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REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS
ON THE OPERATION OF TITLES I AND II
= "OF THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT OF 1974 °
(18 U.S.C. 3152-56 AND 3161-~3174)
This report is submitted:pursuant to the provisions of
18 U.S.C. 3167 which require the Director of the Administra-
 tive Office of the United States Courts to "submit periodic
reports to Congress detailing plans submitted" by the district
courts pursuant to Title I of the;SpeengTrial Act of 1974, and
the provisions of 18 U.S.C. 3155 which require thehDirector to
report annually to the Congress on the accomplishments of the
pretrial services agencies established in ten districf courts
on a demonstration basis pursuant to Title II of the Act.

PART I. SPEEDY TRIAL

A. Synopsis of statutory provisions

The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 reguires each United
States district bourt, with the appfoval of the judicial
council of the circuit, to adopt a plan for the prompt dis-
position ofjcriminal cases in accordance with stafutory time
limits. By July 1, 1979 each district court must assure that
each criminal defendant will be indicted within 30 days of
arrest, arraigned within 10 days of indictment, and tried
within 60 days following arraignmentﬁl/ In computing these

time intervals certain periods of delay may be excluded.2/

C. 3161(b) and (c).
C.

/ 18 U.S.
/ 18 U.S.C. 3161(h).
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The Act contemplates a three—ye;r phasing—in
during which intervals of time longer thaﬁ thoséﬁ;equiréd
to be attained by July 1, 1979 are applicable.3/ 1In the
first year, beginhing July 1, 1976, the Speedy Trial Plan
of each district court must provide a maximum period of »
60 days between arrest and indictment and a maximum period
of 180 days between arraignment and trial. In the second
year, beginning July 1, 1977, these time limits must be
reduced to 45 days between arrest and indictment and 120 days
between arraignment and trial. TFinally in the third year,
beginning July 1, 1978, the time limit between "arrest and
indictment may not exceed 35 days and thé period from
arraignment to trial may not exceed 80 days. The time period
of 10 days between indictment and arraignment remains constant.
Each district court has the option of adopting 4 plan containing
time limits which are shorter, but not longer, than those
specified in the act.

’ Until these permanent time limits become effective certain
"interim time limits" apply.4/ These "interim time limits" are
made applicable to detained persons held in custody solely |
because they are awaiting trial on federal charges and to released
persons‘designated by the attorney for the government as "high
risk". If defendants in custody are not brought to trial
within 90 days they must be released from custody. In the case
of those designated "high risk”zthere is automatic review by the

court of the conditions of release.

3/ 18 U.S.C. 3161(f) and (g).
4/ 18 U.S.C. 3164
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. B. The planning process in the district courts

The proceﬁures to be followed by the United States district

courts in formulating speedy trial plans are carefully set

out in the Act. The chief judge of each district court is re-

quired to appoint a planning group®/ which has .the responsibility<J

not only to develop a speedy trial plan for the distrigt, but
also to carry on a continuing study of the administration of
criminal justice in the district court and to recommend
statutory, procedural and administrative changes. Congress
appropriated two and one half million dollars for planning
purposes. Each planning group was allocated $5,000 the first
year with the understanding that additional funds would be
madé‘available upon a request accompanied by a Jjustification
as to need. Subsequently up to $30,060 per district was
disbursed. For allocations-to individual plannihg groups see
Table 1. Obligations for the year ending June 30, 1976 were,
in the aggregate, $332,626. It is estimated that the remaining
funds in the amount o1 $2,167,374 will bé sufficient to cover
the expenses of the planning groups ﬁntil 1978 when the final

speedy trial plans are due.

5/ 18 U.S.C. 3168. The planning group in each court consists

of a minimum of the chief judge, a United States magistrate, the
United States attorney, the clerk of court, the federal public
defender, a private attorney experienced in criminal case defense,
the chief United States probation officer and a person skilled . in
criminal justice research who acts as reporter.
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To assist the planning groups in their tasks of develop'(iﬂt)lg ‘
district plans the Judicial Conference Committee on the Admin-
istration of the Crlmlnal Law developed a model plan and operating
guidelines which were distrlbuted to all district court planning

groups. The model plan is set out in Appendix A. The Federal

Judicial Center, pursuant to its responsibility te¢ "advise and
.econsult with the planning gréups”ﬁ/ undertock, with the cooperation
of the Administrative Office, a series of six seminars to acquaint
the members of the planning groups with the provisions of the

Act and their duties and responsibilities thereunder. These
seminars were conducted regionally throughout the nation. The
dates, locations and participants in the seminars are listed

in Appendix B. In addition the Federal Judicial Center made

available to the district court planning groups the results of .
a special statistical study which supplemented the information
routinely compiled by the Director of the Administrative Office

in his annual reports. The planning groups have also been kept
currently advised of court decisions, Judicial Conference ;
Committee determinations, and other matters of interest through

a system of '"'Speedy Trial Advisories'" issued periodically by thé\

Administrative Office and the Federal Judicial Center.

6/ 18 U.S.C. 3169 ¥
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As a result of the briefing seminars and the distribution

of informative materials, the\planning groups were able to complete

the initial speedy trial‘plans at least one month prior to their
effeciive dates to afford an opportunity for review at the
Jjudicial council: level. All plans went into effect on July 1,

1976.7/

C. Reporting and record-keeping requirements

The statistical reporting requirements of the Act are
strict and detailed. Records must be kept for each criminal
defendant that reflect the various time periods between (1)
arrest and indictment, (2) indictment and arraignment, and (B)k
arraignment and trial. Furthermore, the clerks of the district
courts must keep records and report on those time intervals which
are "excludable" within the meaning of the Act.8/ 1Information
must also be furnished with respect to periods of detention and
other events which occur in the processing of a criminal case.

These record-keeping requirements have obliged a complete
revamping of forms and a change from a case oriented to a defendant
oriented statistical reporting system. Moreover the Act requires
the courts and the Administrative Office to compile new types
of information on the processing of criminal cases which had not
been collected in the past. Consequently, a new uniform criminal
docket sheet and a reporting form were promulgated by the

Administrative Office. 1In order to familiarize district court

7/ The average plan of a district court is approximately 30

. pages in length, a total of approximately 3,000 pages. The
salient features of the plans are reviewed in this report.
Copies of all speedy trial plans are on file in the
Administrative Office of the United States Courts.

8/ 18 U.S.C. 3161(h)

Vi
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personnel with these new forms and procedures, the Federal Judicial ‘
Center in cooperation with the Administrative Office sponsored
four training seminars, conducted regionally and attended by X
approximately 350 court personnel.

Dﬁring the year the Admigistrative Office acquired
additional electronic daté processing equipment to process the
data to be reported under the Act. Information from some”district
courts was entered into the computer system on a trial basis
beginning in February 1976. Since July 1, 1976, when the first
time limits became effective, the conmputer system has been
prepared to reéeive information from all district courts.

The Federal Judicial Center has accelerated the development

and implementation of its Courtran II management information

and research system which will provide federal district courts ‘
the capability to continuously monitor the effectiveness of their

speedy trial plans. Additionally, the system will provide

speedy trial planning groups with the information they require

to analyze the criminal justice process and make recommendations

to improve the processing of criminal cases. Courtran II will

also have the capability to automatically collect and forward

the speedy trial information required by the Administrative

oOffice. :

D. Speedy trial plahs adopted by the district courts

The speedy trial pléns adopted by the 94 districts specify
the time limits applicable during the three-year transitional

period. Nineteen dis%;icts determined to place into effect
a
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immediately the time limitations fequired to be reached by

July 1y 1979. For the most part the district courts adopting
these strict limits were the smaller courts whose criminal
dockets are current. Six of these 19 courts, however, do have
a 1argér volume of criminal cases: the District of Connecticut,
the District of Maryland, the District oﬁ Minnesota, the Eastexn
District of Missouri, the District of Arizona, and the District
of New Mexico. In addition the plans in 25 other districtw
courts provide (1) for shorter time limits during the trans-
itional period than those required by the Act or (2) for
acceleration of the date on which the required 1979 time limits
become effective. Fifty of the 94 United States district
courts have adopted plans which include the full time-interval

periods permitted by the Act for the transit%pnal peridﬂ. An

analysis of the time limits which have been adopted is shown,

. by district, in Table 2.

E. Current status of criminal deockets

Anticipating the impact of the time limits prescribed by
the Speedy Trial Act, the district courts made special efforté
during the year ending June 30, 1975 to réduce the backlog of
older cfiminal cases pending on their dockets.  As a result
the number of pending criminal cases was reduced from 22,411 at
the beginning of the year to 19,756 at the end; a reduction of
more than 2,650 cases, or 12 percent. The'jollowing tablez shows
the flow of criminal cases in the district cQgrts during the

last two fiscal years:0
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Fiscal Year Percentage .
1975 1976 change
Filed..... e e e 43,282 41,020 -5.2
Terminated.;........ 43,515 43,675 0.4
Pepding....... e 22,411 19,756 -11.8

The five percent decrease in filings resulted, in part, from
changes in statistical guidelines to meet the reporting‘require-
ments of ﬁue Speedy Trial Act. For example, in thgipast éuper_
seding iédictments were counted as separate cases; under the
new guidelines superseding indictments, brought after an original
indictment was dismissed on motion of the governmeat, are now
being filed in the same case as the original indictment. In |
addition, certain minor offense cases, formerly entered
separately on the dockets of magistrates, are now being placed
on district court dockets. The impact of these changes is
analyzed in the annual report of the Director of the Administra-~
tive Office for fiscal year 1976,

Of primary significance is the decline in the number of

criminal cases pending for more than six months, which did

-not involve fugitive defendants, and were presumably available

for trial. These cases declined from 5,107 on June 30, 1975 to
3,594 on June 30, 1976, a decrease of 1,513 cases, or 30 percent.
The following table contains a comﬁarison of the age

of pending cases at the end of the last two fiscal years.

i

Q
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. . Age of Criminal Cases ?ending
N ” Pending on June 30 Percentage
1975 N 1976 change
Ay
Total pending criminal ) .
CASES . v s veranntanans . 22,411 . ~ . 19,756 -11.8
Pending less than 6 <« v . N P
mOIlthS..c ------- TR Y 10’267 9,088 ""11.5
Cases without fugitive
defendants: “ : :
Total......coovun 5,107 3,594 -29.6
Pending 6-12 months.. - 2,501 1,578 -36.9
Pending 1-2 years.... . 2,078 . 1,526 -26.6
Pendigg over 2 years. 528 - 490 - 7.2
Cases having fugitive
defendants: ‘ o
Total....oeoauns ; , 7,037 . 7,074 - 0.5
Pending 6-12 months 754 867 +15.0
Pending 1-2 years. 2,345 ’ 2,070 -11.7
Pending over 2 years. 3,938 . 4,137 + 5.1
. As indicated in the abcve table, more than 66 percent

of the criminal cases pending six months}or more on June 30, 1976
involved fugitive defendants. These casesJ of course” are not
triable. 1In the near future - the dlstrlct courts must take
steps to dispose of’the 3,594 criminal cases pending without
fugitive defendants if the time limitations under speedy trial
are to be met by 1979 when the sanctions contained in 18 U.S.C.
13162 become effective. | 5) “
The redﬁction in the number of pendigg criminal casgg
without fugitive defendants during 1976 was a significant
accomplishment, but it was achieved in many courts to the
detriment of the civil dockets. Many district planning’groups
indicated that Judgesrwere“concentrating on criminal calendars

4]

.' and considering only emergency matters in civil cases. As a- 7

£
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result of both the preoccupation with criminal calendars and '
the conﬁinuing increase in c¢ivil case filings, the pending
caseload for all district courts climbed from 119,767 on
June 30, 1975 to 140,189 on June 30, 1976 - an increase of
17% and a new all time high.
Although the Act provmdes that speedlng up the trial of
criminal cases should not interfere with the handling of
civil cases, it is apparent from reports of the planning groups
and. from our statistics that this cobjective cannot be achieved
without additional resources for the district.courts, namely

additional judgeships, magistrates and supporting personnel.9/

. Changes in practices and procedures

1. Court Functions. T@Q planned changé most oféen noted by the
the district courts was more frequent grand jury sessions. In the ‘
metropolitan areas, grand juries sit regularly and are virtually in
continuous session. Other courfs, however, with fewer criminal cases
and more diébersed populations have traditionally held fewer
grand jury sessions in order to conserve costs and to minimize
the inconveniences of such Sessions for citizens within the
district. In order to comply with the time interval of 30 days
from arrest to indictment, grand juries in these districts will
ultlmately be conveneid more frequently notwithstanding the
provision in the Act permitting a 60-day interval if a grand
jury has ﬁo% been in session for 30 days.lQ/'

9/ The Speedy Trial Act provides that "the (planning and
“ implementation) process shall seek to avoid. pregudice

to the prompt disposition of civil lltlgatlon . .
18 U.S.C. 3164(b).

10/ 18JU.S.C. 3161(Db).

o
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The short 10;day time limit from indictment to arraignment
has posed particularly difficult problems of implementation,
In order to comply with the provision,‘thekcourtsﬂare instituting
arraignment sessions on either a weekly basis of on a basis
calculated to fall within seven days o} grand jury reports. This
new procedure will undoubtedly require frequent interruptions of
the schedules of judges and magistrates for the conduct of
arraignment sessions. Many courts have indicated their intention
to call upon their magistrates for arraignments in order to
minimize the interruptions to the trial schedules of the district
Jjudges. | |

To comply with the interval from arraignment to trial a
number of courts use firm cutioff dates for the’ filing of
pretrial motions under Rule 12(b), Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure. Many have specified five-aay limits.

To expedite the pretrial stages of criminal litigation
and to reduce the number of necessary court hearings several
district court plans require that plea negotiations take place
well‘in advance of the time set for trial. Several courts
also have introduced automqpic discovery procedures;@nd other
practices, often’patterned after the American Bar Association's

Standards on Discovery and Procedure Before Trial. One court

has establiShed a special task force of judges to expedite

the trial of those cases approaching the expi%ation of the _ %

.

time limits imposed under the Act.
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The plans of all districts include changes in court

operations to comply with the information-gathering, and

'case monifdring requirements of the Act. ”Many plans establish

supervising deputy clerk positions responsible for ensuring
that all participants in a case areyinformed of approaching
deadlines. Case-monitoring methods include the use of visual
control boards in the offices of judges, magistrates, clerks,
and United States attorneys and centralized computer systems
for record-keeping agd docketing in the larger district courts.

Numerous changes in notification and reporting practices are

_ also planned.

2. DUnited States attorneys. United States attorneys

regularly screen matters presented for prosecution and frequently

decline to proceed either because of ‘insufficient merit of
e&idence. Several districts indicate that because of the
strict time limits there may be an increase in the number of
cases in which United States attorneys decline prosecution for
lack of merit. An expanded use of pretrial diversion programs
was also reported.

To reduce the burdens imposed by the limitation on the

time from arrest to indictment several U.S. attorneys intend,

whenever possible, to present cases to grand juries prior to
arrest. Arrests will be authorized prior to the return of an
indictment only in cases involving violence or exigent

circumstances.

D
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‘ To assure compliance with the courts’ monitoring and
reporting requirements, several United States attorneys have
designated an employee to be responsible for these functions,
paralleling the speedy trial coordinator in the clerks' offices.
In addition, the United States marshals and other law enforcement
agencies, under the direction of the United States attorneys,
will be required in many districts to notify the clerks' offices
of the status of defendants arrested or held in custody on a
regular basis. Provisions for expediting‘the transfer of pri-
gsoners both within and between districts are also contained in
the district plans.

G. Recommendations of the planning groups for additional

resources to be available in 1979.

;. The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 specifically mandates that
each district report on additional resources which it will
need in order to comply with Ehe permanent time limits,
effective July 1, 1979. The resources requested include (1)
those required on a permanent basis after July 1, 1979;
and (2) those required on a temporary or transitional basis
to eliminate backlogs and to comply with the transitioqal time
limits prior to July 1, 1979.

In anticipation of the heed for additional rescurces in
order to comply with the requirements of the Speedy Trial Act
the appropriation request of the federal judiciary for the
fiscal year 1977, approved by the Judicial Conference of the

. United Si:/ates in September 1975, included requests for funds

for additional personnel in clerks' offices, the offices of




- 14 -

United States magistrates, and probatien offices. These requests ‘
were made without the benefit of the advice and assistance of
district court planning groups which were not required to report
anticipated needs until July:1, 1976. Additional resources were
provided by the Congress for the fiscal year 1977, as indicated
below, and are thus available for allocation. The district
court planning group projections of need, however, already
exceed the additional resources authorized for 1977; hence
additional funds will be requested in the 1978 and 1979 budgets
after review by the Judicial Conference.

Various tables numbered 4 to 7 set forth in the appendix,
show the additional resources requested by the planning groups

for the various offices and components of the criminal justice

system. . They may be summarized as follows: ‘

1. Judgeships. The district planning groups foresee a

need for 1874 additional judgeships in the 94 district courts.
In most instances these requests are not a consequence of the
Speedy Trial Act, but are based on a pre-existing deficit in
judicial resources whose elimination is essential if the time
‘limits imposéd by the Speedy Trial Act are to be met.

This year the Judicial Conference Committee on Court
Administration conducted its quadrennial survey of the judge-
ship needs in the district courts and is recommending the

creation of 105 additional district judgeship positions:

o~

R
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"In conducting its survey the Committee addressed itself to the
overall needs of the distr;et courts and did not delineate
judgeship needs based exclusively upon the Speedy Trial Act.
If approved by the Judicial Conference, a formal request for
the creation of additionai district judgeships will be
transmitted to the Congress.

2. United States Magistrates. The plans adopted by the

distriet courts frequently call for expansion of the duties
delegated to United States magistrates,uparticularly respon-
sibilities in the control of criminal dockets and in the pio—
cessing of motions and other preliminary matters in criminai
cases. The planning groups anticipate a need for 52 additional
‘United States magistrate positions. Some of these needs will

be met in the allocation of positions recently funded by the
Congress. The other requests are being reviewed on an individual

basis by the Judicial Conference Committee on the Administration

of the Magistrates System.

3. Court reporters.‘ The planning groups requested 27

additional court reporters in 12 district courts. Included
in this totai is a request for 12 additional reporters in

one court. If additional judgeship positions are established
some of these needs will automatically be met, since an

" additional court reporter position will be provi%ed for each
new judgeship. These requests will be reviewed and evaluated

by the Judicial Conference Subgcommittee on Supporting Personnel.
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4. Deputy clerks of court. The additional record keeping .

and statistical reporting duties imposed upon clerks' offices
as a direct result of the Speedy Trial/Act are substantial.
The district court planning groups estimate a.heed for 153
positions to process the workload. In addition 33 special
positions of speedy trial clerk or coordinator have been
requested, These special clerks would have\the primary
re;ponsibility of supervision over the opera%ion of the
speedy trial plans in their courts.

For the fiscal year 1977, beginning Ocotber 1, 1976,

funds are available for 210 new clerical positions in the

clerks' offices. These positions will be allocated based upon

by the Judicial Conference Subcommittee on Supporting Personnel.

5. DProbation Officers. The planning groups suggest

a need for 82 additional'probation officers, plus supporting
staff. Funds are available beginning October 1, 1976 for 126
new probation officers. The need for additional positions are

requested, if any, will be reviewed by the appropriate Judicial

Lonference committee.

6. Other supporting personnel. In addition to the above,

some planning groups anticipate a need for additional law
clerks, secretarial assistance and supporting personnel in the
magistrates offices. These needs will be met if additional
judgeship positions are provided and magistrate pg@itions

created, together with the usual complement of supporting ‘

personnel,

Pl
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7. DPersonnel in the Department of Justice. The

Attorney General of the United States has the responsibility
for providing additional resources for United States

attorneys and United States marshals. The planning groups have
adviséd that they anticipate a need for 275 assistant United
States attorneys and 175 United States marshals. Since the
United States attorney is a member of the planning group in
each United States district court, it is expected that the
responsibility for transmitting these needs to the Attorney
General for purposes of planning and budgeting will be assumed
by the United States attorneys.

&. Defender services. The speedy trial plans include

requests for 36 additional attorneys for existing public
defender offices. The plans in 11 other districts include
requests for the establishment of public defenders or
community defender offices. These reguests will be evaluated
in accordance with the procedures for creating public defender
offices under the Criminal Justice Act of 1964, as amended.

H. Experience with interim time limits.

The Act requires a 90 day time limif(for the trial of persons
detained in custody and persons released pending trial who have
been designated by the attorney for the government as ''high-
risk'". These time 1imits‘went¢into effect September 29, 1975
and will end June 30, 1979, the day before the permane§§ time

limits take effect under the Act.
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The speedy trial plans in only five United States district{\ .
cburts report the use of a ”high risk" designation during the \\
period under study by the planning groups.ll/

Pretrial detention was not reported as a significant
problem by any of the judicial districts. Eleven of the 94
distriect courts reported that defendants had been released -
from custody pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 3164(c) for failure to
meet the requirement of trial within 90 days of detention.12/

= Because of conflicting judicial decisions we cannot now assess

the effect of 18 U.S.C. 3164 on pretrial detention. Most of
the plans were approved by the district gourts approximately

April 1, and reflect limited experience with the provisions

related to continuous custody. Information available, at the

time of this report, on pretrial detention is set forth in
table 3.

I. Recommended changes in statutes, rules, and

administrative procedures.

The plans submitted did not contain any recommendations
for change in overall administrative procedures beyond expediting

the districts' own grand jury and arraignment practices. * -

11/ District of Oregon, the District of Idaho, the Eastern
District of Michigan, the District of New Jersey and the Middle
District of Pennsylvania.

.12/ Guam, Northern District of Illinois, Western District of
Kentucky, Arizona, Eastern District of Louisiana, Eastern District
of New York, New Jersey, Eastern District of Wisconsin, Central
District of California, Southern District of Florida, Northern
District of Georgia.

=
\J»
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Since no procedural time limits were in effect at the time the
speedy trigl plans were formulated, there was no experience avail-
able on the operation of the plans to support changes in rules
of procedure or administrative practices.

As the courts gain experience in the operation of the
speedy trial plans, needed changes in rules of procedure or
administrative practices will become apparent.

Various specific recommendations for changes in statutes
were made by the planning groups on matters pertaining to the‘
applicability of "excludable time" to the "interim time!
limits; special provisions with respect to complex criminal
litigation; expansion of time limits (particularly the time
limitation of 10 days between indictment and arraignment);
expanding the jurisdiction of United States magistrates; and

amendments to the Juror Selection and Service Act.

1. Excludable time. Several courts have come to
different conclusions on the question of whether or not the
excludable time provisionslﬁ/ are applicable to the "interim

time limits'".14/ 1In the case of U.S. v. Masko, 15/ a district

court held that the excfﬁdable time provisions do apply to the
interim time limits, but in U.S. v. Tirasso,éﬁ/ the Court of

Appeals for the Ninth Circuit held that they do not apply.

13/ 18 U.S.C. 3161(h)

T4/ 18 U.S.C. 3164 |

15/ No. 76 Cr. 15, (W.D. Wis. 1976)
16/ 532 F.2d 1298 (9th Cir. 1978)
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The speedy trial plans of 26 district couyrts recommended

that the Act be amended to make excludable ti* iimitg
applicable to the interim time limits and at i@'w“ﬁ sion in
April 1976 the Judicial Conference of the Unlted States also
recommended that the statute be so amended < Al bdil,“ ®. 14521,
has been introduced in the Congress to make the excludable time

limits specifically appiicable to the interim time limits.

2. Complex Litigation. Twenty-two planning groups

expressed concern that the Speedy Trial Act fails to deal
separately with problems in "complex'" criminal litigation.
Accordingly, they have recommended, pursuant to the congressional
suggestion in 18 U.S.C 3166(b)(7), that certair classes of

cases be accorded separate time limits as a matter of nationally
uniform statutory application. Complex cases include those
involving antitrust issues, gambling charges, conspiracy
problems, sensational crimes, multi-defendant problems, and
cases requiring long periods. of preparation by counsel for the
government or the defense. Although a district judge has dis-
cretion fb grant continuances in the interest of justice in

certain kinds of cases,lz/ the planning groups believe that

. judges may be reluctant to exercise their discretion purely on

the basis that a case is "complex". Planping groups also
believe that these classes of cases should be treated separately
by statute to assure uniform standards and procedures nation-

wide.

17/ 18 U.S.C. 3161(h)(8)
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3. Changes in time limitations or repeal of the Act.

Thirteen district courts recommended that the Speedy Trial Actf

itself be redrafted or repealed. Those recommending repeal did .

so on the basis that the time limits are too rigid. Some plans
suggest a return to the more flexible standards of Rule 50(b)
of thé Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure and some suggest
that the standards set out in Barker v. Wingo,18/ be used in
making speedy trial determinations,

4, Time between indictment and arraignment.Nineteen

district courts suggested that the time limit of 10 days
between indictment and arraignment is too short and recommended
that it’be expanded to 15 or 20 days. The reasons were
primarily logistical: K courts being held at multiple points;
unavailability of counsel; the inclusion of weekends and
holidays,within the 10-day period; and inadequate time to
formulate a plea. If automatic pleas of not guilty are

entered merely for the purpose of complying with the statﬁﬁ@?
additional hearings for the purpése of accépting changéé in’
plea may become more frequent.

5. TFederal Magistrates Act. The Judicial Conference of the

United States has recommended to the Congress amendments to the
Jjurisdictional provisions of the Federal Magistrates Ac¢t which

are embodied in the Senate-passed bill, S. 1283. The bill

18/ 407 U.S. 514 (1972)

7
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would clarify ambiguities in the present statute regarding .
the authority of the district court to designate a magistrate ‘
to hear and determine various pretrial motions, and otherwise
assist the court in the processing of civil and criminal litiga-
tion. The planning groups in 24 district courts have urged enactment
of this legislation as an aid to the district courts in their
discharge of responsibilities under the Speedy Trial Act.

In addition, an expansion of the minor offense trial
Jjurisdiction of United States magistrates was recommended
by several district planniﬁg groups. At present a magistrate
may not dispose of any criminal offense for which the maximum
penalty exceeds either a term of imprisonrent of one year or

a fine of $1,000. In September 1973 the Judicial Conference

of the United States approved a proposed expansion of the
magistrates' trial jurisdiction to include all misdemeanors,
as part of a general revision of the Federal Criminal Code.
At the same session, the Judicial Conference submitted
proposed’ legislation for the immediate expansion of the
magistrates' trial jurisdiction by raising the limitation on
the maximum fine that may be imposed from $1,000 to $5,000.
As the Speedy Trial Act begins to impose increasingly
tighter time limits on the processing of criminal cases in
the district courts, it becomes increasingly important ;hat
the option of proceeding hefore a magistrate be made ”

available in a greater number of cases.
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" 6. Juror Selection and Service Act. Although problems

of juror selection and service are not directly related to the
opera%ion of speedy trial plans, planning groups in eight éistrict
courts recommend that the amendments to 28 U.S.C. 1871, contained
in the Senaté;bassed bill, S.539, 94th Congress, be enacted ?
into law., This bill would generally increase the fees payable

to jurors serving in the United States district courts, provide
employment protection for jurors and otherwise improve the
operation of the jury system.

J. Recommendations of the Director of the

Administrative Office of the United States Courts

The limited experiepce of the district courts in the

formulation of plans under the Speedy Trial Act, and the
‘ short period of time that has elapsed since its enactment,

do not afford a basis for firm recommendations at this time
“for general amendments to the Act. The féllowing recommenda;
tions are thus limited in scope and indicate urgent matters to
which Congress should give prompt attention. The recommendations -
of the Director are these:

1. That Congress authorize the additioﬁal Jjudgeship
positions for United States district courts recommended by
the Judicial Conference of the United States;

2. Thafwthe bill to make the excludable time limitations
of 18 U.S.C. 3161(h) applicable to the "interim time limits"

contained in 18 U.S.C. 3164 be promptly enacted into law;
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3. That the Congress provide the funds: forvr the resources .
needed for speedy trial purposes when requested in the appro-
priation submissions for the fiscal years 1978 and 1979,
4, That the bill to clarify and expand the powers of
United States magistrates, S. 1283, 94th Congress be enacted
into law; and
5. That the amendments to the Juror Selection and
Service Act contéined in 8. 539, 94th Congress, also be
enacted into law,

Conclusion

Part I of this initial report summarizes the efforts of the
judiciary to comply with the planning requirements of the Speedy

Trial Act of 1974. Since the statutorily imposed procedural

time limits did not become effective until July 1, 1976, it is

not possible to report on their impact on the operations of the
district courts. However, the judiciary, is taking, and will
continue to take all steps necessary to assure a speedy trial

for every defendant charged with crime in a United States district

court.
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PART II. PRETRIAL SERVICES

Title II of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 aithorized the
Director of the Administrative Office of the United States
Courts to establish, on awdemonstration basis, 10 pretrial
services agencies in representative judicial‘districtsvl/
Five of the agencies are to be governed by a 7 member
Board of Trustees appointed in each of the five separate
districts.gf The agencies in the other five selected dis-
tricts are to be administered under the Prcbation Division
of the Administrative Office of the United States Courts with
the chief probation officer serving as the chief pretrial

P

service officer.

The Act authorized the Chief Justice of the United
States, with the concurrence of the Attorney General, to
designate the 10 district courts in which agencies are to

be established. 1In accordance with the criteria set forth in

1/ 18 U,S.C. 3152.

2/ The composition of the boards of trusteés is set out in
T8 U.S.C. '3153(b). Membership includes the chief judge of

the court, the United States attorney, two members of the

bar active in defense of criminal cases (including the Federal
public defender), the chief probation officer, and two members
who shall be representatives of community oxrganizations,

i
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the statute the Chief Justice, on July 7, 1975, designated
that pretrial services agencies be established on a demonstra-
tion basis in the following district courts:

Agencies to be Administered
by Boards of Trustees

District of Maryland (Baltimore) ‘ -
Eastern District of Michigan (Detroit)

Western District of Missouri (Kansas City)

Eastern District of New York (Brooklyn) -
Eastern District of Pennsylvania (Philadelphia)

Agencies to be Administered
by the Probation Division

Central District of California (Los Angeles)
Northern District of Georgia ~ (Atlanta)

Northern District of Illinois (Chicago)

Southern District of New York (New York City)
Northern District of Texas (Dallas/Ft. Worth)

‘These designations were made on the basis of a 6-month
study conducted by the Administrative Office of the United
States Courts in accordance with the criteria established by
the Act. All 10 agencies afe-located in large metropolitan
centers where the volume of criminal litigation is substantial
and the types of criminal cases varied. Funds in the amount

of $10 million, as authorized by the Act, became available on

July 1, 1975, and the task of organizing the agencies began

immediately. In October 1975 the pretrial services agency

i
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in the Northern District of Illinois commenced operations,

and by April 1976 pretrial services agencies had been fully

established in all 10 districts.

A. Functions of pretrial services agencies

- Pretrial services agencies perform two basic functions:
(1) the compilation and verification of badkground infor@a—
tion on persons charged with the vidlation of Federal criminal
law for the use of the district judge or a United States
magistrate in setting conditions of release pursuant to the
Bail Reform Act (18 U.S.C. 3141 et seq.), and (2) the super-
vision of persons released from custody prior to trial or
conviction, including the provision of counseling and other
pretrial services. Tﬁe stated objectives of the Act are to
reduce pretrial detention and pretrial recidivism. Included
among the services to be rendered by pfetrial services agencies
to persons released from custody prior to trial or conviction
is assistance in securing necessary employment, medical,
legal, or social services. The agencies are also authorized

I3

to operate, or contract for the operation of, appropriafe
o =

facilities for the custody or care of persons released from

Q-
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custody. Apparent violations of the conditions of pretrial

release are reported to the court with recommended modifica-*
tions in the terms of release. The Act contemplates that the
pretriﬁl service officers will cooperate with local agencies

in the performance of their duties;

B. “Organization and planning

To assist the district courts in the organization of pre-
trial services agencies a Pretrial Services Branch was es-
tablished in the Administrative Office Division of Probation.
A staff of six persons was delegated the responsibility of
drafting regulations, developing operating standards, pre-
paring position descriptions and qualifications standards
for pretrial services officers, assisting the district courts

in the selection of boards of trustees, and developing a sta-

~ tistical reporting and evaluation procedure to monitor the

effectiveness of the system.

During the year the staff of the Pretrial Services
Branch consulted frequently with court officials. Special

forms were designed, operating techniques were devised, and
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a manual containing operational guidelines and procedures

was issued. With the cooperation of pretrial service officers, P

efforts have been made to identify the sources of employment,

and medical, legal, and social services needed by persons

=

released prior to trial and to determine how these services

may be provided.

As previously indicated, all 10 pretrial services agencies
were in full operation by April 1976. The sequence of events
in each district court preceding the creation of pretrial

services agencies is as follows:

1. Agencies administered by Boards of Trustees

(a) Western District of Missouri. The Board of,
Trustees in the Wéstern District of Missouri first met in
August 1975 and shortly thereafter selected a chief supervising
pretrial service officer who was formerly a United States |
probation officer. A sg&ff of four officers and three
assistants was recruited. The processing of cases commenced
in December 1975 and full operation cdmmenced in January 1976.
The agency has a central office in Kansas City and a branch

office in Springfield.

Y|
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The Board of Trustees in this district has been

S

véry active, having held six meetings subsequent to its

initial session.

(b) District of Maryland. The chief pretrial service

Officgr, a former United States probation officer, was selected

by the Board of Trustees in October 1975 and the agency began

operating with a staff of nine officers and employees in

January 1976, The central office is located in Baltimore and

there is a branch office in Hyattsville. The Board of Trustees

has held monthly meetings since October 1975.

(c) Eastern District of Michigan. The chief pretrial

service officer, also a former United States probation officer,
was selected in October 1975. A majority of the staff of 12
officers and eﬁployees entered on duty in January 1976 and

the program was in fullfoperation in February. The égency has
headquarters in Detroit and a branch office, recently opened,

in Fi;nt. The Board of Trustees in this district has con-
ducted only one formal meeting, but receives monthly reports

from the pretrial service officer.
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(d) Eastern District of Pennsylvania. The chief

prétrial service officer entered on duty‘in December 1975,
The Board of Trustees first met in February 1975 and has
held 16 subsequent meetings. This agency, with a staff of
11 officers and employees, began the prdcessing of cases‘
in March 1976. At the present time the project is
centralized in Philadelphia, but authorization has been

given for branch offices in Allentown and Reading.

(e) Eastern District of New York. The Board of

Trustees initially met in October 1975 and has held two
subséquent ﬁeetings. The chief pretrial service officer |

was selected in October 1975 and the agency commenced operation
in April 1976 with a staff of 11 officers and employees. The
agency is located in Brooklyn, but also conducts interviews

in offices maintained in Westbury.

2. Agencies under the supervision of the Probation
Division

(a) Northern District of Illinois. The pretrial

services agency in this district was the first to become
operational under the Act. The supervising pretrial service

officer was selected in August 1975 and case processing
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commenced in October, The agency has eight pretrial service
officers, recruited primarily from the probation office in

the district, and three clerical assistants. The principal
office is in Cﬁ;éagé and a branch office will be established

in the near future in Rockford.

(b) Northern District of Texas. The supervising

pretrial service officer was selected in September 1975 and
limited case processing commenced in October. A staff of

six officers and two clerical assistants was authorized and
full operation'commenced in November. The principal office

is located in Dallas and there is a separate office in Fort
Worth., 1In branch probation offices this district is using

its probation officers to serve as both probation and pretrial
service officexrs. This staff pattern has been sucgessful

to date and is providing full coverage with substaﬂfial

savings in personnel,

o (c) Northern District of Georgia., Following the

appointment of a'supervising pretrial service officer in
September 1975, the pretrial services agency in this district
began processing cases in November, Thz agency is located
in Atlanta and has, until recently,kutilized probation

officers in outlying areas to provide pretrial services.

*
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Although the functions of probation officers and pretrial
service officers were originally merged, difficulties were
encountered. As a result the fﬁnctions4are being separated,
The pretrial services agéncy has been authorized a staff

of nine officers and three clerical assistants,

(d) Southern District of Néw York, The supervising

pretrial service officer was appointed in November 1975 and

the processing of cases commenced in February 1976. A
_ptaff of 10 officers and four clerical assistants is located
| in New York City, but the establishment of branch offices

is being considered,

(e) Central District of California. The pretrial

services agency in the Central District of California began
processing cases in February 1976 following the selection of
the supervising pretrial service officer in October 1975,
The 14 officefs and four clerical assistants are located in
Los Angeles, but the prospects of branch oifices in outlying

areas are being considered.
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C. Allocation of resources W«

NS
N

fie funds provided by the Congress in the amount of
$10 million for the operation of pretrial services agencies
were made available until expended. During the year ending
June 30, 1976, approximately $1 million of these funds were
obligated. As indicated above, the pretrial services agencies
were in operation for an average of only 6-months during the
year., It is estimated that expenditures will reach a level
of $2 million to $2% million in the next year and will remain
at that level for several years thereafter. Thus, the funds

presently available should last until 1979 when the Director

of the Administrative Office is required to render a full ’
report on the operation of prettial services agencies and

to make recommendations concerning the future of the program

and its possible expansion to other}district courts, If

the funds now authorized are not sufficient to carry the

program until 1979, a request will be made to the Congress

that additional funds be authorized.

To date 135 positions have been authorized to staff the

10 pretrial services agencies. As of August 1, 1976, 114 of
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these positions were filled. Of the 135 positions authorized
97 are prgfessional positions and 38 are clerical and steno-
graphic positions. Allocations have been made on the basis
of the number of prebail interviews and investigations

by the pretrial services agenéies and the nuﬁber of persons
to be supervised prior to trial., The full staffing pattern

is set out in Appendix C attached to this report.

In addition to personnel, expenditures were made during
the year for such nonrecurring expenses as office equipment

and furniture and for communications, supplies, and travel.

D. Services to persons released from custody

v

The Act authorizes the ekpenditure of funds for certain
counseling services, and the care and custody of persons re-
leased under the supervision of pretrial services agencies.
The Director of theyAdministratiQe Office, with the approval
of the Attorney General, may '"operate or contract for the
operation of appropriate facilities for the custody or care
of persons released under this chapter‘including, but not

limited to, residential halfway houses, addict and algpholic



treatment centers and counseling service#." In addition the
Act authorizes pretrial services agencies to assist persons
released from custody in securing necessary employment,

& N o » 3
medical, legal, and social services.—

The Pretrial Services Branch of theTAgministrative Office
has been working with the Bureau of Prisoﬁs in the Department
of Justice regarding the availability of halfway houses and
other facilities of the Bureau for the care and custody of
released persons, A contract has been entered into with a
private community services organizgtion in Kansas City for
testing drug addicts among released persons and for limited
counseling services. Similar services to other pretrial
services agencies is being studied and similar cbntracts will
be entered into as needed. These efforts are being coordinated
with local community organizetions which provide similar ser-

vices to state and local courts and to communities generally.

E. Training

In order to familiarize the staffs of pretrial services

3/ 18 U.S.C. 3154(4) and (7).
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agencies in their duties and responsibilities the Federal
Judicial Center and the Administrative Office this year con-
ducted three seminars, one of which was concerned primarily
with the duties and responsibilities of administrative and .
supervisory staff personnel. A total of 68 pretriai services
officers and 17 administrative and supervisory personnel at-
tended these sessions. The costs thereof, in the amount of
approximately $35,000, were charged to the funds available

under Title II of the Speedy Trial Act.

£
i

F. Accomplishments of the pretrial services
agencies - reporting requirements

1. Reporting requirements. The Director of the Adminis«

trative Office is required to report annually to the Congress
on the accomplishments of pretrial services agencies with
particular attention to (1) their effectiveness in reducing
crime committed by persons released under this chapter; (2)
their effectiveness in reducing the volume of costs Sf un-
necessary pretrial detention; and (3) their effectiveness in

4/

improving the operation of [the Act].—" To enable the

.

4/ 18 U.s.C. 3155.
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Director to comply with this requirement an extensive system
of statistical reporting has been devised and new computer
equipment has been installed in the Administrative Office for

processing this information.

2, Statistics. The five pretrial services agencies under

the supervision of the Probation Division of the Administrative
Office have been in full operation an average of 8-months
through August 1, 1976, and the five pretrial services agencies
under the supervision of boards of trustees have been in full

operation an average of 5.8 months. During these periods the

, 10 agencies conducted a total of 4,886 prebail inter-

views of defendants who had been arrested and furnished re-
ports and information to judicial officers for bail purposes.
In addition 2,165 defendants were placed under the supervision
of pretrial services agencies upon being released from custody.
The supervision of 1,525 defendants, so released, was con-
cluded after final sentence had been impogéd.

These figures, by district, are shown ih the following table.
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Activities of Pretrial Services Agencies
through August 1, 1976

Persons
Months Persons Supervised Casas

Distric . . :
* t Operational Interviewed Number Percent Terminated

Under supervision of
Probation Division:

New York, Southern 6 ) 561 256  45.6 133
Illinois, Northern 10 903 176 19.5 256
Texas, Northern 9 366 302 82.5 ' 231
California, Central' 6 741 180  24.3 159
Georgia, Northern 9 413 351 85.0 157
Average 8 \ 51.4
Total 2,984 1,265 1936

Under supervision of
Boards of Trustees:

New York, Eastern 4 A 278 ‘ 69 24.8 44
Maryland 7 475 121 25.5 199
Missouri, Western 7 . 157 107  68.2 92
Pennsylvania, Eastern 5 © 333 125 337.6“ .893
Michigan, Eastern 6 659 478 72.5 165
Average x. | ‘5.5 . 45.7
Total | 1,902 900 589

Grand Total 4,88§ 2,165 1,525

@

G



In addition to the workload reflected in the above
‘table pretrial services agencies in several districts have
wundertaken additional responsibilities., In four districts

(the Northern District of Georgia, the Eastern District of
Michigan, the FEastern District of Pennsylvania, and the
District of Maryland) pretrial services agencies in coopera-
tion with the United States attorneys have undertaken to assist
in the work of pretrial diversion. 1In the Eastern District

of Pennsylvania the pretrial services agency makes arrange-
ments for competency hearings and in the Northern District of
Georgia the agency is responsible for setting arraignment

dates to assist the court in expediting case processing.

.

The information presently available does not provide a suf-
_‘ficient basis on which to draw a comparison between the opera-
tions of pretrial services agencies administered by boards of
trﬁstees and those administered by the Probation Division.
Similarly the agencies have not been in operation for a suf-
ficient length of time to.make it possible to ascertain their
effectiveness in reducing crime or reduciné unnecessary pre-

trial detention. It is anticipated, however, that the

<

.
S
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‘ reporting system now in operatiofi will be able to yield
information of this type in future years, so that full in-
formation may be provided in the comprehensive report to be.
filed with the Congress on or before the expiration of the

48 -month period following July 1, 1975.

G. Studies and evaluations

The evaluation of the activities of pretrial services
agencies requires not only the compilation of statistics but
also examining the operation of the criminal justice system
in other district courts, so that appropriate comparisons
may be made. Because of the lack of nationwide data on
detention and recidivism rates as well as on the use of bail

‘ throughout the Federal judicial system, it will be necessary

) for the Pretrial Services Branch in the Administrative

Office to assemble this information to evaluate the impact
of the pretrial services agencies in each district. The
Pretrial Services Branch is also developing a data base on
criminal cases processed in prior years in the demonstration
districts, taken from presentence reports prepared by United .-
States probation officers and from case files in the offices
of clerks of court, United States attorneys, and United States
marshals., This effort, which will commence in October 1976,

will provide a comprehensive data base from which to evaluate

<

R
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the project. In addition the Pretrial Services Branch is
planning to collect data from other district courts that
is comparable to that furnished by pretrial services
agencies in the 10 demonstration districts. This effort
will commence early in 1977. A preliminary survey has

been conducted to determine availability of information.é/

Additionally, studies will be made of legal and adminis-
trative problems whith may arise, or have already arisen,

in the operation of the pretrial services program. One

serious problem already facing pretrial services agencies is

that of "confidentiality.'" The Act provides that the
"information contained in the pretrial services agencies
files or presented in its report or which shall be divulged
during the course of any hearing shall be used only for the
purpose of bail determination and shall otherwise be
confidential,' The Division of Probation and the Boards of
Trustees are required to issue regulations establishing a
policy on the release of agency files. A considerable amount
of information compiled by the pretrial services agencies

on family background, prior criminal history, etc., would be
useful to probation officers in the development of pre-

sentence reports. If this information is not available to

5/ Appendix _D .
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probation officers from the files of pretrial services

agencies, then it will have to be separately compiled -
resulting in duplicating efforts. The problem of drafting
regulations on'éonfidentiality has beén given careful
attention. Temporary regulations have been developed and
are now in effect, As experience is gained revisions will

be made,

Problems have also developed in getting information
concerning the background of persons arrested for violations
of Federal criminal laws. This information must be quickly
compiled by pretrial services agencies for the use of
judicial officers because of the legal requirement of prompt
bail hearings. Yet verified criminal history records are
sometimes not readily available. Furthermorxe, the time
available in some districts for the interview of arrested
persons and the verification of background information has
been very short. It was reported that in one district
during a 3-week period the time span betweén notification
of arrest and the initial bail hearing averaged less than
14 minutes. In two other -districts procedures have been
devised to permit the pretrial services’agencies an average
of 2 hours in which to conduct their interviews and verify

the information obtained.
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Conclusion

In the 18 months since the passage of the Speedy Trial
Act on January 3, 1975 funds have-been provided by the Con~
gress and the 10 pretrial services agencies provided for
under Title II have been created and have attained full
operation. An administrative unit in the Administrafive
Office to service these 10 agencies and the necessary ad-
ministrative machinery to supporf operations have been es-
tablished. The activities of the pretrial services agencies
in the 10 demonstration districts will be outlined in

greater detail in future reports to the Congress.

Respectfully submitted

_,A§$5:£E:.é:;;7’
Rowland F. Kirks
September 30, 1976 Director
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APPENDIX A
MODEL STATEMENT OF TIME LIMITS AND PROCEDURES

MODEL STATEMENT OF TIME LIMITS AND PROCEDURES
FOR ACHIEVING PROMPT DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL CASES

(This model statement is intended to constitute section IIL of the
recommended outline, heretofore submitted to you, for Speedy Trial
Plans required under 18 U.S.C. § 3165(e)(l). It supersedes and
supplants the revised model plan under rule 50(b) that was recom~
mended in June 1975 by the Committee on the Administration of the
Criminal Law.)
Pursuant to the requirements of rule 50(b) of the Federal Rules
of Criminal Procedure, the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 (18 U.S.C. chapter
208), and the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act (18 U.S.C. §§ 5036, 5037),
the judges of the United States District Court for the District
of have adopted the following time limits and procedures to

minimize undue delay and to further the proﬁpt disposition of criminal

cases and certain juvenile proceedings:

1. Applicability.

(a) Offenses. The time limits set forth herein are applicable
to all criminal offenses triable in this court,* including cases triable

by United States magistrates,”excépt for petty offenses as defined in

* 18 U.S.C. § 3172 defines offense as "any Federal criminal offense
‘which is in violation of any Act of Congress . . ." Rule 50(b) of
the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, however, also applies to
offenses based on acts of other legislatures. The district courts
with jurisdiction over offenses created by other legislatures will
wish to consider the extent to which Speedy Trial Act standards
should be applied to trials for such offenses.

o
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,“}‘18 U.5.C. § 1(3). Except as specifically provided, they are not applicable '
jto proceedings under the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act. [§ 3172]
(b) Persons. The time limits are applicable to persons accused
who have not been indicted or informed against as well as those who have,
and the word "defendant'" includes such persons unless the context indicates

otherwise,

2, Priorities in Scheduling Criminal Cases.

Preference shall be given to criminal proceedings as far as prac~
ticable as required by rule 50(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.
The trial of defendants in custody solely because they are awaiting trial
and of high-risk defendants as defined in section 6 should be given preference

over other criminal cases.

3. Time Within Which an Indictment or Information Must be Filed.

%(a) Time Limits. If an individual is arrested or served with a

., summons and the complaint charges an offense to be prosecuted in this district,

any indictment or information subsequently filed in commection with such

charge shall be filed within the following time limits:

* The periods in brackets are the maximum periods permitted by the
Speedy Trial Act during the period of transition to the permanent
limits, which will become effective July 1, 1979. Each district

, court should adopt limits, within the sta@utory maximums, that

- reflect a reasonable rate of transition toward the permanent
limits in the cirecumstances of the individual court. If possible,
the schedule should provide for adoption of the permanent limits
some time in advance of the July 1, 1979, deadline, so that
experience with the use of these limits may be gained before
the effective date of the dismissal sanction.

&
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(1) 1If the arrest or service occurs before July 1, 1976,
within [60] days of July 1, 1976;

(25" If the arrest or service occurs on or after July 1, 1976,
but before July l; 1977, within [60] days of arrest or service;

(3) If the arrest or service occurs on or after July 1, 1977,
but before July 1, 1978, within [45] days of arrest or service;

(4) 1If the arrest or service occurs on or after July 1, 1978,
but before July 1, 1979, within [35] days of arrest or service.

[§§ 3161(b), (£)]

%(b) Grand Jury Not in Session. If the defendant is charged
with a felony to be prqsecuted in this districg; and no grand jury in
the district has been in session during the perioé)prescribed in subsection
(a), such period shall be extended an additional 30 days. [§ 3161(b)]

(c) Measurement of Time Periods. If a person has not been arrested

or served with a summons on a Federal charge, an arrest will be deemed to
have been: made at such time as the person (i) 1s held in custody solely for
the purpose of responding to a Federal charge; (i1i) is delivered to the
custody of a Federal official in connection with a Federal charge; or (iii)

el

appears before a judicial officer in comnnection with a Federal charge.

* This subsection should be excluded in districts in which there
is no likelihood of its coming into play.



- 48 -

(d) Related Procedures.
(1) At the time of the earliest appearance before a judicial
officer of a person who has been arrested for an offense not
charged in an indictment or information, the judicial officer shall
establish for the record the date on which the arrest took place.
(2) 1In the absence of a showing to the contrary, a summons
ghall be considered to have been served on the date of service shown

on the return thereof.

4, Time Within Which Arraignment Must Be Held.

(a) Time Limits. A defendant shall be arraigned within 10 days of
the last to occur of the following dates:
(1) The date on which an indictment or information is filed;
(2) The date on which a sealed indictment or information is
ﬁnsealed;
(3) The date of the defendant's first appearance before a
judicial officer of this district; or
(4) July 1, 1976.
[§‘3161(c)]

(b) Measurement of Time Periods. For the purposes of this section:

(1) A defendant who signs a written consent to be tried

before a magistrate shall, if no indictment or information charging
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the offense has been filed, be deemed indicted on the date of
such consent,

(2) An arraignment shall be considered to take place at thé time
a plea is taken or is enteredAby the court on the defendant's behalf,

(c¢) Related Procedures. At the time of the defendant's earliest

appearance before a judicial officer of this district, the officer will
take appropriate steps to assure that the defendant is represented by
counsel and shall appoint counsel where appropriate under the Criminal
Justice Act and rule 44-of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. The
judicial officer will also inform the defendant of his rights under this

plan and pertinent legislation.

5, Time Within Which Trial Must Commence. i

#(a) Time Limits. The trial of a defendant shall commence within
the following time limits:
(1) 1If the arraignment occurs before July 1, 1976, within =
(180} days of July 1, 19763
(2) 1If the arraignment occurs on or after July 1, 1976, but
before July 1, 1977, within [180] days of the arraignment;
(3) If the arraignment occurs oﬁ or after July>1l, 1977, but

before July 1, 1978, within [120] days of the arraignment;

* See footnote to section 3(a).
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(4) If the arrailgnment occurs on or after July 1, 1978, but .
before July 1, 1979, within [80] days of the arraignment.

[§§ 3161(c), (g)]
(b) Retrial. The retrial of a defendant shall commence within 60

days from the date the order occasioning the retrial becomes final. If
thé retrial follows an appeal or collateral attack, tne court may extend
the period if unavailability of witnesses or other factors resulting from
passage of time make trial within 60 days impractical. The extended
peri;d shall not exceed 180 days. [§ 3161(e)]

(c) Withdrawal of Plea. If a defendant enters a plea of guilty

or nolo contendere to any or all charges in an i§d1ctment or information
and is subsequently permitted to withdraw it, the arraignment with respect

to the entire indictment or information shall be deemed to have been held

on the day the order permitting withdrawal of the plea becomes final. [§ 3161(1).

(d) Superseding Charges., If, after an indictment or information

has been filed, a complaint, indictment, or information isvfiled which
charges the defendant with the same offense or with an.offense required to
be joined with that offense, the time limit applicable to the subsequent
charge will be determined as follows:
(1) If the original indictment or information was dismissed
on motion of the defendant before the filing of the subsequent
charge, the time limit shall be determined without regard to the

existence of the original charge. [§ 3161(d)]
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(2) 1If the original indictment or information is pending at

the time the subsequent charge is filed, the trial ghall commence
within the time limit for commencement of trial on the original in-
dictment or information. [§ 3161(h)(6)]

(3) If the original indictment or information was dismissed
on motion of the United States Attorney before the filing of the
subsequent charge, the trial shall commence within the time limit
for commencement of trial on the original indictment or informatiom,
but the period during which the defendant was not under charges shall
be excluded from the computations. Such period is the period between
the dismissal of the original indictment or information and the date
the time would have commenced to run on the subsequent charge had
there been no previous charge.* [§ 3161(h)(6)]

(4) In cases in which paragraph (2) or (3) applies but no
arraignment is held on the original indictment or information, the
time limit for commencement of trial shall be computed as if such
arraignment had been held on the last permissible day, determined

under section 4(a).

% Under the rule of this paragraph, if an indictment was dismissed
on May 1, with 20 days remaining within which trial must be com—
menced, and the defendant was arrested on a new complaint on
June 1, the time remaining for trial would be 20 days from June 1:
the time limit would be based on the original indictment, but the
period from the dismissal to the new arrest would not count.



(5) The time within which an indictment or information must
be obtained on the subssquent charge, or within which an arraignment
must be held on such charge, shall be determined without regard to

the existence of the original indictment or information.

(e) Measufement of Time Periods. For the purposes of this section:

(1) An arraignment shall be deemed to take‘ﬁlace as provided
in section 4(b)(2).

(2) A trigl in a jury case shall be deemed to commence at the
beginning of voir dire.

(3) A trial im a non-jdry case shall be deemed to commence on
the day‘the casé 1s called, provided that some stép in the trial
procedure immediately follows.

(f) Related Procedures.

(1) The court shall have sole responsibility for setting cases
for trial after consultation with counsel. At the time of arraign-
ment or as soon thereafter as is practicable, each case will be set
for trial on a day certain or listed for trial on a weekly or other
short-term calendar.* [§ 3161(a)]

(2) Individual calendars shall be managed so that it will be

reasonably anticipated that ‘every criminal case set for trial will

% For defendants subject to secticn 6(a)(l) or 6(a)(2), it is
recommended that the trial be set for not more than 75 days after
the beginning of continuous detention or the designation as high
risk., Setting an early trial date would allow for the possibility
that trial must be delayed for reasons, such as illness, which
would not be attributable to the fault of the accused or one of
the attorneys.
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be reached during the week of 6rigina1 setting. A conflict in
schedules of Assistant United States Attorneys will not be grouhd
for a continuance or delayed setting except under” circumstances
approved by the court and called to tii: court's attention at the
earliest practicable time. The United States Attorney will
familiarize himself with the scheduling procedures of each judge
and will assign or reassign cases in such manner that the government
will be able to announce ready for trial.

(3) 1In the event that a complaint, indictment, or information
is filed against a defendant charged in a pending indictment or
information or in an indictment or information dismissed on motion
of the United States Attorney, the trial on the new charge shall

~commence within the time limit fog ccmmencemeﬁt of trial on the
original indictment or information unless the court finds that the
. new charge is not for the same offense charged in the original
indictment or information or an offense‘required to be joined
therewith.

(4) At the time of the filing of a complaint, indictment, or
information described in paragraph (3), the United States Attorney
shall give written notice to the court of that circumstance and of

his position with respect to the computation of the time limits,

B
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(5) All pretrial hearings shall be conducted as soon after
the arraignment as possible, consistent with the priorities of

other matters on the court's criminal docket,

6. Defepdants in Custody and High-Risk Defendants.*
(a) Time Limits. Notwithstanding any longer time periods that may
be permitted under sections 3, 4, and 5, the following time limits will
also be applicable to defendants in custody and high-risk defendants
as herein defined:
(1) The trial of a defendant held in custody solely for
the puréose of trial on a Federal charge shall commence within
90 days following the beginning of continuous custody.
(2) The trial of a high-risk defendant shall commence within
90 days of the determination or designation as high-risk.

[§ 3164(b)]

(b) Definition of "High-Risk Defendant." A high~risk defendant
is: |
(1) One whose chances of appearing at his trial or other

court proceedings have been judicially determined to be poor; or

* The commencement of trial of a defendant who is in custody pursuant
to State law and who has requested trial pursuant to Article III
of the Interstate Agreement on Detainers (18 U.S.C., Appendix),
or whose presence for trial has been obtained pursuant to Article
IV of the Agreement, may be affected by time limits established
by Article III(a) or Article IV(c) of the Agreement. Any conflict
between the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 and the Interstate Agreement
on Detainers must be resolved by the decisional process.
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(2) One reasonably designated by the United States Attorney
as posing a danger to himself or any other person or tv the community.

(c) Measurement of Time Periods. For the purposes of this section:

(1) When a defendant is apprehended and held in custody outside
this district, custody for thﬁ?sole purpose of trial shall be deemed
to begin (i) in proceedings under rule 40(b) of the Federal Rules
of Criminal Procedure, upon the finding and recommendation or order
by the magistrate or judge that a wafrant of reﬁoval shall issue
or upon the defendant's arrest pursuant to a warrant issued on
an indictment or information filed in this district, and (ii) in
cases initially processed under rule 20, at such time as the defendant
rejects disposition under rule 20. 1

(2) When a defendant is apprehended outside this district
and is released pursuant to the provisions of chapter 207 of title
18, U.S.C., the times set out above shall begin to run when the
defendant returns to this district.

(3) A trial shall be deemed  to commence as provided in sections
5(e)(2) and 5(e)(3).

(d) Related Procedures.

(1) If a defendant is being held in custody solely for the

purpose of awaiting trial, the United States Attorney shall advise
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the court at the earliest practicable time of the date of .
_beginning of such custody.
(2) The United States Attorney shall advise the court at
the earliest practicable time (usually at the hearing with respect
to bail) if the defendant is considered by him to be high risk,
(3) If the court finds that the filing of a "high risk"
désignation as a public record may result in prejudice to the
defendant, it may order the designation sealed for such period
as 18 necessary to protect the defendant's right to a fair trial,
but not beyond the time that the court's judgment in the case be-
comes final. Diuring the time the desigpation is under seal, it
shall be made known to the defendant and his counsel but shall

not be made known to other persons without the permission of the

court, ‘

7. Time Within Which Defendant Should be Senténced.

*%(a) Time Limit. A defendant shall ordiﬁarily be sentenced within
[45] days of the date of his conviction or plea of guilty or nolo contendere.

(b) Related Procedures. If the defendant and his counsel consent

thereto, a presentence investigation may be commenced prior to a plea of

gullty or nolo contendere or a conviction.

® The Speedy Trial Act does not establish time limits governing
the period between conviction and sentencing, but rule 50(b)
requires that each district court do so. The time limit set
forth in brackets in this section is a suggested limit, and
not a maximum permissible limit.

" .



8. ‘Juvénile ?rocéedingg.t

(d) Time Within\Which‘Tfia; Must Commence. An alleged delinquent

who is in detention pending trial shall be brought to trial within 30 days
of the date on which such detention was begun, as provided in 18 U.S.C. § 5036.

(b)' Time of Dispositional Hearing., If a juvenile is adjudicated

delinquent; a separate dispositional hearing shall be held no later than
20 court days after trial,'unieSS-the court has ordered further study of

Fhe juvenile in accOrdancé with 18 U.S;C. § 5037(e).

9. Exclusion of Time From Computations.

(a) Applicability. In computing any‘time'limit under section 3,

4, or 5, the periods of delay set forth in 18 U.S.C. § 3161(h) shall be

excluded.v

(b) Records of Excludable Time. The clerk of the court shall enter

on the docket, in the form prescribed by the Administrative Office of the
United States Courfs, information with respect to excludable periods of

time fof‘eaqh criminal defendant. With féspectvto proceedings prior tdlthe
filing of an indictment or information, excludable time shall be reported to

the clerk by the United States Attorney.

1

(c) Stipulationé.

(1) The attorney for the government and the attorney for the
defendant may at any time enter into stipuiations with réspect to

the accuracy of the docket entries recording excludable time.
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(2) To the extent that the amount of time stipulated by the .
parties does not exceed the amount recothdfon‘the;oocket for any
excludeble period of delay, the stipnlation'sheﬁl be conelnsive‘as
between the parties unless it has no basis inlfaot_o; law, It
shall similarly be conclugive as to a codefendant for the limited
purpose of determining, under 18 U.S.E;A§’3l61(h)(i5, nhether t%me
has run against the defendant entering into the etipulation.
(3) To the extent that the amount of time stipulated exceeds
the amount recorded on the docket, the stipulation shall have no
effect unless approved by the court,

(d) Pre-Indictment Procedures.

»

(1) Except for time excludable under 18 U.5.C. § 3161(h)(8),

the court will not rule on the excludability of time in computing

the time within which an indictment or information must be filed. .
(2) In the event that the United States Attorney seeks a

continuance under 18 U.S.C. § 3161(h)(8), he shall file a written

’ motion with the court. The motion shall state (1) whether ot not

the defendant is being held in custody on the basis of the complaint,

(ii) the period of time proposed for exclusion, and (;ii) the basis

of the proposed exclusion. In appropriate circumstances, it may

include a request that some or all of the supportingymaterial be

considered ex parte and in camera,
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(3) The court may grant a continuance under 18 U.8.C.
§ 3161(h)(8) for either a specific period of time or'a period to
be determined by reference to an event (such as recovery from 111~
ness) not within the control of the government. If the contiﬁuance
is to a date not certain, the court shall require one or both parties
to inform the court promptly when and if the circumstances that
Justify the continuance no longer exist. In addition, the court shall
require one or both parties to file periodic reports bearing on the
continued existence of such circumstances. The court shall deter-
mine the frequency of such reéorts in the light of the facts of the
particular case.

(e) Post-~Indictment Procedures.

(1) In the event that the court continues an arraignment ox
trial beyond the time limit set forth in secﬁibn 4 or 5, the court
shall determine whether the limit may be recomputed by excluding
time pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3161(h). In the absence of a need for
a continuance, the court will not ordinarily rule on the excludability
of any period of time.

(2) 1If it is determined that a continuance is justified, the
court shall set forth its findings in the.record, either orally or
in writing. If the continuance is granted under 18 U.S.C. § 3161(h)(8),

the court shall also set forth its reasons for finding that the ends‘
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of. justice served by granting the,continugnce,outweigh the best
interests of the publlc and the defendant in a speedy trial. If

the continuance is to a date not certain, the court shall rgquire

one or both parties to inform the court promptly whep gnd if .the
circumstances that justify the continuance no longer exist, In
dddition, the court shall require one or both parties to file per-
iodic reports bearing on the continued existence of such circumstances.
The court shall determine the frequency of such reports in the light

of the facts of the particular case.

10. Sanctions:.

(a) Defendants in Custody. A defendant inlcustody whose trial has
not commenced within the time limit set forth in 18‘U;S.C. § 3164(b) shall,
if the failure to commence trial was through no fault of the defendant or
his counsel, be released subject‘to such conditions as the court may impoée
in accordance with 18 U.S.C. § 3146, Nothing herein shall require that a
defendant in custody be releaged except as required by lS}U.S.C. § 3164(9).

(b) High-Risk Defendants. A high-risk defendant whose trial has

not commenced within the time limit set forth in 18 U.S.C. § 3164(b) shall,
if the failure to commence trial was through no fault of the attormey for the
Government, have his release conditions automatically reviewed, A high-risk

defendant who is found by the court to have intentionally delayed the trial
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of his case shall be subject to an order of the ‘court modifying his nonfinan-
cial conditions of release under chapter 207 of titie 18, U.S.C., to ensure

that he shall appear at trial as required. [§ 3164(c))

(c) Alleged Juvenile Delinquents. An alle%éﬁ delinquent in custody
whose trial has not commenced within the time 1imit/5et forth in 18 U.S.C.
§ 5036 shall be entitled to dismissal of his Case»ﬁgrsuant to that section
unless the Attormey General shows that the délay was consented to or caused
by the juvenile or his counsel, or would be in the interest of justice in

the particular case.

(d) Dismissal Not Required. Except as required by 18 U.S.C, § 5036,

failure to comply with the time limits prescribed herein shall not require
dismissal of the prosecution.* The court retains the power to dismiss a case
for unnecessary delay purguant to rule 48(h) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure,

11. Persons Serving Terms of Imprisonment.

If the United States Attorney knows that a person charged with an
offense 1s serving a term of imprisonment in any peral institution, he shall
promptly seek to obtain the presence of the prisoner for trial, or cause a

detainer to be filed, in accordance with the provisions of 18 U.S.C. § 3161(]).

* Dismissal may be required in some cases under the Interstate
Agreement on Detalners.
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12. Monitoring Compliance With Time Limits., .

(a) Responsibilities of District Planning Group. 'As part of its -

conitinuing study of the administration of criminal justice in this district,
the digtrict planning grdup will pay speclal attention to those cases in which
there 18 a fallure to comply with the time limits set forth herein. From

time to time, the group may make appropriate recommendations to prevent
repetition of failures.

(b) Responsibilities of Clerk. In addition to maintaining such

statistical data as 1s reduired to be maintained by the Administrative Office
of the United States Courts, the clerk will from time to time report to the
other members of the planning group each case in which there is a failure

to comply with any tdime limit set forth herein.

(¢) Responsibilities of United States Attorhey. The United States

Attorney shall, within 5 days after the close of the reporting period, furnish .
the court with a biweekly report of persons in custody. The Marshal shall

provide guch assistance as may be necessary in the preparation of the report.

The report shall indicate the judge to whom each case hés been assigned.

The "Reason for Detention" column shall include an explanation in any case

for which the defendant's status appears to be inconsistent with the time

limits set forth herein. A copy of the report shall be furnished to each

iﬁdge of the court.

13, Effective Date.

Upon approval of the reviewing panel designated in accordance with
18 U,8.C. § 3165(c) and rule 50(b) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure,
the time limits and procedures set forth herein shall become effective on

July 1, 1976, and shall supersede those previously in effect.
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‘ APPENDIX B
y ORIENTATION OF SPEEDY TRIAL PLANNING GROUPS

Within one month of the commencement of the first
interim time limits on October 1, 1975, the Federal Judicial
Center sponsored six orientation conferences to reach all
of the district planning groups in the eleven judicial
circuits. The main purpose of the conferences was to
clarify the scope of the planning groups' responsibilities
and the resources on which they could draw. .

Each district was represented by six or more planning
group members or alternates. The two-day conferences were
held in six cities nationwide:

Chicago September 17, 18 Circuits 6, 7
New Orleans September 29, 30 5
Denver October 2, 3 10
San Francisco October 6, 7 9
Washington October 9, 10 3,4,D.C,
. New York October 16, 17 1,2

Presentation topics included:

a. Overview of the requirements imposed by the Speedy Trial Act
b. Issues in interpreting the Act

c. 'Uses of statistical information in the planning process

d. The revised criminal/speedy trial reporting system

e. Procedural changes tested or considered as means of
.compliance with speedy trial requirements

After the initial presentations at each conference,
groups of judges, magistrates, U.S. Attorneys, defenders,
clerks of court and reporters met separately to discuss
common problems and prospects which were reviewed when the
groups reconvened the following morning.
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ALLOCA’T[ON OF OFFICERS AND SUPPORTING PERSONNFL
TO PRETRIAL SERVICES AGENCIES

The present authorized and actual stafflng configuratlon
for the five Boards of Trustees Agencies is as follows:
Authorized and Actual Staffing Configuration as of August 1, 1976

CHIEF  SUPERVISING. PRETRIAL - STENO-

PSO PSO " OFFICERS  GRAPHIC  TOTAL

Maryland* 1 (1) 5 (4) 4 (4) 10 (9)
E. N.Y. 1 (1) 1(1) 7 (7) 3 (3) 12 (11)
E. Mich.* 1 (1) 2 (2) 11 (6) 5 (3) 19 (12)
W. Mo.* 1 (1) 4 (4) 3 (3) 8 (8)
E. Pa.* 1 (L) 1 (1) 8 (6) 5 (3) 15 (11)
Total 5 (5) 4 (4) 35 (27) 20 (16) 64 (51)

2, Staffing Composition - Probation Division ' ’

The present authorized and actual staffing configuration
for the five Probation Division Pretrial Services Agencies is
as follows: |
Authorized and Actual Staffing Configuration és of August 1, 1976
CHIEF SUPERVISING PRETRIAL STENO—

PSO PSO OFFICERS _ GRAPHIC _ TOTAL

C. Cal. 1 (1) 2 (2) 13 (1) 5 (4) 21 (18)
N. N.Y. 1 (1) 1 (1) 11 (8) 4 (4) 17 (14)
N. 111, 1 (1), 1 (1) 7 (8) 3 (3) 12 (i1)
N. Ga. 1 (1) 1 (1) 7 (7) 4 (3) 13 (12)
N. Texas 1(1) 1 (1) 4 (4) 2 (2) 8 ( 8)
Total 5 (5) 6 (6) 42 (36) 18 (16) 71 (63)

* Indicates the presence of branch offices in these districts.

The actual staffing configuration is reflected with the ::\‘

brackets in the above tables.
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APPENDIX D
PSA SURVEY OF PRESENTENCE REPORTS

“The Pretrial Services Branch conducted a survey of the
10 demonstration districts prioxr to the field implementation
of the project. The purpdses of the survey were (1) to
deteﬁmine the availability of data for the evaluation effort;
and (2) to obtain basic datalon the detention and recidivism
rates in each of the 10 districts.

The data were obtained from presentence reports which
had been completed by the U,S. Probation Office in each
demonstration district du;ing a 9 month period from
September 1, 1974, to July i, 1975. A random sample was
drawn which generated a sample of 1317 or 20;8% from a
population of 6341 convicted Federal offenders. The use of
convicted offenders only may‘have skewed the results of the
sample, however, the effects of systematically excluding
nonconvicted offenders is not known.

Data were collected on the following dimensions: (1) sex;
(2) prior criminal record; (3) heroin addiction; (4) alcoholism;
(5) employment status; (6) days detained; (75 conviction offense;
and (8) bail violations to include rearrests and failure to
appear. The data collection effort produced three subclasses:
(1) offenders detained from point of arrest to sentencing;
(2) offenders initially detained, but later feleased; and

(3) those released without any period of detentionm.
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The survey disclosed that 236 or 17.9% of the sample
were detained from the point of arrest to sentencing;with
an average detention time of 105.7 days ranging frcm 30 to
460 days, Of this group 88.97% were males with prior records.
They represented the higheet rate of hercin addiction - 23,3%,
of the subsamples in the survey and the lowest emplcyment rate
of the three gfoups. ‘The conviction offenses for the detained
subsample primarily consisted of bank robbery - Title 18
U,5.C. 2113 and violation of a section of Title 21 or drug
associated offenses. |

The second subsample of the survey consisted of*é5430r
11.7% of the population who were initially detained, but were
(later released after satlsfylng the conditlons of ba11 This
group was detained for an average of 7.4 days Wlth a range
4Hfrom 1 to 45 days in detention Like the first group, the
:ﬁmajority of this subsample, 74 0% had prlor records however,

the heroin addiction and alcohollsm rates were 1ess than the

detained group. The employment rate for this group was 48.1% -

at the time of conviction. The bail violation fe%e, including
failure to appear and rearrest, Was 11.4%. Convictions by
offense were falrly well dispersed with a clustering effect
of 22 1% occurring in drug violations of Title 21.

The third group in the survey is offenders released
without any perlod of detention As expected this group is
the largest Wlth 928 cr»7Q.7% of'the eemple in this c}/jsf
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. This group had 72% male and 27.2% female'offenders with 50.9%
having prior records. The addiction-rate, 13.3%,vis comparative
with the detained, then released group, however, the alcoholism
rate, 5.4%, is considerably 1o§er; Slightly more than half of
this group, 53.7%,'wefe employed at the.time of conviction.

The bail violation rate was 4.6%, which is substantially less
than thequggined, then released group. The conviction offenses
for this gfaﬁp were well scattered, w;th some clustering in
Title 18 U.S.C. 1708{.T1F1e 18 U.S8.C. 371 and Title 21
violations. M |

‘Based on the results of this survey, it appears that the:
'ﬁetention‘rateé in the 10 demonstratidn districts will vary

‘ from a low of 11.7% in Northern Illinois to a high of 30.6%
in Northern Texas. The bail violation rate ranged from 0
in Maryland toféfgééi of 7.6% in the Eastern District of
Michigah. Q | |

| Caution §§ou1d be used inzinterpreting the above data -

given the basic analysis techniques used.
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~ TABLEf{ |
ALLOCATION OF FUNDS FOR SPEEDY TRIAL PLANNING

. Criminal .

No. of ¥ilings Initial Supp. Total
pistrict Judgeships, F¥ 19758 Grant Grant Grant
Alao’ N; 4 485 $ 5,000 d $ 5,000
Ala,, M. 2 273 8. 5,000 - $§ 5,000
Ala,, S. 2 148 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000

Alaska 2 229 .6 5,000, § 5,500 $ 10,500
Ariz. 5 1,330 $ 5,000 $ 5,000 $ 10,000
ark., E. 2 331 $ 5,000 , §$ 15,0086  § 20,000
Ark., W. 2 114 $ 5,000 $ 10,000 $ 15,000
calif., N. 11 744 $ 5,000 $ 10,000 5 15,000
calif., E. 3 1,152 $ 5,000 - ©$ 5,000
Calif., C. 16 1,821 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Calif., S. 5 2,350 $ 5,000 | - " $ 5,000
Colorado 4 369 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Corin. 4 324 $ 5,000 $ 15,000 $ 20,000
Delaware 3 189 $ 5,000 $ 1,000 $ 6,000
D.C. 15 860 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Fla., N. 2 188 $ 5,000 $ 4,400 $ 9,400
Fla., M. 6 565 $ 5,000 $ 7,400 $ 12,400
Fla., S. 7 795 $ 5,000 $ 10,000 $ 15,000
Ga., N. 6 577 $ 5,000 $ 5,000 $ 10,000
Ga., M. 2 204 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Ga., S. 2, 559 $ 5,000 - ©$ 5,000
Hawaii 2 151 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000 o
Idaho 2 116 $ 5,000 ‘ - $ 5,000 ‘
Ill., N. 13 732 $ 5,000 $ 20,000 % 25,000
Ill., E. 2 198 . $ 5,000 - ~§ 5,000
Ill., S. 2 139 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Ind., N. 3 441 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Ind., S. 4 252 $ 5,000 $ 8,500 $ 13,500
Iowa, N. 1-1/2 112 $§ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Iowa, S. 1~1/2 155 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Kansas 4 391 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Ky., E. 2=1/2 428 $ 5,000 : - $ 5,000
Ky., W. 3-1/2 388 $ 5,000 $ 2,000 $ 7,000
La., B. 9 723 $ 5,000 , - $ 5,000
La., M. 1 86 $ 5,000 - - $ 5,000
La., W. 4 404 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Maine 1 98 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Maryland 7 844 $ 5,000 $ 7,500 $ 12,500
Mass. |, <6 557 $ 5,000 $ 20,000 $ 25,000
Mich., E. 10 1,658 § 5,000 - $ 5,000
Mich., W. 2 275 $ 5,000 $ 5,000 $ 10,000
Minn. 4 369 $ 5,000 $ 15,000 $ 20,000
Miss., N. 2 143 $ 5,000 $ 500 $ 5,500
Miss., S. 3 110 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Mo., E. 4 376 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Mo., W. 4 1,192 $ 5,000 $ 20,000 $ 25,000
Montana 2 165 $ 5,000 $ 1,500 $ 6,500
Nebraska 3 193 $ 5,000 - $§ 5,000
N%vada 2 230 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
New Hamp. 1 51 $ 5,000 $ 2,500 $ 7,500
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TABLE1
ALLOCATION OF FUNDS FOR SPEEDY TRIAL PLANNING

Criminal
No. of Filings Inltial supp. Total
District Judgeships FY 1975 Grant Grant Grant
New Jersey 9 590 $ 5,000 $ 10,500 $ 15,500
New Mexico 3 365 $¢ 5,000 $§ 10,000 $ 15,000
N.Y., N. 2 115 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
N.Y., E. 9 860 $ 5,000 $ 16,000 $ 21,000
N.Y., S. 27 1,278 $§ 5,000 $ 17,500 $ 22,500
N.Y., W. 3 264 $ 5,000 $ 6,000 $ 11,000
"N.C., E. 2 299 $ 5,000 $ 3,800 $ 8,800
N.C., M. 2 397 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
N.C., W. 2 295 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
N. Dak. 2 95. $ 5,000 $ 5,000 $ 10,000
Ohio, N. 8 . 765 $ 5,000 $ 12,500 $ 17,500
Ohio, S. 5 342 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Okla., N. 1-2/3 156 $ 5,000 $ 3,500 $ 8,500
Okla., E. 1-2/3 61 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Okla., W. 2-2/3 250 $ 5,000 , - $ 5,000
Oregon 3 283 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Pa., E. : 19 747 $ 5,000 $ 25,000 $ 30,000
Pa., M. 3 183 $ 5,000 $ 2,500 $ 7,500
Pa., W. ' . 10 357 $ 5,000 $ 12,500 $ 17,500
P. Rico 3 - 273 $ 5,000 $ 20,000 $ 25,000
R.T. 2 150 $ 5,000 - $§ 5,000
s.C. 5 545 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
S. Dak. 2 415 $ 5,000 $ 10,000 $ 15,000
Tenn., EB. 3 183 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Tenn., M. 2 287 $ 5,000 $ 5,000 5 10,000
Tenn., W. 3 177 $ 5,000 = $ 5,000
Texas, N. 6 624 $ 5,000 $ 15,000 $ 20,000
Texas, E. 3 158 $ °5,000 $ 8,500 $ 13,500
Texas, S. 8 1,044 $ 5,000 $ 10,000 $ 15,000
Texas, W. 5 1,064 $ 5,000 $ 9,000 $ 14,000
Utah 2 138 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Vermont 2 102 $ 5,000 $ 5,000 $ 10,00@@
Va., E. 6 1,049 $ 5,000 - $ 5,600
Va., W. 2 315 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Wash., B. 1-1/2 193 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Wash., W. 3-1/2 524 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
W. Va., N. I~1/2 68 $ 5,000 $§ 2,500 $ 7,500
W. va., S. 2~1/2 233 ~ $ 5,000 - = § 5,000
Wis., E. 3 : 246 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Wis., W. 1 75 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Wyoming 1 123 $ 5,000 - 5, $ 5,000
vir. Is. 2 383 $ 5,000 $ 25,000 $ 30,000
Canal Zone 1 409 $ 5,000 - $ 5,000
Guam 1 34 $ 5,000 8 3,500 $ 8,500

Totals $470,000 $429,100 $899,100
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s ninM Annm 10 muwmznr

J Trl

(he dls(

NMENT TO TRIAL
3l plans adopled by
Lourts

to arraignmant intarval {s 10 days in wl} canes

xtfoctive Effective
Bintriots July 1, 1976 July 1, 1977 July 1, 1978 Distriats July 1, 1976 July 3, 1977 July 1, 1378
. sixth Clirecult
DINLELEE OF COlWARy gaenres 43/130 46/100 38/70 Kantucky:
b s - East Careegeriarriaas L M M
Piest Qirouit WONEOLTN e cesroratreviryas 35/80 35/80 30/60
Michigans
PALHA pragavissstsseseratety 30/60 A0/60 30/60 BasteiNescorveversednnns M oM M
HMONRRCHURAEER (o s anreerrranry M M WOREAEN o s s onavessoraye 45/120 as/80 30/60
Hat HAEOALEesacrvsrrsrnna 45/320 15/00 30/60 ohios
Riode INARAe, eavivsnrieves M M H HOPEthathesegseoinrnorens 15/00 35/80 M
PUBEEO RICOsiasrvssrarrsaansy M L] " - EQULREINs crrrvsssraariya 60/320 45/80 30/60
1
Bocond Qireult EaBtETNeerirttsarrstores M M M
Hiddlaysssseerrearasiyae M M M
Connectioutaversserersircas 30/60 A0/60 9/60 HeBEOT N v v savivinsnivisan o M I
New Yorks
HOKLh@LNssssssnrostnaeirns M H M Ssventh Clroult
Bastartoerrrvseosersqneses M M M
HOULhUER, s v ssanearesoresee M # M I134nodss
HOAEOLtiycnerssvsarenrrrren M [ M HOPtharn. sversspenrsaes 48/150 35/100 30/70
VOXmOREs vevsreevinnsssirssna M L M BAaBEArNesvosrreserrsonee N M M
BOULhOEN s svessussnarony 48/120 35/80 30/60
hird Glroult Indinnat .
NORENOL Ny eossyrorerntnse H M N
DELAWAYO s corssrvasrsnsisary 30/)20 10780 30/80 SOULNOINeeserovrorertsen M M #
HOW JRLOMYeraesriscnnrrnoniy L] M L} Wisconain:
pannsylvaning 5T T.3 D 45/180 H M
| L R T I T 30/100 30/320 30/p0 HESEELN e srsrrrocstrosars 30/100 30/30Q 20/80
MidO30epcrsrcaarntsntnecss H H M
Wastarnsecessanneviririne H M L] Blghth Qircuit
ViEGIR Iniandss s evonenentsy M M M R
X ¥
Fourth Clrouly BasterNyisrserereirsrane M M M
WaRtArN s svrrrareeserany . H M M
Marylandssassrereraarainsny 30/60 30/60 30/60 Towat
Morth Carolinas NOXENEEN Yy unrrosarrpvey 30/60 30/60 10/60
EAHEANNcars trrevsrersiaing H M M SOULNOTN v qstersaraeriy 30/60 20/60 30/60
101845 v servorivesviranes 30/60 30/60 30/60 Minnesoto,seesvesaessverer 10/60 30/60 30/80
HOBLUXtoserervssrsvrnroney 30/60 30/60 J0/60 Mignouriy
Bouth CArolinAvssvrasressven 45/60 3%8/60 an/60 Easbern,crcrsesrcrprrane 30/60 30/60 30/60
Vieginies WoRterNeoserssetrvesearss M M [
EARRArNcsrsasrervsarvionae M M b Nebraakoeesievoveervsovesy 18 M M
WANEALD s seobavtvsrrererose 45/130 M 3 North Dakotfessrsvreqooees 30/60 30/60 30/60
Went Virginias South DaKOtAversorresibyes .3 M M
HORLhOEN s erpavonansonine Mo, Y ) M g
SOUthEFNesasvarssvsonnieay 30760 30/60 ©30/60 Rinth Circuit
Pifth Clrewit ALABKA) s persrranasarserns 30/120 30/120 30/60
ACLRONAsesvecrrerrersninny 30/60 30/60 30/60
Alabaimay Californias
HOYthareesvicesrvanisares M M M NOXEROT e s sovsnasresogssn 30/3,20 30/120 30/80
MAda18aesararsersrnsrrarsg 60/120 M M ;m/uo 307120 30/60
BOUENATNe s saressrerstriney H M H ) M M
rloriday { GOutharNyeceasersasrsoee 10/90 10/90 10/60
Northorfeesreaviasasrrsvis 607120 M M Howaddepeisrrpersarroesans M M M
MLddlos cuvaenncusnisnnnnes 40/130 M M TdahOeeeresisnsoniriseraas 30/60 30/60 30/60
BOULhARI s e erstrnsrsareres M L] M Montana, s perearesnarivaiey 30/60 30/60 30/60
Goorgiay Nevad@ysarsrevonrsosretns M M M
NOELheXtsavovavesirvssatas M M H OXOgON,sesrseanspsernsnses 10/60 30/60 30/60
HEdALlaaarerrasrrireresrses B M N Washington:
LT T T O T} 30/60 30/60 30/60 EABtOLNeevstoinrersanbee M M M
toulujanat HOBLAEN, seagragsransrany M M M
FANLOL vrsesscrerrorraiey M M M GUBMe eryarssrsansersrracss M M L
- MLddLasanvsasassessoirinnse 60/$0 45/90 M
HOBLOTR s carsanrnosrrbrtrny M M M Tanth Clrouit
Minalumippse !

NaxXtherNisevasnusonverasan M M « 30/60 COLOFAROss by e rvipssnrayns M M M
HOUheTRecsrssaressasrines M H M Kangtimyeroaageese oty M M L
Taxant New MeXicOorsssveryrasepns 30/60 30/60 30/60

FAtAROL i v s vsersvsvrescrns N M n Oklahomay
EaNEaENyeseirorsarsrerivee M M M NOXthernNeesssssrsayessyy 30/180 30/120 30/80
BoUthernsvessssveesnstrvas $0/120 45/100 M BantarNasecesrsrersctony 30/60 30/60 30/60
WOREBENycreanorassnransivy M L M WOBLOLNs vaenvqeotsarrspe H M I3
Canal AONBuserseserersitrnny M n R Utaheysrvosnonrvrarerassyes M M M
WYOmINGasesresrsrnrsresscns 30/60 30/60 30/60
M-Naximum Limits pormittad by the 60/180 454120 as/ao

the Act
1pian does not cover July 1, 1978 to July 1, 1979,

1%
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TABLE 28
SUMMARY OF TIME LIMIYS
ADDPTED &Y THE COURTS
Sl
Permanont Parmynont PR by P
i Umits YTimite . litita Yimity
Maximunt Shorteyr before now in . Maxinum Shortor hatoro wow in
plstricts Limits Linits July 1, 1979 affect pistricta - Limits Timitn July 3, 1999 aFfect
Totdliseeassevasainese {50) L} (10} (19) Bixth Tireuit
District of Columblac.siees b4 Kahuuekyt
Vetsveinaeneny X
Pirst Cireuit WontorNesssesensaninas X
Michigany

MaiiBeqasssarnenransoraanns ® E4ntefhecivsvnsainanss X N

Magsachusettfeivrescineriss X WeBLaENiarsvsassncarsn . X

Hew hampshire. beedbadans X Chiot

Rhode Island,. deanine X Borthuriissessvrrceere X

Puerto RICO cevresenssncans X : SLIT, T3 | PN PN . X

Bacond Cireuit . BOBEOLR s avsasnitons X
Middleuscarerecrninine x
CONROBELCUE v et st ianas X WeaberNesrisrovesieren X
Naw York:
Northerness .. rveass X geventh Circuit
Eastern,, caeesee X
Southern.iaseyens 3 Tllinoint
WoBEAXResssssvre X NoxthoENascsvsravesans X
Varmonteiceesssonressaninne X EA0tOEXN consancrrrnses X
Southorneeseesnverncen R
Thixd Cixcuit Indinnne
NoXtharRessseiversaees X

DOlaWArSycrissusacansssnnnes x Southertassssissansves X

Now Jersa¥eicsssasrosasensny X Wiseonsing

Pennsylvanias Bagtorhecsanveatsansee X
Eagtorn..yscatessconsence X . WonEeXNesstansssrernsa X
Middlosieavesns seianea X - :

Westoriavases saedasein X Eighth Circuit
Viggih Islandfeescesesssess X
Arki t
Fourth Circuit Eagtorfssesesssirsans X
WaBkOLN s voearssnonss X

Marylandisssvsssoersnsvsnss X Town:

Notrth Carolinas NoxthorDacssvrsnsnssss b
Eagtorh.es csesernisesavan X Boutharfessasreresnnen X
Middlessssennrsresnsenses X Minnosota,essessiseseens X
Wostarnie vevseesors X Mianouris

South CarolinBeieassssssavss X EantorNeecsavssannsons X

Virginiay 1 LCELT, PEP R P RN X
EABEOIN easstavsasivinars X Nobraakaesissssasesstens X
WOREOE N4 ey savotrrtnsrnres x* North DaKOtlessresssvyey X

West Vieginia: South Bakotdiaseesvranrs X
NOrthern.eessseassnanines x
Southerfusscecesscsersans X Ninth Cireuit

Fifth Circult ALaoKA s sgersvassirsnes X
ACLiZON0s ssoccraarsranne .

Alabamat Californias
Northern..scisssossronens X Northarfeeereraovennss X
Middlasissanes X Easterficverevissincess X
Southernsseessss X Contrflessirsavereanns X

Floridas Southarnes sesenravesss X
HoXtherniessasessessasans X Howaldesesiasnnsenancens X
Middlessasrnionrinnnasnse X Q0RO s siarartbcarrrnny X
Southornaive renane X Montandusseseseisessreas X

Georging Navadaseecasrsoanracones X
NOXthorNessssesescesagens X OLOUONMusessaerntossrsssa .4
Middloceee. Tvenne X Washingtont
SOUthAXNescsssesssrssases X Badtorficissssssssnsan X

Louisiana: T PO X
EastorNuececiass es X Guanm, seterresianan %

Middloeasnrrenae . X
WostarNiceessevosssssnres g Tenth Circuit

Mimpissippl:

NortharNeisesvessisssenare X ColnradOesssvasartasasee %
Southorfecssssisneisncae X KBNS, esatrsarartnsates X

Texass Now MOXECO.essrsirarsnsn X
Noxthorniasssssansssesans X Oklahomas
Eastern.sessesss e X HorthorNessssssveveses X
Southern.. sesses . X EastofNucvessresanse X
WosterNs « cecesces . X X

Canal ZoNB..sviceresssenese X 3

WYOmMINGesnsserrassesrn X
1plan does not cover 7/1/78 to 7/1/79.
i "y
" pal
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Note Of Explanation To
_Accompany Table 3.

~This table contains preliminary information on the
number of defendants held in custody prior to trial whose
cases were disposed of in the United States district courts
during the period from February 1 to June 30, 1976, For
the most part, the table includes only those defendants
indicted subsequent to October 1, 1975, In some, instances
the cases of defendants not held in custody may have been
commenced before that date,

Section 3164(b) of Title 18, United States Code,
requires that '"the trial of any person (held in custody)
shall commence no later than ninety days following the
beginning of such continuous detention,.." (Emphasis
supplied.) Of the 6,044 defendants disposed of during
this period who had been held in detention, 263 or 4. 4
percent had been held in custody more than 90 days. The
information compiled for this report is gross time in
custody It does not show how many of these defendants
were in fact released prior to trial, but after the 90 .
day period elapsed, nor does it indicate the number of
defendants released from custody and subsequently returned
to custody for violation of the conditions of release.
Additionally the available information does not show the
extent to which the "excludable time" provisions of
18 U.S.C. 3161(h) have been applied by district courts
to the "interim time' limits. of 18 U,8.C. 3164(b). See
the text of the report for a discussion of the conflicting
court decisions on this issue. The periods of detention
shown in the table include all detention, whether continuous

or not, and all periods of detention to which excludable
time may have been applied, =
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TABLE3

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF IN THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

J‘AND PERIODS OF DETENTION FOR THOSE DETAINED IN CUSTODY, BY DISTRICT,

. TOTAL NUMBER OF DEFENDANTS AND TIME IN CUSTORY
tora. | DETAINEES INDAYS

DEFEN— ['NUM~ PER~ . ] 151 &

CIrRCULT oaNTs | BER CENT 1~-10 11~30 31-90 91-120 124~150 DVER
AND NUM=| PER— | NUM~ | PER~ | NUM~ | PER— | NUM= | PER— | NUM~ | PER- | NUM— | PER—
DISTRICT BER GENT | BER CENT | BER ‘CENT | BER CENT | BER CENT | BER CENT
TUTAL ALL DISTRICTS.. | 16060 | 044 3746 | 2770  45.8 |'LO57  17.5 ] 1954 32.4 | 159 246 57 1.0 47 .8
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIAG 264 131 4946 55 42.0 11 B4 56 42e7 5 38 4 3.1 0 .0

FIRST CIRCUITaasne 326 4 1.2 1" 25.0 1 25.0 2 50.0 0 .0 0 -0 0 .0
HAINEcoousossovneasas 39 0 -0 0 . 0 +0 0 .0 0 .0 0 -0 0 o0
MASSACHUSETTS emeevsnss 173 1 Y 1L 100.0 ] «0 [ «0 0 «0 0 «0 0 «0
NEH HAMPSHIREewaasane 12 1 843 0 »0 .1 100.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 «0 0 «0
RHODE 1SLANDswswwssus 26 0 «0 0 0 0 .0 0 -0 0 -0 0 .0 0 -0
PUERTO RICOaeessavsoe] 76 2 246 0 ] 0 .0 2 100.0) : o «0 0 <0 0 .0

SECOND CIRCUITawwa 942 | 121 - 12.8 37 30.4 29 24.0 48 39.7 T4 3.3 2 1.7 1 -8
CONNECTICUT ewmsanvasee 65 100 . 15.4 2 2040 1 10.0 ‘T 7040 0 «0 1} -0 0 «0
NEW YORK NORTHERNswwe 48 2L 4348 | 11 5244 & 28a6 1 4e 8 3 143 0 o0 0 .0
NEW YORK EASTERNseawew 308 0 «0 0 -0 0 «0 0 «0 0 M o] .0 0 .0
NEW YORK SOUTHERN¢eso 446 73 1644 18 24.7 20 27.4 32 43.8 0 .0 2 2.7 1 L4
NEW YORK WESTERNeeses 40 11 27.5 5 4545 1 941 4 36.4 1 9.1 0 -0 0 .0
VERMONT wuweansnwasons 351 [} 17.1 1 16.7 1 1647 4 6647 ¢} -0 [¢] «Q 0 -0

1]

THIRD CIRCUITevwes | 1034 ) 304 . 29.4 | 109 35.9 43 1348 135 4444 12. 3.9 5 1.6 1 »3
DELAWAREcsuesesannsas 78 9 1ll.5 1 1ll.l 0 «0 8 88.9 0 -0 0 «0 0 -0
NEW JERSEYwewessnosne 251, 73 29.1 52 7l.2 1 1.4 16 Zl.9 L2 247 1 1.4 1 1.4
PENNSYLVANIA EASTERN. 342 78 22.8 7 9.0 18 23.1 51 ' 65.4 1 1.3 1 1.3 0 -0
PENNSYLVANIA MIDDLE. &4 13 20.3 2 15.4 3 . 23.1 8 6l.5 0 o0 0 .0 ] .0
PENNSYLVANIA WESTERN. 109 32 29.4 14 43.8 5 1546 11 34.4f. 2 6e3 0 o0 o o0
VIRGIN ISLANDScocsaws 190 99 ' 52.1 33 33.3 15 152 41 4l.4 T 7.1 3 3.0 0 .0

FOURTH CIRGUITeseo| 1815 501 27.6 | 214 42.7 88 17.6] 169 33.7 21 4e2 7 l.4 2 o4
MARYLAND sosacocacnnas 508 88 17.3 24 27.3 15  17.0 44 5040 3 3e4 1 1.1 1 l.l
NO« CAROLINA EASTERN. 129 io 7.8 5 5040 1 10.0 3 30.0 0 ) 1 100! o «0
NO. CAHOLINA MIODLE.. )|, 160 119 74.4 97  81.5 3 2.5 17  14.3 0 «0 1 .8 1 .8
NO. CAROLINA WESTERN.| * LOT 16 15.0 9 563 2 12.5 4 25.0 0 .0 1 6.3 0 N
SOUTH CAROLINAwawsous 184 .74 40,2 18 24.3 17 +23.0 23 . 3.1 16  21l.6 0 .0 0 <0
VIRGINIA EASTERNeveea 533 176 33.0 54 30.7 46 2641 73 4l.5 2 1.1 1 .6 0 .0
VIRGINIA WESTERNen.ee 90 14 15.6 6 4249 4 2846 3 2le4 Q 0 1 Tel o -0
Wa VIRGINIA NORTHERN. 22 3 13.6 0 -0 0 .0 2 66.7 ] .0 1 33.3 0 «0
We VIRGINIA SOUTHERN. 82 1 1.2 1 100.0 0 .0 0 «0 0 ) 0 -0 0 «0

FIFTH GIRCUITeawae| 4354) 1274 29.3 | 556 43,6 241 18,9 417  32.7 40 3.1 11 .9 9 o7
ALABAMA NORTHERNaevas 258 87  33.7 55  63.2 13 149 13 14.9 5 5.7 0 .0 1 lel
ALABAMA MICDLEeeenons 152 ] ] 0 .0 0 .0 0 . 0 <0 0 .0 0 -0
ALABAMA SDUTHERNes s ae 106 23 21.7 3 13.0 8 '34.8 10 435 2 8.7 0 .0 0 .0
FLORIDA NORTHERNcewes 83 51 bl.4 7 13.7 17  33.3 22 43.1 3 59 2 3.9 0 <0
'FLORIDA MIDDLE«swwons 302 90  29.8 43 47.8 12 13.3 32  35.4 2 2.2 0 N 1 1.1
FLORIDA SOUTHERNeseew 336 196 58.3 89  45.4 21 1047 72 3647 9 4eb 1 «5 4 2.0

138 60  43.5 24 40.0 10 16.7 21 35.0 4 6.7 1 1.7 0 .0

195 10 51 3 30.0 2 20.0 5 5040 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0

624 3 .5 0 .0 2 b6aT 1 33.3 0 «0 0 w0 o 0
LOULSTANA EASTERNeees 359 44 12.3 10 22.7 10 22,7 22 50.0 2 45 0 .0 0 <0
LOUISTIANA MIDDLEaasaw 45 20 4444 17  85.0 0 «0 2 10.0 0 -0 1 5.0 0 .0
LOUISTANA WESTERNeww« 419 0 «0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 -0 0 .0 0 <0
MISSISSIPPI NORTHERN. 52 2 3.8 0 -0 0 .0 2 100.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 «0
MISSISSIPPI SQUTHERN 54 26 48.1 13 50.0 T 26.9 5 19.2 0 <0 0 .0 1 3.8
TEXAS NORTHERNewseoeo 246 143 S58.1 75 5244 36  25.2 27  18.9 1 o7 2 1.4 2 Le4
TEXAS EASTERNscessese 60 35 5843 13 37.1 5 14,3 16 4547 1 2.9 0 -0 0 -0
TEXAS SOUTHERN<seesea STT| 286 49.6| 140 49.0 58 20.3 84  29.4 2 o7 2 a7 0 -0
TEXAS WESTERNseucasew 222 141 63.5 49 34.8 25  17.7 56  39.7 9 b4 2 14 0 -0
CANAL ZONEaessssvesesse 126 57  45.2 15 26.3 15 2643 27 47.4 0 -0 0 .0 0 <0
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TABLE 3

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF IN THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
FROM FEBRUARY 1 TO JUNE 30, 1876, SHOWING THE NUMBER
AND PERIODS OF DETENTION FOR THOSE DETAINED {N CUSTODY, BY DISTRICT,

T S
TOTAL NUMBER OF DEFEND&%%@?DTIMEIN cusTony
TOTAL DETAINEES
OEFEN— [ NIM= T PER~ 151 &
CIRCUIY pAts | BER | CENT 1-10 11-30 31-90 91=120 V21150 NER
AND NUM-~ PER={ NUM=- PER= | NUM- PER~ | NUM~ PER= | NUM- PER= | NUM=- PER=
DISTRICT BER CENT | BER CENT | BER CENT 7 AER GENT | 8ER CENT | OER CENY
SIXTH CIRCUITswnne 1581 823 5241 514 62.5 95 11.5 180 21.9 19 243 S 1 10 -e
KENTUCKY EASTERNevess 122 80 6546 28 35.0 29  36.3 17 2143 3 3.8 1 1«3 2 268
KENTUCKY WESTERNewaws 150 85 5647 34 40,0 12 l4.l 35 41,2 2 2ad 2 Rwh 0 o0
MICHIGAN EASTERNessse 530 fh4d 83.8 393 88.5 8 1.8 3z Te2 5 1.1 1 2 5 1.1
MICHIGAN WESTERNeowwe T4 19 257 5 2643 3 1548 8 4241 3 1548 0 0 0 «0
- QHIQ NORTHERN.<ceesss 249 46 18,5 8 17.4 10 21.7 25 5443 2 43 0 o0 i 242
OHIO SOUTHERNaseaaeae 177 4% 4l.8 13 17.6 17 23.0 ar 50.0 % 5.4 1 lad 2 2.1
TENNESSEE EASTERNeew s 98 36 36,7 21 58.3 5 13.9 16 27.8 Q <0 o <0 Q <0
TENNESSEE MIDOLEesase 122 26 21.3 8  30.8 8 30.8 10 38.5 0 .0 0 «0 0 -0
TENNESSEE WESTERNewea 59 13 22.0 4 308 3 23.1 6 4642 0 «0 0 «0 0 «0
SEVENTH CIRCUITeew 643 156 243 40 2546 25 1640 76 487 9@ 5.8 6 3.8 0 N
ILLINOIS NORTHERNeo o« 266 59 2242 9 15.3 8 13.6 30 50.8 7 1149 5 ¢ 0 «0
TLLINOIS EASTERNeswas 62 18 29.0 5 27.8 3 1b.7 9  50.0 1 Seb ] «0 4] 0
ILLINGIS SOUTHERNe<ee 21 1 4e8 1 100.0 0 <0 0 «0 0 . 1} .0 0 «0
INDIANA NORTHERNaas«e 112 37  33.0 11 29.7 6  16.2 19  Sl.4 1 27 4] +0 Q «Q
INDIANA SOUTHERNeseee 100 26 2640 4 1544 7 2649 14 53.8 Q 0 1 3.8 0 «0
WISCONSIN EASTERNaaas 48 11 22.9 9  8l.8 1 9«1 1 9el 0 «0 L0 <0 Q «Q
WISCONSIN WESTERNeaeas 33 3 9.1 1 33.3 4} .0 2 66.7 0 «0 3} «0 [} «0
EIGHTH CIRCUITecas 981 241 2446 9l 37.8 50 2047 85 35.3 ) 25 6 245 3 le2
ARKANSAS EASTERNasees 89 18 20.2 2 1l.1 3 16.7 13 T2.2 0 «0 0 o0 0 «0
ARKANSAS WESTERNaeees 37 9 2443 5 55.6 2 22.2 1 1l.1 1 1Ll 0 .0 0 «0
. I0WA NORTHERM<wsrsaon 33 11 33.3 2  18.2 T 636 2 18.2 o «0 o o 4] «Q
k) IOWA SOUTHERNeseoveos 56 0 «0 0 <0 0 .0, 4} «0 0 .0 0 <0 0 .0
MINNESOTAceeacacssnas 107 56 523 29 5L.8 5 849 16 2846 1 1.8 5 8.9 [+} «0
MISSGURI EASTERNesews 159 77 484 30 39.0 17 22.1 27 35.1 2 246 1 1.3 0 «0
MI SSOURI WESTERN.. 289 46 1549 12 26.1 10 21.7 20  43.5 1 2.2 0 «0 3 645
NEBRASKAscnsassosssonn 39 10 25.6 7  70.0 2 2040 1 10.0 0 .0 0 -0 0 «0
. NORTH DAKGTAsesevenos 42 14  33.3 4 2846 4 28«6 5 35.7 1 71 0 <0 0 «0
SOUTR DAKDTAeveveasee 130 1} .0 0 -0 0 <0 0 <0 0 «0 [4} o0 4] «Q
NINTH CIRCUITwveses| 3292|2115 6442 1016 4840 399 18.9] 637 30.1 33 L1ab 9 o4 21 1.0
ALASKAcsusasssanssnsn 71 38 49.3 19 5443 5 1443 1i L. ) 0 Q « Q¢ Q =0
ARIZONAvencessscncnen 649 | 406 62,6 143 35.2 53  13.1] 199 49.0 8 2.0 3 7 4] «0
CALIFORNIA NORTHERNaa 268 | 164  61.2 82 50.0 32  19.5 49  29.9 1 «b 0 «Q Q «Q
CALIFORNIA EASTERNsew 268 116  43.3 50 43,1 35 3062 29  25.0 2 1.7 0 o0 0 -0
CALIFORNIA CENTRALews 704 | 597 84.8B| 356 59.6) 109 18.3| 123 20.6 6 1.0 2 3 1 .2
CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN. e 673 | 587 B7.2] 296 50.4| 114 19.4| 144 24.5 12 2.0 4 -7 17 249
HAWAIlaeevecenosaouas 54 12 22.2 0 -0 4 33.3 8  b6.7 0 «0 0 .0 0 o0
I1DAHDe v oes .o 90 1 1.1 0 o0 1 100.0 0 <0 4] .0 0 .0 0 «0
MONTANAcesvounonnsosn T4 16 21.6 6 37.5 5 313 5 31.3 0 +0 0 -0 0 -0
NEVADAwsavasanscensws 122 63 5146 22 34.9 21 33,3 17 27.0 1 16 o -0 2 3.2
OREGONessvesoncsancew 80 35  43.8 ‘g 287 7 20,0 19 54.3 0 20 ¢ .0 0 «0
WASHINGTON EASTERN«a« 54 27  50.Q 17 63.0 6 22,2 4  l4.8 Q <0 [{} «Q Q <0
WASHING TON WESTERNe«w 158 52  32.9 16  30.8 7 13.5 26  50.0 2 3.8 ] «0 1 149
GUAM sevecvsocnsevioce 27 4 14,8 [¢} «0 0 «0 3  75.0 1 25.0 0 «0 0 .0
TENTH CIRCUITenaas 828 | 374 45,2 137 3b4.6 T6 20.3| 149 39.8 10 2.7 2 5 0 <0
COLORADOwevecésaannsna 126 64 5048 25 39.1 12 18.8 25  39.1 2 341 [¢] .0 0 «0
KANSASeecencennannana 226 T 3441 21 27.3 14 1842 35  45.5 6 7.8 Sl 1.3 0 «0
NEW MEXICOweevesances 145 68 4649 26 3842 16  23.5 25  36.8 0 w0 1 1.5 0 «0
CKLAHOMA NORTHERNs =« 7L 32 45,1 13 40.6 9 28wl 10 31.3 Q 0 [} -0 ] »0
OKLAHOMA EASTERNeseos 37 22 59.5 15  68.2 1 4.5 5 22,7 1 445 0 «0 0 «0
OKLAHOMA WESTERN.. 111 61 55.0 20 32.8 12 197 28 4549 1 L.6 Q «0 Q 0
27 0 «0 0 -0 0 «0 0 «0 4} «0 0 «0 0 «0
HYOMINGso savaveosnaon 85 50 5848 17 34.0 12 24.0 21 42.0 0 «0 0 0 0 «0
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TABLE4
ADDITIONAL RESOURCES REQUESTED FOR COMPLIANCE

WITH PERMANENT TIME LIMITS:

JUDGES, MAGISTRATES, COURT REPORTERS

Cireusit mcgn toasht coust
arid Judgastips \yagistrates Court an Judgeships lyagigtrates
dintrict g “asn Reporters distict Reporters
Totalall districis . 116 1/ 52 1/2 27 Sixth Clrcult ... . 12 5 1
Dintriet of Columbia. ... 0 0 0 K%\:g‘c‘:«x‘ ) . o
Flrat Clrenig ... . o 5 yym s MI\:{:J';:Q:] ......... 0’ 0 0
Maine .. ... .. ... 0 1/2 0 Eastorn .. ... ... .. 3 2 1]
Mussachasotts .. ..., .. 4 2 0 Wostern . .......... 2 0 0
New Hampshlre , . 1 g 0 Ohio: 0
Rhodo Infand. . ... ...... (] 0 Northom ... . 0 0
PuertaRico. ......... 4 0 TSouthem,., ..... 3 2 1
‘ennesgce:
-, Bucond Clreuit .. .. 7 4 2 Esstern ............ 0 g 0
’ Middle ... 0 p
Connectient. ... ... ..., 2 1 0 Westorn ... ... .... 1 0 *
Now York:
Northemn ... ... %- e é Seventh Clreult. . . 10 4172 0
i 0 : 0 Minols:
Westorn ... . 1T 1 1 Nottherl) . ......... 4N 1 0
Varmont 0 0 0 Eastorn’. ... .... 1/2 0 0
Southern . .......... 1/2 0 0
Third Clrealt . ... 3 31/2 5 Indlana: , .
Nopthern ........... 2
Delaware. .. ... ... 0 o ;;. Southern ... ... o 0 0
New Jarsoy . 2 1 Wisconsin; o
Pennsylvanin: Enstorn . ......... 2 11/2
Enuw)m ,,,,,, g :JL. 1 i Westorn . 1 g 0
Middle, ........... ..
Wostarn ... Co 0 0 * Eighth Circuit . . .. 9 4 13
Virglrfslands ... .. 1 1 0 An
Fourth Cleeuit . .. 10 2 1/2 Y E“t;stem e i 0 g
=y ostern .. ... ...
Muryland .. ... .| 1 0 0 Towa:
North Carolina: y o o g:rt::om . - ‘17 g g
Eostern . ... .. . uthern . . ........
Middlo.............. 1N 0 0 Minnesota............ 0 0 0
Westorn ....... ... a 0 0 Missouri: .
3?\1!]}‘ I(}nmllnn ey 3 1 0 {‘J\:;:tfum“ ,,,,,,,,,, J,.‘ N g 2
rginin: steris ...
‘)‘uslum ........... 1 a n Nebraska. ... ... . * 0 0
Woatarn ..........,.. 1N 0 0 North Dakota .. ....... o g 0
Waost Virginia: South Dakota ...... .. 1 o
Northern ... ... ... 1 /2,142 0 ]
Southern .. ., ... | 1 1/2 2 Ninth Circuit. . ... 30 13 o
Fifth Clrcult ... 40 172 12 4 ;er.ﬂ;k:n g i g
Alnbama: : Californin:
Northern ......... ... 3 : 1 0 Northorn ... ........ 6N 0 0
Middle............. 1 ' 4 0 Eastorn ............ 0 2 0
Southern ... ........ o : 0 0 Central ...... 5 2 0
Florida: | Southern 4 2 0
Noinh?m ,,,,,,,,, 1 g g ;cl!m;nil‘ ’8 :)- 8
............. 3 sho ..........
g:n:!l(li\:m ........... 6 1 0 Montana . ...... 0 0 0
Georgla: Nevada ....... 1 ri/z 0
Nopthern.....,...... 4 4 4 Oregon ....... . 2N 1/2 0
Middle ............. 0 0 0 Washington: N 0
Southern ...... ...... 1 0 0 g
Louisiana: 3 4 0
Enstorn ............. 4 0 0 1 0
Middle . ...... e 1 [+] ]
Western ........ 1 o 0 Tenth Clrcult ... 4 11/2 0
Mississippl:
Northgrl;\ ............ e 1 0 Colorado ... .... . .. 0 0 0
Southern . .... ...... 0 (] 1] Kansas .... 0 0 0
Toxna: ; 0 New Moxico .. o 0 0
Northern..........,. 41/ *® Oklahoma:
Eastorn ........ 0 1/2 0 2 1/2 0
Southern ..,........| 6 11/2 0 o 0 o
Western ..., s 4 0 0 1N 0 ]
CanalZone ... ....... 0 0 1 0
1 0 1 [ 0

T -temporary position; N -previously reguested
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TABLES
ADDITIONAL RESOURCES REQUESTED FOR COMPLIANGE: i
CLERKS OF U.S. DISTRICT COURT

C:r::;it Speady C‘a'flg“ ] Speedy
district Deputies Trial distriet Deputies Teial
Clexrk Clork
Total all distrits .. 152-153 33 1/2 Sixth Circuit ... . b} A 172
District of Columbia. . ... 0 0 Kentucky: 1] 0
: ’ - Bagtern ......... P o
Firgt Circuit ,..... 9 2 Wastern ... ... . 0 o
Michigans
Maine ...o.ooiieniin o 1 Bastern ... ... 1 0
Masanzhusotts ......... 8 1 Westorn ..., L. 1 0
Row Hampshire...... ., o 0 Ohiot
Rhodolsland. . .....,... 0 ) Northern ... ... . 0 )
PuortoRico ...vvvan .. 3 0 Southern ..\ ...v 0y 0 k}
Tuhnesseo:
Second Cireult .., . 13 2 Eastern . .. . ... [« 0
' : Middle........... . 1 1
Connectlcut. ...... oo 2 4] Westorn . .. ,..... 0 172
Now Yark: 4] ¢] *
Northern «.c.vvvvnn. . 1 0 Soventh Clreult, ., 5 K )
Fastern .,....... [} 1 =
Southorn ,......v.0us [ [+) inols:
Western ............ 2 1 Northern ... .... ., . 2 0
Yermont .............. 2 0 Eastorn ... 1 [
Southern [¢] 1
Third Circult .. ... 10 3 Indigna:
Northorn . ... .. . 2 0
Delawnra.. ......as. 2 "} Southorn ... N 0 0
Now dersey ... ..... 0 1 Wisconsing
Ponnsylvaniai Eastern ... ..., 0 2
Bastern ... ........ . 2 1 Western . .......... 0 0
Middle, ............ 2 (1]
Westorn .. ........ 4 1 Eighth Cireult ... 5 ?
VirginIslands........., 0
Arkansas:
Fourth Cireult. .. . | 4 1 Eastern .....uy ... 0
Wastern ... 0
Maryland ...,........ | 0 0 Towa; 0 0
North Carolinn: Northorn ... ........
Eastern ... ..oocvien, g 2 Southern ........... g g
Middle..........000l Minnesota . .......... p 1
Western .....oo00es 0 0 Missouris
South Carolina ......., 2 0 Eastern . ..., R 0 0
Virginia: Western «........ 5 1
Eostern .. ..o uvuiis 0 0 Nebraska. ............ 0 1
Westarn .,........., 1 o] North Dakota ......... 0
West Virginia: South Dakota ......... a 3
Northern ........... | 0 0 :
Southern .........,.. 1 0 Ninth Cireuit. . . . 47 4
Kifth Circuit ...... - Alagka. oo vivaninnn 0 1
3051 3 Arlzond . covh Ve 5 0
Alabama} Californla;
Northornt . cveeens s 5 o Northorn o ...uvuesn. 0 0
Middle....o.ooiiuins 0 o Enstern ,0siiuells 9 n
Southern . .vuvreenees 0 0 [of3117) R 12 [}
Floride, Southorn ...viuant 7 ¢]
Notthorn ... yauss 1 [ NTTTRIN 1 0
Middle ...l 3 0 Idehe ... ....... 0 1
Southern. ... ....... 15 6 [TTTENN 0 1
Georgia: Navada ....v0vnvn.nns 4 0
Northorn . ....v.e..u. 9 ° QOregon . ..... 2 1
Middle «...vvuvuens, 0 0 Washington:
Southern ..vvvuuianss 0 0 Easterni oo .. . 2 0
Louisiana: . Western .....0..00 4 0
Enstern ,....iov0nan 2 o Guam....oovinivenns, bR o]
Middle «vovuennnnin 2 0 .
Western ..ovvaereans 2-3 0 Tenth Cireuft ... 2 4
Mississippi:
Northern .....ouvuny 1 0 Colorado .....covvs.en 0 0
Southern ,..ovvivurne 1 ° Kansas .u..cvanvenans 0 0
Texns: New Mexico .o..uue.n 0 1
Northemn o..oveu o, Oklahomat
Eastern .o.v casuens 3 0 ‘Northern...,vc.vnuis 0 P
Southern .....coovuvns 2 ]? Eastern vvouvanan. 0 0
Westorn ...co.uuens 2 - 1 Western .o.uvvenis 0 0
Canal Zono «...puuenes 0 1 Wahoooovsinniivenns 1 1
Wyoming .. oeeiaeanss 1 ' 0

v
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TABLES
Al, RESOURCES REQUESTED FOR COMPLIANGCE:
UNITED STATES PROBATION OFFICE  *

Circult : ;
and Probation | Cleske Clroglt Probaticn | Clerk-
dintrlet Ofricors Stenographefs distrlet officers Stenographais
Total all districts .. 8102 40 Sixth Circult . .. .. 5, ] ‘
Dintrict of Columbla. . . .. 0 0 Kontucky:
Easteia o . 0
Firat Clreuit .. ..., 13 1 "}'{tzaiern 0" 0
Malng ............... 1 1 Esstorn ............ g 0.
Musssehunstts ..., .. 9 [ Wastorn . ......., . [ -0 ‘
New Hampshire ..... .. 1 1 . Ohio:
Rhode Island. . ... . 0 0 Northorn ... ......, 0 0
PuertoRlet . ..., .. 27 1.0h) Southern.u..vuuv, 0 4]
Tennossaq: .
Sacond Clrcuit . ... 2 0 Bestern ...\ ) 0
Middle. . .. 5 0
g,zlvx'n;ﬁlﬁ?t ............ a . [} Western . ..., ... Y 6 -
g:;uu::“m. e [\ g Soventh Cireuit, , 6 1
0 =
Southern .. . 0 (4] Nlinota; !
vWesmm.',. 2 0 Northern ........ 0 0
ormont ... ... .. [} 0 Enatern ., . [+] Q
. Southorn . .uveu .. 0 C 0
Third Cireult ., . .. 3 3 Indiana:
Notthorn ... ..., 2 0
Delawsre... ....... 0 0 Southorn ovu. e, . 0 4]
Now Jarsoy ... . 1 1 Wisconaint :
[’oﬁ:‘\uﬁv;nlm o R Eastorn 2 i
ster Wester 2 0
‘I:/lvlddio . 2 2 i
eatorit 0 Q ;
Viegin Ialanda ... .. ..  Blghih Clreut. ... ‘ z
"Au‘ L}
Fourth Circuit. . . ., 67 2 Eastorn ... ....0 .., 1 1
Masylond . Western . ..., 1 0
o 0 0 owa: .
North Carolina; Northern ........... 0 0
Eaatorn ..., 2 1 Southarn , .. <] ]
Middle. . ... 0 0 Minnesota. ., ......... 0 0
Westorn ..., ..., 0 1] Misgourit . .
3(‘10‘? lCr}mmm ...... 2 - 1 Easforn ... .c..u.s 0 0 :
rgintay “ Weslern .......... 0 0
“Eastorn ...l 0 0 Nebraska.. ... 0 0
Woatorn ] 2-3 0 - Forth Dakota . 1 0
Wt;:otrt'ég{:m . o South Dekotn ... .,.... 2 1
0 0 Ninth Clreutt,. . .. 2 17
Fifth Clreuit .. ..., B P Alaska, ...l n o
Atdif) o 2 3
Alabama: ] - Cnllfrbr'nin: )
Northorn., ... ....... 5 4 Natthertt ..., .. [ o
Middle,..., 0 [} Eastern ...
Southern ..., 1 0 [o1,13| R 2 3
Fk;}'l(:a; Southorn . .. 11 o
orthern 0 0 A Hawali. ... . 0 ]
;gld()l‘lo 0 [ 1daho ...\, o 0 1]
o ult or 0 [\ Montann ., 0 6
;?nlr Novada ......viiinvi, 12 -3
oL, 0 0 Oregon «....voav. s 0 Q
sh\:ld:lo ............. o 0 Washington: .
i~ bul‘ m:n ........... 0 0 Eastern ,........... [s] ]
ﬁuz‘: 0 0 estorn > 2
Midie .| g 0 Guaese-: < I
Wostart .....0n. 1s. ¢} 0
Misslusippls S, 2
Northern ...o...0yu0s 3 0 0 0
n Southorn . ......, vees 0 0 0 9
'0XAs} 0 (]
Northern .....,.., 0 Q Oklshomat o
Eastorti «.,,voveyy.ns g . Y Northern .....%..... 0 q
f\(zuﬂ:m... ..... 0 0" Eastern ... va0.is 0 [
. ‘els R TTSIRTIORI S 0 Westorn c...o.uen. 0 o
anal Zom0 ..o o 177 ST 0 0
5 N Wyoming ....ii..%.ns 0 o

U



A, ADDITIONAL RESOURCES R

DISTRICT COUR
FEDERAL PUBLIC D

QUESTED IN
TS HA IN

"FENDE R OFFICES g

District Attorneys /(}%erks
Total 22 districts.,..... 1921 1L
ATLZONA, v v enii i iraes i onans - - 2 -
Californid, Horthern......,... * * NS
California, HBastoris.vevvesus 2 1
Californin, Central.isseisivss 3 2
COloTado. svievaviriransarrnens * *
Connectictt.iiiiiinvarrsinemns 2 2
Florida, Southerfi..iviveviiis 1-3 3
KanSas.vesvoannsinnoinvennecns * *
Kentucky, Bastern,.evveeevions - -
Louisiana, Eastern..veveveiss 1 -
Mar)’land.-.n..v.....n-...... L -
Missouri, Western....ievieveiess * *
Nevada.ovvsvasversioonneriencs 4 7
New Jorsey.cuiiioirenanssnsnses * -
New Moxieo ciiiiriiinaaisasnann - -
Ohio, Northern--\gv-~-0-u‘oonou * s
Pennsylvania, Wostern,v,eeene 1+ -
Tennossee, Westorn,oovvrervees - -
Texas, Southern,..vcveeiviisins 3 2
Texas, WesterNiiiiiionisnvens - -
Washington, Western.,...v.es.us - -
*Needs not yet determined.
8. ADDITIONAL RESOURGES REQUESTED e
IN NINE DISTRICT COURTS HAVING
COMMUNITY DEFENDER OFFICES
Additional Personnel Additional Personnel
e ¢,
Districts Attorneys Glerks Districts Attorneys Clurkg
Total 9 districts..viivse 7 4 Minnesota,.ovsivevnsnrin - -
New York, Bastern....,... 2 0
California, Southern.......... - - New York, Southern...... * *
Georgia, Northern....vvivviies - - Oregon. vy eripsrneines - -
111inois, Northerf..e.ssvasnes - - Pennsylvania, Bastern.,. 1 =
Michigan, Eastern..iiessevrnss 4 4

c. DBTRWTSREQUESUNGTHEESTABHSHMENT

APUBLIC DEFENDER OFFICE

Arkansas, Eastern
Florida, Middle
Florida, Northern
Michigan, Western*

Puerto Rico

South Carolina

South Dakota

West Virginia, Southern

North Carolina, Middle

Wisconsin, Eastern®

Permsylvania, Middle*

*Not qualified to have a public defender under
the criteria of the Criminal Justice Act.

[
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