0 
8 30.8 
6 9.8 

18 15.9 
75 14.9 

104 13.9 
17 13.4 

4 10.3 
5 15.6 

o N 
KiGHT& . 
DANGER 
'foTAl PCT.-

226 43.0 

129 53.8 
1 25.0 

15 26.3 
18 34.6 
20 31.7 
29 40.3 
14 36.8 

277 48.0 

3 27.3 
2 40.0 
3 23.1 

35 92.1 
23 24.0 
59 57.3 
52 56.5 
43 50.0 
18 27.7 
39 57.4 

1,434 49.3 

28 60.9 
236 45.6 

90 36.1 
194 48.3 
373 52.4 

2 100.0 
41 43.2 
10 32.3 
16 53.3 
57 39.3 

165 57.1 
17 45.9 

203 62.1 
2 7.1 
0 .0 

198 27.6 

32 28.8 
16 20,3 
50 16.3 
14 51.9 

3 30.0 
58 73.4 
25 25.8 
0 .0 

840 49.8 

11 27.5 
12 46.2 
37 60.7 
61 54.0 

292 58.2 ~ 
343 45.9 

64 50.4 
16 41.0 
4 12.5 



TABLE H-5 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

CONDITIONS IHPOSED AT THE INITIAL HEARING 
FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

CIRCUIT PSA PERSONAL UN- I COLL- CORP- PSA 3RD REST- TREAT- REST& BAIL DETEN-
AND CASES RECOG- SECURED CASH ATERAL ORATE SUPER- PARTY RICTIVE ME NT TREAT NOT TION 

DISTRICT ACTIVATED NIZANCE BOND BONDl BOND SURETY VISION CUSTODY COHD. CONDo COHO. SET STATUS2 
--~--

TOTAL. •• 46,101 5,891 12,116 2,600 1,568 3,108 15,162 809 9,632 696 1,769 3,041 17,831 

1ST ••• 1,352 134 258 55 71 3 359 23 344 5 42 70 757 

ME ••• , ••• 138 6 33 12 40 0 75 1 62 1 15 It 43 
MA •••••• 483 53 167 19 13 3 173 10 180 It 15 27 201 
NH •••••. 124 35 45 1 3 0 18 1 26 0 2 3 36 
RI ••.••• 38 4 0 1 3 0 8 1 5 0 0' 4 25 
PR •••••. 569 36 13 22 12 0 85 10 71 0 10 32 452 

2ND ••• 4,022 634 963 310 156 25 756 14 735 78 94 33 1,901 

CT •••••• 317 17 163 8 10 10 114 8 101 4 19 5 104 
NY,N •••• 366 105 33 37 16 8 64 0 19 13 15 14 152 
NY ,E •••• 1,340 141 295 3 52 2 79 0 144 27 2 0 848 
NY,S •••• 1,528 290 366 151 36 5 380 5 367 23 23 4 675 
NY,H •••• 346 74 81 97 41 0 78 0 76 9 31 9 45 
VI. •••.. 125 7 25 14 1 0 41 1 28 2 4 1 17 

3RD ••• 2,910 203 1,272 191 304 58 1,088 146 446 87 79 61 8fl 

DE •••••• 129 24 28 1 25 0 45 3 18 20 0 0 51 
NJ •••.•• 958 33 481 84 71 44 448 12 231 35 48 12 233 
PA,E •••• 863 2 399 55 17 3 300 8 117 18 5' 21 365 
PA,H •••• 224 105 48 6 14 7 44 5 15 10 15 8 45 
PA,H .••• 313 6 190 34 6 4 68 1 20 4 5 0 73 
VI •.•••• 423 33 126 11 171 0 183 117 45 0 6 20 84 

4TH ••• 3,648 733 1,152 152 117 66 1,578 126 885 127 300 265 1,183 
---~ r 

HD •••.•• 817 331 61 36 17 8 222 30 35 87 70 65 298 
NC, Eo ••• 457 ~ 137 134 2 24 3 186 20' 143 2 41 50 101 
NC,H •.•• 363 58 108 42 .9 0 215 20 82 9 53 1 147 
NC,H •••. 529 3 241 14 29 6 271 37 64 1 33 9J 143 
SC •••••• 219 13 76 14 10 3 102 3 27 10 20 18 85 
VA, Eo ••• 425 105 59 32 3 33 116 11 106 9 27 8 193 
VA,H .••. 314 69 110 10 16 13 153 2 102 0 49 21 89 
HV,N •.•• 78 8 66 2 1 0 76 2 64 2 1 2 2 
HV,S •.•• 446 9 297 0 8 0 237 1 262 7 6 7 125 

5TH ..• 9,292 579 1,878 832 97 1,799 2,824 129 1,921 87 240 1,537 2,556 

LA,E •••• 625 1 300 4 38 4 150 67 {'~3 44 39 1 217 
LA,H .••• 74 2 50 2 0 1 55 1 !)1 0 0 It 13 
LA,H ••.• 189 it5 75 9 7 9 78 4 48 2 19 3 41 
MS,N •••• 135 1 71 7 25 8 89 0 36 1 0 3 20 
MS,S •••• 293 123 58 15 1 24 50 1 27 1 1 3 59 
TX,N •••• 852 263 54 23 8 127 412 5 163 15 62 92 284 
TX,E .... 20'7 8 115 2 0' 0' 90' 6 18 5 49 0' 82 
TX,S .... 3,532 113 695 568 2 1,235 1,0'68 39 732 18 33 72 845 
TX,H •••• 3,385 23 460' 202 16 391 832 6 783 1 37 1,359 935 

6TH ••• 3,816 379 1,879 137 125 146 1,965 42 1,328 72 185 90 1,10'9 

KY,E .... 282 28 99 21 31 3 126 2 98 4 15 I 6 94 
KY,H .... 254 6 163 1 0' 0 116 2 79 2 10 9 71 
MI,E ••.. 1,259 14 906 10 0 3 90'4 21 783 1 127 10 317 
HI,H .... 229 12 170 5 3 2 191 0 8 0 0 0' 35 
OH,N .... 628 42 273 56 7 41 103 11 62 14 7 45 164 
DH,S .... 442 170' 52 22 46 18 232 1 72 42 22 12 121 
TN,E .... 326 54 127 5 32 37 148 3 95 5 2 It 90 
TN,H .... 159 45 85 14 5 0 106 2 105 2 1 2 40 
TN,H •••• 237 8 It 3 1 42 39 0' 26 2 1 2 117 

255 



TABLE H-5 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

COUDITIOUS IHPOSED AT THE IUI1IAL HEARIUG 
FOR THE THELVE ~OUTH PERIOD EUDIUG JUUE 30,1990 

~----~-

CIRCUIT PSA PERSOUAL UU- COLL- CORP- PSA 3RD REST- TREAT- REST& BAIL DETEU-
AUD CASES RECOG- SECURED CASH ATERAL ORATE SUPER- PARTY RICTIVE HENT TREAT NOT nou 

DISTRICT ACTIVATED NIZANCE BOUD BOUD1 BOND SURETY VISIOU CUSTODY CONDo COUD. COUD. SET STATUS2 

7TH ••• 2,051 312 740 109 44 8 840 58 314 41 21 66 769 

IL,N .••• 804 0 350 27 24 3 223 46 15 17 1 13 3aa 
IL,C .••• 30 3 12 4 0 0 5 1 4 6 3 0 11 
IL,S •••• 190 1 110 a 10 3 119 0 109 1 4 1 57 
IN, U •••• 2G8 38 142 4 1 0 174 3 23 9 2 19 66 
IN,S •.•• 251 92 60 7 1 2 113 1 31 4 0 18 67 
HI ,E •••• 361 103 61 45 5 0 124 2 96 1 8 15 132 
HI,H ••.• 147 75 5 14 3 0 82 5 36 3 3 0 48 

8TH ••• 2,670 754 781 64 119 54 1,269 47 637 74 295 108 785 

AR, E. ••• 288 198 12 16 3 4 220 1 96 33 10 21 35 
AR,H •••• 70 8 28 3 5 7 42 2 15 1 0 5 14 
lA, N .••• 113 31 60 1 1 0 69 1 8 14 18 1 19 
lA, S ..•• 115 2 68 0 3 0 47 0 55 0 a 0 42 
MN .••.•• 458 57 199 16 0 17 157 0 5 6 1 1 168 
HO, E .••• 368 0 139 16 104 0 221 1 152 5 70 3 103 
MO,W •••. 474 82 179 0 1 24 249 14 109 0 128 47 lit 1 
NE ••.••• 308 171 32 5 2 1 109 10 65 8 32 9 89 
NO •.•.•• 222 97 17 6 0 1 44 9 38 3 18 18 86 
SO ..••.• 254 108 47 1 0 0 111 9 94 4 10 3 88 

9TH .•• 7,781 1,302 795 326 321 137 1,686 110 1,310 58 208 508 4,36Z 

AK ••.••• 191 76 38 3 1 9 53 4 19 5 2 4 58 
AZ ...... 2,003 40·' 90 15 13 20 242 42 304 2 38 371 1,084 
CA,N .••• 593 61 44 12 22 11 131 8 49 7 3 2 438 
CA,E .... 670 69 27 12 46 18 79 20 63 0 12 33 464 
CA,C .... 1,906 7 441 214 199 35 593 17 419 9 82 35 974 
CA,S .••• 40 3 3 0 17 10 23 0 4 2 0 1 6 
HI ..•..• 165 2 31 7 1 0 22 2 10 7 4 17 107 
10 ...... 130 55 23 1 0 0 29 4 17 0 4 7 43 
MT .••••• 150 81 1 11 0 1 67 1 46 2 3 7 47 
NV •••.•• 545 249 52 10 7 3 226 5 252 3 43 16 209 
OR ...... 506 98 1 0 1 0 85 0 84 2 0 1 406 
HA,E .... 170 25 13 32 3 4 46 0 17 1 5 5 68 
HA,H .... 661 166 26 a 11 25 86 5 21 18 12 1 425 
GUAM ••.• 51 3 5 1 0 1 4 2 5 0 0 8 33 
NMI .•••. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

10TH •• 2,395 488 518 119 25 79 820 53 452 36 150 54 1,095' 
- ~--

CO ...... 478 132 118 54 14 6 172 7 76 7 1 3 150 
KS •••••• 353 83 113 26 0 3 106 1 15 10 '28 33 95 
NM •.•.•• 818 210 18 5 1 5 209 32 177 1 21 8 562 
OK,N .... 195 0 83 10 1 58 149 0 110 2 37 3 40 
OK,E •... 104 0 79 6 1 0 31 0 9 5 15 2 16 
OK,H ..... 233 29 81 11 1 5 110 0 46 8 48 4 101 
UT. ..... 179 34 9 2 2 1 31 12 17 3 0 1 124 
HY ...... 35 0 17 5 5 1 12 1 2 0 0 0 7 

11TH .. 6,164 373 1,880 305 189 733 1,977 61 1,260 31 155 249 2,463 
--~ -

AL,N •••• 337 3 240 6 8 1 79 0 19 2 4 31 47 
AL,M .... 276 1 223 0 8 0 42 0 4 4 1 1 43 
AL,S •••• 206 77 25 3 0 5 56 3 19 4 45 4 93 
FL,N .... 284 92 36 11 6 1 57 1 52 3 4 12 129 
FL,M .... 1,409 75 447 47 52 120 525 40 421 4 5 52 613 
FL,S .... 2,504 5 506 123 23 508 608 4 397 4 38 114 1,224 
GA,N .... 572 4 230 5 69 62 355 2 177 7 4 12 188 
GA,M ..•. 266 5 105 63 14 12 132 0 90 3 49 7 60 
GA,S .... 310 111 68 47 9 24 123 11 81 0 5 16 66 

* EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

1. A 80ND REQUIRING THE CASH DEPOSIT OF THE TOTAL FACE AMOUNT OR PERCENTAGE OF THE FACE AHOUNT. 

2. DEFENDANT DETAINED IN TEMPORARY DETENTION DR DETAINED PENDING DETENTION HEARING. 
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CIRCUIT PSA 
AND CASES IN 

DISTRICT CURR DIST 

TOTAL ... 45,992 

1ST. .. 1,321 

ME •••••• 151 
HA .••.•. 458 
NH •••••• 128 
RI ••.••• 44 
PRe ••••• 540 

2ND •.• 4,012 

CT •••••• 318 
NY ,N •••. 368 
NY, E ••.• 1,312 
NY,S •••. 1,522 
NY ,H ••.• 356 
VT ....... 136 

3RD ••• 2,868 

DE .•••.• 137 
NJ .•••.• 870 
PA, E .... 892 
PA,H •••• 235 
PA,H •••• 306 
VI •••••• 428 

4TH •.• 3,820 

HD ••••.• 819 
HC,E •••• 460 
NC,H •••• 390 
NC,H •••• 547 
SC .•••.• 269 
VA,E .... 457 
VA,H ••.• 320 
HV,N •••• 94 
HV ,S •••. 462 

5TH ..• 9,302 

LA, E •.•. 645 
LA, H •••. 67 
LA,H .••. 184 
HS,N •••• 144 
HS,S •••. 294 
TX,N •••• 819 
TX,E .... 230 
TX,S •••• 3,483 
TX,H •••• 3,434 

I 

6TH ••• 3,891 

KY,E. ••• 294 
KY,H •••• 244 
HI, E. •.• 1,286 
HI,H .... 228 
OH,N •••. 635 
OH,S .... 454 
TN,E .... 322 
TN,H ••.• 169 
TN,H •••• 259 

TABLE H-6 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

DEFENDANTS RELEASED ON SUPERVISION 
(INCLUDES RULE 40 TRANSFERS RECEIVED)** 

FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

DEFENDANTS HHEN RELEASED 
RELEASED ON AT AT 

I 
AT BAIL 

SUFERVISION INITIAL DETENTION REVIEH 
TOTAL I PCT. HEARING HEARING HEARING 

19,467 42.3 13,847 2,974 2,646 

508 38.5 344 83 81 

87 57.6 79 '1 1 
236 51.5 170 50 16 

34 26.6 21 7 6 
19 43.2 9 3 7 

132 24.4 65 16 51 

1,100 27.4 727 276 97 

140 44.0 109 24 7 
108 29.3 70 23 15 
150 11.4 79 70 1 
520 34.2 362 122 36 
109 30.6 66 9 34 
73 53.7 41 28 4 

1,265 44.1 1,020 142 103 

66 48.2 38 11 17 
459 52.8 399 23 37 
374 41.9 291 71 12 

69 29.4 46 12 11 
81 26.5 63 18 0 

216 50.5 183 7 26 

2,018 52.8 1,552 254 212 

323 39.4 212 79 32 
236 51.3 188 26 22 
241 61.8 195 16 30 
316 57.8 267 24 25 
169 62.8 116 28 25 
150 32.8 112 34 4 
209 65.3 140 15 54 

82 87.2 81 0 1 
290 62.8 239 32 19 

3,460 37.2 2,175 320 965 

225 34.9 135 37 53 
50 74.6 48 0 2 
90 48.9 81 5 4 
74 51.4 64 6 4 
65 22.1 56 9 0 

449 54.S 339 26 84 
132 57.4 87 22 23 

1,500 43.1 849 94 557 
875 25.5 516 121 238 

2,290 58.9 1,953 283 54 

161 54.8 131 29 1 
124 50.8 110 13 1 
993 77.2 914 78 1 
190 83.3 182 8 0 
137 21.6 103 15 19 
282 62.1 232 41 9 
150 46.6 135 9 6 
116 68.6 103 6 7 
137 52.9 43 84 10 
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DIVERSION PERSONS ON 
CASES DIVERSION 
ACTIVATED SUPERVISION 

2,474 2,374 

89 85 

5 5 
58 55 

2 1 
0 0 

24 24 

73 72 

8 8 
4 4 
0 0 

48 48 
8 8 
5 4 

248 245 

4 4 
176 174 

1 1 
28 27 
37 37 

2 2 

360 346 

36 36 
38 36 
16 14 
19 18 
76 76 

115 109 
10 9 
22 20 
23 28 

498 478 

28 28 
6 6 
9 8 
3 3 

18 16 
74 73 
21 21 

298 283 
41 40 

193 181 

9 9 
11 11 

124 114 
7 7 
1 1 
0 0 
2 2 

36 34 
3 3 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH ••• 

IL, N .••• 
IL,C •••• 
IL, S •••• 
IN,N •••• 
IN, S •.•• 
HI,E .... 
HI,H •.•• 

8TH .•• 

AR,E .••• 
AR,H •••• 
IA,N •.•• 
lA,S •••• 
HN •••••• 
MO, E •••• 
MO,Ii •••• 
NE •••••• 
ND .••••• 
SD ••.•.• 

9TH .•• 

AK •••.•• 
AZ •••••• 
CA,N .••• 
CA,E •••• 
CA,C •••• 
CA,S .••• 
HI ••.••• 
ID •••••• 
MT •••••• 
NV •••••. 
OR •.••.• 
HA,E •••• 
HA,H .••• 
GUAM •••. 
NHI ••••• 

10TH .• 

CO •••••• 
KS ••••.• 
HM •••••• 
OK,N •••• 
OK, E •••• 
OK, H ••.• 
UT •••••• 
HY •••••• 

11TH, • 

AL,N •••• 
AL,M •••• 
AL,S .••• 
FL,N •••• 
FL,M .••• 
FL,S .••• 
GA,N •••• 
GA,M •••• 
GA,S •••• 

PSA 

TABLE H-6 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

DEFENDANTS RELEASED ON SUPERVISION 
(INCLUDES RULE 40 TRANSFERS RECEIVED)** 

FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

DEFENDANTS 
'AT 

HHEN RELEASED 
RELEASED ON AT AT BAIL 

CASES IN SUPERVISION INITIAL DETENTION REVIEH 
CURR DIST TOTALj PCT. HEARING HEARING HEARING 

2,160 1,091 50.5 845 156 90 

784 313 39.9 212 77 24 
57 20 35.1 13 6 1 

242 149 61.6 131 10 8 
283 205 72.4 182 20 3 
256 133 52.0 117 14 2 
384 176 45.8 106 21 49 
152 95 62.5 84 8 3 

2,754 1,501 54.5 1,252 148 101 

298 239 80.2 212 16 11 
78 49 62.8 37 4 8 

114 74 64.9 67 6 1 
129 71 55.0 55 9 7 
454 174 38.3 148 16 10 
372 246 66.1 200 5 41 
I t 85 297 61.2 254 33 10 
317 129 40.7 108 19 2 
233 62 26.6 48 11 3 
274 160 58.4 123 29 8 

7,586 2,680 35.3 1,519 826 335 

193 76 39.4 51 16 9 
1,976 572 28.9 241 213 118 

599 278 46.4 123 127 28 
626 170 27.2 70 52 48 

1,700 615 36.2 453 128 34 
127 54 42.5 39 1 14 
154 38 24.7 23 9 6 
123 39 31.7 29 10 0 
161 79 49.1 67 7 5 
534 273 51.1 209 51 13 
516 233 45.2 85 113 35 
190 60 31.6 45 14 1 
630 180 28.6 80 76 24 
55 13 23.6 4 9 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

2,430 1,180 48.6 756 204 220 

466 193 41.4 151 24 18 
343 141 41.1 104 15 22 
822 462 56.2 198 91 173 
210 127 60.5 124 3 0 

99 29 29.3 27 2 0 
239 122 51.0 96 22 4 
190 82 43.2 34 46 2 
61 24 39.3 22 1 1 

5,852 2,375 40.6 1,705 282 3813 

328 87 26.5 77 8 2 
280 71 25.4 42 18 11 
232 91 39.2 63 22 6 
308 69 22.4 58 8 3 

1,385 612 44.2 493 67 52 
2,178 817 37.5 457 96 264 

566 392 69.3 331 47 14 
256 97 37.9 86 11 0 
319 139 43.6 98 5 36 

* EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

** EXCLUDES RULE 40S TRANSFERRED TO n:E DISTRICT OF cOLutIBIA. 
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--I 

DIVERSION PERSONS ON 
CASES DIVERSION 
ACTIVATED SUPERVISION 

110 109 

51 50 
7 7 
7 7 
4 4 

24 24 
2 2 

15 15 

196 184 

66 66 
24 22 

9 8 
2 2 
1 1 

52 45 
16 16 
15 15 
7 5 
4 4 

288 278 

8 8 
53 50 
86 86 

3 3 
37 35 

1 1 
0 0 
8 8 

18 18 
24 22 
15 13 
23 23 
12 11 
0 0 
0 0 

249 240 

10 9 
88 85 
26 25 
3 3 

10 8 
49 49 
59 57 

4 4 

170 156 

39 39 
3 3 

12 11 
0 0 

88 76 
3 3 
5 4 
6 6 

14 14 

"--



TA8LE H-7 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

DETENTION SUMMARY 
(INCLUDES RUL[ 40 TRANSFERS RECEIVED)** 

FOR THE THELVE HOUTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 
-- -

IRCUIT PSA TOTAL 8EFORE INITIAL HEARING AFTER IHITIAL HEARING POST ADJUDICATION 
AND CASES DETENTION 

I ISTRICT CLOSED COST DEF DAYS COST DEF DAYS COST DEF DAYS COST 

OTAL. " 38,797 $90,994,844 14,538 145,081 $3,246,812 20,266 1,601,252 $57,642,710 8,890 834,004 $30,105,322 

1ST ... 1,114 $2,428,940 228 677 $39,762 689 62,393 $1,933,945 153 15,811 $455,233 
------- -

E .. " .. 136 $295,659 53 141 $4,930 69 4,290 $150,219 28 4,046 $140,510 
A ...... 354 $1,214,531 72 334 $14,316 145 23,982 $1,101,865 13 1,916 $98,350 
H ...... 98 $202,501 18 41 $1,641 40 3,477 $133,947 27 1,901 $66,913 
I ...... 0 $0 ° ° $0 ° ° $0 ° ° $0 
R •••••• 526 $716,249 85 161 $18,875 435 30,644 $547,914 85 7,948 $149,460 

2HO ••• 2,131 $5,712,019 967 5,782 $92,929 1,037 68,094 $3,168,390 561 52,074 $2,450,700 
--

T ...... 208 5504,200 59 96 $6,339 76 4,418 $293,495 47 3,075 $204,366 
Y,N .... 308 $706,417 132 4,600 $30,799 153 10,538 $406,:258 76 5,772 $269,360 
Y,E .... 334 $1,191,149 193 232 $14,477 198 13,551 $602,656 124 13,145 5574,016 
Y,S .... 914 $2,367,343 426 585 $26,325 436 29,536 $1,304,771 231 22,921 $1,036,247 
:'1 ,ii . ... 256 $552,370 78 124 $8,943 105 5,634 $373,927 36 2,464 $169,500 
T ...... 111 $390,540 79 145 $6,046 69 4,417 $187,283 47 4,697 $197,211 

3RD ... 2,173 $5,058,466 459 2,277 $70,811 903 71,168 $3,110,770 438 44,073 $1,876,885 
------

E ...... 134 $458,460 13 257 $12,500 76 6,196 $302,670 38 3,026 $143,290 
.J •••••• 459 $1,190,335 17 128 $5,510 157 1(,,476 $730,418 96 10,451 $454,407 
A,E .... 751 $2,018,229 69 795 $9,161 314 26,040 $1,270,743 133 16,022 $738,325 
A,H •••• 190 $228,279 24 81 $2,818 44 2,474 $84,288 39 3,977 $141,173 
A,H .... 254 $474,742 14 100 $3,872 84 6,611 $277 ,481 63 5,522 $193,389 
I ...... 385 $688,421 262 916 $36,950 228 13,371 $445,170 69 5,075 $206,301 

4TH •.• 2,808 $4,583,123 578 11,996 $199,514 1,182 76,999 $2,694,114 508 54,116 $1,689,495 

-,D •••••• 635 $1,132,629 79 132 $41,385 206 14,063 $680,712 99 9,129 $410,532 
,C,E .... 395 $585,311 47 80 $2,364 145 9,596 ~~~2,899 99 10,016 $300,048 
,C,H •••• 307 $540,939 22 74 $1,434 163 12,570 . ·.·.·0,940 78 7,550 $168.565 
,C,H .... 464 $494,078 68 162 $4,397 192 16,804 $456,602 26 1,264 $33,079 
:C •••••• 132 $206,834 51 169 $4,010 88 3,614 $94,651 32 4,164 $108,173 
,A, E .... 264 $963,356 82 10,396 $117,337 153 5,847 $396,486 77 14,610 $449,533 
IA,H .... 232 $343,753 85 575 $20,519 108 5,847 $194,175 41 3,766 $129,059 
.V,H .... 13 $2,329 1 1 $25 4 64 $2,304 ° 0 $0 
.Y, S ..... 366 $313,894 143 357 $8,043 123 8,594 $215,345 56 3,617 $90,506 

5TH ••• 8,470 $16,279,802 4,579 15,327 $429,132 5,568 292,684 $10,484,007 2,233 157,517 $5,366,063 
-- ---- . 

L.A,E .... 572 $1,571,690 184 535 $23,979 288 17,110 $752,866 195 17,197 $794,845 
LA,H •••• 53 $3,888 3 10 $126 7 363 $3,006 2 42 $756 
LA,H •••• 204 $143,632 33 369 $5,324 53 4,648 $99,283 26 1,674 $39,025 
HS,H .... 94 $71,407 15 808 $11,293 33 2,216 $44,286 20 1,166 $15,828 
HS,S .... 286 $143,539 44 80 $1,991 79 7,051 $111,737 27 1,639 $29,811 
TX,H .... 852 $2,179,727 342 1,046 $39,726 481 35,632 $1,615,974 168 11,503 $524,027 
TX,E .... 277 $652,612 61 165 $5,960 125 11,870 $316,399 88 17,204 $330,253 
TX,S .... 3,525 $5,671,603 2,213 8,400 $139,423 2,517 118,444 $3,746,584 913 57,641 $1,785,596 
TX,H .... 2,607 $5,841,704 1,684 3,914 $201,910 1,985 95,350 $3,793,872 794 49,451 $1,845,922 

6TH ... 3,268 $5,456,143 692 10,603 $98,937 1,055 82,392 $3,549,370 475 48,574 $1,807,836 
-------

KY,E .... 259 $479,784 91 193 $6,245 127 9,667 S '!82,388 67 5,794 $191,151 
KY ,H .... 225 $432,498 46 159 $16,596 80 9,469 $355,282 25 1,892 $00,620 
HI, E .... 1,113 $1,853,223 7:1 363 $17 ,406 273 22,694 $1,358,936 104 9,310 $476,881 
HI ,H .... 223 $132,778 50 68 $1,823 34 2,057 $62,432 33 2,270 $68,523 
OH,N .... 582 $1,224,588 113 259 $15,313 181 15,285 $726,041 113 10,389 $483,234 
OH,S .... 293 $316,491 51 8,530 $9,131 69 3,336 $176,947 44 6,234 $130,413 
TN, E .... 222 $245,755 38 94 $3,405 82 5,797 $184,090 25 1,851 $58,260 
TN,H, ... 139 $252,316 72 402 $12,868 66 7,167 $196,344 6 982 $43,104 
TH,H •••• 212 $518,710 153 535 $16,150 143 6,920 $206,910 58 9,852 $295,650 

259 



CIRCUIT PSA 
AND CASES 

DISTRICT CLOSED 

TOTAL 
DETENTION 
COST 

7TH... 2,063 $6,440,241 
- -- - r- -----

IL,N .... 731 $3,328,968 
IL,C •••• 77 $341,707 
IL,S .... 202 SH7,793 
IN,H •••• 276 $891,834 
IN,S .... 292 $203,533 
HI.E .... 316 S910,329 
HI,H •••• 169 $346,077 

8TH ... 2,284 $4,383,333 

AR,E .... 182 $119,138 
AR,H •••• 70 $55,083 
IA,N .... 114 $199,741 
lA,S .... 81 $83,515 
HN •••••• 474 $1,391,211 
HO,E .... 384 $992,023 
HO,H .... 345 $593,527 
NE ...... 154 $416,569 
NO ...... 230 $240,973 
SO ...... 250 $291,553 

9TH ••• 7.,061 $23,360,356 

AK •••••• 129 $247,683 
AZ ...... 1.835 $3,818,683 
CA,N .... 569 $5,155,062 
CA,E .... 722 $1,641,995 
CA,C •••• 1,760 $4,283,259 
CA,S .... 5 $3,420 
HI •••••• 138 $757,129 
10 ...... 106 $164,570 

'HT •••••• 109 $173,907 
NV •••••• 579 $1,298,853 
DR ...... 457 $2,838,176 
HA,E .... 130 $195,023 
HA,H •••• 510 $2,772,404 
GUI.H •••• 12 $10,192 
NHI ••••• ° $0 

10TH •• 2.250 $4.136,273 

CO •••••• 436 $862,970 
KS ••• , •• J23 $567,477 
NH •••••• 784 $1,897,269 
OK,II •••• 248 $287,240 
OK,E .... 105 $31,401 
OK, H •••• 179 $134.'181 
UT ...... 138 $344,184 
HY ....... 37 $10,751 

11TH •• 5.175 $13,156,148 

AL.N .... 330 $84,246 
AL,H .... 292 $91,431 
AL,S •••• 180 $241,145 
FL,N .... 3111 $917 ,340 
FL,H •••• 1,171 $3.307,196 
FL,S .... 1,B01 $6,727,089 
GA,N •••• 592 $1.198,461 
GA.H •••• 218 $260,036 
GA,S .... 273 $329.204 

--

TABLE H-7 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

DETENTION SUHMARY 
(INCLUDES RULE 40 TRANSFERS REC~IVED)** 

FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

BEFORE INITIAL HEARING 

oEF I DAYS COST 

AFTER INITIAL HEARING 

DEF I DAYS COST 

564 9,530 $65,582 899 109,130 $3,786,167 
- ---_._-- ---

312 588 $19,459 389 42.270 $1,824,163 
37 82 $3,897 43 5,075 $245,365 
42 326 $11,933 82 6,576 $248,560 
69 191 $8,217 106 14,115 $613,509 
30 7,889 $2,018 68 13,135 $201,390 
23 187 $9.394 145 13,300 $466,904 
51 267 $10,604 66 14,659 $186,276 

361 11,031 $142,291 837 64,062 $2,363.152 

18 69 $1,761 55 3,772 $97,227 
16 147 $3,811 20 1,437 $34,123 
32 46 $2,270 32 1,665 $78,500 
12 27 $1,30& 33 917 $44.914 
70 263 $17,147 204 13,700 $768.533 

4 8 $379 168 14,850 $591,806 
68 83 $2,477 116 7,635 $248,892 
10 10,020 $100.738 20 12,002 $187,363 
82 213 $7.342 84 :i,646 $155,789 
49 155 $5,060 105 4,438 $156,005 

3,269 69,146 $1,714,280 4,124 436,838 $14,866,739 
-

41 80 $6,940 43 1,942 $163,593 
1,320 1,982 $83,186 1,148 75,447 $2,671,592 

345 61,383 $1,179,386 411 174,630 $2.936,740 
343 1,675 $88,007 356 24,804 $991,029 
217 776 $136.944 1,027 68,403 $2,239,917 

2 4 $228 2 56 $3,192 
80 147 $9,267 103 6,924 $356,518 
29 112 $2,758 35 2,260 $84,663 
50 183 $6,031 60 2,966 $104,264 

285 773 $51,701 208 12,271 $672,567 
259 608 $63,341 293 29,165 $1,979.006 
63 393 $18,372 76 3,332 $156,121 

231 859 $61,279 359 34,556 $2,504,185 
4 171 $6,840 3 82 $3,352 

° ° $0 ° ° $0 

848 2,921 $lOO,04~ 1,171 67,856 $2,626,800 

100 187 $8,605 194 14,146 $731.312 
81 227 $8,633 121 7,846 $297,478. 

501 1,300 $56,196 564 25,756 $1,044,240 
29 108 $2,616 98 7,043 $183.400 

4 8 $327 10 375 $15.353 
44 64 $1.058 96 5,073 $76,v83 
83 988 $21,313 83 7,347 $269,484 

6 39 $1,301 5 270 $9,450 

1,993 5,791 $292,925 2,801 269,636 $9,059.256 

40 66 $2,300 46 2,155 $75,436 
24 61 $1,164 59 3.165 $59,903 
68 160 $2.571 101 13,811 $179,327 
92 526 $17 .946 184 22,779 $726,155 

252 709 $18,590 643 73,258 $2,480.371 
1,208 3,303 $220.018 1,253 110,201 $4.195,755 

228 545 $17.11116 311 29,929 $954,097 
34 257 $8.304 99 7,657 $196,230 
47 164 i4.146 105 6,681 $191,982 

~ ... 

* [XCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

** EXCLUDES RULE 40S TRANSFERRED TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUHBIA. 

260 

POST ADJUDICATION 
---

-O-e;;-I-OAYS- I COST 

559 62,690 $2,588,492 
------

273 33,923 $1,485,346 
14 1.798 $92,445 
55 4,262 $157,300 
60 6,015 $270,048 

1 5 $125 
101 13,094 $434,031 
55 3,593 $149,197 

522 51,494 $1,877,890 

16 806 $20,150 
9 602 $17,149 

27 2,670 $118,911 
14 761 $37,295 

125 11,211 $605,531 
106 8,670 $399,838 

95 10,421 $342,158 
16 10,625 $12('1,468 
45 1,814 $17,842 
69 3,914 $130,488 

1,693 198,188 $6,779,337 

18 971 $77 ,150 
343 26,177 $1,063,905 
94 48.810 $1,038,936 

155 12,828 $f,1;2,959 
617 64,277 $1,90G,398 

° ° $0 
77 7,53',. $391.344 
18 4,275 $71,149 
33 1.850 $63,612 

120 11,196 $574,585 
165 16,811 $79;,829 

8 492 $20,530 
45 2,958 $206,940 

° ° $1) 
0 ° $0 

459 43,043 $1,409,424 
-- --- -

71 2,578 $123.053 
73 6,545 $261.366 

177 17,84Q $796,833 
55 10,230 $101,n4 

7 384 515,';21 
56 3,859 $57.340 
20 1,607 $53.387 

° ° $0 

1,289 106,424 $:l,803,~67 

7 186 $(',510 
15 1,404 $30,364 
70 4,586 $59,247 
55 5.241 $173,239 

261 21,208 $808,235 
723 61.742 $2,311,316 

68 5,479 $226,1t78 
27 1,683 $55.502 
63 4,895 $133.076 

-- --



TABLE H-B 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

BAll VIOLATIONS REPORTED 
(INCLUDES RULE 40 lRAHFERS RECEIVED) 

FOR THE THElVE HONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

DEFENDANTS DEFENDANTS TOTAL TYPE OF VIOLATION REPORTED o ~ 
IRCUIT PSA RELEASED HITH BAll VIOl- ~FAIlURE -USE PRE- -PRE"'; PENDING 

AND CASES ON BAll VIOLATIONS lATIONS HISD- TO REPOR- OF ADJUDI SENT APPEAL 
ISTRICT CLOSED -TOTA[ I PCT. __ nrrAL I PCT. REPORTED FELONY EHEANO APPEAR TING DRUGS OTHER CATION ENCE SURRENDER 

--------

OTAL. •• 38,797 25,466 65.6 3,229 8.3 4,157 513 318 796 676 1,412 442 2,513 1,476 168 

1S', ••• 1,114 610 54.8 80 7.2 93 11 3 18 12 39 10 62 29 2 

E ...... 136 101 74.3 6 4.4 6 2 1 1 0 1 1 3 3 0 
A •••••• 354 246 69.5 27 7.6 31 7 2 4 4 12 2 22 9 0 
H •••.•• 98 75 76.5 15 15.3 20 2 0 2 2 11 3 10 10 0 
I ...... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 
R •••••• 526 188 35.7 32 6.1 36 0 0 11 6 15 4 27 7 2 

2ND ••• 2,131 1,504 70.6 175 8.2 236 48 19 77 30 42 20 172 62 2 

·T ...... 208 162 77.9 16 7.7 21 2 3 1 1 9 5 9 12 0 
.Y,N •••. 308 204 66.2 19 6.2 22 4 0 7 0 5 6 22 0 0 
.Y,E .... 334 182 54.5 3 .9 3 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 0 1 
.Y,S •••• 914 677 74.1 101 11.1 141 24 10 64 27 9 7 109 31 1 
,Y,H .... 256 209 81.6 22 8.6 34 14 5 2 1 10 2 23 11 0 
T ...... 111 70 63.1 14 12 .• 6 15 4 1 2 0 8 0 7 8 0 

3RD ... 2,173 1,549 71.3 183 8.4 225 44 18 44 46 47 26 150 69 6 
------

E ...... 134 90 67.2 22 16.4 23 0 0 1 3 13 6 14 8 1 
.J ....•. 459 384 83.7 65 14.2 84 19 10 28 12 10 5 58 23 3 
A, E •••• 751 544 72.4 38 5.1 50 10 4 8 10 10 8 32 17 1 
A,H •••• 190 148 77.9 7 3.7 11 1 2 1 3 3 1 5 6 0 
A,H •••• 254 186 73.2 19 7.5 20 3 2 1 1 11 2 17 3 0 
I ...... 385 197 51.2 32 8.3 37 11 0 5 17 0 4 24 12 1 

4TH ••• 2,808 2,099 74.8 346 12.3 451 33 39 78 31 220 50 254 184 13 

,0 ...... 63S 561 88.3 153 24.1 218 7 22 48 21 97 23 160 53 5 
.C,E .... 395 263 66.6 28 7.1 33 0 3 3 1 21 5 18 14 1 
.C,H •••• 307 222 72.3 26 8.5 30 2 4 5 2 13 4 13 17 0 
.C,H •••• 464 316 68.1 26 5.6 28 6 1 1 1 14 5 8 16 4 
~C •••••• 132 97 73.5 16 12.1 19 3 1 8 0 5 2 9 9 1 
.A.E .... 264 144 54.5 16 6.1 19 1 1 3 1 13 0 12 7 0 
.A,H •••• 232 182 78.4 22 9.5 26 5 4 1 2 10 4 10 16 0 
.V,N .... 13 12 92.3 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
.V,S .... 366 302 82.5 59 16.1 78 9 3 9 3 47 7 24 52 2 

5TH ••• 8,470 4,821 56.9 548 6.5 640 79 38 180 56 208 79 398 220 22 

_A,E •••• 572 389 68.0 70 12.2 101 10 0 9 20 54 8 57 40 4 
A,H .... 53 45 84.9 3 5.7 3 1 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 0 

_A,H •••• 204 166 81.4 12 5.9 13 6 0 2 3 2 0 8 5 0 
,S,N .... 94 72 76.6 6 6.4 8 1 6 0 0 0 1 4 2 2 
·,S,S •••• 286 225 78.7 14 4.9 14 2 1 5 2 4 0 9 5 0 
TX,N •••• 852 572 67.1 90 10.6 110 17 6 19 6 49 13 69 40 1 
IX,E .... 277 215 77.6 42 15.2 58 3 6 4 3 35 7 35 20 3 
TX,S .... 3,;25 1,953 55.4 159 4.5 167 27 9 96 6 18 11 108 51 8 
lX,H •••• 2,607 1,184 45.4 152 5.8 166 12 10 44 16 46 38 106 56 4 

6TH ••• 3,268 2,567 78.5 232 7.1 301 54 21 43 47 96 40 174 115 12 

Ky,E .... 259 190 73.4 30 11.6 38 5 3 4 2 17 7 21 17 0 
KY,H .... 225 164 72,9 18 8.0 26 7 1 4 2 9 3 19 6 1 
HI,E .... 1,113 902 81.0 69 6.2 89 13 5 15 15 22 19 46 34 9 
HI,H .... 223 199 89.2 10 4.5 10 1 1 2 2 2 2 5 5 0 
OH,N •••• 582 457 78.5 44 7.6 67 8 3 " 17 26 6 39 28 0 
OH,S .... 293 237 80.9 11 3.8 13 3 2 2 3 3 0 9 4 0 
TH,E •••• 222 169 76.1 9 4.1 11 4 1 0 0 4 2 5 6 0 
TH.H .... 13S' 107 77.0 23 16.5 27 4 5 4 5 9 0 18 8 1 
TN,H .... 212 142 67.0 18 8.5 20 9 0 5 1 4 1 12 7 1 

261 



TABLE H-8 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS­
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

8AIL VIOLATIONS REPORrED 
(INCLUDES RULE 40 TRANFERS RECEIVED) 

FOR THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 
-----------------------------------~------

CIRCUIT PSA 
AND CASES 

DISTRICT CLOSED 
-- -

- -, 
7TH ••• 2,063 

IL,N .... 731 
IL,C .... 77 
IL,S •••• 202 
IN,N .... 276 
IN,S .... 292 
HI,E •••• 316 
HI,H .... 169 

8TH ••• 2,284 

AR,E •••• 182 
AR,H .••• 70 
IA,N ••.• 114 
lA,S .... 81 
HII ...... 474 
HO,E •••• 384 
HO,H •••• 345 
NE ...... 154 
NO ...... 230 
SO ...... 250 

9TH ••• 7,061 

AK ...... 129 
AZ ...... 1,835 
CA,N .... 569 
CA,E .... 722 
CA,C .... 1,760 
CA,S .... 5 
HI •••••• 138 
10 ...... 106 
HT ...... 109 
NV •••••• 579 
DR •••••• 457 
HA,E .... 130 
HA,H •••• 510 
GUAH •••• 12 
NHI. •••• 0 

10TH .. 2,250 
-

CO ...... 436 
KS •••••• 323 
NH ...... 784 
oK,N .... 248 
oK,E •••• 105 
oK,H •••• 179 
UT ...... 138 
HY ...... 37 

11TH .. 5,175 

AL,N •••• 330 
AL,H •••• 292 
AL,S •••• 180 
FL,N .... 318 
FL,H .... 1,171 
FL,S .... 1,801 
GA,N .... 592 
GA,H •••• 218 
GA,S .... 273 

DEFENDANTS 
RELEASED 
ON BAIL 

-TOTAL pIT, 

1,503 72.'~ 

499 68.3 
57 74.0 

158 78.2 
212 76.8 
220 75.3 
246 77.8 
III 65.7 

1,755 76.8 

147 80.8 
58 82.9 
95 83.3 
69 85.2 

335 70.7 
279 72.7 
238 69.0 
141 91.6 
188 81.7 
205 82.0 

4,290 60.8 

105 81.4 
1,280 69.8 

343 60.3 
329 45.6 
983 55.9 

4 80.0 
65 47.1 
87 82.1 
70 64.2 

4S0 77.7 
232 50.8 

63 48.5 
271 53.1 

8 66.7 
0 

1,506 66.9 
.. , 

315 72.2 
241 74.6 
484 61.7 
160 64.5 

91 86.7 
104 58.1 
84 60.9 
27 73.0 

3,262 63.0 
-- --

267 80.9 
274 93.8 
119 66.1 
162 50.9 
735 62.8 
940 52.2 
409 69.1 
143 65.6 
213 78.0 

-

DEFENDAIITS 
HITH8t.IL 
VIOLATIONS 
TOTAL IPCT. 

190 9.2 

76 10.4 
13 16.9 
9 4.5 

23 8.3 
4 1.4 

53 16.8 
12 7.1 

307 13.4 

23 12.6 
4 5.7 

15 13.2 
13 16.0 
47 9.9 
97 25.3 
33 9.6 
15 9.7 
11 4.8 
49 19.6 

605 8.6 

7 5.4 
157 8.6 
56 9.8 
53 7.3 

121 6.9 
1 20.0 

25 18.1 
3 2.8 
6 5.5 

90 15.5 
40 6.8 
6 4.6 

40 7.8 
0 .0 
0 

145 6.4 
-

24 5.5 
28 8.7 
54 6.9 
7 2.8 
1 1.0 

21 11.7 
9 6.5 
1 2.7 

418 8.1 
_. 

9 2.7 
9 3.1 

17 9.4 
11 3.5 

106 9.1 
192 10.7 
40 6.8 
16 7.3 
18 6.6 

* EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUHBIA. 

TOTAL 
VIOL­
LATIONS 
REPORHD 

281 

105 
15 
10 
28 
6 

100 
17 

472 

27 
4 

21 
21 
75 

196 
46 
18 
11 
53 

741 

7 
176 
75 
70 

155 
1 

31 
3 
6 

117 
48 
.6 
46 
0 
0 

159 

31 
29 
55 
7 
1 

26 
9 
1 

558 

14 
9 

19 
11 

141 
272 
55 
17 
20 

. 

TYPE OF VIULATIoN R[PoRTED 

~~
AILURE· "USE 

HISD- TO REP oR- OF 
FELONY EHEANO APPEAR TING DRUGS 

-- --- -

31 38 45 33 115 

16 23 33 20 8 
1 1 1 4 5 
2 3 4 0 1 
5 3 It 1 11 
3 1 0 0 2 
4 5 2 4 81 
0 2 1 4 7 

43 52 41 85 198 

2 2 4 3 13 
0 1 1 0 0 
1 2 1 3 11 
3 1 3 4 8 
6 10 3 10 43 

20 21 9 61 77 
2 2 9 2 26 
0 0 3 1 10 
3 1 2 1 It 
6 12 6 0 6 

65 62 158 115 253 

1 1 1 0 3 
14 15 71 25 33 
8 12 13 7 19 
3 4 10 8 35 

13 10 33 38 45 
0 0 0 0 1 
:: 1 2 3 18 
I) 1 0 1 1 
0 1 0 0 4 
8 12 11 21 53 
6 3 5 4 21 
1 0 3 1 1 
6 2 9 7 19 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 () 0 0 0 

22 7 41 22 43 
. -' 

3 1 5 5 11 
5 2 10 3 7 
8 3 21 9 6 
2 0 0 1 3 
0 0 0 0 1 
3 1 4 1 13 
1 0 1 2 2 
0 0 0 1 0 

83 21 71 199 151 
-' -. 

1 0 0 0 12 
4 0 0 1 It 
2 0 2 2 10 
2 3 1 3 2 

17 8 15 24 69 
38 7 42 154 21 
11 1 10 11 12 
8 0 0 2 7 
0 2 1 2 14 

262 

-1l.C . 
"'PR"'E--...D.I.lj"" PRE­
ADJUIJI SENT 

OTHER CATION ENCE 

19 159 114 

5 53 48 
3 5 10 
0 8 2 
It 17 10 
0 3 3 
4 64 33 
3 9 8 

53 261 195 

3 20 6 
2 2 2 
3 7 14 
2 8 13 
3 29 46 
8 116 69 
5 27 16 
4 12 6 
0 6 5 

23 34 18 

88 432 271 

1 5 2 
18 117 51 
16 48 24 
10 38 29 
16 77 68 
0 0 1 
2 14 14 
0 2 ! 
1 3 3 

12 H 48 
9 26 18 
0 6 0 
3 32 12 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

24 97 52 
. . 

6 21 9 
2 10 17 
8 35 14 
1 5 1 
0 1 0 
It 18 8 
3 7 2 
0 0 1 

33 354 165 
- . -- -

1 9 5 
0 2 7 
3 12 7 
0 9 1 
8 100 34 

10 169 76 
10 32 20 
0 8 9 
1 I 

13 6 

PENDING 
APPEAL 
SURRENDE 

8 

4 
o 
o 
1 
o 
3 
o 

16 

1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

11 
3 
o 
o 
1 

38 

o 
8 
3 
3 

10 
o 
3 
o 
o 
5 
4 
o 
2 
o 
o 

10 

1 
2 
6 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 

39 

o 
o 
o 
1 
7 

27 
3 
o 
1 



IRCUIT PSA 
DEFENDANTS 
RELEASED 

TABLE H-9 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

DEFENDANTS HITH BAll VlOlATIONS 
(INCLUDES RULE 40 TRANFERS RECEIVED) 

FOR THE THElVE HONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30.1990 

TVPE OF VIDl,ATIOII ** 
FAIlUR-E TO 

AND CASES 
ISTRICT CLOSED 

ON BAll 
TOTAL PCT. 

DEFENDANTS 
!-lITH BAll 
VIOLATIONS 
TOTAL PCT. 

FElONV ' HISDEHEANOR~....:AnP,:;P~El!!ARn ....... _~RE~PrrD:p.RTHI~N~G_HU*SEMo~F~D:;;R~U~G-H01:iT;;H7-EPr;R= __ 
TOTALj PCT. TOT All pcr I U I ALl PC I. ToTALI PCT • TOTAL I PCT. ToTAll PCT. 

-- -F'-~.:..-:..---+~=±:=:l==±:=:t=='===F=::=±:=I====I==== 
oTAl ••• ~3=·8~.~7~97~+=25~,~4~6~6_~6~5~.6~f~3~.~2~29~_8~.~3_~~49~4~_1~._3-1 __ 2_91 ____ .~8-1 __ ~7~7_2 ___ 2_.0 __ ~5_B_0 ___ 1~.~5-r~1~,0~8~1~_2_._8-r_4_0~5 __ ~1~.~0 __ 

1ST... 1,114 610 54.8 BO 7.2 11 1.0 3.3 18 1.6 n 1.0 32 2.9 10 .9 

,E...... 136 101 74.3 6 4.4 2 1.5 1.7 1.7 - - 1.7 1 .1 
,A ...... 354 24669.5 27 7.6 12.0 2.6 41.1 41.1 102.8 2 .6 
;H...... 98 15 76.5 15 15.3 2 2.0 - - 2 2.0 2 2.0 8 8.2 3 3.1 
,I...... -
R...... 526 

2ND... 2,131 

~T...... 208 
"V,N.... 30B 
NV.E.... 334 
NV.S.... 914 
NV.H.... 256 
VT...... 111 

3RD... 2,173 

DE...... 134 
NJ...... 459 
PA,E.... 751 
PA,H.... 190 
PA,H.... 254 
VI •.•• ·•• 385 

4TH... 2.808 

HD •••••• 
NC.E .. .. 
NC,H .. .. 
NC.H •••• 
sc .... .. 
VA.E ... . 
VA,H •••• 
HV,N .... 

635 
395 
307 
464 
132 
264 
232 

188 35.7 

1.504 70.6 

162 77.9 
204 66.2 
182 54.5 
677 74.1 
209 81. 6 
70 63.1 

1.549 71.3 

90 67.2 
384 83.7 
544 72.4 
148 77.9 
186 73.2 
197 51.2 

2.099 74.8 

561 88.3 
263 66.6 
222 72.3 
316 68.1 

32 

175 

16 
19 

3 
101 
22 
14 

183 

22 
65 
38 

7 
19 
32 

346 

6.1 

8.2 

7.7 
6.2 

.9 
11.1 

8.G; 
12.6 

8.4 

16.4 
14.2 
5.1 
3.7 
7.5 
8.3 

12.3 

153 24.1 
28 7.1 
26 8.5 
26 5.6 
16 12.1 
16 6.1 
22 9.5 

43 

2 
4 

23 
10 

4 

43 

18 
10 

1 
3 

11 

31 

2.0 

1.0 
1.3 

2.5 
3.9 
3.6 

2.0 

3.9 
1.3 

.5 
1.2 
2.9 

1.1 

1 1.1 

2 .7 
6 1.3 
3 2.3 
1 .4 
5 2.2 

19 

3 

10 
5 
1 

16 

10 
3 
1 
2 

37 

.9 

1.4 

1.1 
2.0 

.9 

.1 

2.2 
.4 
.5 
.8 

1.3 

20 3.1 
3 .8 
4 1.3 
1 .2 
1. .8 
1 .4 
4 1.1 

11 

68 

1 
7 
1 

55 
2 
2 

42 

1 
27 

8 
1 
1 
It 

76 

2.1 

3.2 

.5 
2.3 

.3 
6.0 

.8 
1.8 

1.9 

.7 
5.9 
1.1 

.5 

.4 
1.0 

2.7 

47 7.4 
3 .8 
4 1.3 
1 .2 
8 6.1 
3 1.1 
1 .4 

5 

29 

1 

1 
26 

1 

3 
12 
10 

1 
1 

14 

30 

1.0 

1.4 

.5 

.3 
2.8 

.4 

1.9 

2.2 
2.6 
1.3 

.5 

.4 
3.6 

1.1 

20 3.1 
1 .3 
2 .7 
1 .2 

1 .4 
2 .-} 

13 
366 

97 73.5 
144 54.5 
182 78.4 

12 92.3 
302 82.5 HV,S.... 9 2.5 3 .8 59 16.1 1 1.9 3 .8 

13 

33 

8 
4 
1 
8 
5 
7 

45 

13 
10 

9 
2 

11 

164 

2.5 

1.5 

3.8 
1.3 

.3 

.9 
2.0 
6.3 

2.1 

9.1 
2.2 
1.2 
1.1 
4.3 

5.8 

66 10.4 
18 4.6 
12 3.9 
13 2.8 

3 2.3 
10 3.8 
8 3.4 

34 9.3 

It 

18 

5 
4 

7 
2 

25 

6 
5 
7 
1 
2 
It 

46 

.8 

.8 

2.4 
1.3 

.8 

.8 

1.2 

4.5 
1.1 

.9 

.5 

.8 
1.0 

1.6 

19 3.0 
5 1.3 
4 1.3 
5 1.1 
2 1.5 

4 1.1 

1 1.9 

5TH... 8,470 4.821 56.9 54B 6.5 79.9 33 .4 177 2.1 51 .6 169 2.0 73 .9 
r-~--4-~--------~----------+----------r--------~--------~--------~---------r---------

lA.E .... 
lA.H •••• 
lA.H .•.• 
HS,N .... 
HS,S •••• 
TX,Ii .. .. 
TX.E .. .. 
TX,S .. .. 
TX,H •••• 

6TH ... 

KV.E ... . 
KV.H .. .. 
HI,E .. .. 
HI.H •••• 
oH,N •••• 
DH.S •••• 
TN.E .. .. 
TN,H ... . 
TN,H •••• 

512 389 68.0 10 12.2 10 1.1 - - 9 1.6 16 2.8 36 6.3 8 1.4 
53 45 84.9 3 5.7 1 1.9 - - 1 1.9 - - - - 1 1.9 

204 166 81.4 12 5.9 6 2.9 - - 2 1.0 
94 72 16.6 6 6.4 1 1.1 

286 225 18.1 14 4.9 2.1 
852 572 67.1 90 10.6 17 2.0 
277 215 17.6 42 15.2 3 1.1 

3.525 1.953 55.4 159 4.5 27.8 
2,607 1.184 45.4 152 5.8 12.5 

3,268 

259 
225 

1.113 
223 
582 
293 
222 
139 
212 

2.567 18.5 

190 13.4 
164 72.9 
902 81. 0 
199 89.2 
451 18.5 
237 80.9 
169 16.1 
107 71.0 
142 67.0 

232 1.1 

30 11.6 
18 8.0 
69 6.2 
10 4.5 
44 7.6 
11 3.8 

9 4.1 
23 16.5 
18 8.5 

51 1.6 

5 1.9 
7 3.1 

12 1.1 
1 .4 
7 1.2 
3 1.0 
4 1.8 
3 2.2 
9 4.2 

263 

4 
1 
5 
4 
9 

10 

4.3 
.3 
.6 

1.4 
.3 
.4 

21 .6 

3 1.2 
1 .4 
5 .4 
1 .4 
3 .5 
2 .1 
1 .5 
5 3.6 

5 
18 

4 
94 
44 

1.7 
2.1 
1.4 
2.1 
1.7 

42 1.3 

4 1.5 
4 1.8 

15 1.3 
2 .9 
6 1.0 
2 .1 

4 2.9 
5 2.4 

3 1.5 

:2 .1 
6 .7 
3 1.1 
6 .2 

15 .6 

42 1.3 

2 .8 
2 .9 

14 1.3 
2 .9 

13 2.2 
3 1.0 

5 3.6 
1 .5 

2 

4 
39 
25 
17 
46 

1.0 

1.4 
4.6 
9.0 

.5 
1.8 

18 2.4 

15 5.8 
I.t 1.8 

20 1.8 
2 .9 

20 3.4 
3 1.0 
3 1.4 
8 5.8 
3 1.4 

1 

13 
,5 
10 
35 

1.1 

i,5 
1.8 

.3 
1.3 

36 1.1 

5 1.9 
3 1.3 

11 1.5 
2 .9 
6 1.0 

2 .9 

1 .5 



TABLE H-9 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS* 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 

DEFENDANTS HITH BAIL VIOLATIONS 
(INCLUDES RULE 40 TRANFERS RECEIVED) 

FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1990 

CIRCUIT PSA 
AND CASES 

DISTRICT CLOSED 

7TH... 2,063 

IL,N •••• 
IL,C •••• 
IL,S •••• 
IN,N •••• 
IN,S ••.• 
HI, E •••• 
HI,H •••• 

731 
77 

202 
276 
292 
316 
169 

8TH... 2,284 

AR,E .... 
AR,H •.•. 
rA,N .. .. 
lA,S .. .. 
HN •• ' .••• 
HO,e. •.• 
HO,H ... . 
NE .... .. 
NO ..... . 
SO ..... . 

182 
70 

114 
81 

474 
384 
345 
154 
230 
250 

9TH... 7,061 

AK .... .. 
AZ .... .. 
CA,N .. .. 
CA.E •••• 
CA,C •.•• 
CA,S .... 
HI •••••• 
10 .... .. 
HT ..... . 
\lV •••••• 
OR .••••. 
HA,E .... 
HA,H •••• 
GUAM •••• 
NMI. ••.. 

129 
1,835 

569 
722 

1,760 
5 

138 
106 
109 
579 
457 
130 
510 

12 

10TH.. 2,250 

CO...... 436 
KS...... 323 
NH...... 784 
OK,N.... 248 
OK, E. ••• 105 
OK,W.... 179 
UT...... 138 HY...... 37 

11TH.. 5,175 

AL,N .... 
AL,H •••• 
AL,S •••• 
FL,N .... 
FL,M •••• 
FL,S •••• 
GA,N •.•• 
GA,M •••• 
GA,S .... 

330 
292 
180 
318 

1,171 
1,801 

592 
218 
273 

DEFENDANTS 
RELEASED 

I 
TOTAL PCT. 

1,503 72.9 

499 68.3 
57 74.0 

158 78.2 
212 76.8 
220 75.3 
246 77.8 
111 65.7 

1,755 76.8 

147 80.8 
58 82.9 
95 83.3 
69 85.2 

335 70.7 
279 72.7 
238 69.0 
141 91.6 
188 81.7 
205 82.0 

4,290 60.8 

105 
1,280 

343 
329 
983 

4 
65 
87 
70 

450 
232 
63 

271 
8 

81.4 
69.8 
60.3 
45.6 
55.9 
80.0 
47.1 
82.1 
64," 
77.7 
50.8 
48.5 
53.1 
66.7 

1,506 66.9 

315 72.2 
241 74.6 
484 61.7 
160 64.5 
91 86.7 

104 58.1 
84 60.9 
27 73.0 

3,262 63.0 

267 80.9 
274 93.8 
119 66.1 
162 50.9 
735 62.8 
%0 52.2 
409 69.1 
143 65.6 
213 78.0 

DEFENDANTS 
HITH BAIL 
VIOLATIONS 
TOTALI'CT: 

190 9.2 

76 10.4 
13 16.9 

9 4.5 
23 8.3 

4 1.4 
53 16.8 
12 7.1 

307 13.4 

23 12.6 
4 5.7 

15 13.2 
13 16.0 
47 9.9 
97 25.3 
33 9.6 
15 9.7 
11 4.8 
49 19.6 

605 8.6 

7 5.4 
157 8.6 

56 9.8 
53 7.3 

121 6.9 
1 20.0 

25 18.1 
3 2.8 
6 5.5 

90 15.5 
40 8.8 
6 4.6 

40 7.8 

145 6.4 

24 5.5 
28 8.7 
546.9 

7 2.8 
1 1.0 

21 11.7 
9 6.5 
1 2.7 

418 8.1 

9 2.7 
9 3.1 

17 <).4 
11 3.5 

106 9.1 
192 10.7 
40 6.8 
16 7.3 
18 6.6 

* EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

FELON MISDEMEANOR 
I DIAL pce - 'fOTALPCr 

29 1.4 

15 2.1 
1 1.3 
2 1.0 
5 1.8 
2 .7 
4 1.3 

42 1.8 

2 1.1 

1 .9 
3 3.7 
6 1.3 

20 5.2 
2 .6 

3 1.3 
5 2.0 

64 

1 
14 

8 
3 

13 

5 

8 
6 
1 
5 

.9 

.8 

.8 
1.4 

.4 

.7 

3.6 

1.4 
1.3 

.8 
1.0 

21 .9 

3 .7 
5 1.5 
7 .9 
2 .B 

3 1.7 
1 .7 

80 1.5 

1 .3 
4 1.4 
2 1.1 
2 .6 

17 1.5 
37 2.1 
10 1.7 
7 3.2 

33 1.6 

19 2.6 
1 1.3 
3 1.5 
3 1.1 
1 .3 
4 1.3 
2 1.2 

1,1 1. 8 

2 1.1 
1 1.4 
1 .9 
1 1.2 
7 1.5 

15 3.9 
2 .6 

1 .4 
11 4.4 

60 

1 
15 
11 

4 
10 

1 
1 
1 

11 
3 

2 

7 

1 
2 
3 

1 

21 

3 
8 
7 
1 

2 

.8 

.8 

.8 
1.9 

.6 

.6 

.7 

.9 

.9 
1.9 

.7 

.4 

.3 

.2 

.6 

.4 

.6 

.4 

.9 

.7 

.4 

.2 

.7 

** DEFENDANTS HAY COMHIT HORE THAN ONE TYPE OF VIOLATION WHILE ON RELEASE. 
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TYPE OF VIO ,T~, ** 
FAILURE TO-
APPEAR REPORTING 
TOTAL - PCT-;-- TOT ALP-CT. 

43 2.1 

32 4.4 
1 1.3 
3 1.5 
4 1.4 

2 .6 
1 .6 

38 1.7 

4 2.2 
1 1.4 
1 .9 
2 2.5 
3 .6 
7 1.8 
9 2.6 
3 1.9 
2 .9 
6 2.4 

157 2.2 

1 .8 
71 3.9 
13 2.3 
10 1.4 
33 1.9 

2 1.4 

11 1.9 
4 .9 
3 2.3 
9 1.8 

41 1.8 

5' 1.1 
10 3.1 
21 2.7 

4 2.2 
1 .7 

70 1.4 

2 1.1 
1 .3. 

14 1.2 
42 2.3 
10 1.7 

1 .4 

31 1.5 

19 2.6 
4 5.2 

1 .4 

4 1.3 
3 1.8 

61 2.7 

3 1.6 

3 2.6 
2 2.5 
6 1.3 

43 11.2 
2 .6 
1 .6 
1 .4 

112 1.6 

25 
7 
8 

35 

3 
1 

21 
4 
1 
7 

1.4 
1.2 
1.1 
2.0 

2.2 
.9 

3.6 
.9 
.8 

1.4 

22 1.0 

5 1.1 
3 .9 
9 1.1 
1·4 

1 .6 
2 1.4 
1 2.7 

150 2.9 

1 .3 
1 .6 
3 .9 

23 2.0 
111 6.2 

8 1.4 
2 .9 
1 .4 

USE OF DRUG OTHE 
TOTAL I PET. TOTAr-PCT 

75 3.6 

8 1.1 
5' 6.5 
1 .5 

10 3.6 
2 .7 

43 13.6 
6 3.6 

128 5.6 

10 5.5 

8 7.0 
6 7.4 

26 5.5 
40 10.4 
19 5.5 
9 5.8 
4 1.7 
6 2.4 

201 2.8 

3 2.3 
27 1.5 
16 2.8 
27 3.7 
33 1.9 

1 20.0 
14 10.1 
1 .9 
4 3.7 

39 6.7 
19 4.2 
1 .8 

16 3.1 

37 1.6 

'3 2.1 
7 2.2 
6 .8 
3 1.2 
1 1.0 
9 5.0 
2 1.4 

119 2.3 

7 2.1 
4 l.4 
9 5.0 
2 .6 

50 4.3 
1B 1.0 

8 1.4 
7 3.2 

14 5.1 

17 

It 
3 3. 

It 1. 

3 
3 1. 

48 2. 

3 1. 
2 2. 
3 2. 
2 2. 
3 
6 1. 
5 1. 
3 1. 

21 8. 

78 1. 

1 
15 
14 2. 
7 1. 

15 

2 1. 

1 
11 1._ 

9 2. 

3 

23 1. 

5 1. 
2 
8 1._ 
1 

4 2.' 
3 2.~ 

31 

1 

3 

8 
10 
B 

1 

1.7 

.7 

.6 
1.4 

.4 



J 
r 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL. .. 

DC ...... 

1ST ... 

. ME ...... 
MA ...... 
NH ...... 
RI ...... 
PR ...... 

2ND ... 

CT ...... 
NY ,N .... 
NY, E .... 
NY, S .... 
NY ,W .... 
VT ...... 

3RD ... 

DE ...... 
NJ ...... 
PA, E .... 
PA,M .... 
PA,W .... 
VI ...... 

4TH ... 

MD ...... 
NC, E .... 
NC',M .... 
NC,W .... 
SC ...... 
VA, E .... 
VA,W .... 
WV,N .... 
WV,S .... 

5TH ... 

LA, E .... 
LA,M .... 
LA, W .... 
MS,N .... 
MS, S .... 
TX,N .... 
TX, E .... 
TX,S .... 
TX,W .... 

6TH ... 

KY, E .... 
KY ,W .... 
MI, E .... 
MI ,W .... 
OH,N .... 
OH, S .... 
TN, E .... 
TN,M .... 
TN,W .... 

TABLE J-1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
GRAND JUROR SERVICE 

FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

AVERAGE 
TOTAL NUMBER 

SERVING JURORS HOURS JURORS 
IN THE SESSIONS IN IN PER 
PERIOD CONVENED SESSION SESSION SESSION 

752 10,134 200,588 54,476 19.8 

6 248 4,975 1,234 20.1 

4 37 759 240 20.5 
25 421 8,165 1,879 19.4 

4 36 735 176 20.4 
5 36 701 199 19.5 
4 58 1, 115 334 19.2 

13 165 3,146 981 19. 1 
11 107 2,068 514 19.3 
45 600 11,508 2,720 19.2 
43 626 12, 165 2,196 19.4 
11 216 4,313 1,170 20.0 

5 70 1,324 340 18.9 

4 26 499 186 19.2 
17 224 4,291 975 19.2 
15 239 4,570 1,270 19. 1 

8 81 1,660 434 20.5 
9 143 2,953 882 20.7 
- - - - -

15 187 3,747 910 20.0 
9 55 1,126 245 20.5 
2 26 539 170 20.7 
4 46 905 337 19.7 
5 67 1,405 441 21.0 

19 230 4,520 1,426 19.7 
7 62 1,279 411 20.6 
2 38 760 256 20.0 
7 103 2,132 729 20.7 

10 125 2,446 649 19.6 
6 37 735 196 19.9 
5 65 1,286 360 19.8 
2 26 533 194 20.5 
3 46 900 351 19.6 

17 156 3,063 1,006 19.6 
5 66 1,307 330 19.8 

14 184 3,652 1,015 19.8 
21 140 2,790 682 19.9 

5 40 844 217 21.1 
2 38 771 245 20.3 

24 250 5,033 1,509 20.1 
9 93 1,785 502 19.2 

13 131 2,673 839 20.4 
7 109 2, 171 617 19.9 
8 85 1,648 557 19.4 
2 37 756 247 20.4 
5 92 1,844 536 20.0 
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AVERAGE 
NUMBER 

HOURS 
PER 

SESSION 

5.4 

5.0 

6.5 
4.5 
4.9 
5.5 
5.8 

5.9 
4.8 
4.5 
3.5 
5.4 
4.9 

7.2 
4.4 
5.3 
5.4 
6.2 

-

4.9 
4.5 
6.5 
7.3 
6.6 
6.2 
6.6 
6.7 
7. 1 

5.2 
5.3 
5.5 
7.5 
7.6 
6.4 
5.0 
5.5 
4.9 

5.4 
6.4 
6.0 
5.4 
6.4 
5.7 
6.6 
6.7 
5.8 -. 



DISTRICT 

7TH ... 

IL, N .... 
IL,C .... 
IL,S .... 
IN,N .... 
IN, S .... 
WI, E .... 
WI, W .... 

8TH ... 

AR, E .. ,. 
AR, W .... 
IA.N .... 
lA, S .... 
MN ...... 
MO. E .... 
MO,W .... 
NE ...... 
NO ...... 
SD ...... 

9TH ... 

AK ...... 
AZ ...... 
CA.N .... 
CA, E .... 
CA,C .... 
CA. S .... 
HI ...... 
10 ...... 
MT ...... 
NV ...... 
OR ...... 
WA,E .... 
WA,W .... 
GUAM .... 
NMI ..... 

10TH .. 

CO, ..... 
KS ...... 
NM ...... 
OK,N .... 
OK. E .... 
OK, W .... 
UT ...... 
Wy ...... 

11TH .. 

AL,N .... 
AL,M .... 
AL. S .... 
FL.N .... 
FL,M .... 
FL,S .... 
GA,N .... 
GA,M .... 
GA,S .... 

TABLE J-1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
GRAND JUROR SERVICE 

FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

AVERAGE 
TOTAL NUMBER 

SERVING JURORS HOURS JURORS 
IN THE SESSIONS IN IN PER 
PERIOD CONVENED SESSION SESSION SESSION 

12 249 4,911 1,571 19.7 
3 26 529 179 20.3 
4 42 878 217 20.9 
6 79 1,658 459 21.0 
6 65 1,286 479 19.8 
3 56 1 , 171 311 20.9 
2 22 439 129 20.0 

2 26 547 201 21.0 
1 10 206 73 20.6 
4 35 700 243 20.0 
3 31 635 200 20.5 
6 76 1,606 455 21.1 
2 87 1,614 499 18.6 
5 86 1,748 610 20.3 
2 56 1.137 367 20.3 
2 24 476 101 19.8 
3 27 566 210 21.0 

3 40 746 231 18.7 
7 110 2. 141 642 19.5 

11 180 3,404 885 18.9 
10 116 2,288 680 19.7 
26 384 7,518 1,941 19.6 
10 197 3,926 947 19.9 

4 68 1,277 352 18.8 
2 34 688 229 20.2 
3 23 473 154 20.6 
6 131 2,521 575 19.2 
8 33 655 193 19.8 
6 54 1,078 300 20.0 
3 95 2,015 695 21.2 
2 35 697 124 19.9 
1 6 11C 20 18.3 

4 115 2,291 757 19.9 
6 45 901 280 20.0 
2 37 759 211 20.5 
2 23 472 184 20.5 
2 13 291 98 22.4 
4 87 1,821 591 20.9 
2 44 848 232 19.3 
2 25 537 204 21.5 

5 73 1,525 515 20.9 
3 14 290 78 20.7 

10 34 728 238 21.4 
4 52 1,053 336 20.3 

17 279 5,427 1,714 19.5 
41 718 14,218 2,747 19.8 
13 143 2,903 914 20.3 

5 26 514 170 19.8 
5 36 769 228 21.4 

AVERAG~ 
NUMBER 

HOURS 
PER 

SESSION 

6.3 
6.9 
5.2 
5.8 
7.4 
5.6 
5.9 

7.7 
7.3 
6.9 
6.5 
6.0 
5.7 
7.1 
6.6 
4.2 
7.8 

5.8 
5.8 
4.9 
5.9 
5.1 
4.8 
5.2 
6.7 
6.7 
4.4 

• 5.8 
5.6 
7.3 
3.5 
3.3 

6.6 
6.2 
5.7 
8.0 
7.5 
6.8 
5,3 
8.2 

7.1 
5.6 
7.0 
6.5 
6.1 
3.8 
6.4 
6.5 
6.3 

.. THE DISTRICT OF THE VIRGIN IS\.J\NUS REPORTED NO GRAND JURIES IN EXISTENCE DURING THE 
TWELVE MONTH PERIOD. 266 
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TABLE J-2 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

PETIT JUROR SERVICE ON DAYS JURORS WERE SELECTED FOR TRIAL 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED uUNE 30, 1990* 

_. NUMBER OF ~URORSPRESENt 
FOR JURY SELECTION OR ORIENTATION 

PERCENT 
NOT SELECTED 

PERCENT PERCENT OR 
TOTAL SELECTED CHALLENGED CHALLENGED 

TOTAL 
JURIES 

SELECTED 
(CIVIL AND 
CRIMINAL) 

r-iliUMBER OF -fRIALS STARTING ON THE 
SAME DAY THE JURY WAS SELECTED 

TOTAL 
PERCENT 

CIVIL 
PERCENT 
CRIMINAL 

TOTAL ... 403,674 28.7 37.1 34.2 11,253 8,626 50.6 49.4 
~~---r-----------------------------+--~----~~----~------------~~~ 

DC ...... 15,949 18.4 28.7 52.9 239 238 34.5 65.5 
~~---+-----------------------------+--------~------~------------~~~ 

1ST ... 

ME ..... . 
MA ..... . 
NH ..... . 
RI ..... . 
PR ..... . 

2ND .. . 

CT ..... . 
NY,N .. .. 
NY, E ... . 
NY,S ... . 
NY ,W ... . 
VT .... .. 

3RD ... 

DE ..... . 
NJ ..... . 
PA,E ... . 
PA,M ... . 
PA,W ... . 
VI ..... . 

4TH .. . 

MD ..... . 
NC,E .. .. 
NC,M ... . 
NC,W ... . 
SC ..... . 
VA, E ... . 
VA,W ... . 
WV,N ... . 
WV,S ... . 

5TH .. . 

LA, E ... . 
LA,M ... . 
LA,W ... . 
,",S,N ... . 
MS,S ... . 
TX,N ... . 
TX,E .. . 
TX,S ... . 
TX,W ... . 

6TH .. . 

KY ,E •... 
KY,W .••. 
MI, E ... . 
MI ,W ... . 
OH,N ... . 
OH,S ... . 
TN, E ... . 
TN,N ... . 
TN,W ... . 

1,128 
7,216 
1,749 
1,839 
4,734 

2,863 
3,144 

12,320 
19,799 
2,037 

915 

1,660 
12,100 
18,401 
3,175 
5,548 
2,596 

6,418 
1,805 
1,899 
1,836 
3,749 
6,795 
2,047 
1,398 
1,795 

5,018 
423 

3,437 
1,572 
3,596 
7,324 
4,833 

12,821 
9,289 

2,990 
2,750 

11,831 
1,433 
5,436 
4,533 
2,566 
1,723 
3,500 

42.5 
34.5 
33.3 
46.3 
18.2 

36.9 
24.7 
26.6 
18.2 
31.0 
31.9 

31.6 
23.6 
22.5 
47.4 
22.0 
52.8 

25.1 
51.1 
49.2 
52.1 
60.6 
32.8 
32.7 
35.8 
38.0 

37.0 
41.8 
23.3 
40.1 
19.7 
20.1 
35.5 
31.7 
31.8 

29.8 
24.8 
21. 1 
33.7 
29.5 
27.1 
39.6 
34.9 
31. 4 

37.9 
38.2 
50.9 
32.8 
29.3 

47.7 
35.5 
41.2 
31.0 
35.2 
22.2 

43.3 
36.4 
43.6 
31.2 
38.8 
25.3 

44.1 
42.4 
36.4 
22.9 
30.0 
34.3 
49.8 
29.0 
54.2 

44.5 
43.5 
35.4 
36.6 
31.8 
26.3 
37.8 
32.5 
32.9 

42.7 
34.1 
26.3 
38.3 
27.0 
33.7 
27.5 
32 8 
33.3 

19.6 
27.4 
15.8 
20.8 
52.5 

15.4 
39.9 
32.2 
50.9 
33.8 
45.9 

25.2 
40.0 
33.9 
21.4 
39.3 
21.9 

30.9 
6.5 

14.4 
25.1 
9.4 

32.9 
17.5 
35.3 
7.9 

18.6 
14.7 
41.3 
23.3 
48.4 
53.6 
26.7 
35.8 
35.3 

27.6 
41.1 
52.6 
28.0 
43.5 
39.2 
32.9 
32 3 
35.3 

267 

50 
263 

53 
96 
80 

111 
71 

273 
334 

55 
31 

50 
291 
441 
155 
115 
127 

151 
71 
80 
79 

336 
233 

70 
47 
70 

234 
28 
90 
70 
85 

138 
218 
381 
258 

81 
70 

240 
50 

153 
119 
120 
57 
93 

15 
232 

25 
2 

76 

3 
55 

113 
280 

21 
17 

48 
243 
441 

40 
85 
11 

146 
33 
46 
60 
12 

233 
69 
27 
64 

195 
28 
71 
53 
53 

118 
40 

201 
156 

75 
61 

239 
37 

105 
96 

120 
57 
92 

53.3 
72.4 
28.0 
50.0 
43.4 

66.7 
47.3 
41.6 
50.7 
42.9 
29.4 

56.3 
72.0 
80.5 
57.5 
47.1 
36.4 

60.3 
51.5 
19.6 
48.3 
58.3 
48.9 
58.0 
18.5 
54.7 

75.4 
100.0 
70.4 
75.5 
66.0 
45.8 
62.5 
46.8 
37.8 

49.3 
55.7 
57.7 
64.9 
53.3 
42.7 
74.2 
54.4 
21.7 

46.7 
27.6 
72.0 
50.0 
56.6 

33.3 
52.7 
58.4 
49.3 
57.1 
70.6 

43.8 
28.0 
19.5 
42.5 
52.9 
63.6 

39.7 
48.5 
80.4 
51.7 
41.7 
51.1 
42.0 
81.5 
45.3 

24.6 
.0 

29.6 
24.5 
34.0 
54.2 
37.5 
53.2 
62.2 

50.7 
44.3 
42.3 
35.1 
46.7 
57.3 
25.8 
45 6 
78.3 



DISTRICT 

7TH ... 

IL, N •... 
IL,C ... . 
IL, S ... . 
IN,N •... 
IN,S .... 
WI, E .•.• 
WI ,W •••• 

8TH .. . 

AR,E ... . 
AR,W .. .. 
IA,N ... . 
lA, S ... . 
MN .... , . 
MD,E .. .. 
MO.W .. .. 
NE ..... . 
NO ..... . 
SO ..... . 

9TH .. . 

AK .... .. 
AZ .... .. 
CA,N ... . 
CA,E ... . 
CA,C ... . 
CA,S ... . 
HI ..... . 
10 ..... . 
NT .... .. 
NV .... .. 
OR ..... . 
WA,E ... . 
WA,W •.•• 
GUAM ... . 
NMI .... . 

10TH .. 

co ..... . 
KS ..... . 
NM •••••• 
OK,N ... . 
OK,E ... . 
OK,W ... . 
UT ..... . 
WY., ... . 

11TH .. 

AL,N ... . 
AL,M ... . 
AL,S ... . 
FL,N ... . 
FL,M ... . 
FL,S ... . 
GA,N ... . 
GA,M ... . 
GA,S ... . 

TABLE 1.1-2 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

PETIT JUROR SERVICE ON DAYS JURORS WERE SELECTED FOR TRIAL 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990-

NUMBEROF JURORS PRESENT 
FOR JURY SELECTION OR ORIENTATION 

--- - --- -~ --- --

PERCENT 
NOT SELECTED 

PERCENT PERCENT OR 
TOTAL SELECTED CHALLENGED CHALLENGED 

10,085 
2,213 
1,988 
2,551 
1,317 
2.760 
1,059 

3,995 
3,168 
1,185 
l,a30 
4,229 
6,616 
4,398 
2,166 

994 
1,500 

1,322 
7,152 
6,817 
2,581 

15,128 
5,319 
2,138 
1,079 
1,701 
2,368 
3,856 
1,663 
2,614 

199 
262 

1,905 
3,424 
3,180 
2,280 

474 
2,770 
2,287 
'. 786 

4,320 
2,155 
3,438 
2,986 

10,187 
16,925 
6,515 
2,166 
1,833 

27.5 
34.9 
35.5 
32.7 
31.9 
27.6 
42.9 

36 3 
32.0 
45.7 
35.6 
41.5 
48.3 
49.2 

36.2 
3.3.1 
18.9 
31.8 
26.7 
24.1 
7.9 -----------------------

33.3 
24.9 
30.2 
33.0 
30.2 
26.6 
28.4 
30.6 
34.8 
33.3 

26.5 
23.4 
20.9 
28.1 
23.1 
25.5 
25.3 
33.5 
29.7 
34.3 
23.5 
32.1 
26.0 
26.6 
11. 5 

34.7 
28.7 
41.3 
29.8 
65.2 
46.9 
31.2 
46.2 

30.1 
54.9 
31. 6 
35.5 
28.7 
28.7 
31.7 
43.9 
38.4 

36.4 
26.9 
42.7 
40.7 
39.5 
40.0 
45.S 
36.4 
46.0 
42.1 

22.8 
45.1 
43.3 
36.4 
51.6 
33.S 
54.9 
44.6 
39.2 
41.8 
43.2 
42.6 
37.1 
39.2 
32.8 

35.9 
29.9 
41.2 
38.9 
28.5 
32.2 
43.9 
44.5 

40.3 
30.8 
39.7 
40.4 
31.1 
37.4 
42.7 
35.2 
44.2 

30.3 
48.2 
27.1 
28.3 
30.3 
33.4 
25.7 
33.0 
19.2 
24.6 

50.8 
31.5 
35.8 
35.5 
25.3 
40.7 
19.8 
22.0 
31. 1 
23.9 
33.3 
25.3 
36.8 
34.2 
55.7 

29.4 
41.3 
17.6 
31.3 
8.3 

20.9 
24.9 
9.3 

29.6 
14.3 
28.7 
24.1 
42.2 
33.9 
25.S 
21.0 
17.4 

TOTAL 
JURIES 

SELECTED 
(CIVIL AND 

CRIMINAL) 

268 
77 
76 
83 
44 
68 
47 

122 
74 
32 
54 

113 
195 
133 
70 
35 
49 

29 
136 
124 
62 

292 
109 

44 
34 
49 
69 
92 
46 
69 

4 
3 

72 
98 

131 
63 
42 

152 
57 
40 

140 
123 
104 

81 
235 
395 
210 

78 
73 

NUMBER-OF TRIALS STARTING ON 
SAME DAY THE JURY WAS SELECT 

TOTAL 

265 
53 
53 
83 
43 
58 
37 

114 
73 
32 
53 

108 
194 
128 
60 
32 
47 

29 
136 
123 
81 

292 
109 
22 
34 
42 
68 
91 
46 
89 

4 
3 

72 
98 
69 
53 
23 
85 
57 
39 

124 
40 
15 
49 

225 
394 
196 
67 
26 

PERCENT 
CIVIL 

54.3 
35.8 
62.3 
61.4 
55.8 
36.2 
48.6 

64.9 
75.3 
43.8 
49. 'I 
44.4 
66.5 
60.2 
71.7 
50.0 
51.1 

24.1 
12.5 
39.0 
31.1 
35.3 
19.3 
27.3 
35.3 
45.2 
35.3 
57.1 
26.1 
34.8 

.0 
66.7 

63.9 
61.2 
46.4 
39.6 
65.2 
70.6 
31.6 
66 .. 1 

63.7 
35.0 
73.3 
12.2 
29.3 
22.3 
54.8 
37.3 
50.0 

PERCE, 
CRIMI, 

4&. 
64. 
37. 
38. 
44. 
63. 
51. 

35. 
24. 
56. 
SO. 
55. 
33. 
39. 
28 .. 
50. 
48. 

75. 
87. -
61 .. 
68. 0 

64.1 
80. I 

72.7 
64. ~ 
54.8 
64.7 
42.9 
73.9 
65.2 

100.0 
33.3 

36.1 
38.8 
53.6 
60.4 
34.8 
29.4 
68.4 
35.9 

36.3 
'85.0 
26.7 
87.8 
70.7 
77.7 
45.4 
62.7 
50.0 

z THIS TABLE INCLUDES DATA ON JURY SELECTION DAYS ONLY. DATA ON JUROR SERVICE AFTER THE SELECTI 
DAY ARE NOT INCLUDED. THEREFORE. A DISTRICT THAT SELECTS A JURY ON ONE DAY AND BEGINS THE TRI 
AT A LATER DATE WILL SHOW JUROR ACTIVITY BUT WILL NOT SHOW TRIAL ACTIVITY. 

NOTE: DUE TO ROUNDING PERCENTS MAY NOT ADD TO 100.0 PERCENT. 

268 



TABLE K-1 

FEDERAL DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 
SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATIONS BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 1990 

CASES CLOSED 
REPRESENTATIONS PENDING HOURS Ii COURT 1 

BY OCT. 1, CASES AVERAGE 
DISTRICT 1989 OPENED NUMBER TOTAL PER CASE 

TOTAL ••••••••••••• 12,579 36,853 35,682 73,485 2.1 
CRIMINAL · .... 7,789 24,569 23,760 63,352 2.7 

APPEALS c •••• 1,570 1,731 1,391 806 0.6 
OTHER 2 ..... 3,220 10,553 10,531 9,328 0.9 

AZ •••••••••••••••• 276 1,238 1,135 2,665 2.3 
CRIMINAL · .... 183 973 901 2,351 2.6 

APPEALS · .... 34 42 32 12 0.4 
OTHER · .... 59 223 202 302 1.5 

CA,N •••••••••••••• 334 1,043 1,024 2,617 2.6 
CRIMINAL ..... 255 805 802 2,301 2.9 

APPEALS · .... 18 24 14 7 0.5 
OTHER · .... 61 214 208 309 1.5 

CA,E •••••••••••••• 391 1,893 1,876 2,998 1.6 
CRIMINAL · ..... 272 1,385 1,381 2,580 1.9 

APPEALS ..... 19 50 22 17 0.8 
OTHER · .... 100 458 473 401 0.8 

CA,C •••••••••••••• 852 1,605 1,582 6,122 3.9 
CRIMINAL · .... 500 910 914 5,164 5.6 

AI'PEALS ..... 129 101 65 187 2.9 
OTHER ..... 223 594 603 771 1.3 

CA,S" ............. 576 6,595 6,475 5,587 0.9 
CRIMINAL · ..... 418 5,133 5,130 4,842 0.9 

APPEALS · .... 87 122 50 48 1.0 
OTHER · .... 71 1,340 1,295 698 0.5 

CO •••••••••••• "0" 190 407 431 1,092 2.5 
CRIMINAL ..... 85 231 264 774 2.9 

APPEALS ..... 76 63 51 20 0.4 
OTHER ..... 29 113 116 298 2.6 

CT •••••••••••••••• 107 218 206 701 3.4 
CRIMINAL ..... 73 118 109 605 5.5 

APPEALS · .... 3 11 6 1 0.2 
OTHER · .... 31 89 91 96 1.0 

FL,N •••••••••••••• 98 303 315 1,178 3.7 
CRIMINAL ..... 65 179 203 1,077 5.3 

APPEALS · .... 12 20 23 3 0.1 
OTHER ..... 21 104 89 98 1.1 

FL,M •••••••••••••• 301 1,109 1,002 2,557 2.6 
CRIMINAL ..... 176 638 561 2,226 4.0 

APPEALS · .... 46 77 51 10 0.2 
OTHER · .... 79 394 390 321 0.8 

269 

PENDING 
SEPT. 30, 

199,:'1 

13,750 
8,598 
1,910 
3,242 

379 
255 

44 
80 

353 
258 

28 
67 

408 
276 

47 
85 

875 
496 
165 
214 

696 
421 
159 
116 

166 
52 
88 
26 

119 
82 

8 
29 

86 
41 

9 
36 

408 
253 

72 

83 
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TABLE 1':-1 
FEDERAL DEFENDER ORGANIZA'UONS 

SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATIONS BY DISTRI~ 
DUlUNG THE 'l'WELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 1990 

CASES CLOSED 
REPRESENTATIONS PENDING HOURS Ii COURT 1 

BY ~. 1, CASES AVERAGE 
DISTRICT 1989 OPENED NUMBER TOTAL PER CASE 

FL,S •••••••••••••• 2,191 1,746 1,701 5,092 3.0 
CRIMINAL ............ 1,097 1,158 1,006 4,220 ~.2 

APPEALS .......... 245 181 103 18 0.2 
OTHER ......... 849 407 590 854 1.4 

GA,N* ..................... 285 831 805 1,621 2.0 
CRIMINAL .......... 176 338 360 1,209 3.6 

APPEALS ....... 37 56 35 16 0.5 
OTHER ..... 72 437 410 316 0.8 

HI •••••••••••••••• 165 527 451 967 2.1 
CRIMINAL ..... 117 421 370 876 2.4 

APPEALS .......... 29 16 11 33 3.0 
OTHER .......... 19 90 70 59 0.8 

IL,N· ••••••••••••• 343 654 678 1,231 1.8 
CRIMINAL .......... 211 390 398 1,031 2.6 

APPEALS ..... 15 12 18 10 0.6 
OTHER .......... 117 252 262 190 0.7 

TOT: IL,C,S,MO,E •• 169 445 476 1,304 2.7 
CRIMINAL .......... 85 284 296 1,198 4.0 

APPEALS .......... 52 43 60 22 0.4 
OTHER ..... 32 118 120 84 0.7 

IL,C •••••••••••• - - - - ... 
CRIMINAL .......... - - - - ... 

APPEALS .......... - - - - -
OTHER .......... - - - - -

IL,S •••••••••••• 40 207 193 496 2.6 
CRIMINAL .......... 20 126 115 452 3.9 

APPEALS .......... 11 9 13 3 0.2 
OTHER .......... 9 72 65 41 0.6 

MO,E ......... $ ••• 129 238 283 808 2.9 
CRIMINAL ..... 65 158 181 746 4.1 

APPEALS .......... 41 34 47 19 0.4 
OTHER .......... 23 46 55 43 0.8 

xs. ~ ............................ 123 362 359 693 2.5 
CRIMINAL ........ .- 77 247 243 802 3.3 

APPEALS ........ .- 27 29 26 12 0.5 
OTHER ......... 19 86 90 79 o.!) 

LA,E •••••••••••••• 170 518 520 1,206 2.3 
CRIMINAL .......... 108 291 302 1,030 3.4 

APPEALS ...... 38 50 58 8 0.1 
OTHER ........ II 24 177 160 168 1.0 
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PENDING 
SEPT. 30, 

1990 

2,236 
1,247 

323 
666 

311 
154 

58 
99 

241 
168 

34 
39 

319 
203 

9 
107 

138 
73 
35 
30 

-
-
-
-

54 
31 

7 
16 

84 
42 
28 
14 

126 
81 
30 
1;' 

1(:3 
97 
30 
41 



TABLE K-1 
FEDERAL DEFENDER ORGAnIZATIONS 

SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATIONS BY DISTRICT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 1990 

CASES CLOSED 
REPRESENTATIONS PENDING HOURS Ii COURT 1 

BY OCT. 1, CASES AVERAGE 
DISTRICT 1989 OPENED NUMBER TOTAL PER CASE 

MD •••••••••••••••• 301 879 792 1,837 2.3 
CRIMIlIAL ......... 169 533 468 1,344 2.9 

APPEALS .......... 24 33 23 14 0.6 
OTHER .......... 108 313 301 480 1.6 

MA •••••••••••••••• 148 114 118 551 4.7 
CRIMINAL .......... 87 73 78 505 6.5 

APPEALS .......... 14 16 13 6 0.4 
OTHER .......... 47 25 27 41 1.5 

MI,E* ••••••••••••• 217 732 691 1,548 2.2 
CRIMINAL .......... 185 582 549 1,376 2.5 

APPEALS .......... 17 19 15 15 1.0 
OTHER .......... 15 131 127 158 1.2 

MH •••••••••••••••• 94 349 323 688 2.1 
CRIMINAL .......... 55 180 175 578 3.3 

APPEALS .......... 26 34 33 3 0.1 
OTHER .......... 13 135 115 107 0.9 

MO,W3 ••••••••••••• 168 1,260 1,238 1,012 0.8 
CRIMINAL .......... 61 224 195 880 4.5 

APPEALS ..... 17 9 14 13 1.0 
OTHER .......... 90 1,027 1,029 119 0.1 

!IV •••••••••••••••• 171 795 766 969 1.3 
CRIMINAL ......... 137 360 335 699 2.1 

APPEALS .......... 7 22 12 6 0.5 
OTHER .......... 27 413 419 264 0.6 

NJ •••••••••••••••• 325 927 874 2,185 2.5 
CRIMINAL .......... 248 750 699 1,926 2.8 

APPEALS .......... 17 32 28 9 0.3 
OTBER .......... 60 145 147 250 1.7 

HM •••••••••••••••• 313 475 467 851 1.8 
CRIMINAL .......... 152 307 304 797 2.6 

APPEALS .......... 75 63 60 23 0.4 
OTHER .......... 86 105 103 31 0.3 

TOT: NEW YORK* ••• 955 2,391 2,390 8,337 3.5 
CRIMINAL .......... 767 1,596 1,625 7,500 4.6 

APPEALS ..... 51 115 99 48 0.5 
OTHER .......... 137 680 666 789 1.2 

NY,E ••••••••••• 362 1,069 978 3,886 4.0 
CRIMINAL .......... 320 883 798 3,550 4.4 

APPEALS .......... - - - - -
OTHER .......... 42 186 180 336 1.9 
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PENDING 
SEPT. 30, 

1990 

388 
234 

34 
120 

144 
82 
17 
45 

258 
218 

21 
19 

120 
60 
27 
33 

190 
90 
12 
88 

200 
162 

17 
21 

378 
299 

21 
58 

321 
155 

78 
88 

956 
738 

67 
151 

453 
405 

-
48 
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Table K-l 
FEDERAL DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 

SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATIONS BY DISTRICT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTB PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 1990 

CASES CLOSED 
REPRESENTATIONS PENDING HOURS IN COURT 1 

BY OCT. 1, CASES .1 AVERAGE 
DISTRICT 1989 OPENED NUMBER TOTAL PER CASE 

2ND CIR ••••••••• 60 126 114 52 0.5 
CRIMINAL · .... - - - - -

APPEALS ..... 51 115 99 48 0.5 
OTHER · .... 9 11 15 4 0.3 

NY,S •••••••••••• 533 1,196 1,298 4,399 3.4 
CRIMINAL ...... 447 713 827 3,950 4.8 

APPEALS · .... - - - - -
OTHER · .... 86 483 471 449 .1.0 

NC,E •••••••••••••• 149 459 424 892 2.1 
CRIMINAL · .... 66 277 254 742 2.9 

APPEALS · .... 32 31 29 14 0.5 
OTHER · " ... 51 151 141 136 1.0 

OH,l~ •••••••••••••• 108 281 293 791 2.7 
CRIMINAL · .... 7:L 186 190 688 3.6 

APPEALS • ••• e 10 17 17 18 1.0 
OTHER ..... 2'1 78 86 86 1.0 

TOT: OKLAHOMA •••• 171; 423 448 1,157 2.6 
CRIMINAL · .... 10~1 227 241 993 4.1 

APPEALS · .... 50 52 61 57 0.9 
OTHER · .... 22 144 146 108 0.7 

OK,N •••••••••••• 4'l' 140 140 553 3.9 
CRIMINAL · .... 32 87 91 509 5.6 

APPEALS · .... ~, 19 11 7 0.6 
OTHER · .... 6 34 38 37 1.0 

OK,E •••••••••••• 19 58 60 187 3.1 
CRIMINAL · ..... 131 39 40 169 4.2 

APPEALS · .... 50 3 5 - -
OTHER ...... 1 16 15 18 1.2 

OK,W •••••••••••• 110 225 240 418 1.7 
CRIMINAL ...... 59 101 110 315 2.9 

APPEALS ...... 36 30 45 50 1.1 
OTHER · ....... 15 94 93 53 0.6 

OR •••••••••••••••• 315 690 693 1,252 1.8 
CRIMINAL ..... 146 354 355 1,095 3.1 

APPEALS · ....... 62 48 40 14 0.3 
OTHER ..... 107 208 298 143 0.5 

PA,E"' ••••••••••••• 337 650 667 1,781 2.7 
CRIMINAL ......... 152 355 355 1,277 3.6 

APPEALS ..... 15 15 24 53 2.2 
OTHER ...... 170 280 288 451 1.6 
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PENDING 
SEPT. 30, 

1990 

72 

-
67 

5 

431 
333 

-
98 

184 
89 
34 
61 

96 
67 
10 
19 

151 
90 
41 
20 

47 
28 
17 

2 

17 
12 
3 
2 

87 
50 
21 
16 

312 
145 

70 
97 

320 
152 

6 
162 



TABLE K-1 
FEDERAL DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 

SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATIONS BY DISTRICT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 1990 

CASES CLOSED 
REPRESENTATIONS PENDING HOURS IN COURT 1 

BY OCT. 1, CASES I AVERAGE 
DISTRICT 1989 OPENED NUMBER TOTAL PER CASE 

PA,M •••••••••••••• 109 329 263 297 1.1 
CRIMINAL ..... 56 202 158 260 1.6 

APPEALS ....... 16 30 26 3 0.1 
OTHER ..... 37 97 79 34 0.4 

PA,W •••••••••••••• 154 221 246 888 3.6 
CRIMINAL .. It ...... 49 118 125 757 6.1 

APPEALS ..... 40 29 38 21 0.6 
OTHER .......... 65 74 83 110 1.3 

PR •••••••••••••••• 76 462 445 1,105 2.5 
CRIMINAL ..... 43 329 334 971 2.9 

APPEALS .......... - 4 1 - -
OTHER ..... 33 1:19 110 134 1.2 

SC •••••••••••••••• 139 ,469 418 761 1.8 
CRIMINAL ..... 120 31'3 345 693 2.0 

APPEALS ..... 12 15 7 2 0.3 
OTHER .......... 7 71 65 66 1.0 

TN,M •••••••••••••• 169 307 274 328 1.2 
CRIMINAL .......... 133 225 211 285 1.3 

APPEALS ..... 6 14 8 2 0.3 
OTHER ..... 30 68 55 42 0.8 

TN,W •••••••••••••• 99 246 236 844 3.6 
CRIMINAL ..... 61 170 155 763 4.9 

APPEALS .......... 23 18 26 19 0.7 
OTHER ..... 15 58 55 '63 1.1 

TX,N 4 •••••••••••• - 213 69 161 2.3 
CRIMINAL ..... - 182 51 138 2.7 

APPEALS .......... - 9 3 1 0.3 
OTHER ..... - 22 15 22 1.5 

TX,S •••••••••••••• 465 2,031 2,028 2,742 1.4 
CRIMINAL .......... 341 1,527 1,516 2,501 1.6 

APPEALS ..... 53 78 66 6 0.1 
OTHER ...... 71 426 446 235 0.5 

TX,W •••••••••••••• 525 1,279 1,232 1,996 1.6 
CRIMINAL .......... 372 944 904 1,749 1.9 

APPEALS ..... 68 65 61 6 0.1 
OTHER .......... 85 270 267 241 0.9 
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PENDING 
SEPT. 30, 

1990 

175 
100 

20 
55 

129 
42 
31 
56 

93 
38 

3 
52 

190 
158 

20 
12 

202 
147 

12 
43 

109 
76 
15 
18 

144 
131 

6 
7 

468 
352 

65 
51 

572 
412 

72 
88 
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TABLE X-1 

FEDIffi1'.L DEFENDER ORGANIZAT!ONS 
stlMMlUtY OF REPRESENTATIONS BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTa PERIOD ElIDED SEPTEMBER 30, 1990 

CASES CLOSED 
REPRESENTATIONS PENDING aOURS Ii COURT 1 

BY OCT. 1, CASES AVERAGE 
DISTRICT 3.989 OPENED NUMBER TOTAL PER CASE 

PENDING 
SEPT. 30, 

1990 

VI •••••••••••••••• 184 368 285 1 070 3.8 267 
CRIMINAL • ••• co 139 303 244 1,042 4.3 198 

APPEALS ..... 13 26 14 6 0.4 25 
OTHER · .... 32 39 27 22 0.8 44 

TOT: ALASKA, WA,W 246 741 736 1-,17Q 1.6 251 

-

CRIMINAL · .... 134 499 500 1,017 2.0 133 
APPEALS · .... 44 29 36 15 0.4 37 

OTHER ....... 68 213 200 138 0.7 81 

AK •••••••••••••• 65 176 161 324 2.0 80 
CRIMINAL · .... 26 127 115 29B 2.6 3S 

APPEALS · .... 16 13 16 6 0.3 13 
OTHER · .... 23 36 30 21 0.7 29 

WA,W •••••••••••• 181 565 575 846 1.5 171 
CRIMINAL · .... 108 372 385 720 1.9 95 

APPEALS · .... 28 16 20 10 0.5 24 
OTHER · .... 45 177 170 117 0.7 52 

WVA,S ••••••••••• 65 268 230 451 2.0 103 
CRIMINAL ..... 43 182 152 417 2.7 73 

APPEALS · .... 11 11 12 14 1.2 10 
OTHER · .... 11 75 66 20 0.3 20 

1 Numbers may not add to total due to rounding to whole hours. 

2 Other representations include court directed prisoner representations, bail/presentment, 
witness, probation revocation, and parole revocation ropresentations. 

3 Total includes 736 court directed prisoner representations of inmates of the u.S. 
Medical Center for Federal Prisoners at Springfield, Missouri. 

4 The Federal Defender for the Northern District of Texas began reporting representations 
in April 1990. 

* Community Defender Organizations 
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:1 RCUIT 
AND 

ISTRICT 

.OTAL. •• 

_C .... .. 

1ST .. . 

.IE •••••• 

.,A ..... . 
NH ..... . 
RI •••••• 
PR •••••• 

2ND ••• 

CT ..... . 
Ny,H .. .. 
Ny,E •••• 
Ny,S •••• 
Ny,H .. .. 
VT ..... . 

3RD ••• 

DE •••••• 
NJ •••••• 
PA,E •••• 
PA,H •••• 
PA,H •••• 
VI •••••• 

4TH ••• 

HD .... .. 
NC,E .. .. 
He,H •••• 
NC,H •••• 
SC ...... 
VA,E. ••• 
VA,H .... 
HV,N •••• 
HV,S .... 

5TH ••• 

LA,E •••• 
LA,H .... 
LA,H •••• 
MS,N •••• 
HS,S •••• 
TX,N •••• 
TX,E .... 
TX,S •••• 
TX,H •••• 

6TH ••• 

Ky,E .. .. 
Ky,H .. .. 
HI,E •••• 
HI,H •••• 
OH,N .. .. 
OH,S .. .. 
TH,Ee .. . 
TN,H' •••• 
TN,H •••• 

-. 

-

TOTAL 

13,248 

51 

41 

19 
18 
1 
3 
-

406 

2 
210 
57 
7/, 
5,8 
5 

199 

20 
154 

3 
16 
3 
3 

3,358 

278 
832 

16 
45 
91 

2',086 
2 
4 
4 

973 

--
27 
10 
4 

49 
17 

527 
339 

470 

3 
235 

19 
35 
7 

31 
16 

123 
1 

TABLE H-l U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 

DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD EHDED JUNE 30, 1990 

TRAFFIC THEFT 
FOOD/ 

DRUG H'EAPONS HAIL I ASSAULT I 
_. 

----

7,406 1,539 1,763 95 39 65 87 

- 6 2 1 - 2 1 

17 B 5 - - - 1 

16 - - - - - -
- 8 4 - - - -- - - - - - -
1 - 1 - - - 1 - - - - - - -

124 61 28 5 1 22 13 

1 - 1 - - - -
122 15 6 4 1 6 12 

- B 11 - - 4 -

I 
1 23 5 - - 7 1 - 15 4 1 - 5 -- - 1 - - - -

1 28 49 1 - - 1 

1 4 8 - - - -- 23 33 1 - - -- 1 - - - - -- - 5 - - - 1 
- - 2 - - - -- - 1 - - - -

2,140 414 352 27 23 12 18 

74 49 128 1 - 5 3 
740 24 45 - - 2 1 

2 - - - - 2 -
2 - 28 - 1 - -
5 13 5 1 - 2 -

1,317 328 143 24 22 1 14 
- - - - - - -- - - - - - -- - 3 1 - - -

24 144 356 9 3 - 3 

- - - - - - -- - - - - - -
2 15 4 - - - -
1 - - - - - -- - 3 - - - -
9 19 3 - - - -- - 2 l. - - -
4 9 268 8 1 - 1 
8 101 76 - 2 - 2 

77 208 42 7 2 6 5 
----- ------ ------ -_. 

- - 1 - - - -
10 159 16 6 2 - 4 
- 12 2 - - - -
- ') 7 - - 3 1 
- 1 - - - - -- 11 6 1 - 1 -
1 4 2 - - - -

66 11 8 - - 2 -- 1 - - - - -

---- -- ---- ----- --- -
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FRAUD OTHER 

1,258 996 

15 24 

7 3 

1 2 
5 ! 
1 -- -- -

104 48 

- -
21 23 
29 5 
30 7 
23 10 

1 3 

83 36 

3 4 
71 26 

2 -
7 3 - 1 - 2 

76 296 

8 10 
3 17 
3 9 
4 10 

27 38 
29 20B - 2 

2 2 - -
341 93 

- -- -
S 1 
5 4 
1 -
6 12 
(, 8 

199 37 
119 31 

60 63 

- 2 
6 32 
4 1 

10 5 
2 4 
8 4 
6 3 

24 12 - -



- - - ---- -- - ---

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL 

7TH ••• 384 

IL,II •••• 57 
IL,C •••• 29 
IL, S •••• 40 
III,N •••• 10 
IN,S •.•• 221 
HI, E •••• 17 
HI.H •••• 10 

8TH ••• 311 

AR,E .... 11 
AR,H •••• 23 
IA,N .... 7 
lA,S •••• 5 
MIL ..... 16 
Mo,E .... 12 
Mo,H •••• 192 
HE •••••• 14 
NO •••••• 15 
SO ...... 16 

9TH ••. 3,879 

AK •••••• 97 
AZ ...... 265 
CA,N •••• 202 
CA,E. •••. 140 
C.6.,C ••.• 43 
CA,S •••• 565 
HI •••••• 1,345 
1D ...... 7 
MT •••••• 1 
NV •••••• 15 
OR ••••.• 18 
HA,E .••• 14 
HA,H •••• 1,167 
GUAM •••• 
NM!. .... 

10TH •• 448 

CO ••• , .• 131 
KS ••• " • 55 
HM ...... 26 
oK,N .... 5 
oK,E •••• 14 
DK,H .... 171 
UT ...... 41 
HY ...... 5 

11TH .. 2,728 

AL,N .... 63 
AL,M •••• 149 
AL,S .... 12 
FL,N •••• 41 
FL,M •••• 32 
FL,S., •• 9 
GA,N •••• 96 
GA,M •••• 2,123 
GA,S •••• 203 

TABLE M-1 U,S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFEHSE 

DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
---

I HAIl-, ASS~UlT 1 FOOD/ 
,TRAFFIC THEFT DRUG HEAPoNS TRESPASS 

196 49 24 4 4 1 22 
--- --- -- ----

3 3 5 1 
23 2 
13 24 

4 1 
154 17 10 3 4 22 

3 3 
3 2 

179 17 20 2 1 3 2 

5 3 
12 2 1 1 2 

4 
1 1 

2 2 
3 2 

166 2 5 
1 4 1 
1 

1 1 1 

2,159 273 783 30 3 12 15 
- -- --

31 21 27 2 
15 104 15 

56 11 23 1 7 
41 31 8 6 1 2 4 

4 11 5 2 1 
14 349 2 

1,240 60 34 1 1 
1 1 

1 6 1 
2 5 3 
1 5 1 

785 101 223 2 7 

172 120 43 1 2 5 1 
-- - --

52 26 7 2 
13 31 2 1 

1 13 
2 1 

3 1 2 
99 47 11 
8 13 5 1 1 

1 1 

2,317 211 59 8 2 5 

40 3 14 2 
80 39 15 1 

2 1 1 
28 2 1 

1 6 6 1 1 
1 2 1 

41 28 3 
2,025 52 9 2 2 

130 52 7 3 
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-- -- - ---

FRAUD oTH ER 

58 26 

37 8 
2 2 
1 2 
5 
3 8 
7 4 
3 2 

41 46 

3 
5 

2 1 
1 2 
7 5 
6 1 

13 6 
2 6 
9 5 
1 12 

382 222 

16 
126 5 

88 16 
28 19 
10 10 
92 108 

') 
1 4 

1 
3 4 
6 2 
2 5 

26 23 

56 48 

31 13 
2 6 
7 5 
1 1 
4 4 
5 9 
5 8' 
1 2 

35 91 

4 
14 
8 

2 8 
10 7 
4 1 
8 16 
4 29 
3 8 



CIRCUIT 
AIID 

_ISTRICT 
--- -

OTAl ... T 

DC-

HE-
fIA-
HH-
RI-
PR-

CT-
HYN 
IIYE 
HYS 
HYW 
VT-

DE-
NJ-
PAE 
PAM 
PAW 
VI-

I .•• I{l-
NCE 
HCH 
NCW 
sc-
YAE 
YAW 
'INN 
'INS 

I ... LAE 
lAH 
LAW 
HSN 
HSS 
TXH 
TXE 
TXS 
TXW 

KYE 
KYW 
HIE 
HIW 
OHN 
OHS 
THE 
TNH 
THW 

-

TABLE H-lA U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. HlSOEHEAHOO CASES 
DEFEIIDAIITS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. flAGISlRATES BY /!ATURE Of ~FEHSE 

DURING TilE -rnELVE ~I!TH PERIOO ElIDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(PETTY OFFENSES) 

OTHER FOOO/ DRutlK/ HUNT/ 
TOTAL DUI/DWI TRAFFIC IMMIGRATION DRUG LITTERING DISORDERlY FISH/CAMP TRESPASSING 

-- ------ --- -- --- -- -- ---

87682 4298 54864 13530 837 199 1876 2878 1673 

65 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 7 

33 0 2 20 0 0 7 1 0 
324 9 287 3 0 0 2 2 3 
21 0 7 0 0 0 0 13 0 
2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 

89 12 55 4 1 0 6 0 1 

4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1349 92 988 128 1 0 6 7 44 
1037 12 766 0 54 2 47 4 21 
635 33 487 1 26 0 25 2 10 
92 2 18 58 0 0 0 1 2 
78 0 10 65 0 0 0 1 0 

67 11 32 1 2 0 0 9 5 
1662 120 1215 0 27 3 38 6 78 
436 1 252 16 31 0 40 0 10 
437 90 246 0 14 6 20 13 1 

41 0 27 0 0 0 3 5 0 
S 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 

14564 498 13315 1 47 3 61 39 67 
4024 39 3549 0 65 7 17 30 71 

13 0 10 0 0 0 1 0 0 
195 27 73 0 21 1 35 8 1 
263 42 142 0 1 0 6 27 7 

4871 378 3939 0 32 1 68 46 134 
514 30 164 3 11 6 73 42 8 

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
14 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 

618 1 449 0 0 0 2 148 0 
53 0 0 0 0 0 0 53 0 

2015 176 786 0 12 13 11 818 66 
549 39 389 0 4 4 9 45 3 

'l023 134 653 0 14 2 30 35 30 
27 1 6 0 0 1 8 0 1 
49 5 12 0 1 2 1 16 1 

4347 9 58 4232 3 0 0 21 0 
5907 63 3407 2108 0 1 104 26 84 

104 7 46 0 4 2 15 5 1 
3503 202 2899 0 0 0 72 144 59 
314 27 190 8 27 0 14 2 2 

11 0 0 Q 1 0 0 0 0 
37 3 7 0 5 0 2 0 8 

161 8 128 0 1 0 4 0 0 
252 42- 152 0 8 0 6 9 2 
87 7 39 0 1 1 10 7 0 
57 5 29 0 3 0 1 0 0 
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THEFT OTHER 

1594 5933 

1 54 

0 3 
0 18 
0 1 
0 0 
5 5 

0 0 
21 62 
62 69 
22 29 
0 11 
0 2 

0 7 
44 131 
13 73 
0 47 
0 6 
0 1 

187 346 
91 155 
1 1 
4 25 
0 38 

65 208 
2 175 
0 5 
0 8 

0 18 
0 0 

38 95 
4 52 

36 89 
4 6 
0 11 
4 20 
5 109 

0 24 
7 120 

13 31 
0 10 
0 12 
2 18 
0 33 
2 20 
0 19 



TABLE H-1A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. HISDEHEAHOR CASES 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OfFENSE 

DURIIIG THE TWELVE fo()HTH PERlOO EHOED JUNE 30, 1990 

-- ---~~- -- .-
------

(PETTY OFFENSES) 

CIRCUIT 

DUI/DWl I LITTERING] 
A1iO ornER FDOO! DRUNK! HUNT! 

DISTRICT TOTAL TRAFFIC IItIIGRATION DRUG DISOODERLY FISH/CAMP TRESPASSING THEFT UI, 
-- -----

- -

7th ... ILH 643 6 430 0 12 0 93 10 18 9 
ILC 145 0 144 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
ILS 59 0 26 1 0 4 1 19 3 1 
INN 58 0 15 0 4 0 Ii 2 1 0 
INS 279 22 225 0 1 0 14 :z 0 2 
WIE 42 4 18 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 
1011101 29 7 10 1 0 0 0 2 1 0 

8th ... ARE 54 0 14 0 0 0 0 34 1 2 
ARW 213 6 52 0 4 5 24 47 29 4 
IAN 12 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 2 
lAS 179 0 108 0 3 5 12 8 28 2 
HI/- 176 1 117 0 6 0 3 20 0 0 
fo()E 225 7 114 0 30 11 15 0 4 3 
I'rJ\oI 79 66 7 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 
NE- 12 1 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 
HD- 40 1 3 26 3 0 0 9 0 1 
so- 101 3 20 0 0 2 19 18 10 1 

9th .•• AX- 465 0 396 0 1 3 1 22 4 4 
Al- 2033 121 404 1067 43 6 63 42 16 21 2 
CAN 1955 148 1141 0 18 1 19 14 93 85 4 
CAE 3244 156 1668 78 77 24 140 154 54 114 7 
CAC 3184 600 1581 1 46 15 95 28 147 207 
CAS 6228 61 303 5689 2 1 4 11 37 56 
HI- 958 62 856 0 3 0 0 10 10 1 
IO- 78 0 17 0 0 1 1 15 10 1 
HT- 250 28 81 0 13 4 18 36 18 1 
NY- 695 1111 321 0 15 2 104 30 12 24 
OR- 257 7 20 0 1 3 4 19 17 4 
WAE 40 1 8 1 0 0 1 9 4 0 
WAW 3188 14 2661 2 16 11 84 86 58 33 2 

10th ••• co- 1429 68 1265 1 3 1 14 17 3 3 
KS- 396 59 185 0 1 1 21 10 10 28 
H/i- 949 133 573 0 14 7 8 42 20 58 
ll<H 17 0 3 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 
ll<E 23 3 4 1 0 1 1 9 1 1 
ll<W 2412 26 2289 0 0 1 11 27 26 5 
UT- 2226 47 1587 0 17 4 59 304 30 68 1 
WY- 427 106 142 0 6 1 53 26 9 15 

- ------ --

11th ... ~~ 390 5 291 0 2 1 23 3 12 11 
887 28 802 0 0 8 2 12 8 0 

ALS 26 0 18 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 
FLN 1202 120 568 0 8 10 62 98 180 111 
FIJ1 307 25 191 0 14 0 14 11 4 15 
FLS 382 6 144 0 5 4 41 26 28 7 1" 
GAIl 368 47 102 8 28 5 61 17 4 28 
\W1 23 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 
GAS 1337 60 1097 0 13 0 29 19 32 32 
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~IRCUIT 
AND 

ISTRICT 
-----~ 

10 TAL ... 

DC-

HE-
!"A-
NH-
RI-
PR-

CT-
NYN 
HYE 
HYS 
/fYW 
VT-. 
DE-. 
HJ-
PAE 
PAolo! 
PAW 
VI-

til-
•• HCE h . 

1104 
NCW 
sc-
VA£. 
VAW 
WVN 
WVS 

h .• • LAE 
LAM 
LAW 
HSN 
KSS 
TXH 
TXE 
TXS 
TXW 

h ... KYE 
KYW 
KIE 
HIW 
OHN 
OHS 
THE 
TNI1 
THW 

TABLE H-3 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
!"AlTERS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. I"AGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 2B U.S.C. SECTION 636(A) 
DURING THE TWELVE tv)NTH PERIOO EHDED JUNE 30, 1990 

GIWID 
SEARCH MREST INITIAL PRELIHIHARY BAIL JURY 

TOTAL WAARAHTS IWlAAHTS SUIfl)HSES APPEARANCES EXAMINATIONS REVIEWS SESSIONS ARRAIGlIHEHTS OTHER 
------ --- --- - - --- -- - ------ -- ---- - - - - ---- --~---- - --- ----- -----

167382 20672 16888 2084 49624 7145 7858 4556 34311 24244 

27B9 299 16B 0 930 445 202 109 137 499 

503 39 19 0 155 17 37 11 135 90 
2191 273 178 25 457 97 60 149 344 60B 

2B9 33 9 3 79 7 1 29 103 25 
590 90 69 9 57 57 8 22 126 152 

1863 43 5B 7 560 11B 201 54 469 353 

1148 297 68 2 247 19 118 56 118 223 
1361 IBI 220 3 353 11 117 90 224 162 
4676 523 714 11 1732 32 164 276 291 933 
4056 893 518 5 1560 2 134 181 91 672 
106B 279 94 8 2Bl 21 20 66 245 54 
358 26 27 a 102 6 16 31 117 43 

454 57 54 0 141 7 9 Z3 105 58 
1784 378 293 6 6B9 11 71 159 10 167 
4012 5Bl 887 5 B18 350 64 158 679 470 

501 68 75 0 220 19 9 12 1 97 
1333 381 124 25 201 56 20 89 315 122 
1318 25 119 3 443 83 176 0 390 79 

2582 410 413 1 692 17 181 25 461 382 
869 99 73 0 403 62 25 87 0 120 

1154 83 178 0 430 72 65 5 105 216 
1461 159 158 0 576 47 52 28 250 191 
2170 280 479 1 445 61 121 90 559 134 
2148 395 276 33 629 240 59 33 106 377 

909 99 222 0 331 16 24 2 101 114 
688 49 64 127 135 22 9 1 226 55 

1065 51 119 2 291 61 60 34 322 125 

2669 136 147 5 830 17 146 120 825 443 
154 7 10 0 SO 2 2 0 36 17 
838 101 84 65 "174 10 75 40 173 116 
614 90 79 2 160 16 21 8 154 84 
942 96 43 0 314 29 27 22 263 148 

2615 401 389 14 1058 164 103 7 109 370 
987 129 68 2 255 26 51 27 234 195 

14039 1316 1161 5G4 4138 432 651 Z33 3533 2071 
6224 506 840 216 2407 436 405 116 454 844 

798 94 123 27 137 79 41 20 131 146 
777 87 95 1 175 36 8 65 194 116 

3691 720 449 3 1155 82 27 185 798 272 
641 97 96 2 153 9 8 40 195 41 

1929 . 262 317 12 291 139 63 47 467 331 
1356 167 203 3 398 III 58 68 114 234 
1175 280 98 2 30B 8 18 33 339 89 
866 134 64 0 422 26 16 15 78 111 

1446 77 36 3 589 103 9 6 439 184 

279 



ilICi 

I TABLE M-3 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS i MITERS DISPOSED Of BY U.S. HAGISTRATES 
PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 636(A) 

DURING TIlE nlELVE IIOHTll PERlOO ENDED JUNE 30. 1990 

.-- --- - --

CIRCUIT GAAHJ) 

AND SEAACH ARREST INITIAL PRELIMINARY BAIL JURY 
DISTRICT TOTAL WARRANTS WAARAJ{TS SUI'KlNSES APPE.4JWICES EXAHIHATIOHS REVIEWS SESSIONS ARRAIGNMENTS IH. 

-~- ~- --
-

TOTAL ••• 167382 20612 16888 2084 49624 7145 78SS 4556 34311 R 
~-~~-

7th ... ILN 2329 314 164 42 729 235 III 22 292 
ILC 675 109 40 2 132 11 20 3 216 J 
ILS 764 74 58 0 190 28 3 14 295 1 
INN 831 121 66 3 332 28 13 38 100 1 
INS 679 97 84 3 314 25 10 11 0 1 
!HE 1480 161 106 0 498 50 68 50 357 a 
WIW 395 31 27 0 118 18 .10 18 111 

8th ... AAE 827 167 54 0 159 2 25 9 287 
AAW 309 47 59 1 58 7 9 4 84 
IAN 287 42 16 16 31 10 7 13 124 
lAS 496 101 46 5 58 19 12 48 131 
MH- 1962 283 260 0 478 212 40 4 389 , 
~E 1467 309 252 1 417 78 24 0 251 1 
~ 1959 258 175 4 669 134 52 37 432 1 
NE- 907 135 75 a 162 25 70 17 300 1 
HO- 587 36 68 1 159 41 25 4 158 
so- 809 15 24 0 290 16 18 5 256 1 

------

9th ... 
AX.- 688 156 13 1 76 8 66 27 242 
f<J.- 5640 659 300 68 1565 234 456 83 1161 11 
CAlI 3445 523 384 122 793 13 291 13 905 
CAE 2397 262 113 12 554 34 175 59 715 4: 
CAe 6203 1057 493 49 1895 247 90 144 1315 9 
CAS 5984 428 382 7 2576 113 614 15 1120 7-
HI- 514 150 33 0 107 38 0 31 99 
10- 415 42 20 1 83 12 4 3 173 
Hr- 676 101 51 15 179 24 28 0 225 
HV- 2569 409 325 142 811 14 80 77 464 2 
00- 1813 281 84 42 406 132 9 36 488 3 
WAf lI58 III 115 0 233 78 69 17 420 1 
WAW .2292 252 90 0 725 192 95 4 494 

10th ... CO- 23a3 207 352 2 704 109 70 63 499 ,,, 
KS- 1142 III 44 0 419 7 33 0 370 15 
HM- 2602 205 164 13 682 194 64 14 743 52 
a<H 619 24 47 2 205 14 35 0 185 10 
Q(E 197 18 20 0 36 5 11 0 94 1 
lJ(W 1115 172 141 5 180 95 27 6 185 30 
UT- 1332 57 232 0 159 65 42 12 512 24 
\{'(- 345 18 65 20 170 41 11 1 0 1 

- - -- --

11th... ALH 745 134 69 1 144 59 10 11 273 
AU1 346 77 45 0 -119 18 2 6 39 
ALS 800 52 33 0 210 16 25 18 353 9 
FLH 776 78 132 0 295 13 18 19 68 15 
FLH 533:i 451 522 32 1449 237 166 194 1581 70 
FLS 9989 1025 635 330 2903 275 939 414 2215 125 
GAH 2495 326 179 1 614 172 115 98 632 35 
GAM 667 21 76 0 322 25 9 0 162 5 
GAS 908 174 165 4 204 39 35 22 227 -- -

280 



TOTAL * 
CIRCUIT CRIHINAL 

AHD CIVIL 
DISTRICT t'ATTERS 

TOTAl ••• 151395 

oc- 612 

st. .. ME- 503 
t'A", 5655 
tlH- 953 
RI- 1198 
PR- 827 

2 nd ••• CT- 2968 
tffN 147 
HYE 4743 
HYS 2418 
HYW 1076 
VT- 170 

3rd ••• OE- 141 
HJ- 11334 
PAE 924 
PAM 100 
PAW 1152 
VI- 1240 

4th ... /{)- 633 
NeE 1199 
NCM 1552 
NCW 808 
SC- 798 
VAE 1301 
VAW 670 
WVH 506 
WVS 432 

5th ••• LAE 5924 
lAM 887 
LAW 3972 
HSN 1706 
HSS 3778 
TXH 1057 
TXE 606 
TXS 1953 
TXW 1235 

6 th ••• KYE 1016 
KYW 792 
HIE 2563 
HIW 1720 
OHH 1468 
OHS 2865 
THE 1933 
THH 330 
THW 731 

TABLE H-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(B} AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE /{)NTH PERIOD EtIDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(CRIMINAl PROCEEDINGS) 

TOTAL ** PRETRIAL tmIOHS 
CRIHINAl CONFERENCES 636(B)(1)(A) I 636(B)(I)(B) 

35084 3488 Z2340 4169 

148 0 4 13 

57 13 33 9 
2861 11 2654 39 

136 0 135 0 
157 78 78 1 
377 25 279 31 

131 0 88 41 
26 0 2 5 
15 1 4 5 

100 0 0 3 
244 36 148 28 

5 0 1 3 

0 0 0 0 
14 0 5 0 

254 0 112 118 
2 0 2 0 

85 8 24 37 
160 0 12 0 

148 0 0 1 
356 0 231 41 
288 0 160 7 
451 0 327 50 
273 153 24 11 
34 0 12 9 
40 0 4 0 

271 1 219 22 
28 0 17 10 

721 20 482 68 
31 1 13 13 

786 7 677 76 
49 0 18 0 

306 0 160 3 
54 21 15 2 

162 2 116 9 
371 35 125 12 
275 0 179 8 

294 0 245 30 
113 2 37 12 
482 300 43 81 
312 134 48 4 
314 52 218 26 
105 0 78 3 
631 87 444 61 

3 0 2 0 
126 17 15 13 

* 
** 

Civil evidentiary hear1~s and criminal evidentiary hearings are not included. 
Evidentiary hearings are not included. 

281 

PROOATIOH 
REVOCATIONS OTHER 

529 4558 

103 28 

1 1 
5 152 
0 0 
0 0 
7 35 

0 2 
0 19 
3 2 
8 89 
1 31 
0 1 

0 0 
1 8 
2 22 
0 0 
1 15 
0 148 

6 141 
26 58 
0 121 
1 73 

12 73 
13 0 
0 36 
0 29 
1 0 

21 130 
2 2 
2 24 
0 31 
6 137 
3 13 
1 34 

19 180 
22 66 

0 19 
1 61 
4 54 
6 120 
5 13 
1 23 
7 32 
1 0 
0 81 



CIRCUIT 
AHO 

DISTRICT 

7th ••• 
ILK 
IlC 
IlS 
INN 
INS 
WIE 
WIW 

8th ••• ARE 
AAW 
IAN 
lAS 
HN-
I'()E 
I()W 

HE-
NO-
so-

9 th ••• 
PJ<.-
Al-
CAH 
CAE 
CAe 
CAS 
HI-
10-
Hr-
NV-
00-
WAE 
WAW 

10 th ••• ~ 
HM-
Cl<H 
(J(E 

Cl<W 
UT-
WY-

11 th ••• ALH 
A1..M 
ALS 
FLN 
FLM 
FLS 
SAN 
GAM 
GAS 

TOTAL 1t 

CRIMINAl 
CIVIL 

MITERS 

3658 
1982 
504 
422 

1530 
757 

1078 

115 
229 
366 

4008 
6325 
2462 
1127 
13S1 
444 

4 

470 
200 

2641 
1620 
2371 
2110 
1270 
205 
351 

1633 
1473 
346 
285 

2870 
3148 
1581 
922 
314 

1157 
1036 
402 

929 
96 

1474 
263 

9262 
5286 
1339 

279 
1064 

TABLE H-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEOIHGS AHO CASES DISPOSED OF 8Y U.S. AAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITlE 28 U.S.C. SECTIOHS 635(8) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE I«)HTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE JO, 1990 

--

TOTAL­
CRIMINAl 

251 
4 

58 
42 
28 

628 
1010 

58 
27 
21 
60 

2584 
1919 
1011 
387 

12 
1 

209 
145 
326 
404 
220 
61 
48 
17 
18 

653 
118 
294 
56 

226 
474 
66 

1 
3 

52 
227 

0 

546 
0 

391 
125 

6075 
2681 
823 
236 
692 

-~ 

(CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS) 

1 111 55 
1 0 2 
0 13 22 

34 0 5 
0 22 6 
2 395 138 

15 793 100 

1 20 6 
0 4 3 
2 2 13 
0 55 2 
0 1584 990 
a 1350 487 

560 200 165 
17 225 110 
0 6 4 
0 0 0 

11 68 76 
0 18 54 

10 58 9 
5 31 4 
0 46 9 
0 38 0 

27 14 0 
1 13 0 
0 12 5 
6 511 69 
1 41 48 
4 253 13 
0 2 1 

202 3 1 
341 35 2 

0 27 37 
0 1 0 
0 1 1 
0 6 1 
0 151 65 
0 0 0 

227..- 275 37 
0 0 0 
1 355 4 
0 0 2 

394 5183 158 
254 1946 243 
299 254 204 

0 171 44 
0 556 69 

Civ1l evidentiary hearings and criminal evident1ary hearings are not included. 
Evidentiary hearings are not included. 282 

PROOATION 
REVOCATIONS 

3 
0 
0 
2 
0 
4 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
7 
1 
1 
0 

10 
0 

19 
39 
12 
0 
0 
2 
1 

11 
0 
5 

33 

4 
3 
1 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

33 
12 
27 
0 
3 

OTHER 

81 
1 

23 
1 
0 

89 
42 

31 
20 
4 
3 

10 
72 
79 
34 
1 
1 

44 
73 

230 
325 
153 

23 
7 
1 
0 

55 
28 
19 
20 

16 
93 
1 
0 
0 

44 
11 
0 

7 
0 

31 
123 
307 
226 
39 
21 
64 



IRCUIT 
AID 

ISTRICT 

oTAL ••• 

DC-

... ME­
I I'A­

KH­
RI­
M-

_ ... CT­
NYN 
NYE 
HYS 
NYW 
VT-

... DE­
HJ­
PAE 
PAM 
PAW 
VI-

Ii)-
I ... NCE 

HCH 
HCW 
SC­
VAE 
VAW 
WVN 
WVS 

... LAE 
LAM 
LAW 
HSN 
HSS 
TXH 
TXE 
TXS 
TXW 

... KYE 
KYW 
HIE 
HIW 
OHH 
OHS 
THE 
THH 
THW 

TOTAL * 
CIVIL 

I'ATIERS 

111199 

462 

424 
2775 
815 

1031 
343 

2763 
70 

4728 
Z289 
813 
149 

135 
11320 

546 
30 

984 
1080 

406 
837 

1243 
353 
345 

1174-
402 
181 
228 

509?, 
;68 

3018 
1621 
3419 
957 
383 

1580 
91l 

638 
598 

1800 
1281 
827 

2469 
1213 

270 
573 

TABLE H-4A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(B) AND (e) 
CURING THE TWELVE I«JNTH PERlOO ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(CIVIL PROCEEDINGS) (CIVIL CASES) 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
PRETRIAl 636(8) 636(B) 

(I)(B) CONFERENCES (1) (A) OTHER 
-"'-----~~ 

TOTAl 
CIVIL 
CAS!S STA~ \--;EDERAl --~~~~S ~~TY 

45201 

300 

lOB 
179 
338 
153 
209 

1926 
49 

4169 
1481 
638 

47 

12 
6506 
337 

19 
483 
399 

172 
388 
102 

2 
102 
58 

272 
Z 
a 

1361 
507 
478 
377 
987 • 
167 

72 
370 

31 

106 
287 
196 
538 
325 
677 
393 
35 

251 

54206 

126 

220 
1674 
452 
762 
24 

597 
,5 

393 
654 
170 
94 

63 
4527 
146 

4 
210 
261 

114 
382 

1040 
270 
136 
824 
115 
155 
212 

3479 
224 

2120 
1213 
2212 
766 
158 
965 
480 

332 
204 

1307 
660 
459 

1374 
687 
62 

284 

7388 

16 

94 
151 

7 
54 
79 

199 
3 

105 
142 

5 
7 

22 
67 
50 
5 

287 
4 

66 
51 
45 
64 
99 

135 
12 
24 
8 

107 
30 

417 
24 

177 
5 

24 
174 
100 

55 
77 

182 
59 
15 

386 
124 
161 
33 

4404 

20 

2 
171 

18 
62 
31 

41 
13 
61 
12 
o 
1 

38 
220 
13 
2 
4 

416 

54 
16 
56 
17 
8 

157 
3 
o 
o 

145 
7 
3 
7 

43 
19 

129 
71 

300 

28076 

12 

31 
38 
68 
37 

170 

85 
197 

1 
210 
59 
59 

132 
45 

396 
564 
463 

o 

196 
106 
286 
59 

584 
182 
290 
67 

323 

1493 
426 
508 
335 
131 
679 
894 
980 
565 

6319 

o 
5 

15 
20 
9 

10 

5 
37 
o 

104 
35 
9 

29 
1 

246 
94 

135 
o 

45 
30 
67 
4 

108 
72 
o 
3 

12 

268 
27 

115 
64 
46 

234 
129 
282 
160 

- ~-- - -- - -----

145 543 
30 275 

115 625 
24 1122 
28 520 
32 884 
9 94 

12 313 
5 371 

117 
80 
62 

130 
141 
82 
o 

14 
41 

2416 

o 
o 
o 
1 
o 

43 

5 
30 
o 

16 
1 
2 

1 
o 
9 

58 
6 
o 
4 

15 
24 
21 
20 
4 
o 
7 

22 

26 
1 

40 
o 
o 

112 
48 
69 

134 

60 
4 

18 
4 

10 
12 
1 
2 

72 

13132 

2 

4 
4 

45 
7 
7 

1 
78 
o 

32 
4 

31 

96 
39 
15 

344 
211 

o 

68 
47 

174 
30 

161 
10 
60 
2 

22 

968 
302 
165 
231 

11 
287 
654 
617 
221 

281 
110 
240 
861 
36 

225 
o 

216 
214 

5112 

~ I 

2Z 
19 
2 

10 
107 

74 
51 
o 

29 
19 
16 

6 
o 

124 
68 
83 
o 

79 
6 

21 
4 

180 
93 

228 
54 

176 

III 
88 

168 
-56 
53 
46 
61 
12 
49 

84 
81 

281 
127 
327 
291 
89 
57 
32 

Evidentiary hearings not included. 

283 

SPECIAl. 
/"ASTER 

1097 

a 
o 
o 
o 

11 
3 

o 
1 
1 

29 
o 
1 

o 
5 
2 
o 

28 
o 
o 
s 
o 
o 

115 
3 
2 
1 

91 

120 
8 

20 
4 

27 
o 
2 
o 
1 

1 
o 

24 
o 
6 

274 
4 

24 
12 

SECTIOH 
636(C) 
COHSEKT 
CASES 

4758 

35 

18 
61 
2 
1 

23 

15 
17 
74 
19 
36 
o 
o 

22 
38 
4 

24 
o 

161 
25 
4 
o 

75 
154 
199 
24 

161 

171 
41 
59 
9 

99 
34 
67 
49 
24 

40 
6 
2 

10 
261 
184 
211 

10 
6 



TABLE H-4A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(B) AND (C) 
DURING THE NELVE I'()Iffi\ PERla> ElIDED JUHE 30, 1990 

-~-~ ------ ----~----

(CIVIL PROCEEDINGS) (CIVIL CASES) 
-~- --~ - -- --- -- SECn 

CIRCUIT TOTAl" TOTAl --'~- 636(C 
AND CIVIL PRETRIAl 636(B) 636(8) CIVIL ~~~ I-FEDERAl 

CIVIL SOCIAL SPECIAL CONSE 
DISTRICT I"AmRS CONFERENCES (lHA) ( 1)(8) OTHER CASES RIGHTS SECURITY KASTER CASES 

--- -- -- ---- -- - - - --- - --- --- --- - - ----~---- -- --~ -- -- - -

7th ••• ILH 3378 888 1720 669 101 47 3 1 2 29 12 1~ 

ILC 1961 1506 308 127 20 22 0 0 5 17 0 WI 
ILS 428 161 40 43 184 276 19 23 216 18 0 l. 
IIIN 373 326 42 4- 1 18 0 0 11 7 0 2\. 
IllS 1438 1028 383 20 7 589 177 97 217 64 34 2 
WIE 78 19 43 16 0 166 1 1 113 51 0 1 
WIW 63 11 38 1 13 5 0 0 0 5 0 

--.- -----~- -- ---- --.-

8th ... ARE 38 1 27 9 1 ---~ll 142 6 435 19 0 33' 
ARW 161 26 127 6 2 57 3 192 41 1 2 
IAN 343 240 74 29 0 10 1 0 7 2 0 1 
lAS 3948 925 2977 34 12 36 2 0 34 0 0 5 
MII- 3553 881 2589 82 1 504 69 137 110 188 0 1. 
OOE 44~. 86 214 60 84 385 210 33 43 99 0 20 
f11,/ 116 53 10 23 30 780 3 124 603 0 50 5 
NE- 993 395 464 120 14 226 44 4- 177 1 0 1 
NO- 432 248 144 34 6 7 2 2 3 0 0 1 
so- 3 1 0 1 1 10 4- 5 1 0 0 

9th .•• . -
1«.- 249 52 80 71 46 82 24 17 29 12 0 
AI- 43 23 12 1 1 144 58 19 55 12 0 
CAli 2306 875 1140 33 258 13 0 0 0 9 4 5 
CAE 1182 156 587 38 401 647 158 25 430 34 0 5 
CAC 2000 329 1401 135 135 1007 459 212 182 151 3 
CAS 2049 1641 397 5 6 9 0 0 0 0 9 
HI- 1209 890 198 97 24 59 46 0 0 13 0 j 

10- 169 24 95 38 12 82 19 0 44 19 0 3_ 
Hr- 299 192 48 59 0 113 35 7 37 34- 0 
HVw 975 235 618 100 22 96 73 1 17 5 0 
00- 1341 296 601 435 9 42 10 2 16 14- 0 48. 
WAE 52 9 3 29 11 39 3 1 35 0 0 111_ 
WAW 167 59 55 32 21 296 64 33 137 62 0 7-

10'h"'12"'O~~ 
------ ----~--

2072 501 57 14 422 79 40 301 0 2 
KS- 2674 8S6 1808 9 1 101 22 0 79 0 0 2-
NH- 1443 656 771 16 0 156 60 16 '8 72 0 -
a<H 897 504 261 72 60 112 64 9 15 24 0 11 
a<E 289 264 20 3 2 90 28 7 33 22 0 I 
a<W 1045 838 139 48 20 447 135 76 176 60 0 5. 
UT- 80l 371 229 156 46 319 30 17 265 7 0 1 
WY- 402 252 143 7 0 27 11 4 12 0 0 I. 

-------- ------ --- -- - --- I~-

11th ... AlH 383 78 290 13 2 605 187 39 377 0 2 ~ 

AlH 52 22 17 13 0 799 160 45 547 44 3 20 
AlS 1009 405 524 71 9 347 81 0 191 74 1 12 
FLH 131 5 23 37 66 329 81 70 171 7 0 38 
FLH 2991 437 2406 24 124 563 262 8 92 196 5 2 ... 
FLS 2531 544 1541 423 23 802 135 348 244 74 1 0 
SAH 448 80 203 125 40 546 160 69 115 68 134 10 
GAH 1 1 0 0 0 147 20 0 85 42 0 0 
GAS 322 23 279 12 8 234 34 13 137 50 0 1 

-~--- -- ----

* Evidentiary hearings not included. 
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CIR 
AHD 

01 

CUIT 

STRICT 
-~ 

TOT AI. ... 

DC--:t. • • HE-
K6.-
IIH-
RI-
PR--CT-
NYH 
HYE 
NYS 
NY'll 
VT-

DE-
HJ-
PAE 
PAM 
PAil 
VI-

!il-
NCE 
HOi 
HCII 
sc-
VAE 
VAW 
IoNII 
IoNS 

h •• • lAE 
lAM 
LAW 
IISH 
/ISS 
TXH 
TXE 
TXS 
TXII 

I ... KYE 
KY'II 
HIE 
HIli 
OHH 
OHS 
THE 
T101 
TIIW 

TABLE H-5 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
EVIDENTIARY PROCEEDINGS CONDUCTED BY U.S. I!AGISTRATES 

PURSLIAHT TO TITlE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(B) AH!l (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE ~HTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(HEARINGS {SECTION 636(B)(I)(B)}) (SPECIAl fo'ASTER {SECTION 636(B)(2)}) 
----- ~--- --

--~- ~PR fSONElf PETITIONS 

STATE I FEDERAL I CIVIL wm: WITHOUT 
TOTAl. CRIHINAL CIVIL HABEAS HABEAS RIGHTS TOTAl. HEARING HEARING 

5504 2256 1964 241 77 966 1097 299 798 

29 22 5 0 0 2 8 2 6 

3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
49 42 6 i 0 0 0 0 0 
17 1 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 
3 2 0 I} 0 1 11 0 11 

40 25 15 0 0 0 3 0 3 

54 3 50 0 1 0 0 0 0 
3 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 

29 17 12 0 0 0 1 0 1 
51 0 49 0 1 1 29 14 15 
26 25 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
3 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 

3 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 
11 1 7 0 0 3 5 5 0 
18 8 6 4 0 0 2 1 1 
8 0 4 2 1 1 0 0 0 

15 2 7 0 0 6 28 0 28 
13 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 

16 0 5 2 0 9 0 0 0 
31 16 5 3 1 6 8 1 7 
10 1 4 2 2 1 0 0 0 
27 24 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 
95 11 80 2 0 2 115 23 92 
10 2 1 3 1 3 3 2 1 
29 0 5 0 0 24 2 0 2 
38 14 23 0 1 0 1 1 0 
4 3 0 0 0 1 91 20 71 

105 2 44 12 0 47 120 27 93 
103 0 23 6 0 74 8 1 7 
83 18 60 2 0 3 20 2'0 0 
88 0 7 1 0 aD 4 3 1 
4 1 3 0 0 o , 27 i\ 26 

52 8 19 7 6 12 0 0' 0 
259 12 9 2 2 234 2 2 0 
160 121 32 5 1 1 0 0 0 
84 26 37 11 3 7 1 1 0 

33 26 5 1 1 0 1 1 0 
24 15 6 1 0 2 0 0 0 
29 17 11 0 0 1 24 6 ~8 
8 2 3 2 0 1 0 0 0 

23 10 10 1 2 0 6 3 3 
34 0 33 0 0 1 274 38 236 
50 47 3 0 0 0 4 3 1 
79 1 13 3 0 62 24 9 15 
44 21 10 2 3 8 12 3 9 
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(CONSENSUAl CIVIL CASES TERMINATED 

(SECTION 636(C)}) 

AfTER TRIAl 
WITHOUT I 

JURY I NON-
TOTAl. TRIAl JURY 

4958 3950 495 513 

35 26 8 1 

18 17 1 0 
61 46 4 11 
2 2 0 0 
1 1 0 0 

23 16 5 2 

15 7 2 6 
17 12 2 3 
74 38 12 24 
19 10 1 8 
35 26 3 7 
0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 
22 14 3 5 
38 21 15 2 
4 3 0 1 

24 16 6 2 
0 0 0 0 

161 141 7 13 
2S 14 6 5 
4 4 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

75 53 6 16 
154 122 9 23 
199 192 1 6 
24 22 1 1 

161 155 5 1 

171 129 17 25 
41 24 9 II 
59 38 2 19 
9 2 4 3 

99 77 11 11 
34 27 2 5 
67 51 13 3 
49 20 18 11 
24 19 1 4 

40 21 14 5 
6 3 3 0 
2 0 0 2 

10 7 2 1 
261 246 5 10 
184 154 13 17 
211 162 28 21 

10 7 0 3 
6 3 3 0 
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TABI.E li-5 U.S, DISTRICT COURTS 
EVIDEHTIAAY l'ilC<:EEDIKGS ClWDUCTED BY U,S. /WiISTAATES 

PURSllAHT TO TlTlE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE HOKTH PERIOO EHOED JUNE 30, 1990 

-- ----- -- -- - ---~- --- --- - - - - - ---- - --
(HEARINGS (SECTION 636(B)(I)(B)}) (SPECIAL MASTER {SECTION 636(8)(2)}) (CONSENSUAL CIVIL CASES TERHIKAI 

_ _ _ SECTION 63~ C 
~- PRISOliERPnITIOIIS 

CIRCUIT 

CIVIL I :il ~i:-Im~s- ~~I J;;[~l AHO WITH WITHOUT 
DISTRICT TOTAl CRIHIIiAL TOTAl HEARING HEARING TOTAl ------- - --

':1 7th ... ILH 24 58 3 1 0 12 5 7 140 118 10 

ILC 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 33 3 
ILS 12 0 0 Ii 2 4 0 0 0 144 112 19 
IIIN 8 0 1 0 0 7 0 0 0 ZOO 167 24 
INS 8 8 0 0 0 0 34 28 6 21 13 4 
\(IE 40 40 0 0 0 0 0 () 0 10 8 0 
111\01 12 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 

- -----0'---- -- ----- ----
8th •.• ARE 75 Ii 1 12 2 54 0 0 0 33Z 266 18 

AIlI! 49 0 7 11 0 31 1 1 0 24 12 1 
IAJI 61 17 37 1 0 Ii 0 0 0 18 14 4 
ItS ZS 0 10 0 0 15 0 0 0 51 28 13 
HH- 946 290 648 7 0 1 0 0 0 17 4 4 
HOE 267 248 IS 1 2 1 0 0 0 201 137 56 
~ 107 62 33 2 1 9 50 31 19 56 37 14 
~E- 180 154 18 4 0 4 (} 0 0 ]9 5 6 
HO- 4 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 11 4 3 
SO- 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

--~-- ---

9th ... 
AX- 46 21 24 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 
AZ- 13 3 7 1 2 0 0 0 0 8 3 0 
CAlI 18 8 10 0 0 0 4 3 1 51 34 5 
CAE 24 18 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 54 48 6 
CAC 15 5 6 4 0 0 3 Z 1 88 80 3 
CAS 39 35 4 0 0 0 9 4 5 36 27 1 
HI- D 0 0 0 0 \) 0 0 0 2 2 0 
10- 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 C 0 39 34 2 
Iff- 10 6 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 38 J4 2 
NY- 49 32 10 7 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 
00.- 29 2 25 0 0 2 0 0 0 487 466 16 
IIAE :3 2 1 0 0 0 0 a a 109 1Q'I 0 
WAil 35 12 22 1 0 0 0 0 0 72 68 1 

---=------- ~---"- - ------ --

10th ... CO- 46 1 14 0 2 29 2 2 0 2 2 0 
KS- 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 17 4 
IIH- 15 1 6 6 2 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 
O<N 9 2 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 8 1 
O<E 9 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 5 
Q\W 132 2 130 0 0 0 0 0 0 54 51 1 
UT- 95 26 2 9 5 53 0 0 0 1 0 0 
\lY- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

-- --- ----- - --

11th ... AlH 106 21 29 28 4 24 2 1 1 4 a 0 
Al..H 118 0 9 31 7 71 3 2 1 20 6 5 
AlS 61 3 23 2 0 33 1 0 1 12 6 6 
FLH Z 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 38 33 1 
FlJ1 177 146 12 14 2 3 5 1 4 28 16 6 
FLS 486 361 113 2 8 2' 1 0 1 0 0 0 
GAH 123 97 13 7 5 1 134 30 lO4 10 0 5 
GAIl 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
GAS 56 35 1 0 0 20 0 0 0 1 1 0 

- ~----
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Table P-1 
u.s. District courts 

Passport Applications, Petitions for Naturalization 
and Aliens Naturalized 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1990 

Passport Petitions 
circuit Appli- for Aliens 

and cations Natural- Natural-
District Processed ization ized 

Total •••••• 647 281,254 266,578 

DC ••••••••••• No 716 703 

1st eir .•.. No 8,036 7,933 
ME ••••••••••• No 248 318 
MA ••••••••••• No 5,199 4,633 
WH ••••••••••• No 126 125 
RI ••••••••••• No 1,099 1,662 
PRe •••••••••• No 1,364 1,195 

2nd Cir •••• 12 47,849 41,261 
CT ••••••••••• 12 4,992 3,370 
NY IN ••••••••• No - -
NY IE • •••••••• No 32,201 28,058 
NY, s ......... No 9,787 9,021 
NY, W ••••••••• No 701 650 
VT ••••••••••• No 168 162 

3rd eir •••• No 19,410 19,996 
DE ••••••••••• No 309 249 
NJ ••••••••••• No 15,333 15,780 
PA,E ••••••••• No 2,136 2,409 
PA,M ••••••••• No 252 252 
PA, w ......... No 608 604 
VI ••..••••.•• No 772 702 

4th Cir •••• 135 10,180 11,771 
MD ••••••••••• No 2,262 3,569 
NO,E ••••••• ., • No 659 553 
Ne,M .......... No 355 318 
NC,W ••••••••• No 403 430 
se" .••••••••• No 796 911 
VA, E ••• • 4i •••• 9 5,297 5,700 
VA, W 0 •••••••• No 257 159 
WV, N ••••••••• 125 54 31 
WV, S ••••••••• 1 97 100 
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Table P-1 
U.S. District Courts 

Passport hpplications, Petitions for Naturalization 
and Aliens Naturalized 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1990 

Passport Petitions 
Circuit Appli- for Aliens 

and cations Natural- Natural-
District Processed i~ation ized 

5th Cir •••• No 25,436 22,433 
LAtE •.••••••• No 1,415 1,394 
LA,H. " •• 0 • " •• No 212 198 
LA, w ••••••• '" • No 306 342 
MS,N .......... No 78 75 
MS,Se .......... No 289 201 
TX, No •• 0 ••••• No 3,598 4,446 
TX,E •• 0 ...... _ No 823 685 
TX,S ••.• "' ••.• No 11,089 9,607 
TX,W •••••• i.o • ., No 7,626 5,485 

6th Cir •••• 497 9,240 10,210 
KY,E ••••••••• No 135 147 
KY,W ••••••••• No 378 396 
MI IE • ., '" •• " ••• No 4,556 5,300 
HI, W '" •••••••• 497 522 555 
OH/N •• ••••••• No 1,383 1,514 
OH, s ......... No 1,324 1,327 
TN, E ••••••••• No 297 342 
TN,M •••• .JI •••• No 324 321 
TN,W ••••••••• No 321 308 

7th Cir •••• No 16,775 16,049 
IL,N .•••••••• No 14,454 13,532 
IL,C .......... No 586 582 
IL, s ......... lio 239 215 
IN,N ••••• II ••• No 484 530 
IN, s ......... NO 312 446 
WI, ED'" ••••••• No 464 518 
WI, w ••••••••• No 236 226 
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Table P-1 
u.s. District Courts 

Passport Applications, Petitions for Naturalization 
and Aliens Naturalized 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1990 

Passport Petitions 
Circuit Appli- for Aliens 

and cations Natural- Natural-
District Processed ization ized 

8th Cir •••• No 5,194 5,154 
AR,E •••••• c •• No 262 220 
AR, w ••• ,. ••••• No 209 123 
IA,N ••••••••• No 232 255 
lA, s ......... No 468 479 
MN ••••••••••• No 2,200 2,177 
MO,E • •••••• '" • No 670 757 
MO,W •••• 0 ..... No 474 445 
NE ••••• ,. ••••• No 415 421 
ND '" • 61 •••••••• No 138 154 
SD •• " •••••••• No 126 123 

9th Cir •••• No 104,812 99,875 
AK ••••••••••• No 572 551 
AZ ••••••••••• No 2,145 2,256 
CA, N ...... 6 ••• No 27,061 24,556 
CA,E ••••••• ~. No 5,808 5,047 
CA, Co •••••••• No 51,951 52,271 
CA, s ......... No 4,777 4,309 
HI ••••••••••• No 5,362 3,956 
ID •••••. It •••• No 182 187 
MT ••••••••••• No 104 117 
NV ••••••••••• No 1,129 1,107 
OR ••••••••••• No 1,427 1,609 
WA, E ••••••••• No 400 408 
WA, w ••••••••• No 2,766 2,335 
GU ••••••••••• No 1,125 1,163 
NMI •••••••••• No 3 3 
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Table P-1 
u.s. District Courts 

Passport Applications, Petitions for Naturalization 
and Aliens Naturalized 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1990 

Passport Petitions 
Circuit Appli- for Aliens 

and cations Natural- Natural-
District Processed ization ized 

10th Cir ••• 3 5,581 5,940 
co ......... 0 • Ne. 1,294 2,072 
KS ••••••••••• No 970 877 
NKo •••••••••• No 819 1,166 
OK,N ••••••••• No 311 262 
OK,E ••••••••• No 37 24 
OK, w ••••••••• No 1,256 670 
UT •• ~ •••••••• No 851 851 
WY ••••••••••• 3 43 18 

11th Cir ••• No 28,025 25,253 
AL IN ••••••••• No 350 368 
AL,M ••••••••• No 126 142 
AL,S •••• e •••• No 113 98 
FL,N ••••••••• No 578 454 
FL,M ••••••••• No 4,029 3,250 
FL, s ......... No 19,963 18,390 
GA,N ••••••••• No 2,203 1,993 
GA,Me •••••••• No 280 267 
GA,S •.•..•••• No 383 291 

*Excludes passports processed by regional u.s. passport offices, 
u.s. post offices, and state courts. 
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Table R-1 
Registry Funds in the Custody of the U.S. District Courts 

as of March 31, 1990 

United 
States 

District Treasury 

!.Q.!8,b ................ $71 ,102,926.21 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ..• 

FIRST CIRCUIT ...•...... 
Maine ................ . 
Massachusetts . . . . . . . . • . . 
New Hampshire . . . ...... . 
Puerto Rico . . • . • . . . . . . . . 
Rhode Island .... : ....... . 

SECOND CIRCUIT ....... . 
Connecticut ....•........ 
New York, Northern ...... . 
New York, Eastern ....... . 
New York, Southern ••..•.. 
New York, Western ..•.•..• 
Vermont ..•...••..•.... 

THIRD CIRCUIT •••..•.... 
Delaware •...•...•.•..• , 
New Jersey •.....••..... 
Pennsylvania, Eastern ..... . 
Pennsylvania, Middle ..... . 
Pennsylvania, Western .... . 
Virgin Islands ........... . 

FOURTH CIRCUIT •......• 
Maryland .•...•......•.. 
North Carolina, Eastern • . . . • 
North Carolina, Middle ••.•. 
North Carolina, Western .•.. 
South Carolina . . • . . • . . . • . 
Virginia., Eastern . . . . . . • . . . 
Virginia, Western ...•..••. 
West Virginia, Northern ••... 
West Virginia, Southern· ...•• 

595,231.59 

13,246,991.79 
98,043,18 

3,656,636.61 
375,042.68 

8,978,248.38 
139,020.94 

10.456,140.21 

770,694.14 
3,214,880.40 
6,195,871.00 

31,081.83 
243,612.84 

4,134,602.56 

2,936,634.69 
878,431.66 
143,401.09 
176,135.12 

4.424.401.31 
5.00 

2,277,902.04 
315,566.49 
172,857.74 
528,024.17 
916,653.74 
84,595.30 

128,796.83 

291 

Non­
Interest 
Bearing 

$342,498.04 

10,044.33 

10,044.33 

3,160.93 
3,160.93 

106,551.93 

106,551.93 

Interest 
Bearing 

$772,870,333.12 

37,108,968.15 

52.496,639.29 
1 ,476,411.50 

19,023,816.82 
307,502.60 

30,051,144.29 
1,637,764.08 

84,080.465.70 
2,111,587.14 

16,338,258.99 
65,274,855.64 

333,476.20 
22,287.73 

44,057,822.36 
148,623.43 

34,003,068.97 
3,845,766.62 
1,717,978.60 
2,677,828.88 
1,664,555.86 

59,335,812.13 
31,322,195.32 

72,263.66 
397,852.91 
576,299.91 

13,648,678.47 
3,468,901.90 
2,998,046.85 
1,386,088.26 
5,465,484.85 



Table R-1 
Registry Funds in the Custody 01 the U.S. District Courts 

as 01 March 31, 1990 

District 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Louisiana, Eastern ......•. 
LoUisiana, Middle .......•• 
Louisiana, Western ....... . 
Mississippi, Northern ..... . 
Mississippi, Southern ..... . 
Texas, Northern ......... . 
Texas, Eastern .......... . 
Texas, Southern ......... . 
Texas, Western ......... . 

SIXTH CIRCUIT ......... . 
Kentucky, Eastern ....... . 
Kentucky. Western ....... . 
Michigan, Eastern ...•..... 
Michigan. Western ....... . 
Ohio, Northern ....•...... 
Ohio, Southern ......... . 
Tennessee, Eastern ...... . 
Tennessee, Middle ....... . 
Tennessee, Western ...•... 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT ....... . 
Illinois, Northern ......•... 
Illinois, Central . . • . . • • • . . • 
Illinois, Southern ........• 
Indiana, Northern . . . . . . . . . 
Indiana, Southern ........ . 
Wisconsin, Eastern ....... . 
Wisconsin, Western ...... . 

(continued) 

United 
States 

Treasury 

$11,657,503.27 
91,034.61 
14,637.00 
64,n5.10 
12.691.39 

838,952.89 
2,151,217.15 

557,041.38 
5,222,n2.49 
2,704,381.26 

4.488,196.32 
322,551.5i:i 

3.00 
534,880.96 

85,462.41 
2,839,365.76 

301,230.91 
64,384.52 

340,317.20 

1.868.976.47 
5,554.35 

194,694.90 
572,342.74 
233,644.14 
455,258.74 
385,734.30 
21,747.30 

292 

Non­
Interest 
Bearing 

$1.2n.52 
641.58 
635.94 

57.599.57 

50,581.58 

7,017.99 

Interest 
Bearing 

$190.989.720.05 
9,748,511.48 
1,950,535.70 
4,836,318.55 
3,588,651 .82 
1,925,559.72 

24,179,379.27 
81,304,346.79 
54,507,984.05 

8,948,432.67 

20,005, nO.99 
1,600,151.47 
2,663,158.85 
5,221,734.96 

394,469.05 
4,372,221.89 
3,094,079.35 

961,237.36 
1,073,486.96 

605,231.10 

21,731.334.71 
10,737,292.87 
4,500,422.99 
1,016,077.24 

563,402.87 
4,687,493.78 

226,644.96 



Table R-1 
Registry Funds in the Custody of the U.S. District Courts 

as of March 31, 1990 

District 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT ........ . 
Arkansas, Eastern ....... . 
Arkansas, Western ....... . 
Iowa, Northern •.......•.. 
Iowa, Southern ......•... 
Minnesota ............. . 
Missouri, Eastern .......•. 
Missouri, Western ........ . 
Nebreska ..•....•...... 
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . 
South Dakota •..•.••.... 

NINTH CIRCUIT ......... . 
Alaska .............. I • 

Arizona ............... . 
California, Northern .•..... 
California, Eastern ....... . 
California, Central . . . . . . . • . 
California, Southern ...... . 
Hawaii ..........•..... 
Idaho ................ . 
MoMana . . . . • . . . . • . . . • . 
Nevada ..••..•......... 
Oregon .•.............. 
Washington, Eastern ...... . 
Washington, Western ..... . 
Guam ......... " ...... . 
Northern Mariana Islands .•. 

(continued) 

United 
States 

Treasury 

$2,562,586.46 
234,799.59 
179,397.37 

90,916.92 
103,650.51 
380,454.87 
609,910.51 
389,965.97 
164,090.72 
402,400.00 

7,000.00 

12,373,154.69 
552,655.12 

3,393,048.92 
115,359.14 
179,168.71 

3,730,107.15 
1,766,217.34 

281,344.41 
54,299.n 

343,077.30 
1,167,093.38 

399,044.29 
134,707.33 

41,111.64 
193,520.19 
22,400.00 

293 

Non­
Interest 
Bearing 

$30,032.72 

30,032.72 

54,721.56 
54,721.56 

Interest 
Bearing 

$45, n1.262.29 
591,396.93 

1 ,699,173.57 
1,519,944.64 

108,172.21 
355,399.92 

4,895,739.42 
8,816,644.72 

927,982.70 
25,000.00 

26,831,808.18 

109.885.297.08 
927,543.64 

2,879,557.44 
10,115,103.98 
12,896,136.08 
35,511 ,026.60 
2,622,541.44 
1 ,509,209.97 

416,965.37 
603,148.23 

3,013,171.98 
1,718,730.79 
5,885,1 03.16 

31,630,532.78 
156,525.62 



Table R-1 
Registry Funds in the Custody of the U.S. District Courts 

as of March 31, 1990 

District 

TENTH CIRCUIT •...•..... 
Colorado •.•..•.••..••.. 
Kansas ............... . 
New Mexico •.•...•...•. 
Oklahoma, Northern •...... 
Oklahoma, Eastern .•...... 
Oklahoma, Western ••.•••. 
Utah ................. . 
Wyoming •...•.•..•..••. 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT ....•.. 
Alabama, Northern .......• 
Alabama, Middle ..•....•. 
Alabama. Southam . . .....• 
Florida, Northern ........ . 
Florida. Middle .......... . 
Florida. Southern .•....... 
Georgia, Northern .•.. .. . . . 
Georgia, Middle ...•.....• 
Georgia, Southern ....•.•• 

(continued) 

United 
States 

Treasury 

$4,615,391 .96 
949.003.02 
592,827.18 

1,117,848.71 
499,655.96 

275.612.24 
1 ,180.444.85 

679,749.58 
31,181.26 
39,550.44 
89,072.81 

141,571.50 
338.940.72 

6,850.00 
1B.684.61 
11,453.24 
2,445.00 

294 

Non­
Interest 
Bearing 

$n,a04.48 

20,112.26 

18.743.50 
38,948.72 

1,305.00 

1,305.00 

Interest 
Bearing 

$41,840,409.08 
1 ,417,304.53 
4,630.264.40 
2,574,410.08 
2,418~746.83 

113,746.28 
22,736,544.20 

724,005.46 
7,225.387.30 

65,566,831.29 
1,386.597.99 
2.851.588.00 
2,245,849.48 

626,708.33 
19.009,286.57 
28,647.440.84 

6.303.061.88 
1,714.063.14 
2,782.235.06 
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Table R-2 

Registry Funds in the Custody 01 the U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
as 01 March 31, 1990 

Interest 
District Bearing 

TOTAL ............... $74.478,843.23 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .. 

FIRST CIRCUIT .•....... 
Maine ............... . 
Massachusetts ....•.•... 
New Hampshire ........ . 
Puerto Rico ........... . 
Rhode Island .......... . 

SECOND CIRCUIT ....... . 
Connecticut . . . . . . . . • . • . 
New York, Northern .•.... 
New York, Eastern ...... . 
New York, Southern ..... . 
New York, Western ...... . 
Vermont ........... III •• 

THIRD CIRCUIT ........ . 
Delaware .•............ 
New Jersey ........... . 
Pennsylvania, Eastern .... . 
Pennsylvania, Middle .... . 
Pennsylvania, Western ... . 
Virgin Islands .......•... 

FOURTH CIRCUIT. . ..... . 
Maryland ............. . 
North Carolina, Eastern . . . . 
North Carolina, Middle ... . 
North Carolina, Western .. . 
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . 
Virginia, Eastern . . . . . . . . . 
Virginia, Western ....... . 
West Virginia, Northern ... . 
West Virginia, Southern ... . 

~,521 ,257.01 
1 ,345,570.18 

1,055.55 

3,160,443.67 
14,187.61 

3,672,172.50 
867,147.06 

936.69 
548,462.26 

2,255,626.49 

3.869,046.17 
27,690.63 

255,370.99 

3,447,240.33 
138,744.22 

2.354,801.16 
172,712.38 

16,942.55 
12,855.30 

148,736.50 
50,936.24 

1,952,618.19 

295 

Non­
Interest 
Bearing 

$781.921.58 

100,824.66 

100,824.66 

1.543.73 

250.00 

1,293.73 

1,318.63 

1,318.63 

48,255.79 
7,874.21 
7,146.72 

436.98 
18,236.27 

14,561.61 
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Table H-2 
Registry Funds in the Custody of the U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

as of March 31, 1990 

District 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Louisiana, Eastern ....•.. 
Louisiana, Middle • • • • • • . • 
Louisiana, Western ...... . 
Mississippi, Northern .... . 
Mississippi, Southern .... . 
Texas, Northern .......•• 
Texas, Eastern ......... . 
Texas, Southern .•....... 
Texas, Western ...•...•• 

SIXTH CIRCUIT .....••.• 
Kentucky, Eae~9rn ...•... 
Kentucky, Western .•..•.• 
Michigan, Eastern •.•...•. 
Michigan. Western ...... . 
Ohio, Northern ••........ 
Ohio, Southern ........ . 
Tennessee, Eastern ..... . 
Tennessee, Middle ...... . 
Tennessee, Western ..... . 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT •••••.. 
Illinois', Northern . . . . . . • . • 
Illinois, Central . . . . . . . . . • 
Illinois, Southern ..•..••• 
Indiana, Northern ...•.•.. 
Indiana, Southern ...•.... 
Wisconsin, Eastern •.•.... 
Wisconsin, Western •••..• 

(continued) 

Interest 
Bearing 

$29.129.534.43 
2,641,097.63 

697,752.24 
303,223.21 

66,904.61 
71,144.07 

23,446,279.13 
1,683,133.34 

9.046.571.56 

.281,348.67 
676,562.44 

6,416,065.57 
185,714.39 
569,580.10 
1 n,81 0.01 
44,564.47 

692,925.91 

923,888.84 
120,948.89 

662,685.59 
135,809.25 

4,445.11 

296 

Non­
Interest 
Bearing 

i157.418.78 
75,469.06 
16,061.71 

63,868.01 

112,291.64 
250.00 
300.00 

6,300.32 

63,070.69 
12,510.00 
27,860.63 

115.974.75 
5,307.50 

38.437.50 
72,229.75 



Table R-2 
Registry Funds In the Custody of the U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

as of March 31, 1990 

District 

(continued) 

Interest 
Bearing 

Non­
Interest 
Bearing 

=========~=-========~============~============ 
EIGHTH CIRCtJ.[ , ..•.... 
Arkansas, Eastern •...... 
Arkansas, Western • i ••••• 

Iowa, Northern ......... . 
Iowa, Southern ........ . 
Minnesota ............• 
Missouri, Eastern ....... . 
Missouri, Western ....... . 
Nebraska ............ . 
North Dakota .......... . 
South Dakota ......... . 

NINTH CIRCUIT ...•.•.... 
Alaska ............... . 
Arizona .............. . 
CalHornia, Northern ..... . 
CalHornia, Eastern ...... . 
California, Central . . . . . . . . 
CalHornia, Southern ...... ... 
Hawaii .............. . 
Idaho ............... . 
Montana ............. , 
Nevada .............. . 
Oregon .............. . 
Washington, Eastern ..... . 
Washington, Western .... . 
Guam .. I ••••••••••••• 

Northern Mariana Islands .. 

1793.131 .84 
1,183.92 

183,871.60 

134,815.55 

450,049.13 

23,211.64 

11 .1 01 .422.46 
72,553.54 

1,960,427.86 
2,246,557.54 

428,760.50 
1,510,962.74 

97,553.10 
285,470.50 
154,575.84 
225,814.58 

1,132,667.28 
118,828.96 
980,617.14 

1,886,632.88 

297 

$51.471.00 

2,122.35 
10,701.25 

38,625.90 

21.50 

84.305.88 
604.13 

21,591.24 
990.27 

12,926.21 

103.92 
1,851.00 

5,100.00 

41,139.11 



, 
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Table R-2 
Registry Funds In the Custody of the U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

as of March 31, 1990 

District 

TENTH CIRCUIT. 
Colorado ............. . 
Kansas .............. . 
New Mexico ......... :. 
Oklahoma, Northern .•.... 
Oklahoma, Eastern ...... . 
Oklahoma, Western ..... . 
Utah ................ . 
Wyoming ............. . 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT ..... . 
Alabama, Northern ...... . 
Alabama, Middle ....... . 
Alabama, Southern ...... . 
Florida, Northern ....... . 
Florida, Middle ......... . 
Florida, Southern ....... . 
Georgia, Northern ...... . 
Georgia, Middle •.......• 
Georgia, Southern ...... . 

(continued) 

Interest 
Bearing 

1$2 601 464.67 
257,296.99 
323,314.38 

1,081,432.74 
92,795.71 

418,505.74 
318,389.14 
109,729.97 

6.465.552.59 
132,132.06 
296,990.56 

1,498,166.04 
26,092.37 

1,433,323.46 
367,686.83 

1,017,349.48 
1,476,560.n 

217,251.02 

298 

Non­
Interest 
Bearing 

$29.594.37 
100.00 

6,398.66 
4,654.87 
2,220.61 
1,035.33 

15,184.90 

78.922.35 
57,545.59 
15,784.34 
5,246.53 

70.89 
275.00 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

OISTRICT 

TOTAL ... 

DC ...•.. 

APPEALS. 

1ST ... 

ME •..... 

MI. ...... 

NH ...•.. 

RI ...... 

PRo .... 

APPEALS. 

2ND ... 

CT. ... 
NV.N. .. 
Ny.E .... 

NV .5 .... 

NV.W .... 

VT ..•... 

APPEALS. 

3RD ... 

DE ...... 

N~ ...... 

PI.. E .... 

PA.M .... 

PA.W .... 

VI ...... 

APPEALS. 

--

TABLE V-I 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

SERVICE PROVIDED BV AND RECEIVED FROM VISITING ~UDGES 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED ~UNE 30. 1890 

SERVICES PROVIDeD TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED BV OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 

~UDGES 
PROllIDING 

SERVICE 

STATU-sTNUflUiER 
--"-

ACTIVE 138 
SENIOR 7 iii 

ACTIVE -
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -SENIOR -
ACTIVE 10 
SENIOR 2 

ACTIVE -
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 4 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 8 
SENIOR 13 

ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 2 

ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR 2 

ACTIVE -
<lEHIOR 5 

ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -SENIOR 1 

ACTIVI: -SENIOR 3 

ACTIVE 11 
SENIOR 9 

ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 4 
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 4 
SENIOR 8 

ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -
SENIOR -

CIVIL 
CASES 

TERMI­
NATED 

357 
508 

--
--

18 
27 

-
" 
1 
2 

1 -
12 -

2 -
-

25 

49 
28 

1 
2 

--
48 

7 

-
5 

--
--
-

14 

56 
76 

2 -
48 

3 

5 
73 

1 -
--
--
--

CRIMINAL 
CASES 

TERMI­
NATED 

339 
3051 

--
--
2 -
--
--
1 -
--
I -
--
3 

33 

--
2 -
-
6 

-
2 

1 -
-
1 

-
24 

158 
136 

13 -
7B -
66 

136 

1 -
--
--
--

TRIALS 
COM­

PLETED. 

315 
373 

--
--

22 
27 

--
-
7 

--
sa -

13 -
-

20 

1 
47 

--
--
1 -
-

30 

--
--
-

17 

35 
56 

4 
-

14 
3 

17 
53 

--
--
--
--

299 

.JUDGES 
PROVIDING 

SERVICE 

STATUS NUMBER 

ACTIVE 138 
SENIOR 79 

ACTIVE -
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 
SENIOR 

ACTIVE 12 
SENIOR " 
ACTIVE 5 
SENIOR 3 

ACTIVE -
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 4 
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE -SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR -

ACTIVE 11 
SENIOR 11 

ACTIVE -
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR 3 

ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 7 
SENlflR . 5 

ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 13 
SENIOR 14 

ACTIVE -
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR 3 

ACTIVE 7 
SENIOR 11 

CIVIL 
CASES 

TERMI­
NATED 

357 
508 

--

14 
28 

1 -
-

25 

13 
2 

-
1 

--

54 
10 

--
--
--

54 
8 

--
-
1 

76 
84 

--
--
1 -
--

16 
2 

59 
82 

CRIMINAL 
CASES 

TERMI­
NATED 

338 
308 

--

2 -
--
--
--
--
2 -

5 
2 

--
1 
-
--
3 -
1 -
-
2 

165 
205 

--
1 -
--
1 -
1 
2 

162 
203 

TRIALS 
COM­

PLETED· 
- -

315 
373 

--

28 
31 

13 
7 

-
20 

14 
4 

--
1 -

31 
38 

-
3 

7 
17 

2 
2 

22 
15 

--
-
2 

43 
72 

--
--
--
1 -
4 -

38 
72 



SERVICES PROVIDED 

•. IUDGES 
PROVIDING 

CIRCUIT SERVICE 
AND 

STATUS I NUMBER DISTRICT 

4TH ... ACTIVE a 
SENIOR 5 

MO ...... ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 1 

HC.E .... ACTIVE -
SENIOR -

NC,"' ..•. ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -

HC.W .... ACTIVE -
SENIOR -

SC ...... ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR -

VA,E .... ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 3 

VA.W .... ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -

WV,N .... ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -

WV ,S .... ACTIVE -
SE!"iIOR 1 

APPEALS. ACTIVE -
SENIOR -

5TH ... ACTIvE 17 
SENIOR 4 

LA,E ... , ACTIVE 4 
SENIOR 1 

lA.M .... ACTIVE -SENIOR -
lA,W .... ACTIVE 1 

SENIOR -
MS,N .... ACTIVE 1 

SENIOR -
MS.S ...• ACTIVE 1 

SENIOR -
TX, N .... ACTIVE -

SENIOR -
TX ,E .... ACTIVE 2 

SENIOR 1 

TX,S. .. ACTIVE :2 
SENIOR -

TX.W .... ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -

APPEALS. ACTIVE 5 
SENIOR 2 

6TH ... ACTIVE 9 
SENIOR 11 

KY,E ... ACTIVE -
SENIOR 1 

KY,W .... ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -

"'I,E .... ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR 2 

MI ,W .•.. ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 1 

OH.N .... ACTIVE -SENIOR 2 

OH.S .•.. ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR :2 

TN,E .... ACTIVE -
SENIOR 1 

TN,"' .•.. ACTIVE -SENIOR 1 

TN.W •... ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 1 

APPEALS. ACTIVE :2 
SENIOR -

1'ABLE V-I 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

SERVICE PROVIDED BY AND RECEIVED FROM VISITING uUDGES 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD END~D uUNE 30 1990 . 

TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED BY OTHER 

uUDGES 
CIVIL CRIMINAL PROVIDING CIVIL 
CASES CASES TRIALS SERVICE CASES 

TERMI- TERMI- COM-
STATUS I NUMBER 

TERMI -
NATED NATED PLETED* NATED 

22 36 29 ACTIVE 7 20 
46 aa 72 SENIOR 6 20 

- 1 - ACTIVE - -
1 - 3 SENIOR 1 -
- - - ACTIVE - -- - - SENIOR - -
- - 1 ACTIVE 2 -- - - SENIOR 1 -
- - - ACTIVE - -- - - SENIOR - -
2 2 6 ACTIVE 2 -- - - SENIOR - -

19 33 21 ACTIVE - -43 88 69 SENIOR 1 1 

- - 1 ACTIVE - -- - - SENIOR - -
1 - - ACTIVE 2 19 - - - SENIOR 2 18 

- - - ACTIVE 1 1 
2 - - SENIOR 1 1 

- - -- - -
26 9 43 ACTIVE 25 27 
11 - 6 SENIOR 7 24 

8 5 22 ACTIVE 1 -
9 - 3 SENIOR - -
- - - ACTIVE 1 -- - - SENIOR - -
'I 2 4 ACTIVE 6 6 - - - SENIOR - -I 

1 - - ACTIVE 1 1 - - - SENIOR - -
- - 1 ACTIVE 2 1 - - - SENIOR 1 9 

- - - ACTIVE 4 1 - - - SENIOR - -
3 - 3 ACTIVE ~ 3 
1 - - SENIOR - -
1 1 - ACTIVE 4 7 - - - SENIOR 6 15 

- - 4 ACTIVE 5 8 - - - SENIOR - -
9 1 0 
1 - 3 

49 10 15 ACTIVE 10 46 
99 4 31 SENIOR 11 70 

- - - ACTIVE 2 2 - 1 - SENIOR - -
1 - - ACTiVE 3 iii - - - SENIOR 1 -
5 10 14 ACTIVE 1 32 5 - - SENIOR - -
1 - - ACTIVe - -15 - 16 SENIOR 1 -
- - - ACTIVE 1 1 5 - - SENIOR - -

33 - - ACTIVE - -3 - - SENIOR :2 4 

- - - ACTIVE :2 2 60 3 - SENIOR 6 6 

- - - ACTIVE - -10 - 15 SENIOR 1 60 
1 - - ACTIVE 1 -1 - - SENIOR - -
8 - 1 - - -

300 

DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL 
CASES TRIALS 

TERMI - COM-
NATED PLETED· 

35 24 
63 54 

- -
1 11 

- -- -
- 2 
1 -
- -- -
1 1 - -
- -- 3 

- -- -
34 21 
61 'ill 

- -- -

10 48 
5 19 

- 1 - -
- 1 - -
2 8 - -
1 -- -
- 2 
- 3 

- 6 - -
- -- -
2 27 
5 16 

5 3 - -

- :2 
6 -
- -- -
- 1 
1 -
- -- -
- -
1 -
- -- -
- -- -
- -
1 -
- -
3 -
- 1 - -
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IRCUIT 
AND 
STRICT 

7TH ..• 

.N .... 

.C .... 

.5 .... 

.N ..•. 

.S .... 

.E .... 

.W •••• 

PfAlS. 

8TH ... 

.E .... 

.W •••• 

• til. '" 

.S .... 

............ 

.E .•.. 

.W •••• 

............ 

............ 

...... .:- ... 

AP PEALS. 

-

-----
SERVICES PROVIDED 

- --

JUOGES 
PROVIDING 

SERVICE 
- - --- ---

STATUS NUMBER 

ACTIVE 8 
SENIOR a 
ACTIVE -
SENIOR 3 

ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -
SENIOR 2 

ACTIVE .. 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 12 
SENIOR 5 

ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE -
SENIOfl 1 

ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE -
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR -
ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR 1 

ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 1 

TABLE V-I 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

SERVICE PROVIDED BY AND RECEIVED FROM ~ISITING JUDGES 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1990 

--.--
TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED BY OTHER 

- - - - -

JUOGES 
CIVIL CRIMINAL PROVIDING CIVIL 
CASES CASES TRIALS SERVICE CASES 

TERMI- TERMI- COM-
STATUS! NUMBER 

TEFlMI-
NATED NATED PLETED* NATED 

5 5 2 ACTIVE 6 5 
2 3 10 SENIOR " -
- - - ACTIVE 2 3 - 3 2 SENIOR 2 -
1 1 - ACTIVE 2 -- - - SENIOR 1 -
1 - - ACTIVE 1 1 - - - SENIOR - -
- 2 - ACTIVE - -- - 1 SENIOR - -
- 2 - ACTIVE 1 t - - - SENIOR - -
- - - ACTIVE - -
2 - 7 SENIOR - -
- - - ACTIVE - -- - -, SENIOR 1 -
3 - 2 - - -

18 - 12 ACTIVE 18 18 
20 1 12 SEtHOR 7 20 

5 - 4 ACTIVE 2 2 - - - SENIOR 1 1 

1 - 1 ACTIVE 4 5 - - - SENIOR 1 15 

1 - - ACTIVE 5 9 - - - SENIOR 2 3 

- - - ACTIVE 1 1 
1 - 1 SENIOR - -
- - - ACTIVE 3 1 - 1 - SENIOR 2 -
1 - - ACTIVE - -- - - SENIOR - -
- - - ACTIVE - -- - - SENIOR - -
2 - - ACTIVE 3 -- - - SENIQR 1 1 

1 - - ACTIVE - -1 - 5 SENIOR - -
7 - 6 ACTIVE - -18 - 5 SENIOR - -
- - 1 - - 1 

301 

DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL 
CASES TRIALS 

TERMI- COM-
NATED PLETED· 

2 2 
3 4 

- 2 - 4 

2 -
1 -
- -- -
- -- -
- -- -
- -- -
- -
2 -

4 12 - 11 

- 1 - -
1 -- 2 

1 1 - 2 

- -- -
1 1 - 5 

- -- -
- -- -
1 9 - 2 

- -- -
- ,> 

- -

-



--- - - ----

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

9TH ... 

AK ...... 

AI ...... 

CA,N .... 

CA.E .••. 

CA,C .... 

CA, S .... 

HI ...... 

10 .... 

MT •••••• 

NV ...... 

OR ...... 

WA,E .... 

WA,W .... 

GUAM., ... 

NMI .... , 

APPEALS. 

TABLE V-I 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

SERVIC~ PROVIDED BY AND RECEIVED FROM VISITING ~UDGES 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERlOD ENDED ~UNE 30. 1990 

SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED BY OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
-- -, -

I 
-~-- -

~UDGES 
PROVIDING CIVXL CRIMINAL 

SERVICE CASES CASES 

STATUS I NUMBER 
TERM'- TERMI-

NATfO NATED 

ACTIVE 33 39 96 
SENIOR 18 011)1 42 

ACTIVE - - -
SENIOR 1 1 2 

ACTIVE 2 3 1 
SENIOR - - -
ACTIVE 1 - 1 
SENIOR 3 1 12 

ACTIVE 1 3 -
SENIOR 2 1 -
ACHVE 13 22 34 
SENIOR 4 4 5 

ACTIVE - - -
SENIOR '2 27 19 

ACTIVE '2 2 1 
SENIOR 1 4 2 

ACTIVE - - -SENIOR - - -
ACTIVE - - -
SENIOR - t - -
ACTIVE :2 - '2 
SENIOR 1 1 -
ACTIVE - - -
SENIOR 2 2 -
ACTIVE 2 1 6 
SENIOR - - -
ACTIVE 6 8 17 
SENIOR 1 - -
ACTIVE - - -
SENIOR - - -
ACTIVE 1 - 32 
SENIOR 1 - 2 

ACTIVE 3 - :2 
SENIOR - - -

-- - --k;- .. ~UDGES 
PROVIDING 

TRIALS SERVICE 

PL~~:D' ST~TUSl NU_~BER_ 
--- - -

76 ACTIV'E 53 
88 SENIOR 31 

- ACTIVE 3 
8 SENIOR -
- ACTIVE 9 
- SENIOR 7 

- ACTIVE 6 
17 SENIOR 4 

- ACTIVE 4 
8 SENIOR 5 

17 ACTIVE 3 
27 SENIOR 1 

- ACTIVE 4 
11 SENIOR 5 

4 ACTIVE :2 
6 SENIOR 3 

- f+CTIVE 3 - SeNIOR -
- ACTIVE 4 - SENIOR -
1 ACTIVE -- SENIOR 1 

- ACTIVE 5 
12 SENIOR 2 

7 ACTIVE 5 - SENIOR 1 

32 ACTIVE 3 
1 SENIOR -
- ACTIVE 2. 
- SENIOR 2 

2. ACTIVE -- SENIOR -
7 -

302 

--- --

CIVIl 
CASES 

TERMI -
NATED 

--- - -
- --

19 
11 

--
3 
1 

--
1 
3 

1 
1 

1 
5 

1 -
2. -
--
--
1 -
3 
1 

6 
-
--
--

.-

CRIMl~AL 
CASES 

TERMI­
NATED 

97 
22 

21 
5 

3 

2 

3 

TRIALS 
COM­

PLETED-

83 
71 

3 

23 
24 

22 
6 

5 
10 

15 4 
1 9 

5 2 
11 18 

8 
1 

38 
2 

2. 

9 
1 

6 
1 

2. 
1 



-

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 
-

- - ---

10TH .. 

CO ...... 

KS ...... 

HM ...•.. 

OK.N .... 

OK.E .... 

OK. 'II ••.• 

UT ...... 

WY ...... 

APPEALS. 

1 tTH .. 

AL .N .... 

AL .M .... 

AL.S .... 

FL.N .... 

FL.M .... 

FL. S .... 

GA.N .... 

GA.N .... 

GA,S .... 

APPEALS. 

SPECIAL 

INTI.. TDE 

FED CIRC 

CLAIMS .. 

TABLE V-I 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

SERVICE PROVIDED BY AND RECEIVED FROM VISITING ~UDGES 
DURI~G THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED uUNE 30. 1990 

SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED BY OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
-- --- - --- - - - - -- - - -

~UDGES 
rCIVIl 

~UDGES 
PROVIDING CRIMINAL PROVIDING CIVIL CRIMINAL 

SERVICE CASES CASES TRIALS SERVICE CASES CASES TRIALS 
- - --- TERMI- TERMI- COM- -- --- -- -- TERMI - TERMI- COi'll-

STATUS NUMBER HATED NATED PLETED· STATUS NUMBER NATED NATED FLETED· 
---- ----

ACTIVE 7 15 11 20 ACTIVE 17 36 11 11 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR 1 13 - -
ACTIVE 1 - 1 - ACTIVE 1 2 - 1 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR . - - -
ACTIVE - - - - ACnVE 1 1 - 1 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE 2 5 1 10 ACTIVe 04 2 1 1 
SENIOR - - - - SE,NIOR - - - -
ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 4 204 2 6 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 2 1 6 -SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE 2 5 8 10 ACTIVE 1 - 1 -SENIOR - - - - SENIOR 1 13 - -
ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 2 5 1 1 SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE 2 5 1 - ACTIVE 2 1 - 1 SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR 

ACTIVE 14 57 7 37 ACTIVE 20 42 8 31 SENIOR 4 155 1 04 SENIOR 13 229 3 72 -ACTIVE 3 - 5 7 ACTIVE 2 1 - 1 SENIOR 1 - - 4 SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE 2 3 - - ACTIVE 2 - 2 1 SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 5 28 3 8 SENIOR 2 155 - - SENIOR 2 155 - -
ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 1 1 - -SENIOR 1 - 1 - SENIOR 1 - - 4 
ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 6 2 2 20 SENIOR - - - ~ SENIOR 10 74 3 68 
ACTIVf 2 I 2 2 4 ACTIVE - - . - -SENIOR - , - - - SENIOR - -1 - -
ACTIVE 3 10 - 3 ACTIVE 1 - 1 -SENIOR - - - - SENIOR ,- - - -
ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE - - -SENIOR -- - - - SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE 2 42 - 19 ACTIVE 3 10 - 1 SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE :2 - - 04 SENIOR - - - -

CTS 

ACTIVE 3 5 2 23 
SENIOR 2 4 1 20 

ACTIVE - - - -SENIOR - - - -
ACTIVE - - - -SENIOR - - - -

• INCLUDES ALL TRIALS COMPLETED DURING THE PERIOD. WHETHER OR NOT THE RELATED CASE WAS ALSO TERMINATED. 
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TABLE V-2 
U.S, COURTS OF APPEALS 

SERVICE PROVIDED BY AND RECEIVED FROH VISITING JUDGES 
IN APPEALS TERMINATED 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 1990 
-- - - - - --- - -

SERVICE PROVIDED TO COURTS OF APPEALS SERVICE RECEIVED FROH OTHER COURTS 
- - --- - - - -- --

PARTICIPATIONS IN PARTICIPATIONS IN 
APPEALS DISPOSED OF APPEALS DISPOSED OF 

- -- -- - - ----

JUDGES JUDGES 
PROVIDING AFTER AFTER PROVIDING AFTF.R AFTER 

SERVICE AFTER SUBHIS OTHER SERVICE AFTER SUb-;IS OTHER 
- ---- -- ORAL SION ON JUDICIAL - - -- - ORAL SION ON JUDICIAL 

CIRCUIT STATUS NO. TOTAL HEARING BRIEFS ACTION STATUS NO. TOTAL HEARING BRIEFS ACTION 
-- - - - -- --- - -------- -- --- -- ---- - - - - --

TOTAL 412 4,759 3,214 1,179 366 412 4,759 3,214 1,179 36& 
- --

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTrVE 31 205 134 51 20 ACTIVE 31 205 134 51 20 
SENIOR 49 518 439 51 28 SENIOR 49 518 439 51 28 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 230 2,349 1,431 757 161 ACTIVE 230 2,349 1,431 757 161 
SENIOR 102 1,687 1,210 320 157 SENIOR 102 1,687 1,210 320 157 

DC 7 26 23 1 2 14 62 54 1 7 
-----~-

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE ACTIVE 3 8 6 2 
SENIOR 1 1 1 SENIOR 2 16 12 4 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 6 25 23 1 1 ACTIVE 7 26 24 1 1 
SENIOR SENIOR 2 12 12 

1ST 12 87 82 1 4 21 258 240 10 8 
- - - -

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE ACTIVE 2 51 49 2 
SEIIIOR SENIOR 7 117 106 9 2 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTivE 9 42 37 1 4 ACTIVE 8 41 36 1 4 
SENIOR 3 45 45 SENIOR 4 49 49 

2ND 46 330 231 50 49 44 437 286 81 70 
-- --- -- -- ---------

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE 8 11 4 4 3 ACTIVE 5 90 57 22 11 
SENIOR 7 67 58 5 4 SENIOR 5 47 28 13 6 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 19 112 76 19 17 ACTIVE 19 112 76 19 17 
SENIOR 12 140 93 22 25 SENIOR 15 188 125 27 36 

3RD 39 511 217 271 23 35 378 105 255 18 
--- -- --- ---- -- --

/,PPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE ACTIVE 5 9 1 6 2 
SENIOR 6 72 55 14 3 SENIOR 1 3 2 1 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 25 322 94 219 9 ACTIVE 25 322 94 219 9 
SENIOR 8 117 68 38 11 SENIOR 4 44 10 28 6 
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CIRCUIT 
---

- - -

4TH 

5TH 

6TH 

7TH 

TABLE V-2 
U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 

SERVICE PROVIDED BY AND RECEIVED FROH VISITING JUDGES 
IN APPEALS TERHINATED 

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
~- ---- -- ----- -

SERVICE PROVIDED 10 COURTS OF APPEALS SERVICE RECEIVED FROH OTHER COURTS 

JUDGES 
PROVIDING 

SERVICE 

STATUS NO. 
-----

-~~ 

50 

APPEALS 

ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR 1 

DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 27 
SENIOR 19 

21 

APPEALS 

ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 12 

DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 6 
SEHIOR 2 

5B 

APPEALS 

ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR 3 

DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 41 
SENIOR 11 

13 

APPEALS 

ACTIVE -
SENIOR 3 

DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR 7 

-
-

--

PARTICIPATIONS IN 
APPEALS DISPOSED OF 

AFTER 
ORAL 

TOTAL HEARING 
- ~ 

-~~ 

545 507 

3 1 
1 -

2B1 262 
260 244 

171 141 

1 -
107 88 

37 30 
26 23 

1,289 561 

21 1 
36 32 

916 408 
316 120 

160 151 

- -
62 57 

8 7 
90 87 

AFTER 
SUBHIS 

SION ON 
BRIEFS 

27 

2 
1 

14 
10 

19 

1 
8 

7 
3 

545 

20 
4 

398 
123 

7 

-
It 

-
3 

AFTER 
OTHER 

JUDICIAL 
ACTION 

-~ 

~- ~ 

11 

--

5 
6 

11 

-
11 

--
183 

--

110 
73 

2 

-
1 

1 
-
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-
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JUDGES 
PROVIDING 

SERVICE 

STATUS I HO. 
- --~----- --

40 

APPEALS 

ACTIVE -
SENIOR 1 

DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 26 
SENIOR 13 

13 

APPEALS 

ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR 3 

DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 6 
SENIOR 3 

54 

APPEALS 

ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR 1 

DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 41 
SENIOR 10 

13 

APPEALS 

ACTIVE -
SENIOR 4 

DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR 6 

--

PARTICIPATIONS IN 
APPEALS DISPOSED OF 

AFTER 
ORAL 

TOTAL HEARING 
--

507 468 

- -
4 -

260 261 
223 207 

91 76 

1 -
26 23 

37 30 
27 23 

1,219 513 

2 1 
1 -

916 40~ 
300 104 

117 111 

- -
12 10 

8 7 
97 94 

AFTER 
SUBHIS 

SION ON 
BRIEFS 

--

24 

--

14 
10 

14 

-
3 

7 
4 

523 

1 
1 

398 
123 

3 

--. 
-
3 

-

AFTER 
OTHER 

JUDICIAL 
ACTION 

15 

-
" 
5 
6 

1 

1 
-

--
183 

--

110 
73 

3 

-
2 

1 -



TABLE V-2 
U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 

SERVICE PROVIDED BY AND RECEIVED FROM VISITING JUDGES 
IN APPEALS TERMINATED 

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 
- - -

SERVICE PROVIDED TO COURTS OF APPEALS SERVICE RECEIVED FROH UTHER COURT.S 
- - - - -----

PARTICIPATIOHS IN PARTICIPATIONS IN 
APPEALS DIS~OSED OF APPEALS DISPOSED OF 

-1-" '- ---

JUDGES JUDGES 
PROVIDING AFTER AFTER PROVIDING AFTER AFTER " SERVICE AFTER SUBHIS OTHER SERVICE AFTER SU8HIS OTHER 

ORAL SION DN JUDICIAL ORAL SION DN JUDICIAL 
CIRCUIT STATUS NO. TOTAL HEARING BRIEFS ACTION surus NO. TOTAL HEARING BRIEFS ACTION 

-- -- - -
--- -- -

8TH 26 276 234 34 8 26 281 239 35 7 
,'-- -- - -' -

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE ACTIVE 3 1l 8 2 1 
SENIOR 9 82 71 7 4 SENIOR 4 42 41 1 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 10 42 37 4 1 ACTIVE 10 42 37 4 1 
SENIOR 7 152 126 23 3 SENIOR 9 186 153 29 4 

9TH 68 399 291 86 22 61 310 212 90 8 

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE 6 51 38 6 7 ACTIVE 1 1 1 
SENIOR 4 33 32 1 SENIOR 4 41 26 14 1 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 41 200 141 55 4 ACTIVE 41 200 141 55 4 
SENIOR 17 115 80 25 10 SENIOR 15 68 44 21 3 

10TH 32 429 296 106 27 40 494 333 129 32 

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE 1 1 1 ACTIVE 3 20 1 18 1 
SENIOR SENIOR 5 47 40 3 4 

DISTRICT DISTRICT' 

ACTIVE 20 194 152 37 5 ACTIVE 21 195 153 37 S 
SENIOR 11 234 143 69 22 SENIOR 11 232 139 71 22 

11TH 28 362 345 6 11 51 605 577 14 14 

APPEALS APPEALS 

ACTIVE ACTIVE 6 12 10 2 
SENIOR SENIOR 12 162 153 6 3 

DISTRICT DISTRICT 

ACTIVE 23 170 164 2 4 ACTIVE 23 170 164 2 4 
SENIOR 5 192 181 4 7 SENIOR 10 261 250 4 7 

SPECIAL COURTS 12 174 135 26 13 

INT"l TRADE 5 87 65 14 8 

ACTIVE 5 87 65 14 8 
SENIOR 

FEDERAL CIRCUIT 7 87 70 12 5 

ACTIVE 4 30 24 4 2 
SENIOR 3 57 46 8 3 

------------1------'-------------":....--- '_ ___ __ 
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TABLE X-1A 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

HEIGHTED AND UNHEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(CRIMINAL FELONY CASES ONLY) 

HEIGHTED FILINGSl UNHEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP PER JUDGESHIP 

JUDGE-
CIVIL! CRIM31 TOTAL CIVIL I CRIM 3 I TOT AL DISTRICT SHIPS2 

TOTAL. .. 571 390 58 448 380 56 436 

DC •••••• 15 283 39 322 219 36 255 

1ST ... 

HE •••••• 2 333 70 403 331 62 393 
MA •••••• 12 439 32 471 344 27 371 
NH •••••• 2 375 47 422 297 42 339 
RI •••••• 3 255 29 284 230 34 264 
PRe ••••• 7 206 51 257 254 61 315 

2ND ... 

CT •••••• 6 540 42 582 402 37 439 
NY,N •••• 4 395 58 453 372 51 423 
Ny,E •••• 12 406 89 495 369 78 447 
Ny,S •••• 27 378 31 409 325 29 354 
Ny,H .... 4 410 56 466 400 50 450 
VT ...... 2 193 47 240 183 44 227 

3RD ••• 

DE •••••• 4 203 28 231 195 28 223 
NJ ....... 14 485 47 532 389 36 425 
PA,E •••• 19 610 28 638 488 26 514 
PA,M •••• 5 412 49 461 447 50 497 
PA,H •••• 10 283 27 310 287 23 310 

4TH ••• 

MD •• 0 ••• 10 354 46 400 350 37 387 
NC,E •••• 4 240 74 314 322 67 389 
NC,M •••• 3 201 95 296 237 100 337 
NC,H •••• 3 217 134 351 238 129 367 
se ...... 8 325 55 380 372 64 436 
VA, E •••• 9 562 85 647 513 70 583 
VA,H .... 4 334 46 380 401 47 448 
HV, tl •••• 2 262 123 385 275 U8 393 
HV,S •••• 4 382 83 465 367 77 444 

5TH ... 

LA, E •••• 13 321 33 354 374 32 406 
LA,H •••• 2 428 53 481 563 26 589 
LA,H .... 6 371 33 404 529 27 556 
MS,N •••• 3 334 43 377 405 34 439 
HS,S •••• 5 386 52 438 366 42 408 
TX,N •••• 10 511 66 577 496 68 564 
TX, E •••• 6 546 35 581 503 38 541 
TX,S •••• 13 410 177 587 460 180 640 
TX,H •••• 7 412 169 581 429 178 607 

6TH ••• 

KY,E .... 4.50 305 . 52 357 385 46 431 
Ky,H •••• 4.50 292 42 334 361 34 395 
HI, E •••• 15 337 39 376 322 38 360 
HI,H .... 4 394 42 436 460 43 503 
OH,N •••• U 835 41 876 639 38 677 
OH,S •••• 7 376 64 440 350 65 415 
TH,E •••• 4 512 85 597 560 82 642 
TN,H •••• 3 466 73 539 500 68 568 
TN,H •••• 4 279 73 352 325 76 401 
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TABLE X-1A 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

HEIGHT ED AND UNHEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DUllING THE THELVE MONTH PER1(OD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

(CRIMINAL FELONY CASES ONLY) 
" 

WEIGHTED FILIHGSl UNHEIGHTED FILINGS 
;'ER JUDGESHIP PER JUDGESHIP 

JUDGE-
cIvrd CRIMal TOTAL CrvIl I CRIM llTOTAl DISTRICT SHIPS2 

7TH •.• 

IL,N .••• 21 450 38 488 380 34 414 
IL,C .... 3 370 64 434 377 64 441 
IL, S •.•• 3 331 56 387 408 5/t 462 
IN,N .... 5 257 49 306 277 40 317 
IN,S .... 5 550 47 597 581 43 624 
HI, E. ••• 4 360 61 421 369 60 429 
HI,H •••• 2 381 65 446 448 65 513 

8TH ••. 

AR, E ••.• 4 480 51 531 569 62 631 
AR,H .••• 3 269 30 299 3?5 29 354 
IA,N ••.• 1.50 295 65 360 371 71 442 
lA,S •••• 2.50 345 42 387 414 42 456 
MN ..••.. 7 326 42 368 298 42 340 
MO, E •••• 6 415 41 456 462 40 502 
HO,H •••• 6 348 48 396 400 48 448 
NE •••••• 3 408 59 467 454 59 513 
ND •••.•• 2 179 96 275 224 75 299 
SO •••••• 3 134 93 227 139 75 214 

9TH ••. 

AK •• Ir ••• 3 210 30 240 198 26 224 
AZ •••••• 8 299 113 412 358 101 459 
CA,N •••• 12 455 45 500 400 39 439 
CA,E •••• 6 374 64 438 425 68 493 
CA,C ••.• 22 436 51 487 401 45 446 
CA, S •••• 7 309 131 440 275 130 405 
HI ..•••. 3 374 52 426 342 46 388' 
ID ..•••. 2 297 47 344 309 44 353 
HT •••••• 3 248 75 323 257 71 328 
NV .••••• 4 393 87 480 406 80 486 
DR •••••• 5 424 69 493 393 75 468 
HA,E ••.• 3 205 129 334 238 162 400 
HA,H .... 7 304 44 348 332 43 375 

10TH •• 

CO .•..•• 7 380 43 423 336 43 379 
KS •••••• 5 354 47 401 386 47 433 
NH •••••• 4 331 133 464 324 129 453 
OK,N •••• 2.67 435 47 482 425 49 474 
OK,E .... 1.33 483 63 546 514 60 574 
OK, H •.•• 5 394 50 444 458 46 504 
UT •••••• 4 352 ~3 405 310 56 366 
HY ....... 2 233 52 285 206 64 .270 

11TH •• 

AL,N •••• 7 384 37 421 398 34 432 
AL,H •••• 3 417 51 468 498 56 554 
AL,S •••• 3 358 61 419 390 53 443 
FL,N •••• 3 249 79 -328 358 67 425 
FL,H •••• 9 416 93 509 472 87 559 
FL,S •••• 15 320 82 402 340 83 423 
GA,N •••• 11 340 39 379 312 34 346 
GA,M •••• J 297 92 389 366 78 444 
GA,S •••• 3 565 47 612 534 46 580 

" 
\THE CASE WEIGHTS ARE BASED ON THE 1979 DISTRICT COURT 

TIME STUDY CONDUCTED BY THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER. 
2AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIPS AS OF JUNE 30. EXCLUDES THE TERRITORIAL COURTS. 
3 EXCLUDES TRANSFERS. 308 



'). 

Col 
o 
CO 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL •.• 

CC •.••.. 

1ST •.. 

ME ...••. 
MA ••.••• 
NH ...•.. 
RI •••• , . 
PR •.••.• 

2ND •.• 

CT •.•... 
NY, N ...• 
NY ,E .••• 
NY, S .... 
NY,W .... 
vT ...... 

3RD .•• 

DE ...... 
NJ .. ... 
PA,E 
PA,"' ..•. 
PA.w ..•• 
VI ...... 

4TH ... 

... 0 ...... 
NC, E ••.. 
NC."' •... 
NC.W •.•• 
SC •...•• 
VA.E .••• 
VA.W .... 
WV .N .... 
WV.S .... 

5TH ..• 

LA.E ., . 
LA.'" .. 
LA.w. 
JIlIS.N .... 
"'5.5 .••• 
TX. N .... 
TX.E ... 
TX. 5 .... 
TX .YI .... 

6TH ... 

KY.E .... 
KY.W .... 
U.E .... 
1'«1.'11 .... 
OH.N .... 
OH.S .... 
TN.E 
TN.M .... 
TN. 'II .••• 

,1989 1990 
TOTAL TOTAL 
CIVIL CIVIL 
CASES CASES 

1,308 1,497 

15 12 

2::< 21 

- 1 
1 1 12 

8 4 
- 2 
3 2 

234 295 

45 62 
3 5 
8 9 

153 177 
21 17 

4 5 

138 164 

19 20 
39 53 
33 31 
16 28 
31 32 
- -

45 51 

16 19 
4 4 
2 6 
- -

1 1 9 
2 3 
5 6 
3 -
2 4 

210 176 

52 33 
7 6 
9 10 

17 18 
23 16 
44 52 
26 17 
26 21 

6 3 

117 105 

8 7 
6 4 

14 15 
28 24 
22 27 
11 4 

6 5 
10 7 
12 12 

~ I _... ,~~ 

CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUrf AND DISTRICT 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED .AJNE 30, 1990 

STOCK OTHER REAL TORT EMPLOY OTHER 
HOLDER CON- PROP- ACT- ANTI- MENT CIVIL 

SUITS TRACT ERTY IONS TRUST VOTING RIGHTS RIGHTS 

50 50 22 72 53 30 130 221 

- I - - - - 1 3 

1 - - 3 - - 1 4 

- - - - - - - -
- - - 3 - - 1 1 
- - - - - - - 1 
I - - - - - - -- - - - - - - 2 

23 9 - 8 2 - 18 32 

3 3 - 2 - - 1 6 - - - 2 - - - 2 - 1 - 1 - - 1 :1 
20 5 - 2 1 - 12 15 
- - - 1 1 -. 3 5 - - - - - - 1 1 

13 3 2 a 1 1 - 7 21 

8 1 - - - - - :1 
5 1 2 2 - - 5 1 - 1 - 6 2 - - 5 - - - - 8 - - 4 - - - 1 I - 2 8 - - - - - - - -
1 4 2 2 - 1 5 5 

- 2 - - - - 1 2 - - - - - - 2 1 - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -- 1 1 - - 1 1 2 
1 - 1 - - - - -- t - 1 - - 1 -- - - - - - - -- - - 1 - - - -
- 10 1 15 5 12 27 21 

- 2 - 7 - - 2 4 - - - - - 1 - 4 - - 1 1 - - 1 2 - - - - - 6 4 :1 - 3 - 3 - 4 1 1 - 3 - - 1 - 9 5 - 1 - 2. 1 1 :) 1 - 1 - 2 2 - 6 1 - - - - 1 - 1 -
1 2 1 II 3 - 6 27 

- - - - - - - 1 - - - - . - - 1 1 - - - 2 1 - 1 3 - 1 - - - - - 4 
1 - - 2 - - 3 7 - - - 1 - - - 1 - - 1 - - - - -- - - - 1 - - 3 - 1 - 1 I - 1 7 

PRISON OTHER OTNER SEC 
CIVIL PRISON LABOR COMMOD ALL 

RIGHTS PETIT RICO ERISA SUITS EXCHG OTHER 

135 2 51 52 73 433 123 

2 - - 1 1 - 3 

3 - - - - 7 2 

- - - - - - 1 
1 - - - - 5 1 
1 - - - - 2 -
I - - - - - -- - - - - - -
7 1 14 9 2 146 24 

- - 10 2 - 44 1 t 
- - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 1 1 
4 1 4 5 t 99 6 
2 - - 2 - 2 1 
1 - - - - - 2-

20 - 10 5 11 39 13 

- - - - - 6 2-
8 - 4 - 6 17 2 - - 1 - 2 9 5 

10 - 1 - 2 1 2 
2 - 4 5 1 6 2 - - - - - - -
3 - - 2 2 13 11 

- - - 1 - 11 2 - - - - - - 1 
3 - - - 1 - 2 
- - - - - - -- - - 1 1 - 1 - - - - - 1 -- - - - - - 3 - - - - - - -- - - - - I 2 

19 - 5 9 9 34 9 

6 - 2 1 - 6 3 - - - - - - I 
3 - - 1 1 - -
2 - - - - - 3 - - 1 - 1 - 2 - - - 5 3 26 -
7 - - 1 - - -
1 - 2 1 3 2 -- - - - 1 - -

23 - 2 5 9 12 8 

2 - - - - 3 : - - - 1 1 - -
:2 - I - - 2 3 

1 1 - - - 4 2 2 
3 - 1 2 4 3 1 - - - 1 - 1 -3 - - 1 - - -
2 - - - - I -- - - - - 1 -



-~;- .';.-

Co) .... 
o , 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH •.. 

IL.N •.•• 
IL.C .... 
IL.S .... 
IN.N •••• 
IN.S •..• 
WI .E ••.• 
WI,W •••• 

8TH ••• 

AR,E •••. 
AR.W •••• 
IA.N •.•• 
IA.S .... 
MH •..•.• 
MO. E .••• 
MO.W .••• 
HE ••.••• 
NO •••••• 
SO .•.••• 

9TH .•• 

AK .•••.• 
AZ ..•.•• 
CA.N •••. 
CA.E •••. 
CA.C ••.• 
CA.S •••• 
HI •••••• 
10 ...... 
M,. ••.••• 
NV .•...• 
OR •.•••. 
WA.E .... 
WA.W •.•• 
GUAM .••• 
NMI. •••• 

10TH •• 

CO ••.••. 
KS •.•••• 
NM •••••. 
OK,N .••. 
OK.E .••• 
OK .W .•.• 
UT •..••• 
WY .••••. 

11TH •. 

AL .N •.•• 
Al.M .... 
Al. 5 •••• 
FL.N .... 
FL.M .... 
FL.S .... 
GA.N ••.• 
GA.M .•.• 
GA. 5 .••• 

TJTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

120 

74 
1 
7 

15 
15 

8 -
102 

12 
7 
3 
3 

35 
18 

2 
18 

3 
1 

117 

1 
28 
20 

2 
1 
3 

13 
12 

6 
2 
6 
7 
5 

II -
27 

9 
3 
3 
5 -
4 -
3 

161 

35 
49 

4 
5 

21 
20 
16 

7 
4 

TOTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

166 

118 
1 
6 

10 
21 
10 -

113 

15 
3 
3 
5 

46 
16 

3 
17 

2 
3 

194 

-
31 
78 

1 
2 

10 
11 
16 

5 
1 

15 
8 
5 

11 -
17 

9 
1 
3 
2 -
2 --

183 

25 
29 

3 
4 

30 
51 
28 

7 
6 

TABLE X-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVil CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

FOR THE lWEl VE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1990 

STOCK I OTHER' REAL' TORT' ;1 ,I~MPLO; II OTHE~I PRISON; II OTHER OLDER CON- PROP- ACT- ANTI- ~ENT CIVIL CIVIL PRISO~ ~~UITS TRACT ERTY IONS TRUST VOTING RIGHTS RIGHTS RIGHTS PETIT 

7 7 - 6 5 3 15 27 10 -
7 3 - 6 5 3 13 14 1 -- - - - - - - - - -- 1 - - - - 1 - 3 -- 1 - - - - I 2 2 -- - - - - - - 8 3 -- 2 - - - - - 3 1 -- - - - - - - - - -
1 - 3 3 16 2 23 14 16 -
1 - - - 1 2 7 3 - -- - - - - - - - 1 -- - - - - - 1 - - -- - 1 - - - 1 - - -- - 1 1 12 - 9 1 1 -- - - 1 3 - 1 3 7 -- - - 1 - - - - 1 -- - 1 - - - 4 3 6 -- - - - - - - . - -- - - - - - - 3 - -
1 6 13 12 6 - 4 28 6 -
- - - - - - - - - -- 2 - 1 - - 1 2 - -- 1 1 6 1 - 2 2 - -- - - - - - - 1 - -- 1 - - - - - 1 - -- - - 3 - - 1 - - -- 1 - 1 - - - 5 1 -- - 1 - - - - 7 4 -- - - - - - - 2 - -- - - - - - - 1 - -- I - - - - - 6 - -- - - - 5 - - 1 - -
1 - - 1 - - - - 1 -- - 11 - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - -
1 2 - 1 - - 1 - 2 -
- - - - - - 1 - 2 -- - - - - - - - - -1 1 - - - - - - - -- 1 - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - -- - - 1 - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - -
1 6 - 7 5 12 22 39 24 1 

- - - 1 - 1 7 5 4 -- 1 - 1 - 10 4 8 3 -- - - - - - 2 - - -- - - - - - 2 1 - -- t - 2 1 - - 8 6 -1 3 - 1 4 - - 8 3 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 4 6 4 -- - - 1 - - 1 2 3 -- - - - - - 2 1 1 -

I I I OTHER I SEC' LABOR COMMOD ALL 
RICO ERISA SUITS EXCHG OTHER 

11 9 12 41 13 

9 7 6 36 8 - - - - 1 - - - 1 -- 1 2 - 1 - 1 4 4 1 
2 - - - 2 - - - - -
2 3 3 17 10 

- - - 1 -- - 1 - 1 - 1 1 - -
2 ~ - 1 -- 1 - 14 6 - - - - 1 - - - - 1 - 1 1 1 -- - - - 1 - - - - -
1 3 9 88 17 

- - - - -- - - 17 8 - 1 4 58 2 - - - - -- - - - -- - - 6 -- - 1 - 2 
1 1 1 1 -- - - - 3 - - - - -- 1 2 4 1 - - 1 1 -- - - 1 1 - - - - -- - - - -
- - - 8 2 

- - - 5 1 - - - 1 -- - - - 1 - - - 1 -- - - - -- - - t -- - - - -- - - - -
6 6 15 28 11 

I :I 1 - 2 - 1 1 - -- - - - 1 
1 - - - -- 1 3 6 2 - 1 7 17 5 
:2 - 3 5 1 - - - - -
2 - - - -



t, 

TABLE X·5 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30,1989 AND 1990 

NATURE OF SUIT 

TOTAL CASES •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 

CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL ......................... . 

~URAHCE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
.IHE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~LER ACT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••.•• 
~OTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

:OVERV OF OVERPAYMENTS AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS .••••••••••••••••.••••••••• 
VETERANS' OVERPAyMENT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

.ER CONTRACT ACTIONS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••• 

HDEMNATION OF LAND ....... " ...................... .. 
RECL.lSURE •••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RTS TO LAND •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
.• ER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL. ........................... . 

RSONAL INJURY, TOTAL. •.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

PERSONAL INJURY PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL ••••••••• 
AIRPLANE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HARINE. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MOTOR VEHICLE ••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ASBESTOS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••••• 
AIRPLANE .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HARINE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•• 
HOTOR VEHICLE .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER ••••••••••••••••••••• 
FEDERAL EHPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT ••••••••••••••• 
HEDICAL HALPRACTICE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RSONAL PROPERTY DAHAGE, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••• 
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING ••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAHAGE ••••••••••••••••••• 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••• 

~TITRUST. eO ......................................... . 

.NKRUPTCY, TOTAL. .................................. . 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HITHDRAHAL (28 USC 157) ••••••••••••••••••••••.•••• 

.NKS AND BANKING •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

VIL RIGHTS, TOTAL ................................. . 
VOTING •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••• 
EHPLOYHENT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ACCOHHODATIONS .................................. .. 
HELFARE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HHERCE (ICC RATES, ETC. ) ......................... .. 
~ONDHIC STABILIZATION ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
.VIRONMENTAL H;TTERS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1989 TOTAL 
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TABLE X·S U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 3D, 1989 AND 1990 

NATURE OF SUIT 

==========::..-..;;;;::;...- ---
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, CONTINUED 

DEPORTATION •••••••.•••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••.•••• 

PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL. .......................... . 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE ••.••.••••••.••••••.•••• 
HABEAS CORPUS .•.••.•••.•••••• , •••••..••••.•••••••• 
HANDA MUS AND OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• : •• 
CIVIL RIGHTS •••••••••.••••••••.•••••...••••••.•••• 

FORFEITU~E AND PENALTY, TOTAL ••••••••••••.••.••••••.• 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS ..••••••••••••.•••...••••..•.••.• 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT ••••••••••..•.••••••••••••.•••••• 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS .......................... . 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETV AND HEALTH ACT ............... . 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS •.••••••••••.••• 

LABOR LAHS , TOTAL. ••.••••••.••••••..•••..•.••.•..•••• 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT .•••••••••.•••••.••••••••• 
LABOR HANAGEHENT RELATIONS ACT •••••••..••.••.••••• 
LABOR HANAGEHENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT ••••• 
RAILHAY LABOR ACT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION ........................... . 

PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••.• 
COPyRIGHT •••••••••.••••.••••••••.••.••••••••.••••• 
PATENT ........................................... . 
TRADEHARK •••••••••••••••••••..••••••...••••••••.•• 

SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES ••••••••.•.•••• 

SOCIAL SECURITY LAHS, TOTAL •••••••••••••.•••.•••••••• 
HEALTH INSURANCE •••••.•••••••••••••••••••••.••.••• 
BLACK LUNG CASES .••.•••••••••••••••••••••..•••••.. 
DISABILITY INSURANCE. •••••••• , ••••• , •••••••••••••• 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME •••••••••••••••••••••• 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS .••••.••••••••••• 
OTHER ••• , •••.•••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••• 

STATE REAPPORTIONMENT ~UITS ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
TAX SUITS ••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FREEDO~ OF INFORMATION ACT •••••••••••••••.••••••••••• 
CONST!TUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES •••.••••••••••••.• 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS ••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••.• 

OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL •••••.•••••••.•.••••••••••••• 

DOHESTIC RELATIONS •••••••••••.•••.••••••••••••••••••• 
INSANITV. • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PROBATE ••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••.•••.•••••• 
OTHER •••••••••••••••••.••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••• 
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Appendix II 

Payments Under the 

Crimina! Justice Act for Fiscal Year 1989 



, , 

TO THE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF 
THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE COMMITTEE 

ON DEFENDER SERVICES 

The Criminal Justice Act 

The following is a summary report of ac­
tivities relating to the Criminal Justice Act (CJA) 
during fiscal year 1989 (FY 89) which ended 
September 30, 1989. 

Status of Appropriations 

The FY 89 appropriation for the implementa­
tion of the CJA was $66,245,000. This amount, 
plus an unobligated balance of $60,255,000 care 
rit:d forward from FY 88 was available to cover 
obligations incurred during FY 89, pursuant to a 
change in accounting procedure authorized by 
the Dire Emergency Supplemental Appropriation 
of 1989. Beginning in FY 89, under the new pro­
cedure, panel attorney and expert services pay­
ments were reflected as expenditures against the 
current year appropriation, regardless of when the 
appointment was made and the obligation in­
curred. It is estimated that $104,500,000 will be 
required in FY 89 to meet projected obligations, 
leaving an unobligated balance of $22,000,000 
which will be available for use in FY 90. The 
distribution of FY 89 projected obligations is as 
follows: 

Federal Defender Organizations (FDO) 1 $41,792,000 
CJA Panel Attorneys 53,260,000 
Investigative, Expert & Other Services 5,162,0002 
Transcripts 4,086,000 
General Administrative Expense 200,000 
TOTAL $104,500,000 
1 The terms Federal Defender Organizations and Federal 
Defenders, as used in this report, refer to both Federal 
Public and Community Defender Organizations. 
2This amount includes FDO expenses of $1,117,000 for 
investigative, expert and other services which are not in­
cluded in the FDO total above. 

Legislation 

Establishment of Guideline 
Range for Attorney Compensation In 

Federal Death Penalty Representation 

The Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988, 102 Stat. 
4181 (1988), included a provision which effective­
ly repealed the CJA attorney compensation rates 
and maximums which would otherwise apply in 
federal capital prosecutions and death penalty 
federal habeas corpus cases. In response to con­
cerns regarding the resulting lack of guidance to 
presiding judicial officers in determining compen­
sation for appointed counsel in federal capital 
prosecutions and death penalty federal habeas 
corpus proceedings, the potential for wide dis­
parity in such determinations, and the need to 
reasonably project resources needed to imple­
ment the law, the Judicial Conference, at its Sep­
tember 1989 proceedings, established a 
guideline range of $75 to $125 per hour for com­
pensation of attorneys appointed under the CJA 
in federal capital prosecutions and death penalty 
federal habeas corpus cases. 

Supreme Court Opinions 

The Supreme Court opinions in U.S. v. Mon­
s.an1Q, _U.S. 109 S. Ct. 2657 (1989), 
and Caplin & Drysdale v. U.s..., U.S., , 109 
S. Ct. 2646 (1989), are expected to have a sub­
stantial impact on the Defender Services pro­
gram. 

The Comprehensive Forfeiture Act of 1984 
(CFA), 98 Stat. 2040 (1984). authorized pretrial 
restraint and forfeiture to the government of 
property constituting or derived from proceeds 
obtained through illicit racketeering (RICO) or 
continuing criminal enterprise (CCE) activities. 
See Stat. 2040-2057, as amended. In companion 
opinions, the Supreme Court .in Monsanto and 
Caplin & Drysdale held that the CFA applies to 
assets a defendant would otherwise use to com­
pensate retained counsel, and further, that apply­
ing the CFA to such assets does not violate the 
Fifth Amendment due process rights or the Sixth 
Amendment right to counsel of choice. 
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As a result of the Supreme Court opinions in 
MonsantQ and Qaplin & Drysdale, it is expected 
that a substantial number of defendants charged 
with RICO or CCE offenses who would otherwise 
retain counsel will require appointment of counsel 
under the CJA. This increased need for CJA 
counsel may cause a significant drain on the 
Defender Services appropriation. 

Representation in Federal Courts 

During FY 89, approximately 69,954 per­
sons were represented in the United States courts 
pursuant to the provisions of the CJA. This com­
pares with 65,507 appointments in FY 88 and 
62,283 appointments in FY 87. The number of 
appointments in FY 89 was thus 6.8 percent 
greater than those in FY 88 and 12.3 percent 
greater than in FY 87. 

The following table compares appointments 
of counsel, and distribution of CJA funds, between 
panel attorneys and Federal Defenders for fiscal 
years 1987, 1988 and 1989. 

judiciary caseload data reflected that during 
the twelve month period ending June 3D, 1989, a 
total of 45,995 criminal cases were filed, an in-

crease of 3.2 percent from the statistical year 
1988 level of 44,585. The pending criminal 
caseload as of June 3D, 1989 was 30,910 cases, 
an increase of 11.5 percent over 1988, its highest 
Jevel ever. 

The increase in the criminal caseload related 
primarily to the implementation of the Drug Abuse 
Prevention and Control Act (DAPCA). Case filings 
under DAPCA rose from a 1988 total of 10,292 to 
a 1989 total of 11.858, an increase of 15.2 per­
cent. Prosecutions for narcotics rose by 18.1 
percent, while filings for marijuana and controlled 
substance viOlations increased by 9.4 percent 
and 17.2 percent, respectively. DAPCA cases 
now account for 27.7 percent of all criminal filings 
and approximately 36.1 percent of a/l criminal 
defendants. 

Major Federal Drug-Related 
Law Enforcement Activities 

Between fiscal years 1982 and 1989, 
Federal Defender organization appointments in 
drug cases have risen from 1,980 to 6,702, an 
increase of 238.5 percent. Similarly, during this 
same period, in-court hours for Federal Defender 
drug related cases rose from 8,219 to 20.828, a 

Appolntmants and Funding Distribution b'y Fiscal Year 
153.4 percent increase. These in­
creases correspond to expanded ac­
tivities in federal drug control program$. 
A brief description of the major drug 
control programs follows: 

FV87 FV88 fY89 
Per- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per-

cent of cent of cent of cent of cent of cent of 
Appts. Funds Appts. Funds ~~ts. Funds3 

Panel 
Attorneys 46.4 62.0 47.1 61.7 48.5 57.2 
FD04 53.6 38.0 52.9 38.3 51.5 42.8 
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Cases Opened by Fiscal Year 
Per- Per- Per-
cent cent cent 

Change Change Change 
FY 8'1" FV8a- FY87-

FV87 FY88 88 FY89 89 89 
Panel 
Attorneys .28,871 30,822 +6.8 33,952 +10.2 +17.6 
FD04 :33,412 34,685 +3.8 36,002 +3.8 +7.8 

TOTAL 62,283 65.507 +5.2 69,954 +6.8 +12.3 
3 Reflects change in accounting procedure. 
4 Excludes inmate requests from the US Medical Center, Springfield, 
MO:1,528 in FY 87; 1,453 in FY 88; and 755 in FV 89. 
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Strike Forces 

The Organized Crime and Rack­
eteering Section of the Department of 
Justice (DOJ) maintains strike forces 
and field offices nationwide to support 
its efforts to combat organized crime. 
These strike forces take an active roJe 
in the prosecution of organized crime 
figures for drug-related activities, an 
effort which absorbs 20 percent of total 
strike force resources. 



Operation Greenback 

Operation Greenback is an anti-money 
laundering initiative based in Miami (since 1980), 
Puerto Rico (since 1984), San Antonio and San 
Francisco (since 1988). Operation Greenback is 
operated jointly by DOJ, the Treasury Depart­
ment, Customs and the Internal Revenue Service, 
and has been responsible for the confiscation of 
more than $300 million in currency and property 
since 1980. 

Organized Crime Drug 
Enforcement Task Force Program 

The Organized Crime Drug Enforcement 
Task Force Program (OCDETF) is a mUlti-agency 
drug investigation and prosecution program 
aimed at the identification and prosecution of 
members of high-level drug trafficking organiza­
tions, many of which are international in scope. 
OCDETF task forces have existed nationwide 
since 1982 and coordinate the use of federal, 
state and local law enforcement resources in 
prosecution efforts. 

During FY 1989, 500 Task Force cases were 
initiated throughout the country, resulting in 1,629 
indictments against a total of 5,484 defendants. 
Of these defendants, 173 have been charged 
under the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 
Organizations statute, while 193 defendants were 
charged under the Continuing Criminal Enterprise 
statute. 

Operation Alliance 

Operation Alliance is a special drug seizure 
operation involving federal, state and iocal law 
enforcement agencies located on the southwest 
border. Instituted in August 1986, this initiative 
covers the entire southwest border from 
Brownsville, Texas to San Diego, California and 
the adjoining Gulf and Pacific water areas. The 
number of arrests associated with drug seizures 
in the southwest border areas was 7,271 in FY 89. 
The "Zero Tolerance Program," begun in March 
1988, provides for prosecution of drug posses­
sors or traffickers regardless of the amount of 
illegal drugs seized. In August 1989, the Depart­
ment of Defense implemented the Counter Nar-

cotics Operations Division under the direction of 
the Joint Staff Operations Directorate. This initia­
tive supports Operation Alliance and its objective 
is to detect and monitor drug trafficking and to 
facilitate data exchange between law enforce­
ment agencies. The Federa! Defender organiza­
tions in the southwest border areas have 
experienced a 346.9 percent increase in appoint­
ments in drug cases, from 591 in FY 86 to 2,641 
cases in FY 89. A substantial proportion of this 
increase is believed to be attributable to Opera­
tion Alliance. 

Payments in Excess of the 
Statutory Maximum 

The CJA provides that the presiding judicial 
officer may approve attorney compensation up to 
a maximum of $3,500 for felonies, $2,500 for 
appeals, $1,000 for misdemeanors and $750 for 
other representations. In addition, the presiding 
judicial officer may approve payments to persons 
providing investigative, expert and other services 
up to a maximum of $1,000. The CJA also 
provides that, in extended or complex cases, at­
torneys may receive compensation in excess of 
these general case compensation maximums 
when the presiding judicial officer certifies that 
such excess payment is necessary to provide fair 
compensation and the payment is approved by 
the chief judge of the circuit or an active circuit 
judge to whom excess compensation approval 
authorization has been delegated. Similarly, com­
pensation in excess of the general maximum may 
be paid to persons providing investigative, expert 
and other services if the presiding judicial officer 
determines that the amount is necessary to pro­
vide fair compensation for services of an unusual 
character or duration and the amount of the ex­
cess payment is approved by the chief judge of 
the circuit, or his or her delegate. 

The number of payments in excess of the 
attorney case compensation maximums during 
FY 89 was 5,719, an increase of approximately 
24.1 percent from the 4,608 total for FY 88. These 
claims include cases opened in prior fiscal years. 
The total amount paid through September 30, 
1989, for services relating to these claims (includ­
ing any interim payments made in prior fiscal 
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years) was $43,648,625 compared to 
--- ~--

Expert ~ Per-$32,035,325 for FY 88. Avera:ge payments by 
category of offense are discussed below. & Other cent of 

Felonies! Mlsde- Other Sar- Grand 
The table opposite reflects the number of Circuit A __ eals meanors Cases vices Totai Total 

- -- -- --

excess compensation payments for both attor- D.C. 99 14 34 147 2.6 
First 225 1 14 13 253 4.4 neys and expert services by circuit during FY 
Second 380 8 55 62 505 8.8 1989. 
Third 242 :2 19 67 330 5.8 

The following is a summary of excess Fourth 192 10 30 55 287 5.0 

compensation claims paid during FY 89 for Fifth 249 6 47 11 313 5.5 
Sixth 362 4 44 21 431 7.5 both attorneys and expert services: 
Seventh 292 5 48 26 371 6.5 

(1) 4,194 excess payments were ap- Eighth 358 2 157 37 554 9.7 
proved in felony cases and appeals. The Ninth 939 21 206 294 1,460 25.5 
largest of these payments amounted to Tenth 142 4 19 50 215 3.8 

$263,092 in a bank robbery/conspiracy case in Eleventh 714 3 82 54 853 14.9 

the District of Connecticut. The average for all GRAND 

such payments was $9,117. TOTAL 4,194 66 735 724 5,719 100.0 

(2) 66 excess payments for extended or 
complex representation in misdemeanor cases 
were approved. The largestwas $6,612 for a petty 
offense in the District of Alaska. The average for 
all such payments was $1,949. 

(3) 735 claims were approved for other 
cases. The largest payment was $36,220 for a 
habeas petitioner in the Tenth Circuit. The 
average for all such matters was $2,706. 

(4) 724 claims for compensation for "expert 
and other services of an unusual character or 
duration were approved and paid. The largest 
single payment was $168,198 for transcription 
and translation services in the District of Connec­
ticut. The average cost of services per case was 
$4,554. 

Transcri pis, Investigative, 
Expert and Other Services 

As of September 30, 1989, $8,374,000 had 
been paid from the FY 89 Defender Services 
Appropriation for transcripts, investigative, exp~rt 
and other services pursuant to the change In 

accounting procedure. It is estimated that, as later 
claims for transcripts attributable to FY 89 are 
approved and paid, the total for FY 89 will in­
crease to $9,248,000. 
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The table on the next page reflects the cost 
of providing these services from FY 86 through 
FY 88, and estimates for FY 89 through FY 91. 

Federal Defender Organizations 

New Branch Offices 

The Federal Public Defender Organization 
for the Middle District of Florida established a 
branch office in Fort Myers on August 7, 1989, and 
the Federal Public Defender Organization for the 
District of Maryland opened a branch office in 
Hyattsville on January 1, 1989. In addition, the 
Federf'.t Dafender Services Unit of the New York 
Legal Aid Society (Community Deiender Or­
ganization) opened its Uniondale branch office in 
early October 1989. 

New Federal Public 
Defender Organizations 

The Federal Public Defender Organization 
for the Middle District of Pennsylvania was estab­
lished October 1, 1988 with a headquarters in 
Harrisburg, and a branch office in Scranton. 
These offices were formerly organizational com­
ponents of the Federal Public Defender Organiza­
tion for the Western District of Pennsylvania. 



Transcripts. InvestitJative Expert and Other Services that a FY 90 request will be submitted to 
COf1gress, which, if approved, will allow 
for establishment of the Center. 

Actual: FY 1986 FY 1987 FY1988 
Transcripts $3,300,000 $3,200,000 $3,520,680 
Investigators 600,099 908,572 1,043,000 
Interpreters 725,021 456,559 591,000 
Psychiatrists 306,945 308,063 450,000 
Other Experts 735,862 1,113,269 1,473,000 
TOTAL $5,667,927 $5,986,463 $7,077,680 
Estimate: FY 1989 FY 1990 fY 1991 

Resource Centers provided direct 
representation to 55 death sentenced 
federal habeas corpus petitioners in FY 
89 and provided assistance and expert 
advice to attorneys representing 
petitioners in 258 cases. Transcripts $4,086,000 5,000,000 5,500,000 

Investigators 1,249,000 1,612,000 1,880,000 
Interpreters 808,000 1\040,000 1,210,000 Federal Defender Statistics 
Psychiatrists 1,087,000 1,408,000 1,657,000 
Other Experts 2,018,000 2,600,000 3,023,000 
TOTAL $9248.000 $11660000 _$13,270,000 

Although a final accounting has not 
yet been completed, the cost of operating 
the Federal Defender Organizations 

At its March 1989 meeting, the Judicial Con­
ference approved funding for the creation of a 
Federal Public Defender Organization forthe Dis­
trict of Columbia. It is anticipated that this or­
ganization will be established during the second 
quarter of FY 90. On January 1 , 1990, the Federal 
Public Defender Organization for the Northern 
District of Texas will open with a headquarters in 
Dallas and a branch office in Fort Worth. 

Death Penalty Resource 
Center/Community 

Defender Organizations 

Death penalty resource centers provide a 
variety of services, including the monitoring of the 
status of death penalty cases pending in the dis­
tricts they serve, recruiting attorneys to represent 
death-sentenced federal habeas corpus 
petitioners, providing assistance and expert ad­
vice to such attorneys, and the direct repre­
sentation of death-sentenced inmates. As of 
September 30, 1989, 14 centers were operation­
al. Funding for a fifteen1lh center to serve Illinois 
was approved in September 1989. It is anticipated 

during FY 89 is estimated to have been 
$42,909,000 or 13.7 percent less than the amount 
authorized. Approximately 78.5 percent of the 
cost of the operation of Federal Defender Or­
ganizations in FY 89 was expended for personnel 
compensation and benefits. 

A total of 35,689 cases were opened by 
Federal Defenders (excluding representation by 
Death Penalty Resource Centers) in FY 89, and 
34,005 were closed. Increases in case load were 
realized by 73.2 percent of the reporting Defender 
Organizations during FY 89. The office experienc­
ing the highest volume during this period was the 
Southern District of California with 6,790 open­
ings. This organization cl~')sed 6,807 cases, 3,005 
of which were immigration and petty offense 
cases. . 

Based upon original budget and grant sub­
missions, as agroup, Federal Defenders realized 
96.5 percent of their projected caseloads. This 
compares with 105.0 percent and 105.6 percent 
for fiscal years 1988 and 1987 , respectively. 
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