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INTRODUCTION

This is Volume II of the 1977 report on the operation of Titles I
and II of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974. Volume one is the analytical
portion of the report and volume two presents detailed statistical
information on:

1. How long it took to bring criminal defendants to trial and
2. Incidence of and reasons for delay.

The accompanying tables, by circuit and district on facing pages,
set out the time elapsing between stages of the criminal justice process.
All intervals for which time limitations have been set under the Speedy
Trial Act apply to the defendants in the first group. The time limita-
tion respecting the interval from arrest to indictment does not apply
to the defendants in the second group since the indictment preceded
arrest., Similarly the time limitations respecting the intervals from
arrest to indictment and from indictment to arraignment do not apply
to defendants who are arrested and arraigned on the same day.

The tables presenting data on how long it took to bring criminal
defendants to trial show time intervals on two bases (1) the overall
time intervals (gross) elapsing between stages of the criminal justice
process, and (2) the intervals (net) elapsing after "excludable time"
is applied.

The statistics used for speedy trial tables differ from those
used in the Director's Annual Report submitted pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
Section 604 (a) (3). Duplicate defendants (those charged in separate
indictment) are counted only once in the Annual Report tables, but
each filing is counted separately for speedy trial purposes. Also
the speedy trial figures exclude remands from appellate courts, removals
from state courts, appeals from magistrates, cases reinstated or
reopened, Rule 20 and 21 transfers, juvenile cases and petty offenses.

Should there by any questions on these statistics please contact
Mr. James A. McCafferty or Mr. George Shirley at 202-633-6094.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

IN ' DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL l FIRST CIRCULT menw_uw

TERV LS EVENTE 8 e LTS 107vS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS A
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 \
0

’
2 INDICTMENT TG ARRAIGNMENT -1 ) } B w \ w
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~80 0to 10d 1110 30d 3110 60 d
2+ CONVIGTION TO SENTENCELNA ays o 30 days 31 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVAL " " *DEFENDANTS RZPORTED % REPORTED % REPORTED | % neronten] % acbontn| % AEFORTED % peroRTin | %
~y ~ M
-~
! @ L 202 ) [arossI> 906 | 62,4 Yy 21.8 22 10.9 6 3.0 2 1.0 1 .5 1 .5
WHERE 126 62.4 44 21.8 22 10.9 6 3.0 2 1.0 1 .5 1 .5
DEFENDANTS' L2024 170 |__84.2 22 10.9 7 3.5 2 1.0 : .5
EFENDANT @ 171 | 84,7 22 10.9 6 3.0 2 1.0 T o5
ARREST <
PRECEDED L_202 | [omoss 51 | _.25.2 18 8,9 19 19.3 39 19.3 13 6.4 18 8.9 24 11,9
51 25,2 20 9.9 46 22,8 36 17.8 10 5.0 25 12.4 14 6.9
INDICTMENT
@,29 1202 § > 11 5.4 27 13.4 37 18.3 50 | _24.8 13 6.4 3y (. 15.3 33 |_t16.3
&@ NET B 11 5.4 28 13,9 39 19.3 52 25,7 13 6.4 33 16.8 25 12.4
@ L1720 ) —56 (32,9 | 40 |_23.5 | 45 | 26,5 | 18 | 10.6 8 4.7 2| L.2 1 .8
-
(“
L_455  [aross I> 305 67.0 117 25.7 9 2.0 9 2.0 3 .1 3 i 9 2.0
2, NET 321 70.5 112 24,6 6 1.3 5 1.1 3 o7 5 1.1 3 07
WHERE @ L_d5s | [eross P> @3 . 17.8 | .41 |__9.0 23 16.0 82 ¢|__18.0 27 5.9 51 11,2 100 22.0
NET
INDICTMENT < 81 17.8 44 9.7 73 16,0 83 18.2 27 5.9 61 13.4 86 16.9
PRECEDED ARREST L 455 ) foR0ss B> oq | G4 | de (9.7 (. 70 | 15.4|_.97 | 2L3 (27 |_ 5.9 (. 64 | 241 | 124 | 27,3
ARREST NET 34 7.5 47 10.3 74 16.3 92 20.2 26 5.7 73 16.0 109 24,0
@ L_401 108 26.9 121 30.2 88 21.9 52 13.0 9 2.2 14 3.5 9 2.2
\.
3,
l534 ) [smoss > a9 |__15.2. 26 4,9 37 6.9 88 16.5 34 6.4 114 21.3 154 28.8
ARRAIGNMENT NET 102 19.1 27 5.1 39 7.3 85 15.9 31 5.8 119 22,3 131 24.5
COINCIDED 7‘:‘;‘:;7’_
WITH FIRST i \
APPEARANCE k@ L4351 101§ 23,2 218 50.1 92 21.1 12 2.8 9 2.1 1 .2 2 .5
-
@ L202 | [ T> 126 |_62.4| 44 | 218 | 22 | 10,9 6 3.0 2 1.0 1 .5 1 .5
126 | 62.4 44 21.8 22 10.9 6 3.0 2 1.0 1 5 I .5
ToTALSOF ) @ 657 [omom [> ays|_72.3 | 230 | 212 36 | 24|11 ] 1.9 3 .5 3 .5 10 | 1.5
NET
GROUPS 1, 2,83 492 74.9 134 | 20.4 12 1.8 7 1.1 4 .6 5 8 3 .5
3 ) 119 213 (_.17.9 85 7.1 [ 149 12.5 (209 |_17.5 74 6.2 183 |_15.4 278 |_23.3
[_veT Bp 234 [ 19.6 91 7.6 | 158 13.3 | 204 | 17.1 68 5.7 205 | 17,2 231 | 19.4
®$ L1291 | [oross I> 138}  11.6 96 B.1 )| 143 12.0 | 233 | _19.6 72 6.0 206 | 17,3 303 _|_25.4
A @ NET 145 13,2 103 8.6 153 12.8 | 229 19,2 70 5.9 226 19,0 265 22.3
@ 11006 1 265 26.3 379 37.7 225 22.4 82 8.2 26 2.6 17 1.7 12 1.2
N
S NET MEANS OROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181{N}. Each reparted defendent falls I both & GROSS wnd 8 NET **DEFENOANT FIGURES 0O NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Maglitrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure in the applicable time column, Howaver, the person may tali wilhin the GROSS count of 6ne Lima column and the NET of anather, For example, it & pestriat diversion dispositions, removsis from State courts s any petty offenses peocesded by Information.

datendant had a gross titu interval of 12 days, he would be shown In 126 11:30 day GROSS tima Interval, 1} the axcludable time was 4 daye, the NET time
would be 8 days {12:4 = 8) und the detendunt would ba shiwn In the 010 10 day NET time Interval,

I T U e v v



SPEEDY TRIAL i*ATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapecity—(H){1}{A)

Interlocutory appeals—-(H)}{1)(D) .

m e o

m
a

Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
21840). (WA . . . . . ..
. Motion is actuaily under advissment,
HHiNG) . . L
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H}{1). . . ., ., . .

r o

Prosecution deferrad by mutual agreement, (H)(2)
M. Unavailability {includes fugitive} of defendant or
sesential witness. (H)3WA)B) . . . . . . .
N. Pericd of mental or physical incompitence of
defandant tostand trial, (H}{4) . . . . . . .

O. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5)
P, Suparsecing indictment snd/or new charges.
Hie ... s e .

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance has beengranted. (HN7). . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

v,
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 mora
days. B} . . . . . . ..

------

. NARA examination—(H){1)(B) . . . . . . .

T .

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD

FIRST CIRCUIT

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

(]
LLIL @) oFh

Stute or federal trials on other chazges—{H}{1MC) . .

Hearings on pretrial motions—(HM1)(E} . . . .

....... e

ﬁto 10days| 11to 21 22 to 42 43t084 | 85t0 120 | 121 +day\s

0 0 3 6 0 3§}, 12
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 L 1
0 0 1 0 0 s |, 5
27 5 6 8 1 0 . 47
1 1 1 0 0 o], 3
3 11 2 0 0 . 25

98 0 3 0 0 L 101
0 0 0 0 0 1], 1
3 4 8 2 2 9 |1, 28
0 0 0 0 1 o ||, 1
0 0 0 0 0 o |l 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 - 1
0 0 1 0 0 o i, 1
5 1 7 5 7 5 L 30
1 1 3 0 3 . 8

0 0 0 0 0 0o || 0

*Parsgraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeels from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrist diversion dispositions, removais from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
***intervel one: Arrast to Indictrriant; Intervel two: Indictmaent to Arraignment; Intarval thres: Arraignmant to Trial,

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXcLUDABLE TiME L 991 (§) L83:2 _,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiME 1200 (@) L16.8_

e

OF “D"

wasmeccnsane
e, .

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
Q 2 10
0 Q 9
0 1 0
0 0 5
0 0 47
0 3 0
0 0 25
11 12 78
0 0 1
0 10 18
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1
0 8 22
0 1 7
0 0 0

Propared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts




v~ II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS Im DURING

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL SECOND CIRCUIT . JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30,1977
RIERV AL EVENTS 8 7o LmITSIOAYeY 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPGED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS -~
1 "ARREST TO INDICTMENT—30 f
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 w A A N )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 day 1110304 31 to 60 days
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA {4 ays ay! 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP —\J‘"TE“VALJ: '@DANTS REPONTEI* % REPORTED % REPORTED % reronten] % REPGATED % REFORTED % peroRTED | %
~
! @ {1557 1 [SrossT> 393 | 24.0 236_|_15.2 |_330 21.2 |_226 | 14.5 74 4.8 |_ 245 15.7 73 | 4.7
" WHERE 378-| 24.3 236 | 15.2 | 2332 21.3 | 226 | 14.5 71 4.6 | 243 15.6 71| 4.6
DEFENDANTS' 11557 | 1170 75.1 283 (_18.2 49 3.1 | __28 1.8 4 .3 10 .6 13 .8
ARREST < @ 1185 76.1 283 18.2 44 2.8 23 1.5 3 2 8 5 11 7
PRECEDED L1557 | [oross > 554 |__35.6 158 10,1 [_231 14.8 |_256 | 16.4 87 5.6 |_ 127 8.2 144 | 9.2
NET 584 37.5 175 11.2 236 15.2 245 15.7 77 4.9 118 7.6 122 7.8
INDICTMENT
@f 1557 1 [Ross [>  sp 1.2 116 7.5 193 12.4 342 22,0 111 7.1 276 17.7 469 | 30.1
< @ NET > 59 3.8 119 7.6 207 13.3 352 22.6 108 6.9 287 18.4 425 | 27.3
. @ L1414 | 117 8.3 126 8.9 660 46.7 337 23.8 46 3.3 71 5.0 57 4.0
N
~
2 1734 § [eRross |> 784 45.2 663 38.2 148 8.5 43 2.5 17 1.0 24 1.4 55 3.2
2. NET 889 51.3 614 35.4 131 7.6 30 1.7 15 9 19 1.1 36 7.1
WHERE @ L1734 | [oRosS > 512 20,5 | o0 | 5.2 | 183 | 10.6 | 224 { 12,0 | 96 5.5( 208 |_12,0|__421 | 24.3
. NET S - 2
INDICTMENT < 571 32.9 100 5.8 209 12.1 238 13.7 97 5.6 193 11.1 326 | 18.8
PRECEDED T':)“T":fk"L 11734 | [sross [> 164 | 9.5 | 232 | _12.2 | 223 | 12,9 | 243 14.0 85 4.9 259 14.9 548 | _31.6
ARREST NET 206 11.9 212 12.2 252 14.5 272 15.7 105 6.1 229 13.2 458 | 26.4
@ 11316 ] 154 | _11.7 (. 145 (__11.0 | 561 (. 42,6 |_265 |_20.1 64 4.9 64 4.9 63 4.8
.
L_524 | [cRoss I> 203 (__38.7 23 4.4 32 6.1 45 8.6 13 2.5 50 9.5 158 |_30.3
ARRAIGNMENT NeT P» 206 [ 39.3 24 4.6 36 6.9 44 8.4 11 2.1 57 10.9 146 | 27.9
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST .
APPEARANCE @ 423 | 36 8,5 56 |__13.2 163 38.5 104 24.6 16 3.8 20 4.7 28 6.6
-
~ .
@ L1557 | [GRoss P> 373 24,0 236 15,2 330 21.2 226 14.5 74 4.8 245 15.7 73 4.7
378 | 24.3 236 | 15.2 | 332 21.3 226 | 14.5 7 4.6 | 243 15.6 711 4.6
TOTALS OF , @ L3201 | foRoss T> 1954 |__ 59,4 946 |_28.7 | _197 6.0 71 2.2 21 .6 34 1.0 68 | 2.1
L_NeT B 2074 . 8 . 175 5.3 53 . 18 .5 27 . .8 4 1.4
GROUPE Y, 2,83 07 63.0 97 27.3 1.6 7
@ 13815 | 1269 33.3 271 7.1 446 11.7 525 13.8 196 5.1 385 10.1 723 | _19.0
b 1361 35.7 299 7.8 481 12.6 527 13.8 185 4.8 368 9.6 594 [ 15.6
@ 3815 | [swoss 1> 416 (_ 10.9 352 9.2 |_ 447 1.7 |__629 [_16.5 209 5.5|_ 586 15.4 | 1176 |_30.8
@ NET 470 12.3 356 9.3 494 12.9 667 17.5 225 5.9 573 15.0 1030 | 27.0
@ L3153 | 307 9.7 327 10.4 | _1384 43.9 706 22.4 126 4.0 155 4.9 148 4.7
$NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USG 3161(h), Each reporiec defendant falls In bolh 8 GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES 0O NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from .S, Magistrate decisions, Rula 20 transfers out of district,
figura in the applicable tima column. Howaver, the person may falf within the GROSS count of ons time column and the NET of another, For example, If a pretrial diversion dispositions, ramovals {from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

defendant had a gross time Interval of 12 days, he would be shown is: 1he 11.30 day GROSS time interval. If the excludable time waa 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12.4 =8) and the defandant would be shown In the 0 to 10 day NET time interval.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physica!

incapacity—(HMI(A) . . . . . . . . ..

. NARA examination—(H{1)(B) . . . . . ., .

Interlocutory appeals—(H){1}(D)

Hearings on pretrist motions—(H}IME) . . . .
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

mm o o

2040 {HIMFY . . . . L L L oL L

. Motion is actually under advissment.
Hne . . . ... ... ... ..
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (HM1). . . . . . .

Ir o

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. {H){2)
M. Unavailability (includas fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H)(3)MAMB) . . . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant to stand trial. (H){4) . . . . . , .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (HM5) .

P. ‘Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
He . . .. ...
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has heen granted. (H){7) . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . .
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days, (B) .

*Paragraph and subsection of 1B USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below, .
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisiors, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversi

TOTALS FOR
SECOND CIRCUIT

\

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
'REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

B
3,815 |® OF A"
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiMe L 2,088 (@) [70-5 _,
1,127 @) 25,

. State or federal trials on other charges—(H){1}(C) .

6&0 10days| 11to21 22 to 42 43t0 84 85 to 120 | 121 +d®

15 8 | 4 2 2 2 33

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

7 4 2 5 0 1 19

0 0 1 20 0 5 26

596 9 16 14 3 4 642

6 0 0 1 0 1 8
26 16 103 17 10 0 172

0 1 0 0 0 0 1

2 S 8 5 2 5 27

97 59 30 28 14 70 298

2 2 4 4 2 1 15

2 0 0 0 0 1 3

3 1 4 1 0 5 14

1 3 0 1 0 3 8

29 16 29 38 24 32 168

1 1 1 0 1 4

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

***interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial.

&%

OF "D

@NTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 5 28
0 0 0
2 3 14
0 0 26
2 146 494
3 4 1
0 3 169
0 0 1
0 2 25
11 152 135
0 1 14
1 1 1
5 0 9
0 0 8
1 27 140
9 0 4
0 0 0

is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.

Preperect by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYS!S I IN DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL nIT | JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

I yy————— NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 ( ) } ™ A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-00 Oto 10 11t 30 3110 60 .
o CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA days days days 61 to 100 deys 100 to 120 deys 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP v "DEFE"M“'OR % n:ﬁ'&a‘?ﬁn % n:%:?tn % noo::r'!o % nsr::‘r':n % IEP!:)E:'I."ED % n:r%:gn %
r
] (_1000 366 |__36.6 278 {_27.8 | _142 14,2 | 78 7.8 25 2.5 37 3.7 74 7.4
WHERE "“ 370 | 37.0 277 | 27.7 | 148 14.8 72 7.2 24 2.4 35 3.5 74 7.4
DEFENDANTS' @ L1000 746 |_74.6 | 210 |_21.0 |. 28 | 2.8 5 .5 3 .3 4 4 4 .4
ARREST < 784 | 78.4 191 | 19.1 18 1.8 4 .4 1 .1 2 .2
PRECEDED @ Liooo J [sross > o7 [ o5 9 175 {_37.8 [ 208 | _20.5 | 192 | 19.2 51 5.1 72 2.2 |48 _|_ 4.8
INDICTMENT 263 26.3 188 | 18.8 | 217 21.7 | 183 18.3 49 4.9 64 6.4 36 3.6
(DQ 1 2000 ; foross I> 56 5.6 91 9.1 [_204 20.4 [ _230 23.0 79 7.9 156 | _15.6 184 |_18.4
@ NET 62 6.2 94 9.4 | 215 21.5 | 238 23.8 71 7.1 164 | 16.4 156 | 15.6
e @ L_857 | _176 | 20,5 | 192 | 22,4 | 344 | 40| _79 9.2 18 2.3 |28 [_ 3.3 20 |_ 2.3
/' R .
@ 11374 | [cross > o906 |__65.9 |_ 322 |_23.4 7 5,2 28 2.0 11 .8 14 1,0 22 1.6
2, [_NeT B 970 70.6 293 21.3 65 4.7 22 1.6 10 .7 7 .5 7 .5
WHERE @ L1374 ) [cRoss T 276 20.1 99 7.2 219 15.9 222 16.2 52 3.8 173 12.6 333 24.2
: NET
INDICTMENT ﬁ [ NeT P 317 23.1 118 8.6 236 17.2 216 15,7 63 4.6 188 13.7 236 17.2
A'“‘E‘T L1374 § [oross T> 162 11.8 121 8.8 |_.215 15.6 230 16.7 79 5.7 204 14.8 363 26.4
PRECEDED 10 THIA
ARREST [ NeT Pp 185 13.5 145 10.6 239 17.4 | 226 16.4 87 6.3 219 15.9 273 19.9
@ L1028 | 181 |__17.6 138 |_13.4 | 410 s0.8 | 152 | 14.8 24 2.3 51 5.0 63 6.1
.
3 o
Jeross T> 447 | 44.7 | _om | 9.8 | 160 [ 16,0 125 | 12.5| 24| 2.4} _65 | 6.5 | 81 |__8.1
ARRAIGNMENT IE 457 | 45.7 128 12.8 | 163 16.3 112 11.2 32 3.2 70 7.0 38 3.8
_ COINCIDED T;ﬂ:;n
"WiTH FIRST
APPEARANCE L@ L_902 | 235 |__26.1 118 |__13.1 |. 356 39,5 |_ 101 11.2 15 1.7 s 3.9 42 4.7
r@ L1000 | [ 1> 366 |_36.6 | 278 | 27.8 | 142 | 342 | 78] 98| 25| 2.5 | 37 | 33 74 _|_7.4
[ NST B 370 | 37.0 277 | 27.7 | 148 14.8 72 7.2 24 2.4 35 3.5 74 7.4
TOTALS OF 4 @ L2174 | [cross > 1652 |__69.6 532 |_22.4 | 90 | 42 33} 1.4 14 .6 18 .8 26 1.1
. i NeT B 1754 73.9 484 20.4 a3 3.5 26 1.1 11 .5 7 .3 9 .4
GROUPS 1, 2,43
@ 1.3374 | 980 |_ 29.0 372 |__11.0_|_ 584 17.3 | 539 16.0|__ 127 3.8 310 9,2 462 | 13.7
1037 | 30.7 434 | 12.9 |' 616 18.3 | 511 15.1| 144 4.3 322 9.5 3i0 9.2
@e’ L3374 y [oRoss 1> gg7 ] j0.8 | 313 | e.2 | s78 | 170 | ss3 | _17.3| 183 | 5.4 | 425 | 126 | 627 | 186
**@ 700 | 20.7 368 | 10.9 | 619 18.3 | 575 17.0| 191 5.7 453 | 13.4 468 | 13.9
@ L2787 | 592 21.2 448 |_16.1 | 1119 40.2 |__332 11.9 57 2.0 114 |. 4.1 | 125 ! 4.5
9 —===— .
SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181{h). Each reported defendant falls in both a GROSS and & NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: w& Am!mmus Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 sranctars out of district,
figure In the appiicable time column, However, the person may fali within the GROSS count of one lime column and the NET of anather. For axample, it 8 pretrisl diversion romovels from any patty offerwes procesded by inforrt-=an,
defendant hed a grose time interval of 12 days, he would be thown in the 11-30 day GROSS time interval. if the excludable time was 4 days, the NET lime

would be 8 deys «u-l)mumm beshown in the 01> 10 day NET time interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1,976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H}{11{A) . . |

B. NARA examination—(H}{1}B) . . . . . . .

[~ ]

. Interlocutory appeals—{H){1}{D)

m

. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){1)}(E) . . ., .
. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
&40 (H(FY . . . ... ..
. Motion is actually under advisement.
MG . . . . oL
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

m

x o

deportation, extradition. (H){1). . . . . . ‘e

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement, (H)(2)

M. Unavailabitity {includes tugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (HM3MANB) . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendant to stand triat. (HN4) . . . . . . .,

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
ey . . ... s s
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted, (H){(7). . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i} . . . .
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B} . ., .

...........

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, ars shown with reasan for delay below.

State or federal irials on other charges—{H}I}C) . .

TOTALS FOR

THIRD CIRCUIT

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

o
L3374 L@ of B

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 2,446 (@) . 725,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiME L__ 928 _1(©) L27:5

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TiME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

ﬁto 10days] 11to 21 22to 42 43 t0 84 85 t0 120 | 121+ d&
6 7 8 10 3 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
3 3 4 0 0 2 12,
1 1 1 2 3 12 20
415 19 21 16 1 3 L 475
1 1 2 1 0 4 L9
61 30 134 17 3 2 L 247
3 0 1 0 0 0 L4
1 3 0 0 0 9 L 13
56 28 23 22 9 47 L 185
5 2 5 1 3 4 L 20
0 0 0 a 0 1 L1
7 0 1 1 0 1 C 10
5 11 57 9 1 2 L85
90 48 51 35 10 28 L 262
0 1 2 5 4 2 L 14
3 g 0 0 1 0 .4

.............

..............

**"INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO {THREE
3 5 29
0 0 0
1 1] 10
0f o0 20
1| 13] 461
3 5 1
0 1] 246
0 2 2
0 2 11
17 87 81
3] 6 11
0 0 1
ol o 10
0 0 85
8 82| 172
0 al 10
3 0 1

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisians, Ruls 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion disposi’ < .'s, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
***interval ons: Arrest 10 Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS w [ounmu
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL FOURTH CIRCULT JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

WTERVALS-EVENTS-& T9LIMITS(DAYS)) ¢
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30

NUMBER QF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS - w

2 INDICTMENT 7O ARRAIGNMENT-10 N ) 1 I ) \
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0-to 10 d: 11 t0 30 d 31t0 60 d
O T A ays ays ays 61 t0 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 Yays & over
= ) "
GROUP iNTERVA}~” *"DEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPGRTED % REPERTED % nesonTen) % REPORTED % nePORTED % neronrEn | %
h ~ ~
N ) Waaz o [orossTS gy | ao6 | 476 | 003 | 220 | 18,5 |__es 5.5 3 L3 21 1.8 15 | 1.3
WHERE 398 | 33.5 477 | 40.2 215 | 18.1 67 5.6 3 .3 18 1.5 9 .8
DEFENDANTS' 2) Lils7 ) 970 |_81.7 140 | 11.8 39 3.3 22 1.9 3 .3 6 .5 7 .6
ARREST D 1041 | 7.7 121 | 10.2 15 1.3 5 -4 3 =3 2 .2
PRECEDED 4) Lu1a7 | [sross B> 457 | _ae.5 | 243 | 20,5 |_ 203 | 24,7 |_108 9.1 14 1.2 29 2.4 43 3.6
INDICTMENT 477 40,2 283 | 23.8 298 25,1 80 6.7 5 .4 22 1.9 22 1.9
@g t11e7 g foross TS 157 | 33,2 [ 322 | 10,3 | 342 | 28.8 |_334 | 28,1 70 5.9 76 6.4 86 7,2
R @ 159 | 13.4 144 | 12.1 390 | 32.9 | 327 | 27.5 60 5.1 59 5.0 a8 4.0
f@ {2186 | [ahoss 74.5 194 |_16.4 59 5.0 25 2.1 6 .5 5 .4 13 1.1
2 80.1 173 | 14.6 40 3.4 12 1.0 1 1 2 .2 ) .7
WHERE @ L1186 | EEEE!» 312 (226 | 10 {_312 | 26,3 | 136 | 11,5 | 32 2,7 |_ 7 6.0 39 |_3.3
.J NET 393 33.1 240 | 20.2 355 29.9 | 120 10.1 30 2.5 33 2.8 15 1.3
INDICTMENT
PRECEDED 7‘(‘;‘;‘:& L 12g6 o [eross > 233 | 39,5 | 187 |_15.8 363 |_30,6_|_208 | 17.5 47 4.0 73 6.2 77 6.5
ARREST NET 254 | 21.4 223 18.8 3g8 | 32.7 200 16.9 39 3.3 45 3.8 37 3.1
@ L2060 I _504 |_47.5 |_ 182 |_17.2 235 |_22.2 84 7.9 21 2.0 16 1.5 18 1.7
.
@ 11693 | > 808 47,7 270 15.9 369 21.8 124 7.3 35 2.1 34 2.0 53 3.1
ARRAIGNMENT NET 851 | 50.3 282 16.7 407 | 24.0 85 5.0 14 .8 28 1.7 26 1.5
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE L@ 1397 | 847 60.6 191 13.7 228 16.3 81 5.8 18 1.3 18 1.3 14 1.0
F@ L1187 | [6ROSST> ag7 |_32.6 | 476 [ 400 {220 | _18.5 |__6s 6.5 3 3 |21 | 38 b 15 | 1.3
Nev 398 33.5 477 40.2 215 18.1 67 5.6 3 .3 18 1.5 9 .8
TOTALS OF @ 12373 | foross > 1psq | 7801 | 334 | 140 | e} an a1 | _ 2.0 9 a |_m 5|20 | .8
NET Iy
GROUPS 1, 2,83 L NET P 1991 | 83.9 294 | 12.4 55 2.3 17 .7 1 5 .2 10 4
@ 40861 > 1635 |__ 40,2 73s_|_18.3 974 _|_24.0 |_368 9,1 a1 2,0 [.134 3.3 [_135 | 3.3
N 1721 | 42.3 805 | 19.8 | 1060 26.1 285 7.0 49 1.2 83 2.0 63 1.5
@$ L4066 1 b 1226 |_30.2 |_ 577 | _14.2 | 1045 | 25.7 |_se65 |_16.4 |_152 3.7 | 184 | 4.5 | 217 | 5.3
& @ NET 9P 1258 30.9 649 16.0 1188 49.2 614 15.1 | 113 2.8 132 3.2 112 2.8
L3507 1 1836 |..s52.4 | _se4 [ 16,0 . 702 | 20,0 | 238 { 6.8 59 1.2 60 1.7 a8 1.4
N
WNET MEANS QROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNGER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reportad defendant [alls in both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenites, Appesis from U.S, Maglitrate dechiions, Rul« mlnmvm out of district
tigura in the applicable time cotumn, However, the peraon may all wilhin tha GROSS tount of ane lime column and the NET ol another. For exampie, it & pretrisl divension dispoitions, removals from State Courts and any patty offenses peocesded by informati

dafendunt had a groas time Interval of 12 daya, ho would be shown th ihe 11.30 day GROSS time interval. If the excludable time was 4 days, the NET lime
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and the defendant would be shown In lh'l Do 10day NET time Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A, Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(HI{1HA) . .

NARA examination—-(H){1)(B} . . . . .
State or federal trials on other charges—(H}{1)(C)
. Interlocutory appeats—{H)(1)(D) . . . . .

Hearings on pretrisl motions—{H)(1){E) .
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20.
21&40. (KA . . . . . . ...
., Motion is actuslly under advisement.

HI(IKG) . . . .
. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole moenﬂon.
deportation, extradition, (H){1).

"m o o

T o

DRI T

R R R S )

1. Prosecution deferred by mutus! agresment. {H){2)

M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness, (H)}3NA)B) . . . ., . . .

N. Pariod of mental or physical incompstence of

.

defendanttostand trial, (N4} ., . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitmaent or treatment. (H)(5) .

P. Supersading indictment and/or new charges.
(Hie) . . ..

R. Dsfendant awaiting trlll of co-dofondmt whcn no
severance has been granted, (HI{7)., . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)
U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . .

W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
davs. B) . . . . . .

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3181, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, sre shown whh resson for delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appeals fram U,S, Mag! decisi
***interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Intervel two: Indictment to Aralgnment; “Interval three: Arralgnment to Trisl,

L

D )

TOTALS FOR

FOURTH CGIRCUIT

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

4,066 25
A4, |@ OF “A

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 840

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUGABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

mo 10dlys| Mto 21

121 +®

Rule 20

22t042 | 431084 | 8510120
26 22 16 33 4 6
0 0 0 1 0 0
7 3 1 1 1 10
1 0 0 0 0 1
378 2 4 2 0 o ||, 386
9 1 7 1 1 |
59 38 62 5 2 O | L
0 0 0 0 ol o
9 3 6 20 1 10 [}, a9
a4 19 17 21 17 22 ||, 140
3 1 3 3 2 3|l 1S
0 0 0 0 0 o |{, o
3 2 2 2 0 2 | Y
3 4 3 3 4 I | P
81 37 63 4 29 13 ||, 264
1 0 0 2 1 1 il s
0 0 0 0 0 o ||. o

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 3,226 @) . 79:3

.............

.............

.............

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO [THREE

10 19 78
0 0 1
0 7 16
0 0 2

12 20 354
S 12 2
0 2 165
0 0 0
0 4 45

11 73 56
0 6 9
0 0 0
3 1 8
0 0 20
9 101 154
0 0 S
0 0 0

out of district, pretrisl diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any patty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U,S, Courts



SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL JULY 1, 1976

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DiSPOSITIONS

IN
l FIFTH CIRCUIT hru JUNE_30, 1977

\

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 78 LIMITS (DAYS)
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

0T - II

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 w W N\ N \
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 da 11t0304d 31 10 60
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA ys e ays 1 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days‘& over
GROUP ’"““v" "J:FEN DANTS REPORTED % nePGRTED % neFoRTED | % neronTeo] % nErGRTED| % REPORTED % neronTeD | %
-

i @usau —=23.3 —40.8 | 928 | 20,5 310 | 6.8 { 70 [ 3.7 | 12 | 2.5 [ oo | 4.4
WHERE 1101 24,3 | 1861 | 4l.1 903 | 19.9 [ 2901 6.4 73 1.6 110 2.4 194 | 4.3
DEEENDANTS' @ 14533 | i.’i_lL 73.0 888 _|_19.6 211 4.7 a4 1.9 13 .3 1 .2 15 .3
ARREST D 3482 76.8 816 18.0 189 4.2 37 .8 4 1 2 3 .1
PAECEDED @MEUJHLJ&A___EALJLL_JH_JLLJ&Z__LLJZE__M_JM_J‘L_M.J,L
INDICTMENT [ NeT Ppa3ir | s1.0 565 | 12.5 798 | 17.6 | 465 | 10.3 | 122 2.7 2086 4.5 66 | 1.5

(D@~ tassay @D 3as | 2.5 | 05 | 2000 _23.5 (_963 |_2l.2 | 266 | 5.9 | 304 | 8.7 | __sen | 3.2
Q @ NET P 367 8.1 977 | 21.6 | 1172 [ 25.8 | 936 | 20.6 | 248 5.5 349 7.7 485 | 10.7
@ L4023 ) 2179 |_54.2 | _ 755 (_ 188 [_awm | 21.e.| 147 { 3.7 | 27 1 21 5 24 8

~
@ L5195 | |oRoss > 3292 63.4 1179 22,7 351 6.8 167 3.2 42 .8 66 1.3 98 1.9

2 ) 3703 | 71,3 | 1083 | 20.8 261 5.0 85 1.6 21 4 17 .3 25 .5

WHERE ' @ L5195 1 2262 43,5 617 | _11.9 925 | 17.8 | 607 | _11.7 | 189 3.6 300 5.8 205 | 5.7
NET - - - .

INDICTMENT < [_NeT P» 2369 45.6 669 12.9 1034 19.9 616 11.9 149 2.9 239 3.4 179 2.5
PRECEDED ARREST | 5195 | [Gross |> e85 | 13.2 | 1036 | 19.9 | 1399 | 26.6 | 883 | 17.0 | 270 5.2 4as 8.6 477 | 9.2
ARREST TOTR NET 827 15.9 1156 22.3 1585 30.5 866 16.7 212 3.1 321 6.2 228 4.4
@ L4539 | 2447 |_53.9 | 1060 | 23.4 | 831 |_18,3 | 123 | 2.7 |_3s .2 29 .6 15 |__ .3

.

3. @ L2056 1 feross T> 1078 |_ 52.4 |_ 183 8.9 372 18.1 204 9.9 52 2.5 88 4.3 79 3.8
ARRAIGNMENT 1104 | 53.7 204 9.9 396 19.3 | 212 10.3 50 2.4 54 2.6 36 | 1.8
COINCIDZED: = T“\)N:;SATL ‘ ’

WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L1863t 1272 |._68.3_|__ 261 14.0 285 15.3 32 1,7 5 .3 8 .4
~

r® 14533 ) fomoss > 1054 |__23.3 |._1849 40.8 928 20.5 310 6.8 79 1.7 112 2.5 201 4.4

| NeT Pp1j0d | 24.3 | 1861 | 41.1 903 19.9 |~ 281 6.4 73 1.6 | 110 2.4 194 |~ 4.3
TOTALS OF @ 19728 | . 6603 |__67.9 | 2067 | 21,2 562 5.8 | 251 2.6 55 .6 77 .8 113 | 1.2
. 8 19.5 450 4.6 | 122 1.3 25 3 19 2 28 .3
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 7185 | 73.9 | 1899 | 19
@ w1784 | 1> 5532 | 46,9 | 1340 |_11.4 [_2074 | _17.6 [ 1253 |_ 0.6 [ 369 3,1 | ee6 | 5.7 | s50) 4.7
- 5784 | 49.1 | 1438 | 12.2 | 2228 | 18.9 | 1293 | 11.0 | 321 2.7 | 489 4.1 231 | 2.0

®§ Qazaa_ g [ORoss 1> 231y | 3900 | 2123 | 1e.0 [ 2836 | 24.1 | eo4s |_17.¢ [_S590 5.0 |_925 7.8 | 1150
< @ 2294 | 19.5 | 2338 | 19.8 | 3153 | 26.8 | 2013 17.1 | 512 4.3 | 725 6.2 749 | 6.4
@ 110425 1 _s89n |_s6.6 |_2076 | 19.9 | 1986 | 19.1 | 302 2.9 61 .6 55 .5 47 .5

.

SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Each reported defendant falls In bolh a GRUSS and a NET

figure In the appiicable time calumn. Howevar, the person may falt within ihe GROSS tount of one time column and the NET of anolhar. For example, if &
detandant had a gross lime interval of 12 days, he would be shown In the 11.30 day QAOSS tima Interval, U the excludable tims was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 » 8) and the delthdant would be showiiin the 016 t0day NET tlime Intarval,

pratrial divarsion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty oftenses proceeded by information.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvaniles, Appeats from U5, Magistrate decislons, Rule 20 translers out of distriet,
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= 0

;.-

1)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more

*Paragraph and subssction of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Tris) Act of 1974, are shown with nuon for delay below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juv.nun Apnulu 'vom U.S. Megi ish

“**Intervel one: Arvest to Indi

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hsaring for mental or physical
incapacity—{H){1}{A)

NARA axamination—({H}1){B)

Interlocutory appeais—{H)}(1)(D)

Heerings on pretrisl motions—(H) (1{E)
Transfers from cther districts (per FRCP rules 20,

M o 0

%405 KA . . . . L L L L L

Motion is actually under advissment.
(HHING) . . ,
Misc. procesdings: probsticn or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H){1). . . . . . . .

Prasecution deferred by mutual agresment. (H){2)
Unavailsbility (indpdn fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (H)(3}(A)(B)

N. Period of mental or physical incompstence of

defendanttostand trisl. (HN4) . . . . . . . .

O. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (HM5) .
P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.

(H)t&)

R. Defendant awaiting trisl of co-defendant when no

severance hasbeen granted. (HH7). . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

.....

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)

days. (B)

State or federsl trials on other charges—(H)}{1){C) . .

TOTALS FOR

FIFTH CIRCUIT

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

11,784 75
11, ,@ OF “A”

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLubasLe Time 9170 @) . 778,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME ¢

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

2,614

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)
Oto10days] 111021 | 221042 | 431088 | 8510120 | 121+ days r

39 19 27 31 14 13 f[, 143 |

0 0 0 1 0 0 |1, 1,

14 6 9 7 1 6 (|, 43 ,

0 0 1 0 0 13§, 14

713 21 29 10 2 3 ), 778

18 24 44 15 9 7 ., a7 |

238 110 253 50 15 4 . 670

3 3 1 0 0 2 . 9

31 34 58 100 66 73 ||, 362 |

245 117 108 86 43 141 |}, 740 |

5 3 4 16 6 3 |

0 0 0 0 0 o ||, 0

39 11 20 29 3 4 ||, 106 .

1 4 11 16 7 2 |

95 75 106 119 32 63 ||, 490 |

31 36 52 19 6 9 ||, 153 |

6 7 6 3 a ' |

oons Rull20 i ‘::l! of district, pretrisl di Is from State courts and any petty off;

i two:

J . 4
@222
©

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
o5 OCCURRED

ONE | TWO |THREE
..... 5.8 {14 31 | 98
....... 0 [0 0 1
..... 1.1 bt oo 21| 22
..... 0.4 .. 0 5 9
LT 40 19 | 719
..... 5.1 |20 8 | 12
LJAre 9 29 | 632
..... 0.2 11 6 2
_____ 9.6 1 n 78 | 273
87 22 572 | 146
_____ 1.3 |1 13| 35
o 0 0 0
..... 2.8 |23 a | a
_____ 1.7 |0 3] 62
Lo 7 105 | 378
..... 41 I 1 | s0| 102
..... 0.6 | a 0 1

ded by infor

ﬁlNTEHVAL IN WHICH

Frmnd by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS ‘m ans
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL SIXTH CIRCUIT JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
B ET VAL EVENTE 8 78 LMITSIOAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS 1
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 N ™ ")
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0to 10d 1110 30d 311060
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENCENA ays ays days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROuP :‘”TE"VAb "DEFE"DANTS "ENRTED % REPORTED % nslb'g;?m % nsg:;;ssn % REI?g:"l'sED % REP%ERF:I’SED % REP%EREI::D %

t L1442 1 [GrossT> <325 | 22,5 619 | _42.9 311 | 21.6 | 108 7.5 27 1.9 39 2.7 13 .9
WHERE 334 23.2 617 42.8 313 21.7 110 7.6 21 1.5 35 2.4 12 .8
DEFENDANTS' @ Liaaz s {oross B o9g | 7.7 | 325 | 225 | 75 ] 5.2 | a8 2.6 5 .3 10 ) 13 |__.9
ARREST y 1008 | 69.9 324 | 22.5 64 4.4 30 2.1 4 3 7 .5 5 )
PRECEDED @ {1442 | [sross T> s94 | 41,2 [ 250 | 17.3 241 |_16,7 { 163 | _11.3 30 2.1 57 4.0 107 7.4
INDICTMENT 604 41.9 277 19.2 261 18.1 144 10.0 26 1.8 59 4.1 71 4.9

@@ L1442 ! |oROss [> 81 5.6 219 | 15.2 355 | 24.6 | 356 | 24.7 88 6.1 | 141 9.8 202 | 14.0
8‘@ NET 83 5.8 234 16.2 385 26.7 365 25.3 77 5.3 134 10.0 154 10.7
@ L2269 | 605 47.7 161 12.7 353 27.8 |_ 116 9.1 13 1.0 12 .9, 9 .7

r@ L1578 .1 _19_43, _66.4 |__3g0 | 22.8 94 6.0 34 2,2 6 .4 14 .9 22 1.4

2 W 1114 70.6 347 22.0 70 4.4 21 1.3 7 .4 9 .6 10 .6
WHERE @ L1578 ) [cRoss T> 345 21,9 232 14.7 318 20.2 242 15.3 71 4.5 130 8.2 240 15.2

. NET
INDICTMENT =< 362 22.9 265 16.8 330 | .20.9 245 15.5 66 4.2 120 7.6 190 12.0
PRECEDED ARREST | 1578 | [eross [> 162 10.3 224 14.2 347 22,0 278 17.6 104 6.6 161 10.2 302 19.1
TO TRIAL NET 186 11.8 248 15.7 364 23.1 291 1874 85 5.4 146 9.3 258 16.3
ARREST ; -
@ L1260 [ 356 28,3 165 13.1 484 38.4 194 15.4 17 1.3 29 2.3 15. 1.2

3. @ L1669 } (smoss [> 533 31,9 177 10.6 245 14.7 249 14.9 75 4.5 125 7.5 265 15.9
ARRAIGNMENT 562 33.7 179 | 10.7 | 268 | 16.1 243 14.6 59 3.5 | 148 8.9 210 | 12.6
COINCIDED ARREST

TO TRIAL

WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 1397 | 516 36.9 104 7.4 472 33.8 229 16.4 26 1:9 29 2,1 21 1.5
@ L1442 | [oRoss > 325 22,5 619 42,9 311 21.6 108 7.5 27 1.9 39 2.7 13 .9
334 23.2 617 42.8 313 21.7 110 7.6 21 1.5 35 2.4 12 .8
TOTALS OF @ 13020 | 2024 | 67,0 | _ 685 | 22,7 169 5,6 72 2.4 11 .4 24 .8 35 1.2
2122 70.3 671 22,2 134 4.4 51 1.7 11 .4 16 .5 15 .5
GROUPS 1, 2,8 3 . :
@ L 4689 | 1472 | 31.4 659 | 14.1 804 | 17.1 | 654 | 13.9.) 176 3.8 | 312 6.7 612 | 13.1 .
1528 32.6 721 15.4 859 18.3 632 13.5 151 3.2 327 7.0 471 10.0

(D~ 1689 | [omow [> 787 | 16.8 617 [ _13.2 944 |_20.1 ( 883 |_18.8 | 267 5.7 _| 427 9.1 764 | _16.3
$® 831 17.7 660 14.1 | 1015 | 21.6 900 | 19.2 221 4.7 | 440 9.4 622 13.3
@ 13926 | 1477 37.6 430 11.0 1309 33.3 539 13.7 56 1.4 70 I 1.8 . 45 1.1

WNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reported defendant faila in both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rute 20 transters out of district,
figure in the appticable time calunn. However, the person may fall within 1he GROSS count of one lime column and the NET of another. For axample, if 3 pratrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses procesded by information.

defandant hadt a groas time interval of 12 days, he would be shown In the 11-30 day GROSS time Interval. If the excludabls time was 4 days, the NET time
would be § days ($2-4 = 8) and the Jefendant would ba shown in the O to 10 day NET time Interval.

[ S



€T - IX

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 |

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H){1)(A}

o ©

. Interlocutory appeals—(H}{1)(D)

. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H) {(1}(E)
. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

m

21&40).(HIWRY . . . . . . . . ...

G. Motion is actusily under advisament.
(H{I(G)
H. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H)}{(1). . . . . . .
I, Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){(2)
M. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or

essentia witness, (HM3MAMB) . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendanttostand trial. (H}4) . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.

(H){(8)

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
has been or L (H() . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 mora
days. (B) .

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below.

TOTALS FOR

SIXTH CIRCUIT

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTYS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

7%
4,689 .@ OF “A"

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 3:588 ()  70:5_,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 11,101 (%) L 23.5

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

. NARA examination—(H}{1)(8) . . . . . . .

State or federal trisls on otiver charges—(H}{(1)(C) . .

.....

[0t010days| 111021 | 22t042 | 431084 | 850120 121+ days )

9 14 9 22 10 3 .67

0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
24 7 8 9 10 2 .60
2 0 4 3 3 14 .26
504 11 11 6 2 6 540
14 9 7 4 0 0 .34
113 72 183 29 2 7 406
4 0 0 1 0 0 .5

3 2 5 3 2 1 .16
67 31 27 28 11 46 . 210
0 3 1 7 1 6 .18

0 0 1 0 0 0 L1

1 3 4 1 1 0 10

1 2 10 2 20 .37
27 24 14 22 9 26 o122
1 1 2 0 0 1 . 5

0 0 2 0 0 0 . 2

e

OF “D”

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLEZ DELAY
OCCURRED

ONE TWO |THREE
4 9 o4

0 0 0

2 4 54

0 1] 26

67 23 450

7 21 6

4 14 388

1 1 3

3 2 11

9 120 81

(4] 6 12

0 0 1

1 1 8

0 0 37

2 40 80

0 0 5

2 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Ruls 20 transfers out of district, pratrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.
***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignmant; interval three: Arraignment to Trial.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts



PT - 11

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS w DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIM!NAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL l__szm_smum_______ I_Mﬁ_thmm_m_uw

TERVALS EvENTS 2 7o LIMTSDAYS) 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TQ KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—~10 ) A N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0to 104 11 to 30 d: 31 to 60 days
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ays ays 0 ay! 61 to 100 days . 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVA **DEFENDANTS REPORTED DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S
~ ~ % REPOATED % REPORTED % REPORTED| % REPORTED % AEPORTED % REPORTED %
| @ L_740 1 b 165 |__22.3 |_144 19.5 | _187 25,3 | 111 15.0|_ 36 4.9 52 7,0 45 6.1
WHERE 175 23.6 149 20.1 190 25.7 105 14.2 31 4.2 48 6.5 42 5.7
DEFENDANTS’ @ L 740 [oross B> 05| sp.0 | 269 | 36,4 | 49 | 66| 17| 23| 6 | | & | 8| & | 23
ARREST 2 401 54.2 274 37.0 43 5.8 14 1.9 5 .7 2 .3 1 .1
PRECEDED @ L2404 [sose > 170 | 242 64 8.6 [_133 18.0 | 144 19.5|__32 4.3 82 1.1 106 |_14.3
1 . . . . .
INDICTMENT 9l 25.8 83 11.2 150 20.3 125 16.9 42 5.7 77 10.4 72 9.7
@Qp L_740 ; [eross [> 57 7.7 28 3.8 72 9.7 153 20,7 55 7.4 131 17.7 244 33.0
Q NET
< @ l » a2 8.4 35 4.7 92 12.4 169 22.8 50 6.8 124 16.8 208 28.1
@ 658 159 24.2 59 9.0 358 54.4 46 7.0 12 1.8 16 2.4 8 1.2
-
s
L1192 3 {omoss [> 546 45.8 482 40.4 94 7.9 41 3.4 8 i 7 6 14 1.2
2. 560 | 47.0 | 489 41.0 o1 7.6 34 2.9 7 .6 7 .6 4 .3
WHERE @ul&zJ.JQ&_ﬂA__BL.“LL_JBQ__JLL_lﬂL_Jm_ﬂﬁ__LLJBD_m__ZLJ&L
INDICTMENT =< NET 217 18.2 96 8.1 246 20.6 204 17.1~A 93 7.8 159 13.3 177 14.8
PRECEDED PRREST L1192 fross B> 78 | 6.5 | 102 | 8.6 | 178 14.9 §_201 |__26.9|_ 91 | 7.6 | 241 |.20.2 |..301 | 253
NET 84 7.0 109 9.1 198 16.6 269 22.6 | 117 9.8 174 14.6 241 20.2
ARREST
L L1011 | 231 | .22.8 87 8.6 478 47.3 99 |__9.8{_10 |._.1.0 |86 8.5 20 2.0
3.
@ L__563 ] [omoss > 174 30.9 51 9.1 91, 16.2 g9 [__1s.8|__30 5.3 60| 10.7 |._ea |.312.1
ARRAIGNMENT NET 177 31.4 62 11.0 104 18.5 94 16.7 30 5.3 54 9.6 42 7.5
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 487 | 182 37,4 90 18.5 158 32,4 42 8.6 3 6 { .8 |..1.6 | 4 (.8
: -
f@ L7401 {SFOSS > 15 (92,3 | 144 | 39,5 [ 187 | 25,3 ( 111 | 15.0)_ 36 | _ 4.9 |52 | 7.0 | 45 | &.1
. NET 175 23.6 149 20.1 190 25,7 105 14.2 31 4.2 48 6.5 42 5.7
TOTALS OF 2 @ L1932 931 |__ 48,2 |_ 751 ag.e | _143 7.4 58 1.00__14 v) 13 2 22 11
NEY 961 49.7 7 9. 1 . . .
GROUPS 1, 2,43 63 39.5 34 6.9 48 2.5 12 6 9 .5 5 .3
@ L 2495 | [6Ross > s61 | 22.5 |__199 8.0 | _408 16.4_| _ 416 16.7 |_148 5,9 | 372 | 14,9 |_301 | 15.7
NEY 585 23.4 241 9.7 500 20.0 423 17.0! 165 6.6 290 11.6 291 11.7
@§° L2405 1 [oross 1> 313 | 12.5 | 180 7.2 |_342 13.7 {441 17.7|_176 7.1 [ 433 17.4 | 612 . 24.5
< @ NET 323 12.9 205 8.2 394 | 15.8 532 21.3) 198 7.9 352 14.1 491 19.7
L@ L2186 | 572 26.5 236 10,9 | _994 . 46.1 [ 187 8.7 25 1.2 | 110 | s | 32 | 1.5
*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h), Each reporled defendant falls In both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENOANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure In the applicable tima column. However, the person may lall within the GROSS count of one lime column’and the NET ol anothar. For examgla, it 2 pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any patty offenses proceeded by Information,

delendani had a gross time. intervat of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS 1ime Interval. If the oxciudable ime was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 =8} and the delendant would ba shawn in the 0 to 10 day NET lime interval,




ST - II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1877 |

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H){1)(A)

B. NARA examinstion—(H)}(N)(®B) . . . . . . . .

State or federal trials on other cherges—(H){1){C)

. Interlocutcsy appsals—(H){1}D) , . . . . .

mm O o

Transfers trom other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
21&40. WA . . . o o 0L
., Motion is actually under advisement.

HHG . . . ., . .
. Misc. proceedings: probutlon or purolc moution
deportation, extradition. (H){(1).

r o

Prosecution deferrad by mutual agreement, (H){(2)
M. Unavailsbility {includes fugitive) of defendant or

o e

Hearings on pretris) motioms—{HMIME) , . , . .

exsentis witness. (HN3NAYBY . . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompstence of

defendanttostand trial, (H)(#) . ., . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitmaent or treatmant. {H)(5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)(e) . .

........ .

R. Defendant awaiting trial of eo-ddmdnnt whon no
severance has been granted, (H{?), . . , . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. {H){8)

., Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea li} . . . . .

U
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B} ,

*Parsprsph and subsaction of 18 USC 31681, Speedy Triat Act of 1974, are shown wlm mwn !ov delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appesls from [IX-N !
**%interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Amlonmon( to Trial,

------- I N Y

TOTALS FOR
SEVENTH CIRCUIT

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

**TEAMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

o
L2495 @ of

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLubaBLE TiME L 1,676 ;@) . 67.1

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L 819 (@) L. 32:8.,

©

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

1,170

Oto 10days| 11021 | 22t042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ doys

6 6 14 17 12 5 .60

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 2 0 0 1 L4

0 0 1 2 2 6 Lo
179 46 162 31 1 8 o437
5 8 3 6 2 N |
67 67 200 21 7 o ||, 62 |
7 0 0 1 1 | U

0 0 0 1 1 | -
30 12 18 15 6 a ||, 122
1 1 2 6 2 L7

0 0 0 0 0 o 1§, o

1 0 1 0 1 N |

0 2 2 0 0 4 1.8 |

6 9 20 39 8 0 f, s |

0 3 4 0 N |

0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o |

, Rufe 20

"

out of district, pretris! di

o4

Ly

OF "D"

.............

.............

.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............

.............

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |[THREE
4 i 49
0 0 [t)
0 2 2
2 0 g
5 11 421
19 8 0
1 6 355
3 2 5
0 0 3
6 57 59
1 2 14
0 0 0
0 0 8
0 0 8
2 5 85
0 0 9
0 0 0

ls from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U,S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

INTERVALS-EVENTS-8 79 LIMITS(D'AYS)

1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10

3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60

4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA

GROUP

WHERE
DEFENDANTS'
ARREST
PRECEDED
INDICTMENT

2.

WHERE
INDICTMENT
PRECEDED
ARREST

3.
ARRAIGNMENT
COINCIDED
WITH FIRST

APPEARANCE

TOTALS OF

_ GROUPS1,2,&3

I

N DURING
l_mum_mnum_____n [_.xmx_l,_ulu-_hm_am_m,_xmv

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPIED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

INTERVAL~" **DEFENDANTS REPORTED
- o

(‘
() o
@ L_515 j
@ L_515 |
S 515

@ 463 |
(.
r
(D us
4® L1163 §

ARREST L1163 |
TO TRIAL

LG>1_93.3_.l
@L}.%J

ARREST
TO TRIAL

(O e

<

@ L1678 |

@ﬁ@ 12681 |
@ L 2348
-

. 12681 | [cRoss T>
O

(© s
NET 1848

‘ \
R W - ~ N ~ ~
0to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31toB0days [ 81to 100days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
*% nePShTen % ne%ﬂ:n % RE:,OE:"rsED % neggﬁfzn % ue?oerflrsm % n:r%EnFr‘zn %
___mz 233 [ _4s.2 | 61 11,8 |__28 5.4 5 1,0 5 1,0 T
188 | 36,5 237 | 46.0 56 10.9 [ 26 5.0 4 .8 4 .8
loross T>_ 410 79.6 81 15.7 11 2.1 6 1.2 2 .4 .6 2 .4
NET 423 82.1 77 15.0 9 1.7 3 .6 1 W2 2 4
Joross T> 152 | 29.5 132 | 25.6 | 123 23.9 | 33 7.6 13 2,5 37 _|_17.2 19 3.7
NET 159 [~ 30.9 157 | 30.5 | 112 21.7 | 33 6.4 i1 2.1 29 5.6 14 2.7
[choss [> 38 7.4 29 19,2 137 26,6 | _131 25.4 15 2,9 a8 47 9,1
NET 43 8.3 114 | 22.1 | 156 30.3 | 115 22.3 8 1.6 46 8.9 33 6.4
—103 | __22,2 {__ 143 | 30.9 |..141 |. . 30.5 |_ 44 9.5 14__|. 3.0 (4 1.3 12 2.6
jonoss I> 880 | 75,7 |__ 191 {_16.4_ 42 L6 20 1.7 10 N:) 5 4ol 15 a3
NET 918 | 78.9 187 | 16.1 36 3.1 8 .7 7 .6 1 .1 6 .5
[Gross TS 261 | 22.4 263 {_22.6 {_ 297 25.5 | 162 13.9 48 4.1 78 6.7 54 4.6
NET 276 | 23.7 314 | 27.0 | 308 26.5 | 132 11.3 43 3,7 54 4.6 36 3.1
[oross > 137 11.8 239 20.6 341 29.3 | 201 17.3 59 5.1 107 9.2 79 6.8
NET 163 | 14.0 296 | 25.5 | 358 30.8 | 173 14.9 44 3.8 77 6.6 52 4.5
—335 | 33.7.) 273 | 27.5 | 265 | 26,7 ). 62 | _6.2 | 13 |._ 2.3 | 31 | 3.3 | 314 | __1.4.
[eross > 559 55.7 81 8.1 131 13.1 88 8.8 32 3.2 51 5.1 61 6,1
NET 567 | 56.5 %0 9.0 | 136 13.6 | 81 8.1 27 2.7 51 5.1 51 5.1
618 |_ 69,3 102 | 11.4 | _101 11.3 36 4.0 12 1.3 |16 3.8 j__2 .| .8
_.35.3 1233 | 45.2 )__61 | 11.8 (_ 28 .{ 5.4 5 1.0 5 ol b2
26.5 237 | 46.0 56 10.9 | 26 5.0 4 .8 4 .8
GROSS 1280 76.9 272 16.2 83 3.2 26 1.5 (W _|— 2 |8 | .8 | .17 |[_1.0
NET k 1341 | 79.9 264 | 15.7 45 2.7 | 11 .7 8 .5 1 .1 8 .5
972 | 36.3 476 |_17.8 | _s51 20.6 | 289 10.8 23 3.5 166 6.2 | 134 | _5.0.
T 1002 | 37.4 561 | 20.9 | 556 20.7 { 246 3.2 81 3.0 134 5.0 | 101 3.8
[eross > 937 —15.6 |_611 | _22.8 | 420 .| 3587 | 308 | 4.0 | 207 | 7.7 ; 187 7.0
NET 770 |~ 28.7 498 | 18.6 | 652 24.3 | 369 13.8 81 3.0 175 6.5 136 5.1
1056 | 45.0 518 (_ 22,1 (_507 | _21.6 | 142 | 6.0 19 1.7 53 2.4 33 1.4

®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Each reported defendant Ialls in both a GROSS 306 a NET
tigura In the sppticable lime column. However, the parson may fall within tha GROSS count of ona time column and the NET of another. For examiple, if a
delendant had & gross time inlarval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 19-30 day GROSS time Intarval, if the exclugable lime was 4 days, the NET time
‘would ba 8 daya (12-4 = 8} and the defendant would be shown in {he 0 lo 10 day NET 1ime Interval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from LU.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from Stats courts and any petty offenses procesded by information.

P ekttt ettt . e,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A

D. Interlocutory appeats—(H)}{1){D)

T.

U,
W,

***intervel one: Arreet 1ot

Examination or hearing for mental or physicat
incapacity—(HMIMA) . . . . . . . . . .

NARA exsmination—(HN{1)(B) . . . . . . . .
State or feders! trisls on other cherges—-(H){(1NC) . .

Hearings on pratrisl motioms—(H)(I(E) . , . . .
Transters from other districts (per FRCP rulss 20,
21 & 40). (HHINF) .

L N R T R Y

. Motic is actually under advisement.

I S T T T S Y R

(e . .

. Misc. proceedings: probastion or parolz revocation,

deportation, extradition, (HM1). . . . . . . .
Prosecution deferred by mutual sgreement. (H}2)
Unavailability (includes fugitive) of datendant or
ossential witness, (HM3NAMB) . . . . . . . .
Period of mental or physical incompstence of
defendant to stand trial. (HH4) . .

. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
He ... ...

. Defendent awaiting trial of co-domlm when no

severance has beengranted. (H){7} . . . . . . .
Continusnces granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

Time up to withdrawa! of guilty plea (i} . . . . .
Grand jury indictment time sxtended 30 more
deys. (B) . . .

I I T T S S

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

TOTALS FOR
EIGHTH CIRCUIT

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

L 2,681 (R) ofaw
@ OF "A

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE Time L1978 @) . 73:8,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 703 _1(©) L.26.2

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

Oto10days| 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 1214 days)

17 6 10 15 1 ' |
0 1 0 0 0 I |
1 1 0 1 1 ‘I | A
2 0 0 12 0 I |
302 4 2 0 0 e |
8 14 3 5 2 g8 ||, 40
197 63 102 9 1 o ||, 32 |
1 0 0 0 0 o [, 1 |
0 1 2 6 2 3 ||, 14
21 13 16 6 7 s |l e |
0 1 1 1 0 2 |, s
0 0 0 0 0 o Jl, o
2 4 1 1 1 1 |l 10
4 0 0 0 0 S |
9 10 66 29 7 9 || 130 |
2 1 5 1 o ||, 1 |

1 0 1 0 0 0 2

Persgraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, sre shown with resson for delay beiow.
**DEFENDANT F|GUHE8 DO NOT INCLUDE .Iwmlm, Awuh lmm U.S. Magistrute decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrist d
Interval three: Arraignment to Trisf,

oy

OF "D"
. ot

.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............

.............

.............

.............

ﬁ'INTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
QCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
6 8 36
0 1 0
1 3 3
0 0 16
2 11 296
5 29 6
1 3 368
0 0 1
1 4 9
5 41 22
0 0 5
0 0 0
0 1 9
0 0 5
0 9 121
0 0 14
2 0 0

s from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.

Prepered by: Administrstive Office of L\,S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL l_ NINTH CIRCUTT .. . TUNE 30, 1977

r NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GEfTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W

INTERVALS-EVENTE-& 73 LIMITS(DAYS)
1 ARREST TO INDICYMENT—30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 ) ) \ ) ) ™) M
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-00 Ow 10 11130 3110 60
R CTION T SENTENCE A days days: days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GRouP “DEFENDANTS REPORTED % nehoRTED % RePORTED % lEP%E:T'ED % nzroE;?sn % nsre:!:?sn * n:r%!afr':n %
- gt nt
' 13841 ) _15_7_1 —4l.1 {..1818 )} 47,3 | 314 8,2 98 2.6 3 .1 20 .5 11 .3
WHERE L*NET B 1601 | 41.7 | 1827 | 47.6 | 306 8.0 88 2.3 3 A 10 .3 6 .2
ANTS' L3841 | 3254 | 84,7 | 438 | 11.4 97 2.5 22 6 | 7 .2 6 .2 17 .4
2::55’;: § @ 3298 |_ 86.9 431 | 131.2 95 2.5 11 . .3 3 1 2 1 1
PRECEDED L3841 8sa | 22,2 | 776 |_20.2 | 2395 | 30,6 | 02 | 315.7 | 109 2.8 (128 | 3.3 197 |_ 5.1
912 | 23,7 794 | 20.7 | 1198 | 31.2 | 592 15.4 | 108 2.8 | 107 2.8 130 3.4
INDICTMENT
@@ L3841 | [amoss T> 202 5.3 529 |_13.8 | 1087 | 28.3 -]1249 32.5 | 226 5.9 | 258 6.7 290 7.6
8‘@ NET 214 5.6 571 | 14.9 | 1145 | 29.8 (1779 33.3 | 218 5.7 | 225 5.9 189 4.9
@ L3320 ) 702 |__ 21,1 | _1im_|_3s.3 ]| 13150 | _34.6 | 351 4.5 30 .9 82 2,5 34 1.0
-~
(‘
@ L3566 y |oross |> 2417 | 67.8 753 21.1 [ 220 6.2 84 2.4 20 .6 23 .6 49 1.4
2, 2580 |~ 72.3 708 | 19.9 | 186 5.2 61 17 3 -3 11 .3 11 .3
WHERE @ 13566 | [cross > 791 22,2 532 14.9 783 22.0 612 17.2 147 4.1 270 7.6 431 12.1
ANDICTMENT < | T B 834 | 23.4 550 | 15.4 | 803 | 22.5 | 648 18.2 | 144 4.0 | 275 7.7 312 8.7
PRECEDED RREST 13566 | [oross > 481 13,5 481 | 13,5 |_ 711 | 19.9 | 791 22.2 | 239 6.7 |_319 8.9 544 | 15,3
516 | 14.5 825 | 14.7 | 788 | 22.1 | 801 22.5 | 250 7.0 | 296 8.3 390 | 10.9
ARREST
L@LZB&E_J 02| 24,5 | 852 | 20.7 (_ 988 | 3¢.8 {174 | 6.1 | 40 | 1.4 | 65 | 2.3 | a5 | 1.6
3 @ (1979 | [sross [> 1404 70.9 134 6.8 152 7.7 146 7.4 32 1.6 56 2.8 55 2.8
ARRAIGNMENT | _Nev Bp 1413 71.4 139 7.0 164 | 8.3 148 7.5 35 1.8 45 2.3 35 1.8
COINCIDED ARREST :
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ (L1757} 1378 78.4 182 [ 10.4 155 8.8 0 [ 1.1 10 6 10 [ 2 1
@L._aa_u_u GRS 1> 1577 |..4l.1 | 1eis | 47,3 314 | 8.2 [ 98 [ 2.6 ) 3 ) .10 20 ) .8 f a1 | .3
1601 | 41,7 | 1827 | 47.6 306 | 8.0 88 2.3 3 .1 10 .3 6 .2 .
TOTALS OF 17407 | [cross > 5671 | 76,5 |_ 1191 | 16.1 317 | 4.3 | 106 1.4 27 .4 29 .4 66 .9
5878 | 79.4 | 1139 | 15.4 281 | 3.8 72 1.0 12 2 13 .2 12 .2
GROUPS 1, 2,43
@ L9386 | 3049 | 32.5 | 1442 | 15,4 | _2110 |_22.5 [1360 14.5 | 288 | 3.1 | asa 4.8 |_683 | 7.3
3159 | 33,7 | 1483 | 15.8 | 2165 | 23.1 [l3ss 14.8 | 287 3.1 | 427 4.5 477 5.1
®§ Loa3a6 J foRoss [> sgas | 22 .3 | 1141 12.2 | _19s51 | 20.8 |2183 | 23.3 | 496 5.3 | 632 6.7 { 888 | 9.5
& @ 2143 | 22,8 | 1232 | 13.1 | 2098 | 22.4 |2228 23.7 | 504 5.4 | 567 6.0 614 6.5
@ 179431 2782 |__35.0. | 2205 | _27.8 | 22093 | 28,0 | 345 | 4,3 j 80 ). 1.0 ) 157 | 2.0} &1 .} 1.0
¥ NET MEANS GAOSS DAYS LESS DAYS QF EXCLUDABLE TiIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Each reparted defendan! 1alla in both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANY FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeats from U.S, Magistrata decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, ‘
figura in the applicatils ilme column, Howaver, tha patson may falt within tha GROSS count of one Hims column and the NET of another, For example, it 2 pratrist diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses procesded by (nformation. \

defendant had & groas i Intsrvat of 12 days, b wouid be shown in tha 11.30 day GROSS time Interval, |1 the extiudable tine was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 = B) and the defendant would ba shown [n: the 0 1o 10 day NEY time Intervai,
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**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS 9.386 o
" SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS . TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD |_:_____1@ OF “A"
NINTH CIRCUIT

INCIDENCE OF AND DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L7278 (@) L 82:9,

REASONS FOR DELAY DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiME 1,605 @) 17.1,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME ‘;QggjgxgtE|g!LT$H

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 | OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

Lﬁggs%NUsc 3161 @ 10days| 11to 21 22 t0 42 43 t0 84 8510120 | 121+ days\ ONE | TWO |THREE
e s e U PN IS I P S J | w
B. NARA exsmination—{H)}1}B) . . . . . . . . 1 0 0 0 0 0 S ST B 0. 0 0 1
C. State or federal trials on other charges—{4}{1}(C) . . 0 0 2 3 1 10 L 16 I U 0 '_{3 ..... 1 5 10
D. Interlocutory appeals—(H}1MD) . . . ., . . . 1 1 0 19 1 26 L 8 2_ '.§ ..... 0 0 48
E. Hearings on pretrial motions—(HW1}E) . . . . . 735 26 16 15 6 6 L 8e4 386 32 26 746
Y B 25 22 13 I IS | PRI S o | s |
S Mg ———" 115 32 64 2 2 0 jjo s | 108 6 | 3 | a1
" evoraton sxpadnion. NI 0 0 2 0 0 LN | PR DO 0. 2| ol o
1, Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){(2) . 1 1 2 3 0 39 [ 46 TN 2. '.? ..... 3 2 41
™ i, OB+ | 152 68 58 48 o | o ) w6 | 205 | 10 [oes | am
" e v s i oL 7 ° 6 : I | Y DO L0 | s
0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5) . 0 0 0 0 1 0 L 1 W S 9 _____ 0 1 0
Ao N I 5 16 17 3 CH | Y D7 8 | 19 | 2
" vnancshesbosn e, (0T 2 1 3 0 1 6 f{ 13 .08 1l o] w
T. Continuances granted in the ands of justice. (H)8) . 1 33 10 12 22 59 M . 7.0 0 8 | 139
U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . . 4 - 1 5 11 6 19 \ 46 N P % 1.2 ..... 0 3 43
Y o oy e maeendsdZomers 0 4 2 0 0 vl 7 el 7] o] o

*Paragraph and subtection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trisl Act of 1974, are shawn with reason for delay below.

2*DEFENDANT FIGURLS DO NOT INGLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.
***interva one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arrsignment to Trial, Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS lm DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL TENTH CIRCUIT JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
I ——— NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS 1
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT—30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 ™ ™ R ™ ™~
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~60 Oto 10d 1110 30 d, 31t060d
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ays ays to ays 81 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GRouP h "vDEFENDAN“ I\EPORTvED % ' REPGRTED % ns%s?sb % nﬂ?::;'séo % nsggs;szo % “:’E:"_sm % ner%fggu %
| @ 735 ) f{SRoss k> 366 | 49,8 | 204 | 40.0 |_ 65 8.8 7 1.0 2 3 1 1
WHERE [*NET B 370 | s50.3 299 | 40.7 57 7.8 7 1.0 1 .1 1 .1
DEFENDANTS' @ L_735 | G;i si . 61 8.3 9 1.2 5 .7 .1 1 .1 3 .4
. GE 23 91.3 50 6.8 10 .4 2 3
ARREST < 1 2 3
PRECEDED @ L 735 | 223 |__ 30,3 128 | 17,4 | 269 | 36.6 | 66 9.0 |_ 18 2.4 |17 2.3 |_14 | 2.0
] 27 " 30. . . . . .
INDICTMENT 2 9 191 | 26.0 [ 232 31.6 | 51 6.9 14 1.9 14 1.9 6 .8
@g L 735 ) [oRoss I> o5 | 1200 | 128 | 17.4 | 245 | 333 |18 | 246 | 24 | 33| 35 | as | 27 | a7
@ NEY 103 | 14.0 137 | 18.6 | 269 36.6 | 168 22.9 16 2.2 27 3.7 15 2.0
@ i ) 128 20.3 234 37,2 203 32,3 37 5.9 9 1.4 14 2,2 4 .6
_ .
@ L_975 y [oRoss > 752 | 77,1 166 17.0 27 2.8 17 1.7 2 .2 6 .6 5 | __.5 .
2, NET 823 | 84.4 126 | 12.9 16 1.6 | 10 1.0
WHERE @ 975 | [GROSS > 206 | 21.1 232 |_23.8 | 326 33.4 | 113 11.6 34_: __3.5 27 2.8 37 3.8
NET
INDICTMENT 221 | 22.7 270 [ 27.7 | 306 31.4 | 95 9.7 27 2.8 28 2.9 28 2.9
PRECEDED T:’R;‘:'S:L 1975 | fomoss > 125 | 12.8 196 | . 20.1 |_ 342 35.1 | 178 18.3 36 3.7 50 5,1 48 4,9
ARREST NET 147 | 15.1 232 | 23.8 | 349 35.8 | 145 14.9 28 2.9 41 4.2 33 3.4
@ L_806 4 155 19.2 333 | 41.3 | 262 32.5 | _32 4.0 14 1.7 8 1.0 2 .2
3. @L._s_ﬂ_J_m__Az&_mm_.ma_._us___&.s, 40 7.3 5 .9 10 1.8 (12 | 2.2
ARRAIGNMENT NET 241 | 43.7 136 | 24.7 | 127 23.0 | 30 5.4 2 .4 8 1.5 7 1.3
COINCIDED ARRESY
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L4711 149 31.6 168 35.7 125 26.5 19 4.0 2 4 4 2 4 8
@ L7235 | [6ROSS 1> 366 | 40,8 | 04 [ 400 | &5 | 8.8 7 1.0 2 1 1 %Y
NET 370 50.3 299 40.7 57 7.8 7 1.0 1 .1 1 .1
TOTALS OF @ L1710 | 1407 |_82.3 227 |_13.3 36 2,1 |_22 1.3 3 .2 2 4 8 .5
[ NET P 1494 | 87.4 176 | 10.3 26 1.5 | 12 .7 .
GROUPS 1,2, & 3 , . , 2 t
@ L2261 ) foRoss 1> e6o | 29,6 | 469 | 20,7 | 730 | _32.3 | 210 | 9.7 | s7 | 2.5 54 2.4 |_63 | 28
NEY 689 | 30.5 597 | 26.4 | 665 29.4 | 176 7.8 43 1.9 50 2.2 41 1.8
@g’ L2261 | foross > 459 | 20,3 | 432 | 19,1 | 724 | 32,0 { 300 | 376 | 65 | 2.0 | aa 4.2 | 88 | 3.9
& @ 490 | 21.7 504 | 22.3 [ 747 33.0 | 343 15.2 46 2.0 76 3.4 55 2.4
@ L1906 | 432 |_ 22,7 735 |_38.6 | 590 31.0 | s8 4.6 | 25 1.3 26 1.4 10 .5
# NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161{h}, Each reporied delendant fatls in both 8 GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisians, Hulomtnmhn out of dittrict,
tigure in the applicable tims column, However, the parson may fatl within the GROSS coun! of one time column and the NET of analher, For example, I 8 pratrist diversion dispositions, remaovals from State courts and say petty offenses procseded by information.

delendant had a gross time interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS lime Interval. If the excludstle time was 4 days, the NET time
would be Bdcys (12-4 = 81and the defendani would be shown In the Do 10 day NET time interval.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

IDuring July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977[

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H}1)}{A) . .

8. NARA examination—(HM{1}{(B} . . . . .

C. State or federal trials on other charges—(H){(1)(C) . .

D. [Interlocutory appeals—(H}{1}{D) . . . ., .
E. Hearings on pretrial motions—(HM1)(E) . . . .
F. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
21&40L (HIMFY . . . . . . . . ..
G. Motion is actualiy under advisement.
{H}{ING)
H. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition, (H{1). . . . . . .

1. Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. {H){2)

M. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H){3)(A)MB) . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendanttostand trial. (H)(4) . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .

P. Siperseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H){6)
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
has been g d. (H{7). . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. {H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . .
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B) .

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below.

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

o
L 2,261 @® o B

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD
TENTH CIRCUIT DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME t_LiL L6541
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME +__ 783 ,(5) L34.6
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME
Ly
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD {NO. OF DAYS) o
&o 10days| 11to 21 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 +.Tays\

16 5 11 17 4 s | P T 5.4
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ... 0.
10 1 2 3 2 0 {18 ... 8.
0 0 0 0 0 2 ¢ LY B 0. 2 .....
416 21 11 2 0 0} 450 ). 449
8 4 3 1 0 1 L 17 ... :E ::] .....
66 56 25 5 0 o ., 152 | 12
0 0 0 1 0O e 1 4} ... o ..
1 2 7 6 2 L | P B 2z
130 17 16 12 7 16 . 198 198
2 0 3 2 1 3 P Y B 1.0 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 T 0
1 0 0 0 0 U | U TS DR 0.
1 0 2 G 0 0 L 3 ) 6.3 .
25 9 12 8 0 2 ( 56 1 5.6
0 0 4 4 0 0_1f. 8 . }..... 0.8 ..
7 1 0 1 0 0 11, 9 ... 0.9....

r *"*INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE TWO |THREE
4 9 41
0 0. 0
1 2 15
1] 0 2
21 4 425
7 10 0
1 3 148
0 0 1
0 2 20
0 174 24
0 3 8
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 3
3 19 34
0 1 7
9 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretriat diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
**“Intarval one: Arrest to Indictment; interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
1
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS [w DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL l SULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30. 1977

e NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS ﬁ

INTERVALS-EVENTS--& 79 LIMI TS {DAYS)
t ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 w j w \
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 da 11t030d 3110604
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGENA ys ays 0 ays 61 tolDOdnv: 100 0 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GRoup 'w”ms NEPORT% % RePGRTED % REPORTED % AerontEn| % REPGRTED % REPORTED % nevonren | %
f‘

! @ Lggo | [shossl> gg 10.7_|_252 28.3_|. 492 55.3 | ___37 4.2 7 8 4 -4 2 .2
WHERE 99 11.1 | 263 29,6 | 491 55,2 28 3. 4 .4 3 .3 1 .1
DEFENDANTS' @ |_ama_J 679 76.4 |_187 21,0 15 1.7 4 .4 3 3 1 1
ARREST D GE X 78.7 { 178 40,0 9 1.0 1 .1 1 1
PRECEDED @ L g8y | [oross B> gaq |_27.4 | 232 | 261 |_207 | 23.3 | 125 [ 34| 20 | 2.2]|_ 36 4.0 |25 | 2.8
INDICTMENT L NET Pposs 28.5 255 28.7 | 212 23.8 | 133 15.0 18 2.0 17 1.9 1 .1

@\@ 1889 | [GRoss [> 39 4.4 | 133 15,0 | 132 14.8 | 328 36.9 | 97 10.9 | 106 11.9 | 54 6.1
S 39 4.4 | 141 i5.9 [ 152 17.1 | 347 39.0 | 102 11.5 95 10.7 13 1.5
L® L_783_) 78 9.7 74 9.5 458 (_s8.5.(._78.(_10.0.|__22 28|59 | __7.581. 36 | _ =20

-
@ t_222 1 [oRoss T> 73 59.8 41 | 336 4 3.3 1 .8 ) 2.5

2, . G JET 64.8 39 32,0 3 2.5 1 8
WHERE @ LJZZJJL__l&.Q._._Z.L._.lB..L_lS____J.ZA__ZL__ZM 2 16415 (32,3 (.39 | 156
INDICTMENT < 24 19.7 28 23.0 16 13.1 31 25.4 5 4.1 7 5.7 11 9.0
PRECEDED ARRESY | 122 f fowos 1> 13 | 107 | 15 [ 23| 22 | a0 (22 | 280l 8 | 66| 18 | vam| 24 |09
ARREST NET 14 11.5 19 15.6 25 20.5 25 20.5 13 10.7 13 10.7 13 10.7

@ L_102 | 1t (_1g.8 {18 [ _14.7 |__57 55.9 6 | 5.9 3 2.9 (3 | 29| 2 [ 6.9
69 47.9 19 1332 t_ 26 | 180} 37 11.8 4 2.8 4 2.8 5 a5
ARRAIGNMENT 71 49.3 21 14.6 32 22,2 16 11.1 2 1.4 1 .7 1 .7
COINCIDED *""E"
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 117 10 8.5 14 12.0 66 56,4 18 15,4 2 1.7 4 3.4 3 2.6
-~
f
@ t_mng § foROSS TS on 10,7 1 252 | 28,3 |_ 492 | 55.3.1_ 37 4.2 7 8] 4 .4 2 2
[ _NeT 99 11.1 263 29.6 491 55,2 28 3.1 4 .4 3 .3 1 L1
TOTALS OF @ L1011 | [cRoss [> 752 24.4 | _228 22.6 19 1.9 5 .5 3 3 4 4
NET B 779 77. 2 21. . . . .
QROUPSY, 2,43 | _NET ] 7.1 '17 5 12 1.2 1 1 1 1 1 1
@ (1155 ; [GRosS T> 335 29.0_|_ 275 23.8 | 248 21.5 | _167 14.5 |26 2.3|_ss 2.8 |_49 4.2
348 30.1 | 304 26.3 260 22.5 180 15.6 25 2.2 25 2.2 13 1.1
M~ tuss ) [05 >0 | 105 | 367 | 3as | 1m0 | 956 | a6z | s8] tge | acf3ee | mal e | 22
8@ 124 | -10.7 | 181 15.7 | 209 18.1 | 388 33.6 | 117 0.1 109 9.4 | 27 2.3
@ 11002 | 97 9.7 |_103 10.3 581 58.0 |__102 10,2 27 2.7 |__66 6.6 26 2.6
SNEY MEANS QROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNOER 18 USC 3181{h), Each reported defendant falls In both a GROSS and a RET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals trom U.S, Magistrate dec!sicns, Rute 20 transfers out of district,
figure in tha upplicable time column, Howevaer, Ihy person may fall wilhin the GROSS tount of one lime column snd the NET of another. For axamplis, It a pretrial diversion dispositions, removsls from State courts and sny petty offenses proceeded by information,

defendant had & gross time Interval of 12 days, he would ba shown In the £1.30 day GROSS 1ims Inlerval, If the excludable Yima was 4 days, the NET lime
would be 8 days {12.4 = 8} and the defendant would be shawn In the 010 10 day NET time Interval,
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— ~*TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o
SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 1155 @) oFa
l NC! DENCE OF AND ' DISTRICT OF | DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME 862, (B) L74:6

COLUMBIA

RE ASONS FOR DEL AY DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 293 () L23.4_,

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME EXCLUDABLE DELAY
[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977J on OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) OF "D*
*REASON \ S——
Under 18 USC 3161 ﬁm 10days{ 11to 21 22 t0 42 43t084 85 to 120 { 121 + days ONE TWO |[THREE
A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(HMIMA) . . . . . . . . . .. 2 5 15 9 3 8 {jo 42 ] 10.8 4 2 36
B. NARA examination—(H}1)(B) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C. State or federal trials on other charges—(H)(1){C) . . 1 0 0 1 0 N | P Y B 1.3 .. 1 0 4
D. Interlocutory appesls—{(H}NID) . . . . . . . 0 0 1 6 0 2 L 9 .l...... 2.3, 0 0 9
E. Hearings on pretrial motions—(HMINE) . . . . . 120 4 7 1 0 0 L 132 33.9 . 5 2] 125
F, Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
20840 UBIE) . . . . ... ... 0 1 2 0 0 01l 355]...... 0.8 -2 1 0
G. Motion is actually under advisement.
NG . . . . oo 11 5 3 7 1 U I 27 4} ... 69, ]_0 0 27
H. Misc. procesdings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (HM1). . . . . . . . 0 1 1 0 01} 5., 0.8 .1 1 2 0
I. Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)2) . 1 2 1 7 2 71l Y 5.1 |2 1{ 17
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essentiai witness, (H)(3NANB) . . . . . . . . 38 13 11 9 2 15 L 88 ... 22,6 . 5 40| 43
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
Aafendanttostand trial, (HM&) . . . . . . . . 0 0 2 2 1 L S i, 1.3 .. 0 5
0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5) . Y 0 0 G 0 0 L 04l PO _0, ... 0 0 0
P. Superseding indictment and/or new cha
P i . 0 1 1 0 0 0 1. CINPN DU 1 1 0
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted. (H{7). . . . . . . 0 0 5 2 0 0 \ 7 5).......8 . 0 0 7
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){8) . 2 3 12 16 0 3 L 36 ... 9.3 .. 7 0 29
U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea fi} . . . . . 0 Y 2 2 0 1 L 5 I ].-:.3.’ - 0 0 5
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. B) . . . . . ... .. ... 0 1 0 3 1 0 1 5 N NS 1’.‘.‘5... 5 0 0
*Paragraph and subsection of18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below. .
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals fram U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretriat diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty off, pr d by infor

***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignmaent to Trial. Prepared by: Administrative Offics of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DUINING

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL MAINE JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
TERVALL SVENTE S T LIITRIDAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 AWREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ANRAIGNMENT—-10 h N \ A A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TAIAL-80 0w 10d 14 10 30 21080
< CONYICTION 10 SENTENCE-NA ays days days 81 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GRour mﬂm N PANTS RIS | % m¥oRto | % (PSRl | % awronten] % nerontes] X |momtto | % | mwomrio| X
r‘
' o EER- e
> et 100.0
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' L2 | fomossT> 2 | 100.0
[_wer § 2 100.0
ARREST < S
PRECEDE L2 ] jcross 2 100.0
o @ z 2| 100.0
INDICTMENT
@ i 3 [oross T> 1 50.0 1 50.0
@ NET 1 50.0 1 50.0
@ l i 1 50.0 1 50.0
.
r -
lL_.o J [oross I> 4 1 444 (1 | 23| | |__2 | z22.2 —2 | 22.2.
2 [ Ner | 8 88.9 1 11.1
WHERE J @ L9 j [GRossT> 6 | 66.7 3 33,3
NET ¢ . N
INDICTMENT & 1 66.7 3 383
ARREST 9 GROSS | > 3 33,3 4 44.4 2 22.2
PRECEDE| O |
RECEDED YO TRIAL 3 33.3 3 33.3 T 1101 Z 22.2
ARREST
@ L6 | 3 37.5 2 25,0 3 37.5
.
3 @ L 62 ) [cRoss > 18 29,0 4 6.5 12 19.4 19 30.6 4 6.5 5 8.1
ARRAIGNMENT NET 22 35.5 5 8.1 14 22,6 15 24.2 2 3.2 4 6.5
COINCIDED %N;:?:L
WITH FIRST
APPEARANGCE @ L_51 20 39.2 10 19.6 15 29.4 2 3.9 4 7.8
@ L2 i[> 2 |_100.0
NET 2 100.0
TOTALS OF L1t | feross > 6 54.5 1 9.1 2 18,2 2 18.2
NET 10 90,9 1 9.1
GROUPS 1,2, &3
73 | feross T> 24 32.9 4 5.5 17 23.3 19 26.0 4 5.5 5 6.8
| NET P 28 38.4 3 6.8 19 26,0 15 20.5 2 2.7 4 5.5
@@ 73 [orout 21 28.8 6 8.2 11 15,1 | _ 24 32,9 4 5.5 5 6.8 2 2.7
8@ WA 25 34.2 8 11.0 i6 21,9 18 24.7 Z 2.7 3 5.5
@ L 61 23 37.7 11 18.0 18 29.5 2 3.3 7 11.5
®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDASLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h), Each reporied dafendant falls In both 8 GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT £IGURES DO NOT INCLUDE( Juveniles, Appesls from U.S, Magistrate decistons, Rule 20 transfecs out of district,
figurse in the applicable lime column, Howevet, 1ha person may fatl within the GROSS count of ona time column and tha NET of anather. Fer axsmpla, If & pritrisl diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offsnses procseded by information,

defendan) had s gross time interval of 12 days, he would be ahown {n the 11-30 day GROSS time Intecval, If the dxcludable time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 = 8} and Ihe dafandant would be shown In 1he 0 to 10 day NET tima Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[Duuring July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON:
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical -

T o mm o 0o

T.

1}
W,

. Interlocutory appeals—(H)(1)(D}

incapacity—(H){(1)(A)

NARA examination—{H)}{1)(B)

State or federal trials on other charges—(H){1}(C) . .

.......

Hearings on pretrisi motiors—{H){1){E)
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rutes 20,
20840 (R, . . . . ... L.

. Motion is actually under advissment.

(HiNlG)

. Misc. procesdings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H){(1). . . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)
Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
etsential witness. (H){3){A)(B)

........

. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendant to stand trisl, (H}(4) . . . . . . . .

, Period of NARA commitment of treatment. (H){5) .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)(6)

. Dafendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance has been granted. (H{7). . . . . . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plsa (i) ., , . . .

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

TOTALS FOR

MAINE

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS on
REPORTED DURING PERIOD 3@ & A
[ A —
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLubasLe TiE L %0 (®) 82.2

‘DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1____3_.__!© L17.8.

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

ﬁm 10 daysl 11t0 21 221042 431084 | 85t0 120 { 121 +days

0 0 2 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 .0 0 1 L1
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
1 v 0 ) 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 o0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 2 . »
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 L1
0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 5 2 0 s
0 1 0 0 0 1 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below, -

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U,S, Mapistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretria) di

**%Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

oS0

OF "y

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 2 1]
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 2 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 7
0 1 1
0 0 0

Is from State courts and any petty affenses proceeded by information.

Prepared by: Administrative Otfice of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS Im DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DSFENDANTS TO TRIAL MASSACHUSETTS I_._LUT-'_Y__;_l 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

TERVALS EVENTE 870 LTS IDAYS] NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 A N N 0 A N N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 311060 d
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA Lid Y 0 ays 61 to 100 day3 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP ] NW *"DEFENDANTS REPORTED | * AERGATED % REPORTED | % nevortED] % neroRtED| % AEPORTED % AeroRTED | %
1 @ 4 1 . 21| s1.2 12 29,3 6 14.6 2 4.9
NET
WHERE 21 51.2 12 29.3 6 14.6 2 4.9
DEFENDANTS' @ l_41 ) [eross B> 33 | 80,5 2 4.9 4 9.8 2 |_4.9
NET 33 . 2 4, . .
ARREST 3 [ner pp 80.5 9 4 9.8 2 4.9
PRECEDED @ L4y jfeross B> g [ 195 | 4 9.8 7 |1z | e | 246 |1 | 24 |7 |72 |_ 8 |95
NEY 8 19.5 4 9.8 7 17.1 6 14.6 1 2.4 7 17.1 8 19.5
INDICTMENT
®~z‘3‘° |41 lomoss > 3 7.3 6 14.6 11 26,8 2 4,9 10 24,4 | .9 | 22.0
R @ L_NeT B 3 7.3 6 14.6 11 26.8 2 4.9 10 24.4 9 22.0
@ w37 1 18.9 20 54.1 9 24.3 1 2.7
-
r
L 220 GROSS_ > 130 59,1 73 33.2 6 2,7 5 2.3 2 .9 1 .5 3 1.4
2, NeT P 130 59.1 73 33.2 6 2.7 5 2.3 2 K 1 .5 3 1.4
WHERE @ 1220 | 26 | 1.8 |_8 | 3.6 28 12,7 46 _|_20.9 16 7.3 35 15,9 |_e1 | 27.9
NET
INDICTMENT < 26 11.8 8 3.6 28 12.7 46 20.9 17 7.7 36 16.4 59 26.8
PRECEDED Tzﬂ::f:'_ 220 | [cRoss li 13 | 5.9 6 2.7 21 9.5 48 21.8 15 6.8 43 19,5 |_74 | _33.6
NET 13 5.9 6 2.7 21 9.5 48 21.8 16 7.3 46 20.9 70 31.8
ARREST
@ L205 | 10 14.6 a4 45.9 52 25 ¢ 23 {_11.2. 1 5 2 1.0 3 1.5
.
[cRass T> 53 12.2 18 4.1 21 4.8 63 _|_14.4 27 6.2 107 24.5 147 13,7
ARRAIGNMENT NET 70 16.1 18 4.1 21 4.8 64 14.7 26 6.0 110 25.2 127 29,1
COINCIDED T%“;*:fATL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 1359 67 18.7 _|_203 56,5 74 20.6 8 2,2 5 1.4 2 [
.
/‘
@ a1 g [Ees > 21 | s1.2 12 29.3 6 14.6 2 4.9
21 | 51,2 12 129.3 6 14.6 2 | 4.9
TOTALS OF @ 1261 | b 163 |_62.5 75 28.7 10 3.8 7 2.7 2 8 1 4 3 1.1
NET P 163 62. . . R .
GROUPS1, 2,43 5 75 28.7 10 3.8 7 2 2 8 1 .4 3 1.1
@ L 697 1 {GRoss I> g9 12.5 30 4.3 56 8.0 115 16.5 44 6.3 149 21.4_|. 216 | _31.0
[_NeT B 104 14.9 30 4.3 56 8.0 116 16.6 44 6.3 153 22.0 194 27.8
®§°® L697 i } 80 11.5 27 1.9 49 7.0 120 17.2 42 6.0 157 22.5 222 |.31.9
< NEY 81 | 11.6 28 4.0 49 7.0 | 123 | 17.6 44 6.3 166 23.8 | 206 29.%
@ L60L | 104 (_17.3 [ 317 | 52,7 135 22.5 31 5.2 6 1.0 2 .3 6 1.0
N
®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXGLUDASLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reported defendant falls in both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S, Magistrate dacisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure in Ihe applicable time column. Hawaver, Lhe person may tall within ha GROSS counl of one time column and the NET of anolher. For example, if a pratrial divarsion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenaes proceeded by information,

defendant had a gross lime Interval of 12 days, he would be shawn In the 11-30 day GROSS time Intarvat. if the excludable time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 daya {12.4 = 8) and the defendant would be shown in the 0 ta 10 day NET time Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

mm

T o

u
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

incapacity—(HI{1)(A)

...........

B. NARA examinstion—(H}{(1)(®) . . . . . . ..

C. State or federal trials on other charges—(H)(1)(C) .
D.

. Interlocutory appeals—(H){1)(D)

., Hearings on pretrist motions—(H)(INE) . . . . .
Transters from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
20&40). (HHIFY . . . . . . ... ...
. Motion is actually under advissment,
(HI{ING)
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parols revocation,
deportation, extradition. (HM1). . . . . . . .

Prosecution defsrred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)

M. Unavailability (includes tugitive) of defendant or

essential witness, (HM3)(ANB) . . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetencs of

defendanttostand trial. (HM4) . . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or trestment, {H)(5) .
P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.

(HH8)

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance has beengranted. (H)(7). . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guiity plea (i)

days. (B)

.......

TOTALS FOR

MASSACHUSETTS

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDASLE TIME

0
L 697 ,@ OF “A”

66

L6609 (@) 96.0

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME t______1© l____._.:
INCICENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME ‘__—D@
o
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) oF "p"
(()’m10dqys 1Mt021 22t042 | 431084 | 85t0120 121+day}

0 0 0 1 0 2 W3 ). 10.0 .
0 0 0 0 0 0t .0 yf........f 0...
0 0 0 0 0 _Jyo 0 .1 0.
0 0 0 0 0 0 Jfe 0 b .0 0.
0 5 5 6 1 o 1. 1w ... 56.7
0 0 0 0 o 0o N, 0 ) o
0 0 2 0 0 0 L 2 g 6aT.
0 0 0 0 0 0 L T . 0 .
0 0 0 0 0 o |, o ..o
0 0 6 0 1 0 flo_7 ].....23 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 |, 0 {0
0 0 0 0 0 0 i, Y 0 .
0 0 0 0 0 I | P Y 0.
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 0...
1 0 0 0 0 o 2 ... 3.3
0 0 0 0 0 0 . N P
0 0 0 0 0 0 11, 0 o0,

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for detay below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Ruls 20 transfers out of district, pretrial divarsi
®*®Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Intervel two: Indictment to Arrsignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial.

A1

***INTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
QOCCURRED
ONE | TWO [THREE

0 0 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 17
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 7
0 0 0
0 O 0
0 0 0

0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

ts from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U,S, Courts



SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

8Z - 11

IN DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TG TRIAL I NEW_HAMPSHIRE JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
T ERVALS EVENTS S 7o LIMITSOAYS) 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 h N N\ N\ N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11t030d 3110 60
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGENA y ays 1 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVA| **DEFENDANTS REPORTED DEF’S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S
> ~ ~ % REPORTED % REPORTED % REPORTED| % REPORTED % REPORTED % REPORTED %
t @ 5 | [erossT> 3 80,0 1 20.0
{® NeT | 4 80.0 20.0
WHERE . 1

N s 5 4 [cRoss [> 5 100.0
DEFENDANTS @ L2 o= z 166G
ARREST <
meceeo | (3) = RS —gpg |30 | o | |2
INDICTMENT - . . N

@Qo 5 1 [gRoss > 3 60.0 1 20.0 1 20.0
:3‘@ NeT b3 60.0 1 20.0 1 20,0
@ L4 1 1 25.0 1 25.0_

(.

f@ |20 [oross D> 18 0.0 |_ 1 5.0 1 5.0

2. NET Bp 10 95.0 1 5.0
WHERE @ L 20 j [Gross > 1 5.0 3 15,0 8 40.0 2 10.0 2 10.0 2 10.0 2 10.0

NET . . - - .
INDICTMENT 1 5.0 P 20.0 8 40.0 3 15.0 p) 16.0 T 5.0 1 5.0
PRECEDED ARRESTL L_20 | fmoss [> 1 5.0 2 10.0 8 40.0 3 15.0 1 5.0 10. 3 15.0
TOTRIA | nET | 1 5.0 3 15,0 8 40.0 g 20.0 2 10.0 2 10.0
ARREST
@ L 20 | 10 50.0 5 25.0 4 20.0 1 5.0

.

3 @ L5 § [eross > 1 20,0 2 40.0 1 20.0 1 20.0
ARRAIGNMENT 1 20,0 2 40.0 1 20.0 1 20.0
COINCIDED T‘(\JRTR:EIL
WITH FIRST .
APPEARANCE L@ L3 2 66.7 1| 33.3

-

@ 5 ) [oRoss [> 4 80.0 1 20.0
NET 4 80.0 1 20.0
TOTALS OF L 25 | [omoss [> 23 92.0 1 4.0 1 4.0
NET P 24 96.0 1 4.0
GROUPS 1, 2,83
L 30 | feRoss [> 5 16.7 5 16,7 10 33.3 2 6.7 2 6.7 3 10.0 3 10.0
NET B 5 16.7 6 20.0 10 33.3 3 16.0 3 10.0 T 3.3 2 6.7

@@ 30 4 [eross T> s 16.7 4 13.3 10 33.3 3 10.0 1 3.3 3 10.0 4 13.3
& NET BB 5 16.7 [ 16.7 10 33,3 4 13.3 2 6.7 1 3.3 3 10.0
@ 27 | 13 48.1 7 25.9 6 22.2 1 3.7

-

*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181{h). Each reporiad detendant falls in both a GROSS and a NET
figure in the applicabls time column, However, the parson may fall wilhin tha GROSS count of ane time column and the NET of anolher, For examgle, if a
defendant had a gross iime interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time interval, i1 the excludabie time was 4 days, lhe NET time
would be 8 days (12.4 =8) and the defendant would ba shown in the 010 10 day NET tUme interval, .

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvanlles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
pretrial diversion dispositions, remavals from State courts and any petty offenses proceedad by information.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 |

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity-—-{H){(1}(A)

B. NARA examination~(H){(1)®) . . . . . . . .

State or federal trisls on other charges—({H}N1}(C) .
. Interlocutory appeals—{H){1}(D}

Hearings on pretrisl motions—(H){1)(E)
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

»Tm O 0

840 HNF) . . . . .. L,

. Motion is actually under advisement.
(H)(1)(G)
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

o

deportation, extradition. (H)}{1). . . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutuat agreement. (H){2)
M. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defandant or

esantial witness. (HN3)AMB) . . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetsnce of

defendanttostand trial. (HM#) . . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H}(5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)(6)
R. Defendant

Aafand.

g trial of co

severance hasbeen granted. (HX(7). . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H){8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

*Parsgraph and wbuctlon of 18 USC 31681, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are lhown wl(h rnwn 'ov dslay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, N i
***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Intervel two: Indictment to Arraignment; |ntwrval three: Arraignment to Trial,

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

TOTALS FOR

NEW
HAMPSHIRE

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

REPORTED DURING PERIOD

.O’ﬂ

{ 30 @ .oF A

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 19 ;(8) .63:0 ,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1____1__1© L37.0_,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

...............

................

...............

0to 10days| 11to 21 221042 43t0 84 85 to 120 121+dws\ (‘
0 0 1 0 0 0 . i
0 0 0 0 0 L 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 L 1 ,
3 0 0 1 0 0 N
0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
8 1 0 0 0 0 N 9 »
0 0 0 0 0 . 0 »
0 0 0- 0 0 . 0 F
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 |
0 0 0 0 1 0 L 1 y
0 0 0 0 0 0 N 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 R
0 0 1 0 0 0 . 1 .
0 0 1 0 0 _ 1 B
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 B
0 0 0 0 0 0 N 0 ‘

Rule 20

out of district, pretrial d

At

o5

OF "D”

ﬁ'INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0 1
0 0 0.
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 4
0 0 0
0 0 9
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 9
0 0 0

from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL RHODE_ISLAND JULY 1, 1976 thru :nmn 30, 1977
CTERVALLEVENTE S To LTS oAYe 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS j
1 ARREST 7O INDICTMENT—30 )
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 } N A N I
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL—60 0to 10
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGE NA days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP W--osrsnomnemm x elSES) % % |elEo) % | eedEE) %
s
1 @ L1 1 [oerossE> g | 72,9 1 9.1
WHERE [ = wer | 8 | 72.7 1 9.1
s | () 11 EER -8
ARREST < :
PRECEDED @ [ s .} ___L _45.5 1 9.1 4 36.4 1 9.1
[ weT | . 2 .2 27.3 .
INDICTMENT 5 | 4s5.5 \ 18 3 7 1 3.1
@@ .11 ¢ [cross T> 4 | 36.4 1 9.1 4 36.4 1 9.1 1 9.1
é‘@ NET B 4 | 36.4 1 9.1 4 36.4 1 9.1 1 9.1
@ L_10 9 — 4 | 400 2 20.0 3 20.0 1 10.0
-
e
@ Laa ) ferossT> g6 | 70,2 | 23 24,5 1 1.1 4 4.3
2 [ vr P 72 | 76.6 19 | 20.2 3 32
WHERE @ L_g4 | {smoss > 29 30.9 4 4.3 11 .| 11.7 17 18.1 3 3.2 6 6.4 24 25.5
INDICTMENT ﬁ [ T P 29 30.9 4 4.3 12 . 12.8 16 17.0 3 4.3 5 3.6 20 21.3
PRECEDED TAO";':;'L L_94 | [sross [> 10 10,6 10 10.6 13 13.8 16 17.0. 6 6.4 9 9.6 30 31.9
[ vt B 13 | 11.7 1 | 11.7 12 12.8 | 16 17.0 5 5.3 716 17.0 23 24.5
ARREST
@ L 66 | s |_s7.6 2 3.0 6 9.1 5 7.6 2 3.0 12 18,2 1 1.5
\.
3. @ L 11 | fsross |> g 72.7 1 9,1 2 18.2
ARRAIGNMENT [ wer ] 8 | 72,7 |~ 1 9.1 2 18.2
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L 8.1 5 62,5 1 12.5 1 12.5 1 12.5
|\
(® L1 s> g 72.1 1 9.1 1 9.1 1 9.1
[ NET | 8 | 72.7 1 9.1 1 9.1 1 9.1
TOTALS OF @ L1105 | [eres 1> 76 | _72.4 24 |_22.9 1 1.0 3.8
[ NET ] . 20 | 19.0 3 B
GROUPS 1, 2,83 82 | 78.1 , 2.0
@ L1ie S [SD> 42 | 362 [ 4| a4 ) 13 | w2l 21 [ 18 5 4.3 7 6.0(_ 24 | 207
LT P4 | 36.2 a 3.4 ] 15 12.9] 19 16.4 6 5.2 10 8.6 | 20 17.2
@@ L 116 ; [cross [> 18 15.5 14 12.1 15 12.9 20 17.2 8 6.9 100 | g6 31 26.7
4*@ [ RET | 19 16.4 15 129 14 | 1z.T| 20| I 7 5.0 17 14.7 W | T 20.7
' @ L84 1 47 _|_56.0 2 2.4 9 10.7 6 7.1 5 6.0 14 6.7 1 1.2
|
FNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reported defendani (alls in toth a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE:. Juveniles, Appesis from U.S. Magistrats decisions, Ruhmmfmmlohinncl.
figure in the applicsble time column, However, wmmaylnllwllmu IMGRossmnlﬂmllmedumnaldlm NET of anoiher, For sxample, if & pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from Stste courts and any petty offenses proceeded by informetion.

defendant had & gross time interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS tims inlerval. If the excludadle lime was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8days (12-4=8). would intheOto y time interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

RHODE ISLAND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[Dunng July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H){(1){A}

B. NARA examination—(H)(1}(8) . . . . . . ..

C. State or federal trials on other charges—({H)}(1){C) .
D.

. Interlocutory appeals—{H){1){D)

E. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){1)(E)
F. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
20&40). (HHAIKHF) . . . . . . .. .

G. Motion is actually under advisement.

HIHG) .« . . o e s

H. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
dsportation, extradition. (H){1). . .

1. Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){(2)
M. Unavailability (includcs fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness. (HI3)(ANB) . . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendanttostand trial, (H){4) . . . . . . . .

0. Pariod of NARA commitment or treatment. {H}5) .
P

. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.

(HH6}

R. Defendant awaiting trial of eo-defendant when no
severance has been granted. (H){7) .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial di

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DEL.AY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

TOTALS FOR

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

X N

REPORTED DURING PERIOD 116 (@) oFra

'DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLUDABLE Time 8L 1 (8) L69:8 _,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L33 :(C) 30.2_,

121 +day\s

.....

Oto 10days| 11to 21 22 to 42 431084 85 to 120
0 0 0 1 0 1 Y B 4.9 ..
0 0 0 0 0 " O ,).......0 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ' U
0 0 1 0 0 o0__1]. 1 'R . 2.4 .
22 0 0 1 0 0 LY B 6.1 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ... 0...
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 .1 0.
0 0 0 3 0 0 \ 5 ). s
0 0 0 0 0 0 . T
3 2 0 1 0 z L 8 SR }.9..52...
0 0 0 0 0 0 L O .. 0.
0 0 0 0 0 0 S B a..
0 0 0 0 0 0 LY B e ..
0 0 0 0 0 0 L O ... Q...
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q..
0 0 1 1 0 2 N DU 9.8 .
0 0 0 0 0 o fl__ o f...... o

***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: {ndictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Afraignment to Trial,

di

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0 2
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 23
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 3 0
0 0 0
0 6 2
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 4
0 0 0

Is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of .S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

IN DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL i PUERTO RICO JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
TERVALSEVENTS 870 LIMTSDAYS) 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS j
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 N A A M )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 111t 30d 31 to 60 d
4 CONVISTION TO SENTENCE_NA ly! \ ays 0 ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
-e ) " 44 44 U 4
GRoup i‘"TERV/"LA OEFENDANTS REPORTED % AERGRTED % AEPGRTED % nz?gs:'rsen % nsggs:rsen % ne?cf;rssn % nep%snﬁ:go %
~ - -

' @ {143 ) [erosD> o) 63,6 30 21,0 15 10.5 4 2.8 2 1.4 1 .7
WHERE 91 63.6 30 21.0 15 10.5 4 2.8 2 1.4 1 7
DEFENDANTS’ 143 [sross > 1200 83.9 19 13.3 3 2.1 1 -7

NET B T21 84.6 19 13.3 2 1.4 1 7
ARREST <
PRECEDED @ 143 35 24.5 14 9.8 28 19.6 29 20.3 12 8.4 9 6.3 16 11.2
[ =T 55 24.5 16 11.2 34 23.8 27 18.9 ) 5.6 17 11.9 6 4,2
INDICTMENT
@Qo 143 lcross 1> 8 5.6 20 14,0 28 19.6 | _34 23.8 11 7.7 19 13.3 23 16.1
@ NET 8 5.6 21 14.7 30 21.0 36 25.2 11 7.7 22 15.4 15 10.5
@ 117§ 44 37.6 18 15.4 31 26.5 18 15.4 5 4.3 1 . .9
P
(112 ; [eross I> 87 77.7 19 17.0 3 2.7 1 .9 1 .9 1 .9
2. [ ner P 02 82.1 18 16.1 1 .9 1 .9
VWHERE @ 112 § [sRoss > 19 17.0 26 23,2 23 20.5 17 15.2 6 5.4 8 7.1 13 11.6
NET - - .
{NDICTMENT < 19 17.0 28 25.0 22 19.6 18 16.1 Iy 3.6 15 13.4 3 5.4
PAECEDED ARREST | 112 4 [GRoss [> & 4,5 23 20.5 28 25.0 | 26 23,2 5 4.5 10 8.9 15 13,4
TO TRIAL NET 6 5.4 24 21.4 32 28.6 22 19.6 3 2.7 11 5.8 14 12.5
ARREST
@ L2102 27 26.5 20 19.6° 24 23.5 23 22.5 3 2.9 5 4.9
\ ’

3 @ L=20 Jfeross P> 3 [ s 2 | 100 2 | 10,0 6 30,0 1 5.0 2 10.0 6 30.0
ARRAIGNMENT 1 5.0 2 10.0 2 10.0 6 30.0 1 5.0 5 25,0 3 15.0
COINCIDED T%R::IS:L
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L 14 7 50.0 4 28.6 2 14.3 1 7.1

@ L143 | [GROS > 91 63.6 30 21.0 1s 10.5 4 2.8 2 1.4 1 .7
] NET 91 63.6 30 21.0 15 10.5 3 2.8 pl 1.3 T 7
TOTALS OF L 255 | feross [> 207 81.2 38 14.9 6 2.4 1 .4 1 .4 1 .4 1 .4
2 ’
213 83.5 37 14.5 2 .8 2 .8 T )
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 g
275 | [eross [> 55 20.0 42 15.3 53 19.3 52 18.9 19 6.9 19 6.9 35 12.7
NET 55 20.0 36 16.7 58 21.1 5T |~ I8.5 | I3 37 37 I3.5 15 575
®§’ 1275 [onoss [> 14 5.1 45 16.4 58 21.1 66 24.0 17 6,2 31 11.3 44 | 6.0}
3 @ NET 15 5.5 47 17.1 64 23.3 64 23.3 15 5.5 38 13.8 32 11.6
@ L2334 78 33.5 42 18.0 57 |_24.5 |_ 42 18.0 8 3.4 1 4 5 2.1
®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161{n). Each reparted delandant [ails in both 8 GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeatls from 13,5, Megistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure in 1he gpplicable time column, Howaver, the parson may tall within the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of ancther, For example, it a pretrial diversion dispositions, removais from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by Information,

defendant had a gross {ime Interval of 12 days, he would ba shown In the 11-30 day GROSS time intarval. If the exciudable time was 4 days, ihe NET time
would be 8 days (12.4 = 8) and the defendant would be shown in tha 0to 10 day NET time interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

C.

X o m

T.

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shovin with reason for delay below.

. Interlocutory appeals—(H){1)(D)

. Haarings on pretrisl motionis—(H} (1}{E)
, Transfers from other districts iper FRCP rules 20,

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty ples (i)
w.

incapacity—(H)(1)(A)

...........

NARA examination—(H}{1)(B) . .

State or federal trials on othar charges—(H}{1)(C) . .

20840 (HUDFY . . . . . .,

. Motion is actually rander advisement.

(HHNI(G)

...............

. MisC, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (HN1). . . . . . . .

Prosscution deferred by mutuat agreement. (H){2)

. Unavailability {inciudes fugitive) of defandant or

essential witness. (H)(3)(ANB)

. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendanttostand trial. (H)(4) . . . . , . , .

. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. {H)(5) .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(HM8)

................

. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant whan no

severance has been granted. (HNM7) . . . . . . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

7

TOTALS FOR

PUERTO RICO

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERICD

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME |

INCIDENTS OF EXZLUDABLE TIME

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

ﬂ)rto 10 days

121 +day?\

[»)
LT @ £

a
b

: . L38.9

NSRS {

113

,© P

Mto21 221042 | 431084 | 8510120

0 0 2 2 0 0 , 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 3 . 3
1 0 1 0 4 0 . 2
- 1 1 0 0 0 . 30
1 2 9 2 0 0 L
98 0 0 0 0 0 .98
0 0 0 0 0 1 . 1
0 2 2 1 1 5 ooou
0 0 0 0 a 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . o
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
4 1 6 0 5 5 oooa
0 0 2 0 . 2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

o

OF "D”

.............
..............

***INTERVAL {N WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED

ONE | TWO |THREE
0 ol 4
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 ol 3

o 0 2
0 3 0

[ o o] 14
11 9| 78
0 0 1
0 2 9
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 7] 1
0 0 2
0 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenites, Appesls from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, remavals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.
“*®Interval cne: Arrest to Indictment; interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial.

Prepsred by: Adminictrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

N DURING o
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL | CONNECTICUT JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30,1377
ey ———————— NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT- 10 w h N A ) )
3 ARHRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days &
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE_NA y: 14 y! 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP d”““"“b '@DANTS REPORTEDv % REPORTED % REPGRTED % nesonteo| % neronTen| % REFOATED % neeomten | %
(‘ -
| @ L_30 > 20 | _66.7 101 23.3
° NEY 66.7
WHERE 20 10 33.3
DEFENDANTS' Lag J [sross B> 22 | 73.3 6 | 200 |_ 1 3.3 1 3.3
NET 23 76.7 6 20.0 1 3.3
ARREST <
. PRECEDED 30 [eross > 5 | 16.7 6 | 20.0 7 23.3 7 23.3 3 10.0 2 6.7
NET 6 20.0 6 20.0 7 23.3 8 26.7 3 10.0
INDICTMENT
@@ 30  feross [> 4 | 13,3 4 | 13.3 6 20,0 9 30.0 2 6.7 2 6.7 3 10,0
43‘@ NET 3 16.7 3 10.0 8 26.7 10 33.3 1 3.3 3 10.0
@ L_26 4 15,4 3 11l.5 17 65.4 3 7.7
~
. L273 ) [eross 1> 100 |_39.9 | 110 |40.3 |_39 [ 43| 7 |_ 26 | 3 [ 3.2 [ 1 4 4 1.5
2, 131 | 48.0 100 | 36.6 33 12.1 4 1.5 2 .7 1 .4 2 .7
. WHERE o @ L2731 | [GROSS > 15 5.5 18 | _6.6 69 25.3 56 _|_20.5 |_._20 7.3 a3 12.1 62 22,7
INDICTMENT < NET 34 12,5 20 7.3 80 29.3 60 22.0 15 5.5 31 11.4 33 12.1
PRECEDED TA(;‘::'S:L L2731t l6Ross |> o7 9.9 8 2.2 64 23.4 53 19.4 18 A.6 a5 |.16.8 | 80 |_22.0-
ARREST 27 9.9 14 5.1 7 26.0 | 59 21.6 19 7.0 38 13.9 45 16.5
@ L2l | 30 13.7 40 18.3 114 52.1 25 11.4 4 1.8 3 1.4 3 1.4
.

3 @ L_39 | [cross > 12 30.8 4 10.3 2 5.1 2 5.1 1 2,6 18 46.2
ARRAIGNMENT NeT P12 30.8 4 10.3 3 7.7 1 2.6 1 2.6 18 46.2
COINCIDED ARREST

S TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 36 | 7 | 19,4 15 | 41,7 13 16,1 1 2.8
@ 30 | [Gross TS 20 |_66l7 10 |_33.3 .
] o NET 20 66.7 10 33.3
TOTALS OF @ 1303 | 131 43,2 116 |_38.3 40 | _13.2{_ 8 2.6 | 3 1.0 1 3 PR
) ) . [_NeT | . . . . z . :
GROUPS 1.2, 43 ] 154 50.8 106 35.0 34 11.2 4 1.3 z 7 1 » .3 2 ‘ 77.
@ L342 | [sross > 45 9.4 28 8.2 78 T|_22.8 65 ‘19.0 21 6.1 _36 10,5 |.—82 | _24.0..
. [ - 52 | 15.2 30 8.8 50 | 26.3 | 69 | 20.2 16 4.7 34 9.9 51 14.9
@g'ugz_J Jaross T> 44 | 12.6 14 4.1 22 211 | g4 {387 21 6.1 a7 |-13.7. | 81 | 237
TR @ NET 44 12.9 21 6.1 82 | 24.0 [ 70 20.5 21 6.1 41 12.0 63 18.4
@ L281 | a1 _|_14.8 58 | 20.6 | 144. | 51.2 | 27 9.6 5 1.8 3 1.1 3 1.1
¥NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LES5 DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 2161(h). Each reported defandant falls In bolh a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate Gecisions, Rute 20 transters out of district,
{igure in ihe applicatie time column. However, the person may fall within the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of another. For example, If a pretrial diverston dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

defendant had a gross time Interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time interval, I tha excludabla time was 4 days, the NET time
‘would be 8 days {12-4 = 8) and the defendan! would be shown In the 0 to 10 day NET time Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapecity—(H){1)(A}

...........

B. NARA examination—(H)}{(1}B) . . . . . . . .
State or fedoral triais on other charges—(H){1)}(C) . .
Interiocutory appeais—(H){1}(D)

Heerings on pretrial motions—{H){1)(E)
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
&40 HHIXFY . . . . . ... ...
Motion i3 actually under advissment.

HOKG) . . . . ... .00
Misc. procesdings: probetion or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (HH1)}. . . . . . . .

£ M mMm o0 0

Prosecution deferred by mutuasl agreement. (H)(2)

M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essentisl witness. (HH3HAMB) . . . . . . . .

. Period of mental ¢r physical incompetence of
defendanttostand trial. (H){4) . . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .
P. Superseding indictment and/or new che:ges.
(H)}(6)
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severarice has been granted. (H{7) . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guiity plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below,

TOTALS FOR

CONNECTICUT

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME |§

LENGTH OF EXCLUDARLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

6;0 10days| 11to 21 2210 42 431084 | 85to 120 | 121 fdays\

1 2 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0

32 1 2 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 o Jl_ o

1 12 50 4 0 o [], 8o
0 0 0 0 0 o ff, o
0 0 0 0 0 S . 5
3 4 2 1 0 a {14
0 0 0 1 2 0 . 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
3 1 3 0 0 1 . 8
0 1 0 0 0 . 1

il 2 6 1 2 0 . 22
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0

342 o5
REPORTED DURING PERIOD 32 @ oFa
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXctupaBLE TiMe L 207 1(B)  60.5_,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 135 (@) L3945,

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE

0 1 3

0 0

0 3
0 ] 0
0 1 34
0 0 0
0 2 78
0 0 0
0 0 5
0 10 4
0 1 2
0 0 0
0 0 8
0 0 1
0 12 10
0 0 0
0 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.
**%interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DURING ;
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL ‘ JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS ﬁ

NEW YORK 0

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 70 LIMITS (DAYS)) 7~

1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 w W 1\
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL—60 Oto 10d 11to 30 da 31 to 60 days
1 CONVICTION TG SENTENCENA ays ys ay:! 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVA **DEFENDANTS REPORTED X DEF'S DEF'S | DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S
X L}; ~o % AEPORTED % REPORTED | % RePoRTED] % REPORTED % REPORTED % RePORTED | %
~ et
i @ L4z y [orossT> 31.0 18 42.9 8 19,0 2 4.8 1 2.4
13 31.0 18 42.9 8 19.0 2 4.8 1 2.4
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' 42 | |emoss |> 35 83.3 7 16.7
@ NET 37 88.1 5 11.9
ARREST
PRECEDED .42 | [eross I> 21 50.0 4 9.5 7 16.7 5 11.9 3 7.1 2 4.8
NET 21 50.0 5 11.9 7 16.7 5 11.9 Y 5.5
INDICTMENT
Do~ Lz 1 [rosD> 3 7.1 | 10 | _23.8 |13 | 31.0|_6 |_14.3 3 7.1 3 7.1 4 9.5
a“@ NET 3 7.1 11 26.2 13 31,0 6 14.3 3 7.1 4 9.5 2 4.8
@ 413 15 36,6 8 |_19.5 |.. 11 | 26,81 7 17.1
.
e
@ 113 § [smoss [> 33 29.2 45 39.8 24 21.2 7 6.2 1 .9 1 .9 2 ‘1.8
2. NET 42 37.2 48 42.5 19 16.8 3 2.7 1 9
L1113 Gross [> 14 12.4 3 2.7 17 15,0 { 17 _| 15.0 4 ‘13, i1.5 45 39.8
WHERE NET 23 20.4 2 3.5 15 13,3 |19 i6.8 35| 24.8 21 3
INDICTMENT , : . : : : : 18-
PRECEDED ARREST | 133 | feross [> 14 12.4 2 1.8 15 13.3 |_ 11 9.7 8 7.1 15 13.3 48 42,5
TO TRIAL
NET 15 13.3 3 2.7 19 16.8 | 14 12.2 12 10.6 19 15.8 31 27.4
ARREST
@ L 96 | 12 12.5 22 22,9 29 30.2 28 29.2 3 3.1 1 i.0 i 1.0
.
3. @ {24 1 [sRoss [>_ 18 75.0 2 8.3 3 12.5 1 4.2
ARRAIGNMENT NET 18 75.0 2 8.3 3 12.5 1 4.2
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 24 4 3 12.5 8 33.3 9 37.5] 2 8.3 1 4.2 1 4.2
-
- :
@ 42 | [oRoss > 13 31.0 18 42.9 8 19.0 2 4.8 1 2.4
NEY 13 31.0 18 42,9 8 19.0 2 4.8 1 2.4
TOTALS OF -2 @ L1558 68 52 33.5 24 15,5 7 4.5 1 .6 1 .6 1.3
NET 9 51,0 34, . . .
GROUPS1, 2,43 | ‘ 7 53 4.2 19 12.3 3 1.9 1 6
@ L1279 [sRoss I> 53 29,6 7 3.9 26 14.5 | _25 14.0 4 2.2 17 9.5 47 26.3°
NET 62 34.6 9 5.0 24 13.4 | 27 15.1 3 1.7 33 8.4 21 11.7
(D@~ L1719 | [cros > 34 19.0 13 7.3 30 16.8 | _ 20 11.2 1 6.1 19 10.6 52 29.1
«*‘@ NET 35 19.6 15 8.4 34 19.0| 23 12.8 15 8.4 24 13.4 33 18.4
L 161 | 30 18.6 38 23.6 49 30,4 |__37 23.0 4 2.5 1 .6 2 1,2
.

SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181 (h). Each reported defendant falls in both 8 GROSS and a NET
tigure in the applicadble time column, Howaver, the person inay fall wilhin the GROSS count ot ane tima column and the NET of anolher, For example, If a
datendant had a gross 1ime Interval of 12 days, he would be shawn In the 11-30 day GROSS time Intarval. if the excludable time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and tha defendani would be shown in ihe 010 10 day NET time interval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenites, Appesis from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transférs out of district,
pretrial divarsion dispasitions, removals from State courts and any patty offensas proceeded by information,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H)(1){A)

B. NARA examination—(H)}{1}B) . . . . . . .

C. State or federal trials on other charges—{H}{1)(C) . .

D. Interlocutory appeals—{H){1)(D)

E. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H)}{1)(E) . . . .
F. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

&40 HUNF) . . L L L L L L

G. Motion is actuslly under advisement.
HHINGY . . . . . ...,
H. Misc, pr dings: probation or parole
deportation, extradition. (H)(1}). . . . ., . .

I.  Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. {H)(2)

M. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H)(3{ANB) .

N. Period of | or physical ir P
defendanttostand tiial. (HM4) . . . . ., . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
(H)(6)

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
saverance has been granted, (HM(7) . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea {i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. {8) .

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, preatrial diversi

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

TOTALS FOR

NEN_YORK
NORTHERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

179 J® OF “A”

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXcLupAsLe TIME L 103 (@) L 375,

42.5

ﬁto 10days| 11to 21 22 to 42 43t0 84 8510 120 | 121 +days\
3 1 0 0 0 0 . 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0,
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 5 . 5
26 0 0 0 0 3 . 28
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
2 0 9 0 0 0 . 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0o |
0 0 0 0 0 0 | o
15 1 1 2 1 4 . 24
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0o
0 0 0 0 0 0 \ 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . o
9 3 5 10 11 20 | 58
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0

***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interva! two: Indictment to Arraigament; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

76 |© L ;
©,

s

OF "D"

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO [THREE
Q i) 4
] 1] 0.
0 0 0
Q 0 5
0 ] 29
g ) 0
0 0 11
0 0 0
0 0 0
22 2
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
9 12 46
0 0 0
0 0 0

[ is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS lm OURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL NEW YORK, EASTERN JuLy 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
FTERVALS EVENTS & TaLIMITSDAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 \ W ﬂ
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days
7 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA y! Vi ay: 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP d“““""‘; .w DANTS REPORT% % REPORTED % RERORTED | % neronten| % neroRTED | % REFORTED % ReromTED | %
v . ( L_486 J 87 17.9 67 13.8 99 20.4 92 18.9 23 4.7 95 19.5 23 4.7
WHERE 87 17.9 67 13.8 99 20.4 92 18.9 23 4.7 95 19.5 23 3.7
DEFENDANTS' {_486 | [sross I> 298 61.3 {_131 27.0 26 5.3 { 17 3.5 1 .2 5 1.0 8 1.6
ARREST J 301 51.9 133 27.4 25 5.1 14 2.9 1 2 g 8 ] 1.6
486 § [eross > 188 38.7 39 8.0 69 14.2 75 15.4 21 4.3 31 6.4 63 13.0
PRECEDED 198 40.7 50 10.3 70 14.4 65 13.4 14 2.9 31 6.4 58 11.9
INDICTMENT - ) - . ) : -
@@ 486 | [oross > 6 1.2 32 6.6 47 9.7 | 107 22,0 29 6.0 85 17.5 | _180 37.0
(3 7 1.4 33 6.8 56 11.5 | 110 22.6 25 5.1 86 17.7 | 169 32.8
@ 442 | 11 2.5 11 2.5 159 36.0 | 172 38.9 18 4.1 39 8.8 32 7.2
g }
~
@ 318 | [cross [> 152 47.8 124 39.0 19 6.0 4 1.3 3 .9 5 1.6 11 3.5
2. 152 48.4 123 38.7 18 5.7 7 1.3 3 .9 5 1.6 1T 3.5
WHERE @ L 318 159 50.0 22 6.9 23 7.2 | 27 8.5 13 4.1 30 9.4 44 13.8
NET 6 . . - - . .5 42 .
INDICTMENT < [_ner Pp 163 51.3 25 7.9 23 7.2 25 7.9 13 2.1 27 ] 13.2
PRECEDED ARREST | 318 y [aRoss [> 5 1.6 43 13.5 63 19.8 | 57 17.9 15 4.7 49 15.4 86 27.0
ARREST TOTRIAL 5 | 1.6 45 14.2 64 20.1 58 18.2 16 5.0 48 15,1 82 25.8
L@ 277 4 37 13.4 3 1.1 106 38.3 84 30.3 20 7.2 17 6.1 10 3.6
3 @ {227} [sross T> 10 4.4 13 5.7 22 9,7 33 14.5 10 4.4 41. 18.1 98 43.2
ARRAIGNMENT 12 5.3 14 6.2 26 11.5 32 14.1 8 3.5 a7 20.7 88 38.8
COINCIDED T‘(\’R_:‘:‘SATL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L_153 6 3.9 4 2.6 53 34.6 63 41.2 7 4.6 12 7.8 8 5.2
(.
K@ L._486 | [GROsS > 87 17.9 67 13.9 99 20.4 92 18.9 23 4.7 95 19.5 23 4.7
| NET P 87 17.9 67 13.8 99 20.4 92 18.9 23 4.7 95 19.5 23 4.7
TOTALS OF L__804 j [eross > 450 56.0 255 | 31.9 45 5.6 21 - 2.6 4 .5 10 1.2 19 2.4
~< NET B 455 56.6 256 31.8 43 5.3 18 2.2 4 .5 ) 1.1 19 2.4
GROUPS 1,2,&3
L 1031 | [eRoss [> 357 34.6 74 7.2 114 11.1 | 135 13.1 44 4.3 102 9.9 205 19.9
373 36.2 89 8.6 119 11.5 | 122 11.8 35 3.4 105 10.2 188 18.2
@g (2031 | femoss [> 21 2.0 88 8.5 132 12.8 { 197 19.1 54 5.2 | 175 17.0 | 364 35.3
8‘@ 24 2.3 92 8.9 | 146 14.2° | 200 19.4 45 3.8 |7181 17.6 | 339 32.9
@ L_872 | 54 6.2 18 2.1 318 - | 36.5 | 319 36.6 45 5,2 68 7.8 50 5.7
\.
*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161{(h). Each reported defendant falls in both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure in the applicable time column, Howaver, ihe person may fall within the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of another, For example, il a pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

defendant had a gross time Inlerval of 12'days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time interval. If the excludabis time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 = B) and the defendant would ba shown in tha 0 to 10 day NET time interval,
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0. Period of NARA
P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.

U,
W. Grand jury indictment time extendsd 30 more

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS‘

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Exsmination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity-(H}M1}{A} . . . .

B. NARA examination—{H}{14B) .

e o

Interlocutory appeals—~{H}{1}(D}

. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H)(1}(E)
. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
21&40). (HIIHF) . . . .
. Motion is actually uncisr advissment.
MG . . . . ..o
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H}{1),

m

------- ’

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H}(2)

M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness, (H}(3){A)B) .

.......

N. Period of mer:1al or physical incompetance of

defendanttostand trisl, (HM4) , . . . . . . .

itment Gr tr

(H)(B) .
{HNE)

...............

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance has been granted. (H)(7) . . . ., . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H}{8)

, Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)

days. B) . . . ;. . .,

.......

TOTALS FOR

NEW YORK
EASTERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIQD

7
1,031 (R oFraA

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXcLUDABLE TiMe L 920 (@) L 89.2,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME u.__.l_ll_.__:©  10.8

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

.......

State or federal trials on cther charges—{H)(1)(C) . .

.....

.......

Oto10days| 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 + days )
1 1 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 2 4 2 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 o1
4 6 4 1 o i 16
12 7 6 2 1 1 o
0 1 1 0 0 0 o2
0 0 0 0 0 I
0 0 1 0 0 o || 1
1 1 0 0 0 o || 2
2 6 1 24 5 0 || s8
0 1 0 0 K
0 0 0 0 0 o J| o

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 31681, Speady Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delsy below.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT tNCLUDE: Juveniins, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pratrial diversion dispositions, remavals {rom State courts and any petty off
**%Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictmaent to Arrasignment; Intsrvol three: Arraignment to Trial,

(e s
% OCCURRED

ONE | TWO |THREE
..... 2.3 ... 0 0 3
....... 0..... 0 0 D
..... 0.8.... Q. Q 1.
....... 0.... 0 0 0.
..... 2.5 ... 0 0 3
....... 0. 0} 0 0
..... 7.8 .. 0 1 9
..... 0.8 . 0 0
LAzs 0 1] 15
LT 1 8| 20
..... 1.6 . 0 0 2
_______ Q... [} 0 0
..... 0.8 ... 0 0 1
..... 1.6 .. 0 0 2
LA 0 2| 56
..... 1.6.... 0 i} 2
........ 0. 0 0 0

procesded by Int

Preparad by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS OURING
HOW LONG !T TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL L_NEK_ZQRK,_SQUIHERN____ L.nmy_l,_lﬂls_tb.m_.lm_zn,_l_g

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING 7O KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 79 LIMITS{DAYS)) 7 .
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT=30 -, = :

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 A M N A )
3 ARRAIGNMENT 70 TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE_NA : Y y ay 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days i 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
- GROUP <INTEHVA?"DEFENDANTS REPORTED . DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S
. . r v ~ % REPORTED 9% REPORTED % REPORTED| % REPORTED % REPORTED % REPORTED %
1 - @l&sg_g_mLJu__lm,.m__zu__zA.L_Lls__lﬁ__‘:A__Lz_ 142 | _16.6 |__45 5.3
WHERE 189 | 22.1 109 | 12.8 212 | 24.8 | 119 | 13.9 a1 4.8 | 140 16.4 a4 5.2
 DEFENDANTS . @ Lesa ) [soss ] 706 | 2.7 | 113 | 132 15 1.8 ) 1.1 3 4 |__a 5 4 5
ARREST J [ NeT B934 | Bal6 111 | 13.0 13 1.5 8 .9 2 .2 4 .5 2 .2
PRECEDED @ L1854 | 200 | 35.0 {101 {118 |_ 133 | 15.6 |{_ 148 | 17,3 | 'sa 6.3 70 8.2 |._49 5.7
BEGE 3T 37.2 1 . . . . .
INDICTMENT 3 7 02 | 11.9 138 | 16.2 | 142 16.6 54 6.3 62 7.3 38 4.4
@@ 854 | 21 2.5 60 7.0 112 |_ 13,1} 199 |_23.3 69 8,1 |_159 18,6 | _234 27.4
/$ NET 27 3.2 61 7.1 115 | 13.5 203 | 23.8 71 8.3 165 19.3 212 24.8
®|__1 .56 |_7.3 |_79 |10.3 |_ 418 | s54.4| 143 | 18.6 | 23 3,0 |__28 1.6 21 _|_ 2.7
~
( 2) LB2a lcnos ‘ 393 |_47.7 316 38,3 41 5.0 19 2.3 10 1.2 14 1.7 3” 3.8
.2 N 456 55.3 279 | 33.9 38 4.6 15 1.8 9 1.1 10 1.2 17 2.1
" WHERE @ Ls2a | [BROss > 205 | 35,8 | 40 4.9 61 7.4 |_101 | 312.3 | a4 5.3 |_107 130 | 176 | 2.4
. R NET by
(NDICTMENT < 315 38.2 43 5.2 70 8.5 104 | 12.6 57 6.2 87 10.6 | 148 18.0
PRECEDED ARREST | 824 | _1._0_5__ _32.7 [ 183 | 18.5 _ 67 8.2 | 104 | 12,6 34 42 108 j 131 | 283 | 307
' 144 | 17.5 140 | 17.0 78 9.5 110 | 13.2 43 5.2 99 12.0 | 210 25.5
ARREST .
k@ L554 | 48 8.7 46 8.3 253 |_45.7 |_106 |_19,1 31 |__5.6 |__ 34 6.1 | 36 |__ 6.5
3 @ L2143y [oRoss > 127 |_ss.s 6 4,2 4| . 2.8 2 1.4 1 .7 3 2.1
ARRAIGNMENT | Nev B 128 | 89.5 6 4.2 3 2.1 3 2.1 1 ) 2 1.4
COINCIDED ARREST )
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L130 12 9.2 8 6.2 51 39.2 34 26.2 5 3.8 6 4.6 14 10,8
(‘
@I__ﬁﬁ_‘i_l_m__ll..f}__._llﬂ_. 12.9 211 (24,7 | 118 | 13.8 |_ 44 |__ 5.2 | 142 | 166 | 45 _|_5.3.
__NET PP 189 22.1 109 12.8 212 | 24.8 119 13.9 41 4.8 140 16.4 44 5.2
" TOTALSOF J @ 1678 |- [Gross [>1099 65.5 429 25.6 56 3.3 28 1.7 13 .8 18 1.1 a5 2.1
: A2 I WET knvo 69.7 390 23.2 51 2.0 23 1.4 11 .7 14 . .
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 8 19 1.1
. @ 11821 [880ss B> 799 | 39,6 147 8.1 198 | 10,9 |_ 251 | 13.8 98 5.4 | 178 o8 | 228 |_12.5_
L N7 761 | 41,8 151 8.3 211 | 11.6 249 | 13,7 111 6.1 [ 150 8.2 | 188 10.3
@@ 11821 _ 243 | _13.% | 210 | 12,0 182 | yc.0 | 305 | 16.7 | 103 | 5.7 | 268 | 14.7 | ge1 | _27.0
@ [_NET $p 000 [ 16.4 207 11.4 195 ! 10.7 | 316 | 17.4 114 6.2 265 14.6 | 425 23.3
@ 1452 1 116 _|_ 8.0 133 | 9,2 722 | _49.7 | 283 | 19.5 59 4.1 68 4.7 71 4.9
N
*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USG 3161{h). Each reported defendant falis In both a GROSS and a NET "DEFENDANT FIGUAES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appeals trom U.S. Magistrate decisions, Flule 20 transfers out of district,
tigure in the applicadie tina column. However, the person may fall within the GROSS count of ane time column and ihe NET ol anather, For example, If a pretrisl diversion dispasitions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

detendant had a gross time Interval 0! 12 days, he would be ahowr in the §1-30 day GROSS time interval. It the sxcludable lime was 4 days, lhe NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 1 8) and the defendanl wauld be shown in ihe 0 1o 10 day NET time interval.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

TOTALS FOR

NEW YORK
SOUTHERN

REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1876 thru June 30, 1977 |

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examinstion or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H) (1)}(A)

..........

B. NARA sxsmination—(H){1)(B)

. Intsrlocutory appeals—{H}{1}{D) . . . . . .
Hearings on pretrisl motions~(H)(1HE) . .
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rufes 20,
&40 HHDA . . . L. .. L
. Motion is actually under advisement.

WG . .............
. Misc, proosedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, sxtradition. (HM1). . . . . . .

nmm O 0

@

Prosecution deferred by mautual agreement. (H4)(2)
Unavailability {ixcludes fugitive) of defendant or
esventisl witness, (HN3I(AMB) . . .-, . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendanttostand triat. (Hi(4) . . . . . . .

;."

Q. Period of NARA commitment or trestment. (H)}{5) .

P. Superseding indictmant and/or new charges.
e . . ... .. ... ...,
R. Defsndant awaiting tml of co-defendant when no

ssverance hasbeengranted. (HM7), . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justicr.. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
deys. B) . . . . .

*Paragraph and subseciion of 16 USC 3161, Spesdy Tria) Act of 1974, sre shown with remson lof delsy below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES D@ NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesis from U.S, M

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

1,821

® oroar “A"

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 1,213 () . 66.6,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L___608 1(©) (324,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

State or federal trials on other charges—(H}1)(C) . .

**%Intervel one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; |nmv-| thres: Arraignmaent to Trial,

(0t 10days] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ days)

7 4 1 0 2 ' | R

0 0 0 0 0 o . o |

6 3 1 2 0 o |{, 12 |

0 0 1 20 0 0 fi.o2a

447 0 0 1 0 o ], as |

3 0 0 1 0 |

0 1 0 0 2 |

0 0 0 0 0 o . o .

0 0 0 0 o I, o

63 39 18 21 1 s9 ||, e |

2 0 0 1 0 |

2 0 0 0 0 o | -

0 0 0 0 0 I | N

0 0 0 0 0 o |1, o |

0 0 1 0 0 o I} 1

1 0 0 0 0 o |, 1

0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
Rule 20 transfors out of dhtrict, pretrial di from Swte courts and any petty

.............

FINTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 a] 1
0 0 0
2 2 8
0 o] 21
2 | 144 302
2 1 1
0 0 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
10 | 100 101
0 0 4
1 1 1
1 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 6
by iefoematios

pe

Prapersd by: Administrative Office of V.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRI-AL DATA ANALYSIS ) N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL NEW YORK, WE J 1, 1976 30, 1977

\ ‘

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 79 LIMITS(DAYS)) 7
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 \ W } h h )

3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL—60 Oto10d 1130 3110 60

o A ays days days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP :‘““‘“"b '“D;FE"DANTS “EPORTg % REPORTED % neboRteD | % nerontEn) % REPORTED % REPORTED % REPORTED | %

' L_102 > 36 35,3 24 23,5 10 9,8 14 13.7 7 6.9 7 6.9 3 3.9
WHERE 36 35.3 25 24.5 11 10.8 13 12.7 7 6.9 7 6.9 3 2.9
DEEENDANTS' L1202 j [oross B> 80 78.4 16 15.7 5 4.9 1 1.0

ND: @ 80 78.4 18 17.6 3 2.9 1 1.0
ARREST <
PRECEDED L_102 j [cRoss I> 23 22.5 4 3.9 8 7.8 | 20 19.6 9 8.8 12, |_11.8 [_..6 25.5

23 22.5 5 4.9 8 7.8 21 20.6 7 6.9 13 12.7 25 24.5
INDICTMENT
@@ L2102 ) [cRoss I> 5 4.9 6 579 7 6.9 | _16 15.7 8 7.8 15 14.7 45 44.1
«*‘@ NET 5 4.9 6 5.9 7 6.9 17 16.7 7 6.9 20 19.6 40 39.2
@ L 98 13 13.3 21 21.4 42 42,9 11 11.2 4 4.1 3 3.1 4 4,1 .
(-
r
@ L_148 | [Gros [> 82 55.4 42 28.4 12 8.1 4 2.7 3 2.0 5 3.4
2. NET 87 58.8 38 25.7 12 B.1 3 2.7 1 o7 2z 1.4 3 2.7
WHERE @ L_148 | [oRoss [> 22 14.9 3 2.0 4 2.7 11 7.4 4 2.7 16 10.8 88 59.5
NET
INDICTMENT _4 27 18.2 3 2.0 4 2.7 14 9.5 3 2.0 16 10.8 81 54.7
PRECEDED e L 148 [ross I> 6 4.1 7 4.7 71 4,7 |_10 6.8 6 4.1 19 12.8 93 62.8
NET 7 4.7 8 5.4 11 7.4 12 8.1 8 5.4 17 11.5 85 57.4
ARREST .
@ L_124 | 15 12,1 33 26.6 36 29.0 | 14 11.3 5 4.0 8 6.5 13 10.5
"

3 @ L__87 1 [eRoss [> 32 36.8 2 2.3 5 5.7 2 2.3 7 8.0 39 44.8
ARRAIGNMENT NET 32 36.8 2. 2.3 5 5.7 2 2.3 8 9.2 38 43,7
COINCIDED ARREST

TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE . @ 76 | 7 9.2 21 27.6 36 47.4 5 6.6 2 2.6 2 2.6 3 3.9
.
s
@ L_102 | [GRoss > 36 35,3 24 23,5 10 9.8 14 13.7 7 6.9 7 6.9 4 3.9
| VT B 36 35.3 25 24.5 11 10.8 13 12.7 7 6.9 7 6.9 3 2.9
TOTALS OF L 250t [emoss [> 162 64.8 58 23,2 17 6.8 4 1.6 3 1.2 6 2.4
. NET P 167 66.8 56 22.4 15 6.0 4 1.6 1 .4 2 .8 5 2.0
- GROUPS1,2,&3
L 337 feRoss > 77 22.8 7 2.1 14 4.2 36 10,7 15 4.5 35 10.4 153 45.4
NET 82 24.3 8 2.4 14 4.2 40 11.9 12 3.6 37 11.0 144 42.7
®§ 1337 [eross [> 43 12.8 13 3.9 16 4.7 30 8.9 16 4.7 42 12.5 177 52.5
N\ @ NET a4 13.1 14 3.2 20 5.9 33 9.8 18 5.3 35, 13.4 163 48.4
@ L 298 | 35 1.7} . 75 25.2 114 38.3 30 10.1 11 3.7 13 4.4 20 6.7
.
SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER It USC 3101 (h). Each reporied defendant falls in both a GROSS atid a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure In the applicable lime column, Howeaver, the persan may fal? within tha GROSS count of one tima column and tha NET of anolher. For exampla, if a Ppretriol diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

defendant had @ gross tima intervas of 12 days, he would ba shown In he 11.30 day GROSS time ntarval. If tha excludabie time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 =8) and the defendant would be shown in the 010 10 day NET time intervl,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

@ o%"

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD
ngswé%"x DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 188 ((§) . 33.8_,

REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapeciiy—{H){1)}{A)

...........

. NARA examination—{H}{1}{B)

State or federal triais on other charges—(H}(1}(C} . - .
Interlocutory sppeals—(H){1}(0}

Hearings on pretrisf motions—(H)(1ME) . . . . .
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
21&40L. (HHIF) . . . . ., . e e e
Motion is actually under advissment.

HWHG . . .. o o

Misc, proceedings: probation or parole moanon,
deportation, extradition. (H)}{1). . . . . e

U LB~ A

= 0

Prosscution deferred by mutual agreement, (H){2)
Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendent or
essontial witrass, (H)(ANB) . . . . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant to stand trial. {H){4) . . e e e

;."

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)}5) .
P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
{H){(8}
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance hasbeen granted. (HI(7) . . . . . ., .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .
W. Grand jury indi time extended 30 more
days. B) . . . . . . . . . ... .

*Paragraph and subsaction of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, ars shown with reason for delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvaniles, Appeals from .S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion di iti
“**Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; (nterval three: Asraignment to Trial,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME |__15_L___1© L44.2

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD {NO. OF DAYS)

Oto10deys| 111021 | 221042 | 43t084 | 8510120 | 121+ days

2 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 0 1 0 0 . 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
79 1 1 5 0 o ||, s |
3 0 0 0 0 0 L3
8 3 42 9 6 0 .68
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o |
0 0 0 0 0 o |}, o |
2 7 1 1 0 1 ), 1z
0 1 3 2 0 |
0 0 0 0 0 o {}, o
0 0 0 1 0 I |
0 1 0 1 0 I |
5 5 6 3 6 A | A
0 0 0 1 0 o |}, .
0 0 0 0 0 o || o |

ﬁ'INTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |[THREE
0 0 3
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 0
0 0 86
1 2 0
0 Q 68
0 0 0
) 0 0
0 7 5
0 0 6
0 0 0
4 0 0
0 0 5
0 1 26
0l 0 1
0 0 0

Is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Offica of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL | VERMONT L_MLL_lilﬁ__thm_mmE_m._lsW

TERVALS EVENTS 878 LIMITSDAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS j
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 \ W A A ) )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31t060d
% CONVICTION TO SENTENGENA ay ay ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP =~ INTERVA —~ **DEFENDANTS REPORTED DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S
> v ~ % ‘ REPORTED % REPORTED % REPORTED| % REPORTED % REPORTED % REPORTED %
! @ L 431 b 11 |_76.7 7 16.3 2 4.7 1 2.3
NET
WHERE 33 76.7 7 16.3 2 4.7 1 2.3
DEEENDANTS' L_43 | [oRoss I> 549 | _g7.4 10 23,3 2 4.7 1 2.3 1 2.3
ARREST D [ "7 P30 | e9.8 10 23.3 2 4.7 1 2.3
PRECEDED L_43 | [eross B> 18 | _41.9 4 9.3 7 16.3 1 2.3 3 7.0 8 18.6 2 4.7
NET 18 41.9 7 16.3 6 14.0 4 9.3 2 4.7 5 11.6 1 2.3
INDICTMENT
(M~ 43 [wos]> 11 | 25.6 4 9.3 8 | 18.6| 5 | 116 12 27.9 | _3 7.0
$@ NET 12 27.9 3 11.6 8 i8.6 6 14.0 T 2.3 9 20.9 2 4.7
@ L_39] 18| _46.2 4 10.3 13 13.3 : 5.1 1 2.6 1 2.6
-
e
L__58 | [eRoss [> 315 25.9 26 44.8 13 22.4 2 3.4 2 3.4
2. NET 19 32.8 26 44.8 11 19.0 2 3.4
WHERE @ l..58 | [eross > 7 |_12.1 4 | _e6.9 9 15.5 12 20.7 11 19.0 9 15.5 6 10,3
NET
INDICTMENT < 9 15.5 5 8.6 17 29.3 16 27.6 6 10.3 4 6.9 1 1.7
PRECEDED T‘;";‘:fgl_ L_.58 | [eRoss I> 7 | 32,3 1 1,7 7 12.1 8 13.8 4 6.9 |_23 39.7 8 13,8
NET 8 13.8 2 3.4 9 15.5 19 32.8 7 12.1 8 13.8 5 8.6
ARREST
@ 461 12 |_26,3 |1 2,2 23 50,0 8 17.4 1 2.2 1 2.2
.
3. @ L4 [os]> 4 |100.0
ARRAIGNMENT NET 4 100.0
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE L@ L4, 1 25.0 . 1 25.0 2 50.0
~
@ L__43 | {6A0sS T> 44 76,7 7 |_16.3 2 4.7 1 2.3
NET 33 76.7 7 16.3 2 4.7 1 2.3
TOTALS OF @ L1061 | [oross [> 44 43.6 36 35.6 15 14,9 3 3.0 1.0 2 2.0
[ NeT B> 49 48.5 36 35.6 13 12.9 1 1.0 2 2.0
GROUPS 1, 2, &3
@ 105 | [sross [> 29 27.6 _|_ 8 7.6 16 15.2 [ 13 12.4 14 13.3 |_17 16.2 8 7.6
N7 P31 29.5 12 11.4 23 21.9 | 20 19.0 8 7.6 9 8.6 2 1.9
®§-° taos feross 1> 20 | 2150 | s | 48 | 15 | 343} 33 | 12,4 | 4 ) 3.8 ) 35 | 333 [13v | 105
< @ 24 22.9 7 6.7 17 16.2 | 25 23.8 8 7.6 | 17 16.2 7 6.7
@ L_89 | 31 34.8 5 5.6 37 41.6 10 11.2 2 2.2 2 2,2 2 2.2
L .
*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCILUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Each reported defendani falis in both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 tramfers out of district,
tigure in the applicable time column, Howsver, the person may lall within tha GROSS count of one time column and Ihe NET of another. For example, if 2 pretrisl aiversion dispositions, remavals from State courts and sny petty offenses procesded by information.

defendant had a gross time interv > M 12 days, he would be shown"in the.11-30 day GROSS time Interval. If the exciudable time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 =8) and :% s tendant would be shown in the 0 to 10day NET time intervat.
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U
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 mors

‘SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—~{(HHINA)

, NARA examination~({H){1)(B}

. Interlocutory appeals—(HYIND) . . . . . . .
Hearings on pretrisl motions—(H)}{IME} . . . .
Transfers from other dictricts {per FRCP rules 20,
A&A0LHWA . . . 0L L 00 ..
. Motion is sctually under advissment,

HGY . . . .. ... ... ...
. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H{(1). . . . . , ., .

Prosacution deferred by mutual agresment. (H)(2)
L, Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. {H){3)(A){B)

........

N, Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendanttostand trial. (HM&) . . . . . ., . .

0, Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H}{6} .
P. Superssding indictment and/or new charges.

(H)(e)

................

R. Defendant awsiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance has beengranted. (H){(7) . . . . ., . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. {H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawsl of guilty plea (i}

days. (B)

- State or federsl trials on other charges—(H){(1}(C} . .

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

TGTALS FOR

VERMONT

«*TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 48

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

1 2
REPORTED DURING PERIOD A5 @ oFrar
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 37 ___1(8) 1343

J© 1 45.7

63
I sus-
OTALS

(010 10deve] 111021 | 221042 | 431088 | 8510120 | 121+ days ) > XN
1 1 2 0 0 0 . 4 -
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11 5 13 8 3 1 41
0 0 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 o0
1 1 2 1 1 o ft 6
2 1 2 1 1 |
0 0 0 0 0 o {0
0 0 0 0 0 0 “— 04}
0 0 0 0 0 o fl. o
0 0 0 0 0 o ft 0
z 0 0 0 0 o ||, 2z
0 0 0 0 0 e, o0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*Paragraph and subsaction'of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, sre shown with rluon for delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. M , Rule 20

“*sinterval one: Arrest ta indictment: Intervel two: Indictmant to Arraignment; “interval three: Am(gmmm to Trial,

out of district, pretrisl di

from State courts and any petty of|

oo

OF “D”

.............
.............
.............

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

P

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0 4
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 1 40
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 5
0 5 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 9
0 0 2
0 0 0
. 0 0 0
ded by infor

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 70 LIMITS (DA’

1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10

3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80

4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE~NA

Im

DELAWARE

IDU!“NG

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

-

GROUP

WHERE
DEFENDANTS'
ARREST
PHECEDED
INDICTMENT

WHERE
INDICTMENT
PRECEDED
ARREST

3,
ARRAIGNMENT

. COINCIDED

WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE

TOTALS OF
GROUPS 1, 2,43

N INT!HVA;
f

<

@L___J.L!
@L__J.S.J

“BIF!NDANTI l!POlTED

@L__J.ﬁ_l
@dg"@L___lﬁ._l
x®L—M
@l_m._n

ARREST
TO TRIAL AL

(O
I. .

TO TRIAL

SO R

r®L_m_J
@L_J-ZLI

©
-

© v By
Q§®| 140

)
A N[ A N )
Gto 10deys 11 to0 30 days [ 31 to 80 days 81 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
% umm'un % ll%;‘;lb % % nu'-’t;;‘r'c‘n % RIP:);T.ED % nzr%%';:u %
lgross L> 1) ] 68,8 |5 .| 3l.3
ELE Y 668.8 5 31.3
onoss T 23 | eg.a [ 5 | 313
NeT 15 93.8 1 6.3
b 4 25,0 3 2 12.5 3 i8.8 1 6.3 3 18.8
NET 5 31.3 5 31,3 1 6.3 4 25.0 1 6,3
laross | > 4 25,0 5 31,3 2_}.12.5 |2 | 12,8 1 6.3 2 12.5
1 6.3 8 50.0 2 12.5 3 18.8 2 12.5
— 18,8 [ 4 j25.0 (8 [_50.0. 1 _ 6.3
[anoss [> B84 75,7 22 19.8 4 3.6 1 .9
NET 99 89,2 10 8.0 2 1.8
GRoit > 16 14.4 20 18.0 38 34,2 17 15,3 2 1.8 4 3.6 14 12.6
29 26.1 26 23.4 38 34.2 6 5.4 5 4,5 5 4.5 2 1.8
Gnoss 1> 8 7.2 19 17.1 38 34.2 27 24.3 3 2.7 5 4.5 11 9.9
21 18.9 3l 27.9 37 33.3 L0 9.0 1 .9 9 8.1 2 1.8
o |05 |15 (15.8 (64 (. 67.4 1.3 j..3.2 (L} 3.0 o2 i 2.1
amoss 11 84,6 1 7.7 1 7.7
NET 11 84.6 1 7.7 i 7.7
.| -33.3 2. | 16,7 (6 __[.50.0
[aross [> 13 5 jal.3
NET 11 68.6 5 31.3
lanoss |> 65 | 74,8 [ 27 . |2ha3 |4 [ 3. i .8
L T 114 89.8 11 8.7 2 1.6
al 22.1 23 16.4 41 29.3 21 15.0 3 2.1 7 5.0 14 10,0
5 32.1 31 22.1 40 28.6 il 7.9 6 4.3 5 3.6 2 1.4
19 13,6 23 16.4 44 31.4 30 21.4 5 3.6 6 4.3 13
33 23.6 39 27.9 40 28.6 14 | 10.0 3 2.1 ) 6.4 2 1.4
17 13.8 21 17.1 78 63,4 | | _2.4 1 .8 2 1.6 |1 |_.8_

ONET MEANS GTO3S DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE YIME UNDEH 18 USC 3161(h). Each reporied dafandant falis In beth a GHOSY and & NET
figure in the applicatle lime cotumn, However, the parson may talt within the GROSS couni of ane time cclumn and the NRYT of snalher, For sxempla, It &
dafendant hed a gross 1ima (ntervel of 13 days, he would be shown In the 11.30 day GROES time (nterval, If the sxcludable lime was 4 days, the NET time

would be B days (13-4 = ) and ihe defendant would ba shown in \Molo 10day NET lime Interval,

S*DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appeals from U.S. Maglatrate declsions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
preteial divanslon dispositions, removals from Btate courts and any patty offenser proceeded by Information,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

TOTALS FOR

DELAWARE

REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 |

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
inupiclty;(H)( Ay . . . .. Ve e e e

B. NARA exsmination—(H{®)B) . . . . . . . .
C. Stateor fo:gml trials on other charges—(H){1){C) . .

D. Interlocutory sppeals—(HMINDY . . . . . . .

m

. Haearings on pretriasl motions—(HM1ME) ., . . . .
. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
H&AOLMUNW . L L
. Motion is actusily under advissment.
HHING) . . . . . . ..o 0.0
. Misc. proosedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition, (H{Y). . . . . . . .

m

I o

Prosecution deferred by mutual sgreement. (H)(2)

M. Unavaifability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (HM3AMANMB) . . . . . . . .

N, Period of mental or physical incompsetence of

defendenttostand trial, (H)4) . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5} .
P. Supersaiting indictment and/or new charges.
e . . ... ..., [N
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
ssverance hasbeengranted. (HW7). . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)
. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

U,
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. B) . . . . . . Ve e e e e e

*Paragraph and subtection of 18 USC 3161, Speecy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with raeson for cdelay below.

i

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXGLUDABLE TIME

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

A5

95

[+)

LM @

L 32

67.9
[

J

'©

(010 10day] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 1214 days)
0 0 3 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1
5 11 15 15 0 2 48
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
13 0 8 0 0 0 21
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3 0 0 0 0 3
2 0 0 0 1 1 4
0 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 12 0 1 0 0 68
0 0 0 1 1 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

**OEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20

out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty off
**¢Interval one: Arrest to indictment; Intervel two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignmant to Triat,

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
e OCCURRED

ONE | TWO |[THREE
...... 3.2.... 0 3 2
RSO 0 0 0
...... 1.3, 0 0 2
...... 0.6 . 0 0 1
..... 30.8 . 0 01 48
T 0 0 0
..... 13.5... 0 0 21
...... Lo s 0 0 0
...... 1.9 .. 0 0 3
....... 2.6 . 0 0 4
...... 0.6 0 0 1
RS S 0 0 0
e 00 0 0 1
TP N 0 0 0
..... 43.6 0 61 7
...... 1.3 0 1 1
. 0 0 0

praceeded by infor

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 79 LIMITS(DAYS)

1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT~30

GROUP

WHERE
DEFENDANTS'
ARREST
PRECEDED
INDICTMENT

WHERE
INDICTMENT
PRECEDED
ARREST

ARRAIGNMENT
COINCIDED
WITH FIRST

APPEARANCE

TOTALS OF
GROUPS 1, 2,43

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 ) N ) 1
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~80 0t 10d 11t 30d 310 60 .
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA ays ays days .1 to 100 duys 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
{l'"“'“"; .w OANTS REFORTED % nePinTeo % nercRTED | % neronteo] % nerontec| % AEFORTED % nesoRTED | %
(‘
L 244 ) |GROSS B> g9 36,5 _ 54 22,1 42 17.2 13 5.3 7 2.9 10 4.1 29 11.9
89 36.5 54 22.1 43 17.6 13 5.3 3 2.5 10 4.1 29 3.1.9
L_244 j [oross > 168 68.9 63 25.8 6 2.5 3 1.2 3 1.2 1 .4
: NET b 182 74.6 54 22.1 3 1.2 3 1.2 1 .4 T 3
Bl L_244_| [smoss [> 113 46.3 12 ‘5.3 42 17.2 34 13.9 9 3.7 10 4.1 23 9.4
NEY 114 46,7 17 7.0 45 18.4 29 11.9 9 3.7 9 3.7 21 8.6
(D L2804  [cos D> 15 6.1 20 8.2 56 23.0 | 48 19.7 13 5.3 27 11.1 65 26.6
«*‘@ NET P17 7.0 19 7.8 58 23.8 52 21.3 9 3.7 26 115 61 35.0
@ L..22) | 21 9.5 10 4.5 113 51.1 | 46 20.8 10 4.5 17 7.7 4 1.8
(.
e -
2) L_602 j [choss I> 370 | 6L.5 137 22.8 39 6.5 22 3.7 8 . 1.3 10 1.7 15 2.7
nET P 400 66.4 125 20.8 37 6.1 20 3.3 8 1.3 [ 1.0 [ 1.0
L_602 | fGRost > 167 27.7 17 2.8 61 10.1 61 10.1 16 2.7 58 9.6 222 36.9
< NeY P 187 1.1 17 2.8 83 | 10.6 | 5T 3.5 ¥ 7| TS | T | I
ARREST | 602 | [omoss [> 107 17,8 51 8.5 53 8.8 75 12,5 19 3.2 69 11.5 228 37.9
TO TRIAL NEY 113 18.8 52 g.6 60 10.0 75 | 125 22 37 G7 .Y | 7213 | 73574
@ L_462 | 61 | 13.2 13 2.8 | 202 43.7| 109 23.6 16 3.5 29 6.3 32 6.9
\.
300 ; [Gmoss [> 291 97.0 |_ 1 .3 4 1.3 4 1.3
NeT Pp 291 97.0 1 3 [ 7.0 y3 w7
ARIEIT
TO TRIAL
@ 297, 63 21.2 15 5.1 153 51.5 38 12.8 9 3.0 8 2.7 11 3.7
.
_ .
@ L 244 [GRIS > 89 |_36.5 54 22.1 42 17.2( 13 5.3 7 2.9 10 4.1 29 11.9
89 36.5 54 22.1 43 17.6 13 5.3 3 2.5 10 .1 29 11.3
L_B846 | [cross [> 538 63.6 200 23.6 45 5.3 25 3.0 11 1.3 10 1.2 17 2.0
NET 582 68.8 179 21.2 40 4.7 23 2.7 9 1.0 3 o7 7 B
L 1146 | [cross [> 571 49.8 30 2.6 104 9.1 99 8.6 25 2,2 72 6.3 245 21.4
NET 592 51.7 34 3.0 110 5.6 92 8.0 3T 7.7 (37 6.0 2165 N
@,9 L1146  [eross [> 409 35.7 73 6.4 112 9.8 | 126 11.0 33 2.9 100 8.7 293 25.6
3‘@ NET 417 36.4 73 6.4 121 10.6 | 132 iil.5 32 2.8 97 8.5 274 23.9
@ L_980 145 14.8 38 3.9 468 47.81 193 19.7 35, 3.6 54 5.5 47 4.8
.

Ve

lm
NEW _JERSEY

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO XEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

DURING

JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE_30, 197

-
\

WNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDASLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(). Each reporied delendant falls in both a GROSS and a NET
figure in the applicadle time column, However, the person may fall within ihe GROSS count of one time column and the NET of anothar, For ¢xampla, it a
defendani hed a gross time interval of 12 days, he wouid be shown In the 11-3C day GROSS tima Interval. if the axctudable time was 4 days, the NET time

would ba 8 days (12-4 » 8) and the delendent would be shown in the 0 Lo 10 day NET time Interval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenites, Appes!s from U S, Mnlmnn dl:ldeni. Rule 20 trsnsters out of distrist,
prateis! diversion dispositions, removals from State courts snd any petty offenses proceeded b

y information,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON

Under 18 UST 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mentat or physical
Inuplcitv—(.ﬂ)(‘l)(A)

8, NARA examination—(H){1)(8) . . , . . . .
State or fodépl trials on other charges—(H){1){C) .

Interlocutory sppeals—(H){1)ID) . . . . . .
Hearings on pretrial motions—{H){(1)(E) . . . .
Transfers from other districts (per ¥RCP rules 20,
&40 HONFY . . . . .
. Motion is actually under ldvlnm-nt
e ..o
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
daportation, extradition, (HH1). . . . . . .

"m o 0

.....

I o

Prosscution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)
M. Unavaitability {includas fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H)(3HAIB) . . . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendanttostand trial. (H)(4) ., ., . . . . .

O. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
e . . . . . .. L
R. Defandant awaiting tflll of co-defendant when no

.....

saverance hasbeen granted. (H}7) . . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

. Time up tc withdrawal of guiity plea (i)

[§)
W. Grand jury indi time extended 30 more

days. B) . . ., . .. . . .. T e e

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trisl Act of 1974, are IM\NI\ with reaton for delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesis from U.S, A s

TOTALS FOR
NEW JERSEY

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

0
L6 @ oL B

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiIME 859 (®) L75:0

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 287 _.1(©) Le5:8_,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

ﬁto 10 days

121+ days )

Mto21 | 22t042 | 431084 | 8510120
1 1 2 5 2 3
0 0 0 0 0 |
0 1 0 0 0 |
1 1 0 0 3 |
189 3 4 1 1 o ||, 108
1 1 2 0 0 N |
13 6 1 5 1 I
0 0 1 0 0 ' |
1 0 0 0 0 o i, 1
21 13 12 6 3 19 b,
2 2 2 0 0 2 |1, 8
0 0 0 0 0 o |l 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 1|, 1
10 7 4 2 0 o || 23
0 0 1 2 3 2 |, 8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rule 20

“**Interval ane: Arrest to Indictment; Interval wwo: lridictment to Arraigivnent; Intervat three: Arraignment to Trial,

out of district, pretrial di

&%

OF "p"

o

(’"INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |[THREE

1 1 12
0 0 0
0 1 1
0 0 S
1 12 185
0 4 1
0 1 65
0 1 0
0 1 0
2 47 25
1 5 2
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 15 8

0 1 7
0 0 0

Is from Stats courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Ofiice of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N Lnunmc
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL L_uummm_msmzan JULY 1, 1926 theu JUNE-30,-1977

ATERALEVETS A Te LTTeAVE! NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 -
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 A w ) N ) M M
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 dr; 3110 60 d
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ay! s o ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GRoOuUP '"TE"V" *{DEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPGRTED % REPSRTED | % neromenl % nesonten] % AEFORTED % 2
r el
1 1307 | EED 29 9.4 131 | 42,7 54_ [ _17.6 |_39 12,7 14 4.8 12 3.9 |_28 9,1
WHERE 31 10.1 130 42,3 58 18.9 34 11.1 14 4.6 12 3.9 28 9.1
s {307 | [anoss T>263 85.7 31 10.1 7 2.3 2 .7 2 .7 2 .1
DEFENDANTS @ mn 88.9 28 5.1 4 1.3 1 3 1 .3
ARREST v,
PRECEGED @ (307§ 9 | 12.9 91 (303 |_ma | 287 |_sa | iae |4 | 1.3 | 52 |._a 2.8
INDICTMENT [ NET P 3o 12.7 95 | 30.9 91 29.6 | 59 19.2 5 1.6 12 3.9 6 2.0
@$§ (307 [cRos > 3 1.0 {15 4.9 69 22,5 | o9 32.2 18 5.9 41 13.4 | 62 90,2
A NET 4 1.3 14 4.6 73 23.8 99 32.2 15 4.9 50 16.3 52 16.9
@Lzaﬁ__! 66 |231. 80 |75 {.d31 | ase | 18 (€3 [ 3 | 1.0 {7 _|_2.4 |11 | 38
.
~
Lise | foross T>121 1 72,9 37._.1.22,3 5 3,0 | 12 6 2 1.2
2, 29 77.7 32 | 19.3 4 2.4 1 .6
WHERE @ L166 | 26 15.7 13 7.8 47 28,3 |_42 25,3 8 4.8 16 9.6 |.14 8.4
NET
INDICTMENT < 27 16.3 18 10.8 S 30.7 52 31,3 3,6 8 4.8 4 2.4
PRECEDED ARREST | 166 | fanoss [ 14 8.4 13 7.8 41 24.7 36 21,7 10 |_s.0 24 14.5 28 16,9
ARREST TO TRIAL 1% 8.4 14 8.4 44 26.5 53 31.5 g 5.3 1% 8.4 is 10.8
L@ L1472 1 | 245 24 |63 |_as | 30,6 | 14 9,5 v [zl | 8s |24 | _as.
1411 | [ross > 5§ 12,7 20 19.§ ag_ | _23.a ] 81 19.7 s 3.6 24 8.3 51 2.4
ARRAIGNMENT 59 i4.4 87 21.2 97 23.6 77 18.7 23 5.6 41 10.0 27 6.6
COINCIDED T%N::f:l.
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L350 90 25,7 53 15.) 128 |__36.6 35 10.0 3 9__|_17 4.9 24 6.9
N\
f@ 1307 3 [SRosT1>00 | o4 | 333 l42.7 | 54 | 27.6 | 39 | 12,7 | 34 | a6 |12 1 29 |28 | _a1.
31 10.1 130 42.3 58 18,9 34 11.1 14 4.6 12 3.9 28 9.1
TOTALS OF @ L4713 | >.=. 81.2 68 |.94.4 12 2.5 3 & 2 4 4 8
T Bwo2 85.0 . .
QROUPS1, 2,83 0 5 60 | 12.7 8 1.7 1 2 2 .4
@ 1884 4 17 13.2 186 [ 21.0 |_233 26.4 | 181 20,5 27|31 | &6 2.5 (.24 _Ad |
25 14.1 200 22.6 239 27.0 | 188 21.3 31 3.8 61 6.9 | 37 4,2
®§ Lsad_ | 75 8.5 | 108 12,2 | 205 | 23,2 | 205 | 24,3 | 43 | 4.9 |99 | 32,2 j1za | 157
< @ i 8.7 115 | 13.0 214 24.2 | 229 25.9 47 5.3 |105 1.9 | 97 11.0
@ L783 ) 192 24,5 127 |16.2 | 304 | 38,8} 67 | _ 8.6 7 9 a7 4.7 | _4a 6.3
SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USE 3163 (h). Each reported dsfendant falis In boih & GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: .Juvenilss, Appeals ftom 1).S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transtery out of district,
figure in the applicable time column, Hawaver, tha person may fall within the GROSS coynt of ane lime column and the NET of angther, For example, it 2 pratrial divarsion dispeshtions, remavals from State courts and any patty offentes proceeded by information,

datanoani had & gross time Interval af 12 days, he would be shawn in the 11.30 day GROSS tme Interval, t the excludabile ime was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (12.4 = B) and tha delendant woutd be shown in the 010 10 dey NET |lmu Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 ]

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Exawilnation or heering for mental or physical
incapacity—~(H{1MA} . . . . . . . . ..

8. NARA examination—(H}{i}{B) . . . . . . .

C. Stata or federal trialz on other charges—{H){1)(C) .
D.

Interlocutory sppeals—(H){1}{D) ., . . . . .
E. Hanrings &2 orstrisl motions—(H)(1ME} . . . . .
F. Tranafers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,

&40 (HIHFY . . . . . . v . .,
Motion is actually under sdvisement.
WOaNG .+ . . . o oo
., Misc, procesdings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H)I{1). . . . , ., .

z o

I, Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. {H}){2)
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness, (HM3)AND) . . . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physicsl incompetence of

defendant tostand trial, (H}4) . . , . . . . .

C, ‘eriod of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .

P. Suparseding indictment and/or new charges.
HHe) . . . . . . v
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted, (H)(7). . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(8)
U. Time up to withdrawsl of guilty plea (i} . . .

W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 mors
days. B) . . . ... 00

.

**TEAMINATED DEFENDANTS %
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 88 ® oFra
PEE'NAE%‘,{QNIA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXcLuDABLE TiME L_24 () 812
DEFENDANiS WITH EXCLUDABLE TimME L_160 (@) L18-1 _,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME ';;'SESSXQLLE"S!’L'I\'$“
o OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) L o,

(0t 10deys] 111021 | 22t042 | 43t084 | 8510120 | 121+ days) 7\ ONE | TWO |THREE
0 1 2 1 1 o Jf__s ... 2.5, 1] of ¢
0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 00
3 0 4 0 0 1 ffe—8 ... 4:0.... 1 0 7
0 0 1 0 0 0 et f...... 0:5.... g 0 L

18 0 0 0 0 0 18 f.... 9.0 |0 0| 18
g 0 0 0 0 0 o .l poo) op 0
1 3 3 0 0 0 LAY B 3:5.... 0 0 7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 }........0... 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ..o 0 0 0
20 12 4 8 4 9 LY 28,5 | 18] 18]
2 0 1 1 1 0 5 feeene. 2:5... 2 0 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 LAY DU Q... 0 0 0
6 0 0 0 0 0 6 .30 |0l o ¢
0 0 2 0 0 0 2 gl 1.0... 0 0 2
13 15 20 27 2 13 90 ... 45.0... 8 307
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ol Q... 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 t des L of 9 B

*Parsgraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1874, are shown with resson for delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesis from U,S. Megistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of districs, pretrial di

“*%Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two! Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

L4

Is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS | ™ DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL PENNSYLVANIA, MIDDLE JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

TERVALS EVERTS A ToLIMITSAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAFSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 w

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—~10 w j ) N ) M\
‘4’ Qgsc:g;"'gf‘%z‘g;‘éﬁ%‘g“ A 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 3110 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP d"““"‘b ';‘LFE"DAN“ “E'OR“,D', % nePoRTED % nebchien | % neroRtED] % neromieo| % REFOATED % neromEn | %
(‘
{ @ L_21 j [oross 9 | 42,9 5 23.8 4 19.0 1 4.8 2 9.5
"NET P 9 42,9 5 23.8 4 19.0 1 4.8 .
WHERE ) ° 2 9.5
DEFENDANTS' 21 ) [oross B> 14 |_66.7 6 28.6 1 4.8
NET 15 71.4 5 23.8 1 4.8
ARREST <
PRECEDED L 21 | [eross [> 7 33.3 3 13.3 4 19.0 5 23.8 b 4.5 1 4.8
NET P 7 33.3 4 19.0 5 23.8 ) 19.0 1
INDICTMENT
@Qo L_21 ) [cross 3 14.3 6 | _28.6 6 28.6 1 4.8 3 14.3 2 9.5
(3 e 3 14,3 ) 38.1 5 3.8 1 2.8 2 9.5 2 9.5
@ L_20 3 15.0 5 25.0 11 55.0 1 5.0
\.
r
@ L_70 | [omoss [> 54 77.1 11 15.7 5 7.1
2. NeT P 56 80.0 11 15.7 3 4,3
WHERE @ L_70 ) @S> 21 |_30.0 18 | 25,7 | 8 | 1.4 13 | 186 | 3 4.3 5 7.1 2 |_2.9
NET B
INDICTMENT < _NE 22 31.4 18 25.7 8 11.4 14 20.0 2 2.9 6 8.6
PRECEDED ARREST | 70 foros [> 14 | 20,0 | 21 | 15,7 | 18 | 25,7 | 14 | 20,0 3 4.3 7 | 0.0 {3 |43
ARREST NET 16 22,9 11 15.7 18 25.7 16 22.9 2 2.9 5 7.1 2 2.9
@ L6l | 14 _|_23.0 12 19,7 [__30 | _49.2]|_ 2 3.3 1|16 i 1 1.6
-

3 @ "124 | [eRoss > 64 | _51.6 7 5,6 34 27.4 9 7.3 2 1.6 5 4.0 3 2.4
ARRAIGNMENT NET 64 51.6 10 8.1 38 30.6 4 3.2 3 2.4 4 3.2 1 .8
COINCIDED ARREST

TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L 116 35 30.2 27 23.3 38 32.8 10 8.6 5 4.3 1 .9
.
a L 21 ) [cRossT> 9 42.9 5 23.8 4 19.0 1 4.8 2 9.5
G 42.9 5 23.8 4 19.0 T 7.8 p 9.5
. TOTALS OF @ L 91 ( [crosT> 68 | 74.7 137, ,  18.7 6 6.6
NET 71 78.0 16 17.6 4 3.4
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 Lt b
3 215 | [eRoss 1> 92 42.8 28 13.0 46 21.4 27 12.6 6 2.8 10 4.7 6 2.8
NET 93 43.3 32 13.9 -3 Il X P A 3 0.2 5 73 IT 5oL T )
®§9 215 jJeross B> 78 | 35.3 21 9,8 58 | _27.0]_ 29 |__13.5 6 2.8 15 7.0 8| 3.2,
3 @ NET 80 37:2 24 11.2 64 29.8 25 11.6 [ 2.8 1L 5.1 5 2.3
@ L1897 52 |_26.4 44 22,3 79 40.1|_ 13 6.6 1 5 & 1.0 2 1.0
.
SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161 (h). Each reporisd defendant lalls in both i GRQSS and a NET S*DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.5, Magistrete decislons, Rule 20 transfers wut of disirict,
Hgure In the applicable time column, Howaver, tha person may fatl wilhin the GROSS count of one lime calumn and the NET of anoiher. For axample, il a preteial diversion disporitions, removals from State courts and any patty otfenses proceeded by information.

defendani had a gross lime inteisal of 12 days, he woutd be shown In the 1330 dsy GROSS lima inlerval, if the oxcludable time was 4 days, the NET time
would be B days (12-4 w 8) and th. defendant woutd be shoan In tha D to 10 day NET lime Interval,
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**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR
INCIDENCE OF AND PENISYLUANIA

REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD {NO. OF DAYS)

160 )

*REASON \
\' “Under 18 USC 3161 ﬁto 10days| 11t 21 22 to 42 43t0 84 85 to 120 | 121 + days
A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(HMIMA) . . . . . . . . . .. 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
B. NARA oxamination—(HMINB) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C. State or federai trials on ather charges—(H){1)(C) . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 o,
D. Interlocutory appesls—(HHI(D} . . . . . o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E. Hearings on pretrial motions—{H){(1}E)} . . . . . 14 0 0 0 0 0 14_1
F. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20, .
20840, O . . . . . . .. 0 0 0 v 0 U |
G. Motion is actually under edvi
NG« e '.'m.'m ...... 15 7 14 1 0 0 57
H. Mig. procesdings: probation or parcle revocation, 0 0 0 0
deportation, extradition. (HHYT). , . . . . ., . 0 g
. Prosecution deferred by mutual agrsement. (H)(2) 0 0 0 ° 0 0 0
M. Unavailability (includu fugitive) of defendant or 2 0 9 1 4
essntial witness. (H)INANB) . . . . . . . . 1 0
N, Period of mental or physical incompetence of 0 0 0 0
defendant to stand trial. (HN4) . . . . . . . . c 0 0 A
0. Period of NARA commitment or treatmant. (HM{5) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
P. Su i d 5
iy o sndlor ot 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
R, Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted. (HM7) . .., . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){8) 1 0 0 1 0 0 2_.
U, Timeup to withdrawalof guilty plea ()} ., . . . . 0 1 1 1 0 0 3
W. Grand indictment time extended 30 more
i 3 0 . 0 0 0 0 3

)
25 @ o o

4.4

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L 55 () .25:6. .

©
o5

oF 0"

.............
.............

.............

*Paragraph and subtection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial di

3

***Interval one; Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignmant; tnterval three: Arrsignment to Tsial,

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE

1 1 | 1

0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 14
0 0 0
0 0 37
0 0 0
0 0 Q
0 1 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 1
0 2 1
3 0 0

I$ from State courts and any petty offenses procesded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts

]
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS DURING

IN
| PENNSYLVANIA, WESTERN

¥s - II

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL _ JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
ATERVALLEVENTS S Te LTS OAYEN, NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDIGTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 A w ) 1 ) N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL—80 0t 10 11030 311060 d
Rl M B days days ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 deys 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTeRva)~ 7 DEFENDANTS REPORTED % nerorTen | % | nePoRteo | % neroRTEn] % nefoRTED] % werorten | % neromtto | %
-
i 9% | [erossT>S 10 | 20.9 14 15.4 18 19.8 | 17 18.7 .2 2.2 8 8.8 13 14.3
i9 | 720.9 14 15.2 18 19.8 |17 18.7 2 2.2 8 8.8 13 14.3
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' - L9 . s6 | _61.5 30 33.0 3 3.3 1 1.1 1 1.1
60 | 65.9 29 31.9 2 2.2
ARREST <
PRECEDED @ Lo |@ 22| 24.2 12 [ 12.2 | 18 | 100 23 | 25.2 2. 2.2 10_|_11.0 4 4.4
INDICTMENT @ > . - 25.3 | 14 15.4 3 3.3 12 13.2
) 91 | [eRoss ] 8 8.8 4 4.2 7 7.7 | _214 15.4 17 18.7 17 18.7 24 26.4
& 3L } 26,4
‘&@ 10 | 11.0 4 1.4 9 9.9 [ 18 19.8 14 15.4 16 17.6 20 22.0
@ L83 o 27 | _32.5 10 12.0 26 31.3 | 11 13.3 1 1.2 4 a.8 4 .
|\
a .
L257 ) cno 189 _|_173,5 55 21.4 8 |__ 3.1 2 .8 2 .8 1 4

2 191 | 74.3 55 21.4 7 2.7 2 .8 2 .8

WHERE @ 257 Mnoss 18 7.0 16 6.2 27 10.5 [__49 19.1 10 3.9 67 26.1 70 27.2
NET
INDICTMENT [ > 22 8.6 23 8.9 36 14.0 |45 17.5 14 5.4 87 33.9 30 11.7
PRECEDED ARREST | 257 aross > 4 1.6 12 4.7 .31 12.1 | _ 49 19.1 17 6.6 67 26,1 77 30.0
TO TRIAL
NET 3 2.3 17 6.6 a1 16.0 | 42 16.3 23 8.9 94 36.6 3 13.2
ARREST -
@ L155 29 | 18.7 28 18.1 52 33.5 | 21 13.5 5 3.2 5 3.2 15 9.7
\.

3. @ { 146 5 [GROS > 20 |_19.9 9 6.2 25 12.1 |30 20,5 7 4.8 22 15.1 24 16.4
ARRAIGNMENT NEY 32 | 21.9 29 19.9 25 17.1 | 24 16.4 6 4.1 23 15.8 7 4.8
COINCIDED ARREST

TO TRIAL
WITHFIRST
APPEARANCE @ L2123 39 31.7 21 17.1 31 25.2 18 14.6 3 2.4 5 4,1 6 4.9
[
”@ Lol | [GmsT> 19 | _20.0 14 15.4 18 19,8 |_ 17 18,7 2 8 —13_
’ | NT P 19 | 20.9 14 15.4 18 19.8 | 17 18.7 2 2.2 8 8.8 13 14.3
TOTALS OF @ L348 | 245 |_70.4 85 | 24,4 | 11 2 .6 2 .6 3 2 .6
[ VT B 251 | 72.1 84 24.1 9 2.6 2 .6 2 .6
GROUPS 1,2, &3
@ L494 | [eross > 69 | 14.0 37 7.5 70 14.2 | 102 20.6 19 3.8 99 20.0 98 19.8
78 | 15.8 67 13.6 84 17.0 | 83 16.8 23 4.7 | 122 24.7 37 7.5
@@ 494 | [oRoss 1> 41 8.3 24 4.9 63 12.8 [ 93 18.8 4 8.3 | 106 21.5 [ 126 25.5
8‘@ [ NT P 48 9.7 49 9.9 75 15.2 | 84 17.0 43 8.7 | 133 26.9 62 12.6
@ L 361 | 95 |_26.3 59 6.3 |_109 |__30,2|_ 50 13.9 9 2.5 14 3.9 25 6,9
.

SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161). Each reported defendant falls In both a GROSS and a NET

figure in Ihe lapllc&lo 1ime column, Howsver, the person may fall wilhin lhe GROSS counl of one time column and the NET of anciber, For axample, it a
delendant

had a gross time interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time interval, i the excludable time was 4 days, the NET lime

ys (124

inthe Oto 10 day NET time interval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE:
pratrisl diversion dispositions, removels from

procesched by in!

Jrvenites, Appul '+ rom US. Wmﬁm Rulmmhuwldd-min.
from State courts pnd sny petty offensss. nformetion.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1876 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental of physical
Incopacity=(HII(A) . . . . . . . .

B. NARA examination—(H)(1){(B} . . . . . . .

C. State or federal trials on other chargs—(H)1)C) .

D. Interlocutory appeale=(HM1)(D} , . . . . .

€. Hearings on pratriel motions—(HMINE) , ., . . ,

o

U,
W,

Transters from other dlistricts (per FRCP rules 20,

840 (HKMF) . o o o 0 o

Motlon is actually under adviement.
WNG) .« v v v v s e e
Misc. proceedings: probetion or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H)(1), . . . . . ., .

Prosecution deferred by mutus! agreement. (H}{2)

Unasvailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or

essentinl witness, (HI3NAB) . . . . . . . ,

Period ot mental or phyaical incompetence of

defendanttoetand trial, (W)} . . . . . . , .

Period of NARA commitment or treatment, (H)(6) .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
(H(®) . . ..
Defandant awaiting trial of co-defendant when ne
saverance has been granted. (H){?) .

Contlinuances granted in the ends of justice, (H}(8)
Time up to withdrawal of guiity plea i) . .'. . .

Grard Jury Indictment tims extended 30 more
days. B) » v v v v v e e e e e e

TOTALS FOR

PENNSYLVANIA
WESTERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

[+)
494 |® oﬁ"

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME 250 1(8) L.30:6_,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 244 __1(®) L.42:4.,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

L S S}

0to 10days| 111021 22to 42 431084 | 8510120 | 121 +days

0 0 1 1 0 0 2_,

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 11 12

138 2 2 0 0 1 143

0 0 0 0 0 1 1

16 13 68 1 2 2 112

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

) 0 0 Y 0 7 7

12 1 2 2 1 4 22

0 0 1 0 0 2 3

0 0 0 0 0 1. 1

1 0 0 1 0 0 2

5 11 55 9 1 1 82

11 14 20 4 6 15 70

0 0 0 1 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3181, Speady Trial Act of 1974, sre shawn with resscn for delsy below.

S*DEFENDANT FIGURES GO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appesis from L,8, Megistrate decisions, Auls 20 transfers out ov district, pretrlal diversion dispasitions, removals from State courts and any petty offanses proceeded by information,
**¢Iniervel ane! Arrest to Indlctment; Intervel twa: Indictment to Arraignmant; Intervel three: Arrsignment to Trlal,

©

&5

oF MD"
e o’

:::::::::::::
:::::::::::::
:::::::::::::
:::::::::::::
:::::::::::::

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED

ONE

TWO

THREE

2

0

0

12

143

112

(=] (=] (=] o (=] o (=] f=4 i=] < (=3 (=1 o o (=g

- (=] o < (] o Laal < o [ = Q o (=] o o

=3

o

0

Prepared by: Adminletrative Office of U,S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS ||n DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL - LMLLJBIL&MM_&__LZW

NTERVALE EVENTE B To LMITSOATE) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS \
1 ARREST 70 INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 A A \ N 3\ N N\
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0to 10 d, 11t030d 31t0 60
IO TD SeNTEE A ays ays days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
e i DEF" DEF'S X3
GROUP <’ INTEAVAL wu”‘“ “5'0“7$ % REPORTED “ nEPORTED | % neronTEn] % nepoRTED | % REFORTED % nerdRTED | %
' @ L_321 | 209 |_65.1 69 21.5 24 7.5 8 2.5 2 .6 5 1.6 4 1.2
[ NET B2 65. . . . . . .
WHERE q 7 69 21.5 25 7.8 7 2.2 2 6 3 9 4 || 1.2
. L_321 | f[enross [> 234 72.9 75 23.4 11 3.4 1 .3
:::EE';:ANTS < @ [NV Pp23g | 74,5 74 23.1 8 2.5
PRECEDED (321 | [oross T> 72 | 22.4 51 15,9 51 15,9 [_69 21.5 34 10.6 33 10.3 1 3.4
INDICTMENT 74 23.1 52 16.2 52 16.2 73 22.7 31 9.7 30 9.3, 9 2.8
@g 321  [emos= [> 30 9.3 a5 14.0 61 19.0 | 61 19.0 28 8.7 67 20.9 29 9,0
«*@ NET 30 9.3 46 14.3 65 20.2 61 19,0 730 9.3 68 21.2 21 6.5
@ 231 | 56 24.2 113 48.9 55 23,8 3 1.3 4 1.7
(‘
@ L168 | [mosT> 88 | _52.4 60 35.7 10 6.0 2 1.2 1 .6 4 2.4 3 1.8
2 95 56.5 60 35.7 12 7ol i .6
WHERE | | [cRoss > 28 16.7 15 8.9 38 22.6 40 23.8 13 7.7 23 13.7 11 6.5
INDICTMENT < nET b 30 17.9 16 9.5 39 23.2 42 25.0 14 8.3 24 ia.3 3 1.8
PRECEDED ARREST | 168 ; [oRoss [> 15 8.9 15 8.9 34 20.2 29 17.3 27 16.1 32 19.0 16 9.5
TO TRIAL NET 15 8.9 20 11.9 39 23.2 30 17.9 30 17.9 30 17.9 4 2.4
ARREST
@ L_108 | 31 | _28.7 46 42.6 26 24.1 3 2.8 1 .9 1 .9
.
61 [Gross T> 2 33.3 1 16.7 3 50,0
ARRAIGNMENT e 2 33.3 1 16.7 3 50.0
COINCIDED A"REST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L 4 4_|100.0
.
4 @ L__321 § [eRoss > 209 65.1 69 21.5 24 7.5 8 2.5 2 .6 5 1.6 4 1.2
211 | 65.7 69 21.5 25 7.8 7 2.2 2 .6 3 .9 4 1.2
TOTALS OF 489 | [oRoss [> 322 65.8 135 27,6 21 4,3 2 .4 1 .2 5 1.0 3 .6
GROUPS 1, 2. &3 < 334 68.3 134 27.4 20 4.1 1 .2
4 L__495 ) {aeross I> 100 20.2 68 13.7 90 18.2 | 109 22.0 47 9.5 56 11.3 25 5.1
104 21.0 70 14.1 92 18.6 | 115 23.2 45 9.1 54 10.9 15 3.0
Mo~ 1495 [cros > 45 9.1 62 12.5 96 19.4 [ 90 18.2 55 11.1 99 20.0 48 9.7
«*‘@ NET 45 9.1 68 13.7 105 21.2 91 18.4 60 12.1 98 19.8 28 5.7 |
@ L_343 | 91 26.5 159 46.4 81 23.6 6 1.7 4 1.2 1 .3 1 .3
"
®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Each reported defendant talls In both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesis from U S, Magistrate deciilons, Ruh 20 transfers out of district,
figure In the applicable lime column, However, the person may all within the GROSS caunt of one time column and tha NET ol anaiher. For example, il & peatelal diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and sny petty offenses procesded by information.

defendant had a gross time interval of 12 days, he wou'ld be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS tima Interval. it the excludable time was 4 days, the NET time
would ba & days (12-4 = 8) and the defendant wou!d be shown In the 0 lo 10 day NET lime Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or phvslcal

incapecity—(HH{INHA) . . . . . . . . ..

m e o ®

»

Transfers from other districts (per FRC? rules 20,

2840 (HHIFY . . . . . ..

. Motion is actually under advissment.
WGy . ... ... 0.

. Misc. procesdings: prohﬁonorwolcnvomlon,

deportation, extradition. (H){1). , .

Tz O

1. Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)

M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
sesentisl witness. (H){3){A)(B)

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant to stand trial. (H)(4) . . .

O. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. {H}{5) .
[

. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
{H)6)

R. Defendant awaiting trisl of no-dchndmt whcn no
ssverance hss been granted. (HI(7). . . . . .

..........

T. Continuances granted In the ends of justice. {(H)(8)

U, Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . .
W, Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

*Paragraph and subeection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with taacon for delay betow.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenlles, Appesls from U.S, Megi sk
**%Interval one: Asrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment 1o Trial.

3 NARA'xm\InltIon—(Hm)(B) v e e e e
State or federal trials on other charges—{H}{1)(C) . .

Interlocutory appesie—~(H){IMD) ., . . . . . .

Hearings on pretrisi moticne—(HMIME) . . . . .

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 495 @) oFrA

VIRGIN ISLANDS DEFENDANTS WITHOUT excLupasLe TiMe L 408 (@) . 82:4

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME u_.87___|© 7.6 .

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME
My
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) oro,
ﬁto 106!15' Mwo21 2210 42 431084 85 to 120 | 121 +days

2 5 0 1 0 0 o8 ... 7.2....
0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 S N
0 0 0 0 0 0 SRR DU
0 0 0 1 0 LN | U SRS B 0.9....
51 3 0 0 0 0 He 3% ... 48.6....
0 0 0 1 0 2 o3 ... 2.7....
3 1 0 0 0 0 o3 ... 3:6...
.3 0 0 0 0 0 3 ... 2.7...
0 0 0 0 0 2 2 }...... 1.8 .
0 2 3 6 0 13 . 216 ..
1 0 1 0 1 0 L 3 .27
0 0 0 0 0 0 LY DU
0 0 0 0 0 0 N Y DRSS
0 0 0 0 0 0 Jfo—98 f.......0..
0 0 7 0 2 0 . 9 _f......81...
0 0 0 0 0 0 . LS DU 0...
0 0 0 0 0 0 ) LU S 0

Rule 20

out of district, pretrisl di

di.

s from State courts and any patty off

ﬁ'INTE RVAL IN WHICH

[+

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0 8
0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 53
3 0 0
0 0 4
0 1 2
0 0 2
0 16 8
0 2
0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 8
0 0 0
0 ¢ 0
ded by infor

Preparad by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS ,m [oumue
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL MARYLAND JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
eV AL EVENTE A To TR DAVN NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT~30 .
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 w w w 1\ M\
: 33331‘3’?«’35"722%5?3«'&&;\ 0 to 10 days 1110 30 days 3110 60 days 81 to 100 days 100 16 120 days 121 to 180 days 187 days & over
GROUP -_'D!vrmmms nsron'rsn.' ] nePGRTED % neRoRTED | % neroRTen] % neronten| % neFORTED % neromao | %
-
) @ L 421 1 .zga__ 49,4 | 346 | 34,7 36 8.6 | 14 3.3 8 1.9 9 2.1
WHERE 209 | 49.6 142, 34,9 35 8.3 | 15 3.6 1 T2 B 1.9 ) 1.4
. L_42) | [cross T> 334 79.3 72 17,1 5 1.2 6 1.4 2 .5 2 5
:::EE'::A"TS J @ 368 | 87.4 48 [Til.a 2 i 2 I 2 T 3
PRECEDED 1421 ] 150 35.6 65 15.4 | _106 25.2 |_53 12,6 6 1.4 14 3.3 27 6.4
INDICTMENT NET 153 | 36.3 83 19.7 | T102 24,2 |50 1.9 2 5 13 3.1 8 3.3
M~ sz @8> a3 {07 | 36 | 86 | _ea | 223 |2 | 2800 | 2 5.0 |_25 | 5.9 | _4a |0
Q @ NeT B g3 | 19.7 43 10,2 | 111 26.4 | 111 26.4 20 4.8 20 4.8 33 7.8
@ L_351 | 98__|_27.9 12 3.4_|_149 42,5 | a9 14.0 15 4.3 17 4.8 11 3.1
-
"@ (199 j [omoss [> 126 |_63.3 62 3l.2 5 2.5 3 1.5 1 .5 1 .5 1 .5
2. 150 75.4 41 20.6 4 2.0 1 1.0 1 g 1 5
WHERE @ 1199 | 48 | _24.1 21 10.6 48 24,1 | 39 18.6 2 1.0 31 15.6 10 5.0
NE'
INDICTMENT .{ 48 24.1 26 13,1 61 30.7 38 18.1 8 4.0 12 6.0 3 3.0
ARREST | 199 | [emoss I> 29 | 14.6 17 8.5 45 22.6 | 55 27.6 7 3.5 21 10.6 25 12.6
PRECEDED L1990 ) .
ARREST TOTRIAL 29 14.6 23 11.6 S5 27.6 55 27.8 10 5,0 15 7¢5 12 6.0
@ 169 | 19 | 11.2 9 5.3 70 41.4 | 44 26.0 10 5.9 5 3.0 12 7.1
AN
3 @ 1__494 | [oross T> 255 51,6 30 6.2 100 20.2 44 8.9 11 2.2 21 4.3 33 6.7
ARRAIGNMENT 258 | 52.2 34 6.9 109 22.1 | 4l 8.3 6 1.2 23 3.7 23 4.7
COINCIDED T:)“T“RE;TL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L__416 215 51,7 11 2.6 11 26.9 56 13.5 39 2.2 8 1.9 5 1,2
|..421 | [oRoss T 208 | 49.4 146 34.7 36 8.6 y 14 3.3 8 1.9 9 2,1
@ NET P 209 | 49.6 147 34.9 35 8.3 | 15 |36 I " ) 1% 2l I - R -
TOTALS OF 1620 ; fomows [> 460 |_74.2 134 21.6 10 1.6 g 1.5 1 .2 3 .5 3 .5
' 518 | 83.5 89 13.4 6 1.0 3 5 ) 3 ) 3
GROUPS 1, 2,83 )
@ L1134 ; 453 | _40.7 116 10.4 | _ 254 22,8 | 136 12.2 19 1.7 66 5.9 70 6.3
|_NET P 459 41.2 143 12.8 | 272 24.4 | 129 11.6 16 1.4 48 4.3 A7 4.7
@@ L1311/ ) {eRoss [> 360 |_ 32.3 86 7.7 | __240 21.5 | 218 19.6 39 3.5 68 6.1 ] 103 9,2
«*‘@ 363 32.6 103 9.2 277 24.9 | 208 18.7 36 3.2 58 5.2 69 6.2
@ 93ty 332_|_35.5 32 3.4 (_ 331 35.4 |_149 15.9 34 3.6 30 3.2 28 3.0
SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USG 3183(n), Each repcried delandant lalla In both # GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvaniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate dacisiont, Rule 20 transters cut of district,

tigure in the applicable tima column, Howaver, the person may fall wilhin the GROSS count of one 1ima column and the NZT of anolher, For example, If &
delendant had a gress 1ime Inlerval of 12 days, ha would be shown In the 1130 duy GROSS time Inlerval, IF the excludable lime wat 4 daye, the NET Ume
would be 8 deys (12.4 = 8) and the tetendant would be shown In the 0 io 10 day NET time latesval,

pratrisl diversion dispesitions, removals fram State courts and any petty oifenses procesced by ihformation,




65 - II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1876 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON e\ S
Under 18 USC 3161 0 to 10days] 11to 21 22t0 42 431084 | 85t0 120 | 121+ days (
A Exun&utionorhouimfwmtdorphyﬂal

incopacity—(HNIMA} . . . .+ . . . . . . . - 6 6 3 5 2 3 w25
B. NARA examinstion—{HNDB) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 w 0
C. State or fadersl trisls on other chargse—{HIMC) . . 1 1 0 0 0 0 w 2
D. Interlocutory appeals—(HNWD) . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L o
E. Hesrings on pretrisl motions—{HYIME) , . . . . 200 0 0 0 0 0 L2000
F. Tmmmmuum(wmwmmm. 0 0 0 6

208400 (HUOGFY . . . . . . . 4 0 2 : "
G. Motion s actuslly under sdvissment,

(HIONG) . 'v, . 43 31 49 2 1 0 N 126 ’
H, Misc. ptoendlnp wobnﬁonwpnmlomoenion 0 0 0

deportation, extradition. (HIH. . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 L I
1. Prosecution deferred by mutusl sgreement. (H)(2) . g 1 0 0 0 3 L 4 ]
M. Unavailability {inciudes fugitive) of defendant or

esoantiol witnees. (RNAANB) . . . . . . . . 20 9 5 ic 8 9 L8
N, Wﬂmﬁummmd 0 ' 0 0 1 2

defendenttostandtrial, (HN&) . . . . . . . . 1 0 . )
O. Period of NARA commitment or trestment. (H)(5) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 w 0
P, Su

e N ITIG NS BT BT BTN B
R. Defendant sweiting trial of co-defendant when no 0 0 0 0

severance has been granted. (H)(7). . . . . . 0 0 0 — :
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8) . 58 15 8 7 18 2 L 108
U. Time up to withdrawel of uilty plee i) . . . . . 0 0 0 1 1 0 L2
W. Grand indictment time extended 30

dtv:(:';v......of...'.m.'... 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0
*Parsgraph and subsaction of 18 USC 3161, Spesdy Tris! Act of 1974, mlhownvhhmwn'otddwbﬁm
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesis from U,5. M isions, Rute 20 out of district, pretrial diversion disposith

**%Inturvel one: Atrest to Indictment; intervel two: indictment to Arraignment; lnml thres: Arrsignment 10 Trisl,

“*TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

E 1,114 o.:,"‘i..
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD W 1) ®
MARYLAND DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 785 ;@) L 70:5_,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L 329 ,(®) 1295,

e

OF “p"
L

.............
.............

.............

.............

..............
.............
.............

..............

.............

r ***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

CCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
2 1 22
0 0 0
0 1 1
0 0 0
9 12 179
3 1 2
0 1 125
0 0 0
0 0 4
7 28 26
0 0 2
0 0 0
9 0 0
0 0 0
8 58 42
0 0 2
0 0 0

s from Stats culirts and any petty offenses proceeded by (nformation,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS IN Inunma
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL l__mnm_umm._nsmm__ H thru JUNE 30, 1977

eV AL EVENTS S Te LIS OAYS), 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1 ARREST TG INDICTMENT-30 —
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 . ) 3\ ; ™ ~ N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL--60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31t060d
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA s ! o ays 61 to 100 days . 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP —\"NTE“V)L'A .v.DEFENDANTs nzmarvso % REFORTED % REPORTED % ns?cf;rssn % n:?rf;;sm % RE?OERF‘;'SED % ner%%'::o 5%
] @ L po | [orossT> 94 | 15,7 42 47.2 28 31.5 4 4.5 1 1.1
[ neT ] . 42 47.2 27 30.3 3 4.5
WHERE 15 | 16.9 2 1.1,
DEFENDANTS' @ Lo J B_ez_ 69,7 |_18 | 20.2 4 4.5 | 4 4.5 I 1.1
. .2 1 1.1 p) 2.2 *
ARREST < 67 75.3 18 20 1 1.1
PRECEDED @ L89. | 34 |_38.2 5 | _10.1 25 | 28,1 8 9.0 2 2.2 | g 00 | 3 3.4
INDICTMENT 38.2 10 11.2 28 31.5 9 10.1 2 2.2 5 5.6 1 1.1
@@ L_89_) 6.7 6 6,7 23 25.8 24 27.0 10 11.2 13 14.6 7 7.9
""@ 7.9 6 6.7 27 30.3 26 29.2 8 9.0 i1 12.4 3 15
@ | 91.4 3 3.7 3 3.7 1 1.2
(. -
@ (5 > W EES» 115 67.3 31 18.1 11 6.4 7 4.1 1 .6 2 1.2 4 2.3
2, 122 71.3 30 17.5 12 7.0 5 2.9 I 5 T G
WHERE @ 171 | > 36 |_21.1 |28 16.4 43 25.1] 26 15.2 13 7.6 | 12 7.0 | 13 7._3_
[ NeT | . 1 .4 .
INDICTMENT < 27.5 29 17.0 44 25.7 25 14.6 12 7.0 i 3 3 .
PRECEDED anrest | 171 | [Gross 1> 15 8.8 24 14.0 48 28.1| 30 17.5 16 9.4 | 17 9.9 | m1 12.3
ARREST TOTRIAL NET b 18 10.5 34 19.9 52 30.4 30 | T I7.5 16 EPY 3 872 7 T
@ 161 | 142 88.2 3 1.9 2 5.6 4 2.5 2 1.2 1 .6
i\
3. @ L_28 ) [sross > 15 [_ 53,6 4 14.3 2 7.1 7 25.0 .
ARRAIGNMENT 15 53.6 4 14.3 2 7.1 7 25.0
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 26| _ 25 |.96.2 [ 3 3.8
f L_ 89 | [cRoss > 14 15.7 42 47.2 28 3L.5 4 4.5 1 1.1
L P 15 16.9 42 47.2 27 30.3 I 3.5 T I-T
TOTALS OF 2 @ L 260 § [eros I> 177 | _68.1 49 18.8 15 s.e| 11 4.2 1 .4 3 1.2 4 1.5
NET 189 72.7 48 18.5 13 5.0 7 2.7 p) ] T s
GROUPS 1, 2, & 3 LT
L_288 ) [omoss I> 85 29.5 41 | 14.2 70 24.3 41 14.2 15 5.2 20 6.9 16 5.6
96 33.3 43 14.9 74 25.7 a1 14.2 ! r:) 16 5.6 X 1.3
@e’ L_288 | |emoss [> 3¢ | 12,5 ] 34 11.8 73 25.3 61 21.2 26 9,0 30 10.4 28 9.7
«“@ 40 | 13.9 44 15.3 81 28.1| 63 21.9 24 8.3 25 8.7 11 3.8
@ L_268 | 241 | _goo |4 | 3.5 | 32 [ as| 7 2.6 2 2| N ! .4
.
#NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reportad defendant [alls In both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of dlstrict,
tigure in ihe applicable time column, However, the person may (!l within the GROSS count of one Yima column and the NET of anciher. For axample, il a pratriat diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

defendant had a gross time interval of 12 days, he would be shown In the 11.30 doy GROSS time interval. tf the axcludable lime was 4 days, ihe NET time
would ba 8 days (12-4 = B) and the defendant would be shown in the 010 10 day NET time Interval,

PO ‘LA -—
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(HM1WA) . . . . . . . . . ..

B. NARA examination—{H}{1){B}) . . . . . . . .
C. State or federal trials on other chargas—(H){(1)(C) . .
D.

. Interlocutory appeals—(H){1)(D)

.......

m

. Hearinge on pretriat motions—{H)}{1}{E} . . . . .
. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
&40 HIKFA . . . . . oL ...
. Motion is actually under advisament.
HHGY . . . . . o v 0oL e
, Misc, p dings: prob or parole ;
deportation, extradition. (H}{1). . . . . . . .

n

I o

Prosecution deferred by mutua/ agreement. (H){2)

M. Unavailability (inclgdos fugitiva) of defendant or
essential witness. (HN3)MANB) . . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendanttostand trisl, (H)(4) . . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. {H}{(5) .
P. Superseding indictment and/or new chiarges.
HH®) . . . . . . 0L e
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has besn granted, (HH7). . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H){(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .
W. Grand jury indictment tirne extended 30 more
days, (B)

*Parageaph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are :hown wlth rnmn for delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juvenites, Appeals from U.S, N
***Interval ane: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignmaent; tnnml three: Arraignment to Trial,

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS on
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 288 @® erra
NOR%%EA%%MNA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME 247 (@) L 85-8_,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L_ﬂ_.__u.l© L1425
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME ® 2;’2‘353;1’?&"3@1’25”
e OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) SF,

(Gto10days] 111021 | 221042 | 431088 | 8510120 | 121+ days) N ONE_| TWO |THREE
2 1 2 5 0 0 w10 ]...18.5. . 2 6 2
0 0 0 0 0 Y L Y (.) ..... 0 0 0
3 0 0 1 0 9 M STE B2 S 0 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 . [ B o 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 RS S 1.9 ... 0 0 E
1 0 1 0 1 0 L 3 ) 5.6 ... 0 3 0
0 1 2 0 1 0 { LTS B T4 0 1 5
0 0 0 0 0 0O fj— % ). % 0 2 °
0 0 0 0 0 O o % ). o ... 0 0] 0
2 1 1 3 1 S | PR B 0 L -
0 0 0 0 0 0 L LY B 0 ..... 0 9 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 LA B 9 ..... 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 v 0 o0 ... - 0 0 0
2 2 0 0 0 0 .Y B 7.4 . 0 0 4
1 0 3 2 1 1M 8 b us 1 1] 6
0 0 0 0 o oo Jf....0 .. 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 NS DL 0 0 0

Rule 20 aut of district, pretrial di disp. Is from State courts and any patty off. [+l ded by informati

Prepered by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL A '.

TERVALS EVENTE 8 T LTS OAYS)) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS \]
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 —
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 ™ A A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0to 10 days 11 to 30 days 3110 60 days
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ay! y! o y! 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 10 180 days 181 duys & over
GROUP —\J'"“"v‘; 'w DANTS HEPORT% % REPGRTED % mesoRTED | % neFonten| % neroRTED| % ReroATED % nevoRtED | %
' @LlaZ_JJL_ZL.Z___ﬁA___.Aﬁ._‘:___JL._Aﬁ_.L 10 7.6 1|8 |3 |2 -
WHERE 32 | 24.2 64 48.5 22 16.7 | 11 8.3 3 2.3
DEFENDANTS’ @ L1232 ) [eross B> 106 | 80,3 [ 15 [ 11,4 |__ o 6.8 2 | s
” %" P06 | 80.3 19 14.4 7 5.3
ARREST
PRECEDED 1232 | [oross [> 84 [ _63.6 29 22.0 18 [_13.6 IR .8
NEY a5 64.4 29 22.0 17 12.9 1 1.8
INDICTMENT
®¢‘3” 132y [oross [> 9 6.8 35 26.5 57 43.2 |23 17.4 2 1.5 .8 5 3.8
< @ Ner 9 6.8 35 26.5 58 43.9 22 16.7 2 1.5 3 2.3 3 2.3
@ L124 | 57_[_46.0 51 |4 |13 (105 | 2 |16 A |__.8
(.
r
@ 162 [aRoss [>_129 79.6 24 14.8 6 3.7 2 1.2 1 .6
F3 139 79.6 26 16.0 5 3.1 2 1.2
WHERE @ 162 1 [0 T> g9 | 4z.6 | 30 |85 | 3a | 21,0 | 10 6.2 16 s.o | 3 | 1.9
NEY 7 43.8 33 20.4 34 21.0 17 10.5 3 1.9 3 1.9 1 .6
INDICTMENT
PRECEDED Koo} loross B> a9 | 36.4 (24 [ 348 | 43 [ 26.5 | 11 6.8 5 3,1 | 13 8.0 ) 4.3
ARREST NET 60 | 37.0 29 17.9 42 25.9 14 8.6 5 3.1 10 6.2 2 1.2
L1153 | 66 | 43.1 |55 1 35,9 | __23 | _15.0 8 5.2 1 My
)
.3 @L_as__J_u___aLl_ f 17.1 12343 |4 |_11.4_
ARRAIGNMENT 13 37.1 6 . 14 40.0 2 5.7
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 33 ] 13 39.4 7 21.2 4 l_12,1 5 15.2 4 12,1
(.
r@ 132 [6FssT> 32 24.2 64 48.5 22 16.7 10 7.6 1 .8 3 2.3
NT P 22 24.2 64 48.5 22 16.7 | 11 8.3 3 2.3
TOTALS OF < @ L.294 } 235 79.9 ag 13.3 15 5.1 2 .7 2 .7 1 .3
| NET P 235 79.9 48 15.3 12 4.1 2 .7
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 i
@ L3291 [595 > j66 | 50,5 | 65 | 19.8 | 64 [ 19,5 | 14 4.3 16 a9 |_a 1.2
169 51.4 68 20.7 65 19.8 19 5.8 3 .9 4 1.2 1 .3
@g Lagg yfomoss B> ey ) 24,6 | 65 j18.8 | 112 | 34,0 38 | 1.6 § 7 f 2.3 [ 34 | 4.3 [ 32 | 3.6
«*@ NEr 82 24.9 70 21.3 114 34,7 38 11.6 7 2.1 13 4.0 [ 1.5
@ L0 1 136 |_43.9 } 113 6.5 40 12.9 | 15 4.8 5 1.6 1 .3
\‘ .
®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 38 USC 3181{h). Each raporied delandant talls In both & GROSS und & NET *+*DEFENDANT FIGURES 00 NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transters out of distret,
figure in the applicatle time column, However, the parson may latl wilhin the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of analher. For example, Il a pretrial diverslon dispositions, removals from State courts and sny petty offenses procesded by information,

defendant had a gross 1ima Intervai af 12 days, he would be shown in the $1.30 day GROSS time intetval, f the axcludable 1ime wis 4 days, the NET iime
would be 8 days {12-4 = 8) and the defendant would be ahown in the O to 10 day NET time inlerval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

C.

nm

z o

incapacity—(H)(1MA) . . . . .

NARA sxamination—(H){1)(B} . .

State or fedara! trials on other charges—(HH1)(C) . .

. Interlocutory appsals—(HNIMD) . . . , . . .

. Hearings on pretrisl motions—(H)M1ME) . . . . .
. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

208401 (HMIKF) . . . . . .

. Motion is actuslly under advisement.

(H)G)

. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportstion, extradition. (H){1}). , .

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){2)

. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

cosential witness. (HM3MAMB)Y . . . . ., . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

J0

u
W,

*Parsgraph and subsaction of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trisl Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delsy below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Aule 20 transfars cut of district, pretrial divi

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)

defendant tostand trial, (H){4) , . . . . . . .

. Period of NARA coinmitment or treatment. {(H){5) .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)(6)

----------------

. Defandant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance hasbeen granted. (H)7) . . . . . . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

.....

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B) .

TOTALS FOR

MIDDLE

NORTH CAROLINA

‘"TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

B
REPORTED DURING PERIOD 329 @) o
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE Time 288 (®)  87.5_,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 141 @) L 12:5,

©

%
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) J’_‘“:"’.,
0to10days| 11t021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ days N
1 0 1 3 0 0 5 ). Te
0 0 0 0 0 0 LY S Q...
0 0 1 0 0 0 LY B LS ..
0 0 0 0 0 0 o ...
25 1 0 0 0 0 26 ,f...394 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ... 0.
5 1 2 2 0 0 10 )12
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 f....... o
0 0 0 0 0 0 LIRS B ..
1 0 2 1 2 2 8 .. 21
0 0 0 0 0 0 O f....... 0.
0 0 Y 0 0 0 0 ). o ...
0 0 1 0 0 0 LIS 1.5 ...
1 0 0 0 0 0 LY Ls ...
0 0 0 13 1 0 LLY DL S
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |....... 0.
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

““*Interval ons: Arrest to Indictment; interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

TERVAL IN WHICH

» ..'N
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
1 0 4
0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 2 24
0 0 0
0 0 10
0 0 0
0 0 Y
0 6 2
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 1
0 0 14
0 0 0
0 0 0

Is from State courts and any petty offenses proceaded by Information,

Propared by: Administrative Otfice of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS n louﬂmq
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL l NORTH_CAROLINA, WESTERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

TR —ery——_—— N NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS j
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 B w N ) ™
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0to 104 11 t0 30 days 31 to 60 days
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA L ay! ay! 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & gvar
GROUP INTERVAL"* *PEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPGATED % AERSATED % n:gg;;sin‘ % AERORTED % REPOATED % neromTes | %
p ~ ~
1 L 58 3 22 | _37.9 31 53,4 3 | 5.2|__2 3.4
v NET 24 41.4 29 50.0 3 .2 2 3.4
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' 58 [oRoss I> 49 | 84,5 8 13.8 1 1.7 .
NET 50 86.2 7 12,1 1 1.7
ARREST »,
PRECEDED 58 | [omoss [> 18 31.0 18 31.0 15 25.9 6 10.3 1 1.7
NET 20 34.5 22 37.9 15 25.9 i 1.7
*{NDICTMENT @ S
) 58 laross T> 10 17.2 2 3,4 27 46,6 14 24.1 2 3.4 3 5.2
& 38 ) .
AO) 10 | 17.2 2 3,4 32 55.2 | 13 22.4 1 1.7
@ L_55 | 51 92,7 2. 3.6 2. 3.6
NI
e
66 [eross [> 58 [ _87.9 3 4.5 4 6.1 1 1.5
2 NET 62 93.9 2 3.0 2 3.0
WHERE @ {66 | [GRos > 18 | 27.3 17 _|_25.8 |__23 |_34.8 4 6.1 4 6.1
NET
INDICTMENT -ﬁ 19 28.8 17 25.8 27 40.9 3 4.5
PRECEDED rResT 86 1 > ig i:: E ;g ; gg 43.9 3 i;i 3 4.5 2 3.0
ARREST . . 47.0 .
@ L_61 | 53 | 86.9 4 6.6 2 3.3 1 1.6 1 1.6
-
:
3,
@ L3147 ) feross B> 26 f 37,7 .38 | 25.9 | 63 | _42.9%. 9 | e j.__ 8 | _S.4d 3 | 200 | |
ARRAIGNMENT NET 29 19.7 41 27.9 74 50.3 3 2.0
COINCIDED. ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST .
APPEARANCE @ L120 | 111 92.5 6 5.0 1 .8 2 1.7
@ (58 | [GRos > 23 | _37.9 31 (5343 | 5210 2 3.4
NET 24 al.4 29 50.0 3 5.2 2 3.4
R O e e B
GROUPS 1,2, &3 | : : i * 2.
@ 271y [eRess [> 62 | _22.9 73 26.9 | _101 37.3 | _19 7.0 13 4.8 3 1.1
. NET &8 25.1 80 29.5 116 42.8 7 2.6
@@ L2712  [eross P> 49 { 18.1 53 19.6 116 42.8 32 11.8 13 4.8 8 3.0
F(0) 49~ | 8.1 60 22.1 |7 137 50.6 | 24 8.9 1 .4
@ L 236 4 215 91.1 10 4.2 5 2.1 5 2.1 1 4
.
*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3163{h). Each reported dafendant fally in both a GROSS and a NET SS*DEFENDANT FIGURES DQ NOT INCLUDE: Juvenlies, Appesls from LS, Magisteate decisiony, Fuba M tesnsters out of district,
tigure in the appticabie time column, Howivar, the person may fall withis the GROSS tount 6f one time column and the NET of another. Far example, M a Pratria) diversion dispositions, remaovals from State cotirts and ny petty offenses procesded by infarmatiah,

defendan) had 2 gross lime Inlerval of 12 days, ho would ba shown in the {1-30 day GROSS fime inferval, tf the excludabla ttme was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 = §) and the delendant would be sthown in the 010 10 day NET tima interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination o hearing for mental or physlul

incapacity—(HH1HA) . . . . . . . . . ..
B. NARA exsmination—(HI(TI@B} . . . . . . . .

C. State or feceral trisls on other charges—(H}1}(C) . .
D. Interlocutory sppeals—(HI{IHD) . . . . . .
€. Hearings on pretrisl motions—(HMINE) ., . . . .
F. Transters trom other districts {par FRCP rules 20,

20840 HHA . . . . L.
G, Motion is sctually undes advisement.

W . ..., e
H, Misc. pracesdings: prob.thnofpoml- moation,

deportation, extradition. (HH1). . . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutus! agreement. (H)(2)
M. Unavailabitity {includes fugitive) of defendant or

ssoentis) witness. (HMIMANB) . . . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

.

defendent tastend triel, (M4} . . . . . . |, .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (Hi(5} .

P. Superseding indictment snd/or new chargas.
Mo . ..., ...

R. Defendent awaiting trlli o! co-defendant whon no
severance has been granted. (H){7) . . . . . .

T. Continusnces granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

., Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

U
W. Gram! jury indictment tim’ extended 20 mors

days. B) . . . L. .00 e .

*Paragraph and subssction of 18 USC 3181, Speedy Trisl Act of 1874, sre shown vrith raseon for delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appeals from 4),S, Magk
**“*[ntervel one: Arrest to Indictment; intervel two: (ndictment to Arraignment; “interval three: Ami.nmmt to Teial,

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 271 ® é‘ft\_,

NORTH CAROLINA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME 235 (@) L 887,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiME 36 1@ L 13:3.,

INCIDENTS OF EXGLUDABLE TIME ©
e
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) oo,
Oto10dws| 111021 | 22t042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ days)

0 0 0 0 a 0 ! 0 ... ..
0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 ...
0 a 0 0 0 0 1o % ... o....
0 0 0 g 0 0 1 LUNTY U N
1 1 2 0 0 0O o4 ,y....5%5
0 1 1 1 0 o M3 .10 .
0 1 0 0 0 0 ot . EBAL
0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0~
0 0 2 12 1 I | IRECINTY U4 S
1 2 0 2 0 0 I B
0 1 0 3 0 0 e A ). %3 ..
0 0 0 0 0 0 Ho 0 .0
0 0 1 1 0 0 2 J|..A7 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 Mo 0 ..o .
3 2 1 3 0 0 {9 .[..205 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 0o ].....0...
0 0 0 0 0 L | I .

Al

, Rule 20

out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removels from State courts and sny petty off

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

P

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0_ 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 4
0 3 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 14
0 1 4
0 0 4
0 0 0
[ 0 2
0 0 @
0 1 8
0 0 0
0 0 0
d by infor

Prepated by: Administrative Offize of U,S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

HOW LONG iT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

!m Imnmc
UTH CAROLINA . 77

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

®NET MEANG GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(), Each raporied delfendsnt falls In both a GROSS and a NEY
tigure In tha applicable time column, However, the person may fall within the GROSS coutt of ons time column and 1he NET of ancther, For sxample, Il 2
fandani had a ross time Interval of 1 days, he would b shown I the 1130 day GROSS tima Interval, It the excludable time wat 4 days, the NET time
mlabold-y- {12-4 w 8) asid the defendant would be showh In Ihe 010 10 day NET timeinterval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE! Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Maghtrate d'mlom, n;n. 20 mmlm out of district,

prassist dhversion tNapositions, removsls from State ux:m and any petty olfenses procaeded by information,

WTERVALS-EVENTS-A7OLIMITS(DAYS)) /7 ) q
1 ARREST TO {NDICTMENT--20 ~ w \ \
2 INDIGTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT 10 1
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL—00 0w 10 M0 30 31000
A CONVICTION TO SENTENGE - NA ‘ days deys days 81 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
\ .
GROUP 'w"”‘“ REPORTED % AFPORTED " neroRTe | % L neronten| % neroRTED % AeromrEn | %
-
1 134 30 | 22,4 | a9 36,6 |__'39 29,1 |1 8.2 3 27 a 2.2 1 )
WHERE KEGE _JET) 22.4 50 37.3 40 29.9 12 9.0 1 .7 1 o7
1134 > 103 76.9 10 7.5 11 . 7 5.2 1 iy 2 1.5
:::Z:‘:""’ @ NE 124 | 92,5 3 6.7 i 7 '
5 L134 oross T> 40 29.9 19 14.2 41 30.6 20 14,9 4 3.0 5 3.7 5 3.7
PRECEDED 8. —
INDICTMENT NET a1 | 30.6 25 18.7 61 45.5 5 3 1 ] 1 7
@g L2134 ; [oros > 6 4.5 4 3:0 a2 23.9 | 49 36.6 14 10,4 15 11,2 14 39.4
O NET 6 | 4.5 15 |T11.2°| 38 | 28.4 | 55 | 4l.0 9 6.7 | 11 8.2
@ L122 58 | _48.4 a9 24.6 19 15.6 3 2.5 5 . 3 2.5 3 2,5
-
~
@ L117 laross > 91 77.8 4 3.4 15 12.8 4 3.4 k] 2.6
2.  wer 109 | 93.2 3 2.6 3 2.6 1 .9 1 .9
WHERE L117 Grees TS 34 | 29.1° 13 11.1 40 34,2 | 18 12.8 5 4.3 4 3.4 6 5.1
INDICTMENT [nET 34 | 29.1 13 iz2.0 59 50.4 6 5.1 3 2.6 1 .9
PRECEDED ARREST | 117 [Gross [> 12 | 10.3 12 10.3 53 45.3 | 20 17.1 5 4.3 8 6.8 i 6.0
ARREST TO TRIAL [“weT 29 | 24.8 11 9.4 48 a1.0" | 24 20.5 1 ) 3 3.4
L@ L85 as__|_a1,2 23 27.1 19 22.4 2 2.4 5 5.9 | 1 _f_ 1.2
3 @ 1 201 | [cAos 4 2.0 48 23,9 85 42.3 |38 18.9 10 5.0 4 2.0 12 6.0
. ARRAIGNMENT NET 3 2.0 52 25.9 | 132 65.7 | 11 5.5 2 1.0
COINCIDED T%“::.ﬁ )
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L156 53 |_34.0 45 26.8 44 28.2 5 3.2 3 1.9 4 2,6 2 1.3
@ | 134 laross > 30 22.4 49 36.6 39 29.1 31 8.2 1 My 3 2,2 1 7
. [ Net P 30 | 22.4 50 37.3 40 29,9 | 12 9.0 1 .7 1 .7
TOTALS OF L 251 1 [amoss I> 194 | 77.3 14 5.6 |__26 10.4 111 4.4 3 1.2 1 4 2 8
oR L283 | _NET p 233 | 92.8 1z 4.8 3 1.2 2 .8 1 .4
1452 | foress > 78 17.3 80 17.7 166 36.7 | 73 16.2 19 4.2 13 2.9 23 5.1
NET v 79 | 17.5 ()3 20.1 | - 252 55.8 | 22 4,9 3 .7 4 .9 1 .2
@e’ 1452 aross [> 23 5.1 63 13.9 |y | _s7.6 1206 . 23,8 | 20 | 6.4 1| _ 27 6.0 a3 2.1
4*@ BMEGE 3 9.1 77 17.0 | 216 47.8 | 9 20.1 11 2.4 12 2.7 4 .9
@L.3_63_I 247 | 4005 | o8 | 27,0 | 82 | 206 m 2.2 |0 2.8 | 12 3.3 5 1.2
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(R){1}{A)

B. NARA examination—(H{U(B) . . . . . . .
C. State or federal trials on other charges—(H)(1)(C) .
D

. Interlocutory appeals—{H){1)(D)

m

. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){1)(E) . . . .
. Transters from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
20840, HOIFY . . . . . . ...
. Motion is actually under advissment.
WaMe) . . . ..,
. Misc. p dings: probation or parole r ion,
deportation, extradition. (H){1). .

m

I o

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (i4(2)
M. Unavailsbility (lncl\_:dn fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (H)3HANB) . . . . . . .
N. Pariod of mental or physical incompstence of
defendant to stand trial, (H){4) .

O. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H){6) Ve e e e e
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted, (HN7). . , ., , .

........

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){8)

, Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

(V]
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. B) . . . . .

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o

TOTALS ZOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 452 @) oFrar

SOUTF. CAROLINA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME L 25% (@) L 56:2

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L 198 (@)  43.8 ,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME
) Py
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) SFor,
[0t010days] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 + days )

6 12 2 10 0 0 107
0 0 0 0 0 o1, 0 L....... 0.
3 2 0 0 0 0 w5 ) 1.8 ..
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 ]...ub
77 0 0 0 0 0 77 ,).2TS
1 0 0 0 0 0 L 1 ol..... 0. 4 .....
3 1 5 0 0 0 L S ... 5.2 ..
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 {........ 0
3 1 2 6 0 6 L L 6 4 .....
5 1 2 1 3 I | PO A 6.1 ...
1 0 3 0 0 15 ... L8
0 0 0 0 0 o e o b 0.
0 0 0 0 0 3 I 3 ... Lo
0 2 3 3 4 3 ff—18 Jf..... 4.
15 18 40 14 5 7 fl_ 9% .f...35:4
0 0 0 1 0 o |]. LY DN U S
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, O fuere. 0.

“Parsgraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Spesdy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with resson for dalay below.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvtniles, Appeals from U,S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transtars out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from Stats courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
***Interval one: Acrest to Indictment; interval two: Indictment 1o Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial,

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED

ONE

TWO

THREE

22

0

4

o o

76

o |lo jJo |Ir o |k o

18

13

W |o jo |o |o o o (-

o

o |lojoe |u s (o

15

38

61

o O |o

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DAYA ANALYSIS B GURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL VIRGINIA, FASTERN JULY 1. 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1877

STERVALLEVENTE 3 7o LINTSDAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

1 ARREST YO INDICTMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT--10 w I w W ™\

3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 010 10d 1110 30 3110 60

s CONVIGTION TO SENTENCE_NA ays 1 days 1 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 10 180 days 181 days & over
GRouP '7"DEFENDAMTS Rsvontsu DEFY DEF'S DEE'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S

mTénw\ 3 REPORTED % AEPORTED % REPORTED] % REPORTED % REPOATED % REPORTED %
-

1 1216 1 [@rossT> 3s 16.32 98 45.4 58 26.9 | 18 8.3 1 .5 5 2.3 1 .5
WHERE 35 16.2 99 45.8 57 26.4 18 8.3 T 5 5 RYE T "
DEFENDANTS' @ 216 m'a 90.3 11 5.3 |4 19| _2 .9 1 .5 1 .5 2 .9
ARREST < 198 | 97 14 6.5 3 1.4 1 .5
PRECEDED @ L2161 48 [ 22.2 .|_g3 [ 38.4 [__6s 30.6_|_ 13 6.0 2 .9 4 1.9
INDICTMENT 54 25.0 94 43.5 54 25.0 | 11 5.1 2 9 1 5

@@ L2168 _1_5_ 6.9 [_12 |_5.6 62 28.7 86 39.8 17 7.9 14 6.5 10 4.6
«*‘@ NET PP 16 7.4 13 6.0 74 34.3 81 37.5 17 7.8 11 5.1 4 1.9
@ L186_§ 62 33.3 85 45.7 iz 17.2 3 1.6 3 1.6 1 .5

~
L7z ) 137 774 27 15.3 5 2.8 2 1.1 1 .6 5 2.8

2 138 78.0 30 16.9 5 2.8 3 7.3
WHERE @ Lazz ) [eRoss TS 64  |_36.2 |54 30,5 46 26.0 7 4.0 3 1.7 3 1.7
INDICTMENT 64 36.2 54 30.5 46 26.0 7 4.0 3 1.7 3 1.7
PREGEDED ARREST | 177 | [cRoss T> 34 | 19,2 [ 42 23,7 61 34.5 | 25 14.1 4 2.3 3 1.7 8 4.5
ARREST TOTRIAL 34 19.2 47 26,6 62 35.0 | 23 13.0 2 1.1 2 1.1 7 3.0

L@ L1611 _61_1_37.9 | 6o 37.3 29 18.0 5 3.1 3 1.9 1 .6 2 1.2

3

' @ L.z20 1 . 612 )33 J.am.e j. 102 | 42| 32 |__ 2.7 3 4 5 .7 ) 1.0
ARRAIGNMENT 491 68.2 | 136 18.9 72 10.0 | 12 1.7 3 .4 4 .6 2 .3
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 581 | 395 68.0 | 108 18.6 53 9.1] 10 1.7 2 .3 6 1.0 7 1.2
r@ 216 | W» 35 16,2 98 45.4 58 26.9| 18 8.3 1 .5 5 2.3 1 .5
35 16.2 99 45.8 57 26.4 | 18 8.3 T .5 5 2.3 1 5
TOTALS OF @ L3093 | [oRoss B>a30 | gas 18 2.7 9 | 2.3|__4 1.0 2 .5 1 .3 7 1.8
NET h
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 [_NET B 236 85.5 44 11,2 8 2.0 5 1.3
@ 13 Jeros >se7 50.9 | 273 24.5 214 19.2] 32 2.5 6 .5 7 61 14 1.3
L_NeT oo 54,7 | 284 25.5 172 15.5| " 30 2.7 6 75 6 5 3 5
@e 11113y [oross >san | 48,3 | 186 16,7 196 | 27.6] 122 11.0 24 2.2 22 2.0 | 25 2.2
@ [ NET Ppsan 48.6 | 194 17.4 210 18.9 | 116 16.4 22 2.0 17 1.5 | 313 1.2
L9258} 518, |_.55.8 {253 | 27.3 (314 .| 12.,3( 38 1.8 5 .5 10 1.1 (10 1.1

-

ONET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER {18 USC 3181(h), Each reported gefendan} 1alls in both a GROSS and 3 NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DONOT INCLUDE: Juvsalies, Appeals from (.5, Maglstrate decisions, Nuhmlrlnﬂm out of district,
figura [n the spplicabie tima column, However, the perssa may fail within the GROSS count 6 one tima column and the NET of anothat, For example, il a ml Giversion dispositions, removels from State courts and sny petty offenses proceeded by information,

delendant had & gross time Interval of 12 days, he woukd ba shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time Interval. }! the exciudabla time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (1242 8} 4nd (}ve defendant would be shown in the U to 10 day NET time Intecval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1876 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

o

mm O

o

U,
W,

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trisl Act of 1974, are shown with reasan for delsy below.

. NARA examination—({H)(1)(B)

. Interiocutory appesis—(H){1)(D)

. Motion is

. Period of NARA

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i}

incapacity—={H}1MA) . . . . .
State or federal trials on other chargas—(H)I{1}{C) . .

Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){(1){E)

.....

. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,

21 & 40). (HH{1(F) . .
ity under advi

(H(ING)

........ L

. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (HM1}. . . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){2)

. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness. (H)(3}(A)(B)

........

. Pericd of mental or physical incompetence of

defendanttostand trial, (HM4) . . . . . . . .

{HNSB) .

itment or
Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
{H)(6)

. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance has been granted. (H}7). . . . . . .

. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(8)

ded 30 more

.........

Grand jury indi
days, {B)

1t time ex

.....

S BR AR R T TRy e e

TOTALS FOR

VIRGINIA
EASTERN

“*TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING. PERIOD

L L1 @ ofh
@ OF “A

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME 988 (@) . 88.8

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME :____1_2_!5___:@ L1112

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

&o 10days| 11to 21 22 to 42 431084 8510120 | 121 +days\

10 2 3 1 0 3 L 19
0 0 0 0 0 . 0,
0 0 0 0 1 0 \ 1,
0 0 0 0 1 \ LI

72 0 1 0 0 0 . 73
1 0 0 0 0 0 . 1
S 2 1 0 0 0 . 8
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0
6 0 0 1 0 1 . 8
5 5 2 1 2 0 . 15
1 0 0 0 1 1 L3
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
3 1 0 1 0 0 . 5
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 |
1 1 6 0 2 2 L2
0 0 0 0 0 0 . )
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

&5

OF "p"

ﬁ:lNTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO [THREE

1 3 15
0 0 0
0 1 a
0 0
3 5 65
1 0 0
0 0 8
0 0 0
0 0 8
3 10 2
0 2 1
0 0 0
0 0 5
0 0 0
0 0 12
0 0
0 0 0

“*ODEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from 1.5, Magistrate decisions, Ruls 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offensas proceeded by information,
***interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL ! VIRGINIA, WESTERN Juny 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

NTERVALS EVENTS B TeLMITSDAYE £ NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS —W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENTJDARRAIGNMENT-—m I w N\ N N\
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31t 60d
% CONVICTION TO SENTENGEANA Y y to ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP **DEFENDANTS REPORTED DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S
b -~ ~ % REPORTED % REPORTED % neronTepl % REPORTED % REPORTED % RepoRTED | %
| 1 L79 | [amosT> 20 | 36.7 |_ 28 35.4 20 25.3 2 2.5
WHERE v 30 | 38.0 28 35.4 20 25.3 1 1.3
DEFENDANTS' @ 72 > :I/i g;; ; z; |—1 1.3 1 1.3 1 1.3
ARREST ’
PRECEDED = L 79 ) |oross [> 60 75.9 12 15,2 5 6.3 ) 1.3 1 1.3
INDICTMENT NET P 60 75.9 14 17.7 5 6.3
@Qo 79 4 Tmes > 17 | 21.5 19 24.1 6 45.6 4 5.1 1 1.3 2 2.5
,s@ NET B 17 21.5 22 27.8 36 45.56 3 3.8 1 13
L@ L7 3 70 _|_90.9 3 3.9 2 2.6 2 2.6
-
@ 86 ; [Rem>_68 |_79.1 13 15,1 3 3.5 1 1.2 1 1.2
2. NET 68 79.1 14 16.3 2 2.3 T 1.2 I 1.2
WHERE a) L-B86 [Ghoss TS 53 61.6 16 18.6 9 10.5 6 7.0 2 2.3
INDICTMENT [ ner P 53 61.6 186 20.9 11 12.8 3 4.7
ARREST 86 [oross > 41 47.7 21 24.4 15 17.4 : 8.1 3
RECEDE L 8% 2 2 2.
:RRE;:_ D TO TRIAL G 41 47.7 23 26.7 15 17.4 6 . 7.0 1 1.2
@ 78 73 | 93.6 3 3.8 2 2.6
3 @ | 21 ; [GRossT> 19 | 00.5 1 4.8 1 4.9
ARRAIGNMENT NET 19 90.5 1 4.8 1 4.8
COINCIDED ARREST
7O TRIAL
WITH FIRST ‘
APPEARANCE @ 20 , 20 _|100.0
@ L 79 | [R>S 20 | 36,7 28 | _35.4 |__20 | 28.3 2 2.5
30 38.0 28 35.4 20 25.3 1 1.3
TOTALS OF @ L165 | 140 | _84.8 17| —10.3 4 2.4 2 1.2 2 1.2
GROUPS 1, 2. &3 L NeT P 142 86.1 19 11.5 2 1.2 1 .6 1 .6
» &y
L 186 | [GRoss [> 132 71.0 28 15.1 14 7.5 8 4.3 1 .5 1 .5 2 1.1
132 71.0 32 17.2 16 8.6 5 2.7 1 .5
Do~ L1886 76 _|_40.9 40 |_21.5 | s2_| 28,0 | 12 6.5 2 |3} a4 | o202
:&@ 76 | 40.9 45 24.2 52 28,0 | 10 5.4 1 .5 2 1.1
@ L175 163 | 93,1 6 3.4 2 119 2 1.1 2 J_1.1
S NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h), Each reporied defendant falls n bolh 8 GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenitia, Appesls from U.S, Megittrate decitions, Rule 20 transters out of districy,
tigurs in 1he sppiicable time columii, Hewaver, Ihe person may fall within the GROSS count of one time column end the NET of another, For example, If & pratrial diversion dispositions, remavals from State courts and aay petty offenses procesded by information,

delandant had a gross Lime InterviJ of 12 days, he would be shawn in 1he 11-30 day GROSS lima Interval, I! the excludable lime was 4 days, ihe NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 = 8) and tha tiefendant would be shown In the 0to 10 day NET (ime Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Exsminstion 21 hearing for mental or physical
incapacity~(H)(1){A}

..........

. NARA examination—(H)(1}{B)

. Interlocutory sppeats—(HMIND) . . . . . .
Hearings on pretrist motions—{H){(1ME) . . . .
Transters from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
N&40.HOKF . . . . . .. ...
. Motion is actually under advisement.

WG . . . .. ... ... ...
. Misc. procesdings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H{1). . . . . . .

am o p

T o

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){2)
. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness. (HM3}ANB) . .
N. Period of mantal or physical incompetence of

defendanttostand trial, (H)M4) . . . . . . . .

O. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .

P.  Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)(6)
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance hasbeengranted. (HH7) . . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B}

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS oz
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L 186 (® oFar
VIRGINTA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 172 (8) o 92:5_

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME

,@ woles |
©

State or federal trisls on other charges—(H)}{1){C) . .

......

................

................

*Parasgraph and subsection of 18 USC 3181, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appesls from U,S, Mk
***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Acraignment to Trial,

ﬁ'INTERVAL IN WHICH

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME EXCLUDABLE DELAY
o OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) il
(o0 10ds] 111021 | 221042 | 431088 | 8510120 | 121+ days) N ONE | TWO | THREE
) 0 1 3 0 o {5 | 3 o | 2] 3
0 0 0 0 0 . Y 0._ .. 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 Y 6.7 . 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 . o ..o 0 0 0
) ] o 0 0 o H__ o | o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 L _0 ..... 0 0 0
1 1 0 1 0 0 L 5 f...20.0 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 0 o | o 1 o 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 2183 0 2 0
0 0 0 0 0 2 {2 ,]..133 1 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 TN I q e 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 A o 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 L | N 6.7 | o 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 |l 4f...... Sopol o} o
0 0 0 0 0 S | ISP OO AR N T I S
0 0 0 0 0 0 . L o 0 0 0
0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 N 9. . 0 0 0
, Rule 20 out of district, pretrial diversion dispositi Is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by informatian,

Prepared by: Adminlistrative Office of U.S. Courts



L - II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL WEST VIRGINIA, NORTHERN I___OJ!ELL_IML\I_BM_}Q.JS'I?

NTERVALLEVINTS.& TOLMITSOAYS) 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS - W
1t ANREST TO INDICTMENT-350 .
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 | ( ) h A ) A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0o 10 d
4+ CONVICTION TO SENTENCECNA ? s 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 deys 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP < :"!NVAV **DEFENDANTS REPORTED % noronTin] % neroRTED| % neroRTED % nerORTEG | %
! @ {20 7 35,0 5 25,0
[*NeT B 8 40.0
WHERE . 4 20.0
DEFENDANTS’ @ (20 | [oross P> 99 3 5.0
NET B 19 95.0 1 5.0
ARREST < .
PRECEDED L20 | [oross > 12 60.0 4 20,0 3 15.0 1 5.0
, 12 60.0 4 20.0 3 15.0 1 5.0
INDICTMENT .
@Qo L20 | 3 15.0 4 20,0 5 25.0 3 2 10.0 2 200 |1 |_s.0
;3@ NET 3 15.0 4 20.0 5 25,0 3 15.0 2 10.0 2 10.0 1 5.0
@ Ls g 5 27.8 1 5,6 | Z..|-38.9 | 5 |_27.8
.
r@ L84 4 |oross 36 82,8 (_8
e - |.-18.2
2, LNeY B 36 81.8 8 18.2
WHERE 3 .44 ) feross > 11 | _25.0 ... 18 34.1 9 20.5 5 114 {2 4,5 |1 _[._2.3_{_% __.|{_2.3
INDICTENT < 12 27.3 14 31.8 9 20.5 5 11.4 2 4.5 1 2.3 1 2.3
ARREST | 44 GRoss |>_ 8 18.2 13.6 21 47.7 4
PRECEDED L | [oRoss ] 6 . 9.1 3 6.8 2 4.5
TO TRIAL NET 8 168.2 . '
ARREST | Ner | 6 13.6 21 47.7 4 9.1 3 6.8 2 4.5
@ 42 | 13 | 3.0 |4 [ 9.8 |__14 11.3 1 |_26.2
\.
3
@ L30 | _L_ 30,0 [__6 | 200 3 10.0 A 26.7 3 10.0 1 3.3
ARRAIGNMENT ES ) 30.0 6 20.0 3 10.0 8 26.7 3 10.0 1 3.3
COINCIDED ARREST :
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L28 | 9 12,1 | 10 15.7 r. 21.4 |1 10.7
(.
~
@ oo 1 [SOST> 5 | 350 |4 j200 (. 4 | 200 = 250
8 40.0 4 20.0 4 20.0 4 20.0
TOTALS OF D @ Le4 | 55 5.9 A |.22.5 1 1.5
. NET
R 12,83 55 85.9 8 12.5 1 1.6
@ 194 32 34.0 21 22.3 16 17.0 16 17.0 5 |__5.3..]|_1 1.3 3 1.2
\ NET Pp 33 35.1 20 J21.3 16 17.0 16 17.0 5 5.3 1 1.1 3 3.2
(\De" L94 __ [omoss T> 20 21.3 16 17.0 29 30.9 15 16.0 8 8,5 2 2.1 4 4.3
«*@ WET_Pp 20 21.3 15 17.0 29 30.9 15 16.0 8 8.5 2 2.1 4 4.3
k@ L8e 1 27 301 15 17.0 22 ~.30.7 |19 | .21.6_
ONET MEANS OAOSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181{h). Each reported defendani falis in bolh & GROSS and & NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Meglatrate decistons, Rule 20 trantfers out of district,
figure In tha applicable time column, However, the person may lat] wiihin the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of another, For example, it & pratrist divarsion disporitions, removsls from State courts and sny petty offenses procesded by information,

delendant had a groas (ime lnterval of 12 days, he would be shown In the 11.30 day GROSS lime Interval. II the excludable time was 4 days, the NET time
woukd be 8 days {1242 B) and ihe defendant would be shown In the 010 10 day NET time Intarvel
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**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS 0 o
SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L ST ()| SECAY
- WEST VIRGINTA 91 96,8
= N C' D h N CE OF AN D NORTHERN DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L= 1(B) L 228

REASONS FOR DELAY DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L3 1(©) L.3:2.,

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME EXCLUDABLE DELAY
[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 on OCCURRED
: LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) OF "D"

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161 ﬁﬁo 10days| 11to 21 22 to 42 43to B4 85 to 120 | 121 + days ONE | TWO |THREE
A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

incapacity—(HMINA) . . . o . . v . . . . 0 0 1 1 0 0 ...50.0 1 0 1
B. NARAaxamination—(H)(1(B) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 w0 .. 0. 0 0 0
C. State or federal trials on other chargm—(H)1)(C) . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0yl 0. 0 0 0
D. Interlocutory sppeals—~(H}{1HD) . . . . ., . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 . f... ... 0.... 0 0 0
E. Heatings on pretrial motioms—(HNINE) . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0. 0 0 0
F. Trarsfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20, 0 0 0 0

2840, (HHOF} . . . . . . e e 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
G. Motion is actually under advisement, ) 0 0 9 0

HHING) . . . . .. e e e e e e 0 0 [V} 0 0 0 L 0 _4)......0....
H. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H}{1). . . . . . ., . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ' U q ..... 0 0 0
I Prosscution deferred by mutual sgreement. (H)2) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 w0 ... 0.... 0 0 0
M. Unavaiisbility (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essertiol witness, (HYQNANE) . . . ... . . . 2 0 0 0 0 0 ]2 ,j..500 0 | 0} 2
N. Puziod of mental or physicsl incompstence of

defendant tostand wisl, (HN) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ... 0. 0 0 0
0. Period of NARA commitment or treatmant. (H}{5} . 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 TN B 0 ..... 0 0 0
) i
R IR R NN I AN AN | RPN SO A A
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no )

severance has isangranted, (HH7) ., , . . . , . ] ] ] 0 0 0 L o U [ (.)..,,... 0 0 0
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H){(8) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 1l cennces 9 ,,,,, 0 0 0
U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i} . . . . . 0 0 0 0 Y 0 N U D 0. 0 0 0
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more

davs.(B)..‘...........‘ 0 0 0 0 0 0 I;OI ....... 9 ..... 0 0 0

*Puragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Soéedy Trisl Act of 1974, are shown with reasan. for delay belaw,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES CO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenilas, Appesls from U,S, Magistrate decislons, Rule 2 transfers out of district, preteial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
**%Interval one: Arrest to indictment; intervsl two! Indictment to Arralgnment; Interval three: Arraignment to Triat, Prapared by Administrative Otfice of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DURING

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL WESY VIRG] JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
’ NUMBER F DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS
INTERVALS-EVENTS—8 79 LIMITS{DAYS) 4 W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT~-30 5
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-1 A A ™ w A ) N
3 ég:c:g:gmu%;;‘éﬁ;% A 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP <‘NTE"VAL; “*DEFENDANTS REPO“T.EDv % ns?gf\:?sn % REPORTED % nsfc'f:'rsen % as?g:;sab % ksvbcfv:';'sm % REP%ERFéD %
- -
| | 38  |sGRoss [> 10 26,3 14 36.8 10 26.3 1 2.6 2 5.3 1 2.6
WHERE [*NeT P 15 39.5 14 36.8 7 18.4 1 2.6 1 2.6
DEFENDANTS' L 38 1 [omoss [> 30 78.9 2 5.3 4 10.5 1 2.6 1 2.6
@ 35 | 92.1 1 2.6 1 2.6 1 2.6
ARREST <
PRECEDED @ L_38 1 | 2809 |__ 8 21,3 |13 34,2 4 10.5 2 5.3
T 18 47.4 6 . . . .
INDICTMENT @ - 7 15.8 12 31.6 1 2.6 1 2.6
D 3g [GRoss | 8 21.1 4 30,5 6 15.8 13 34,2 2 5.3 2 5,3 3 7.9
& L 38 | . . .
8‘@ 8 21.1 4 10.5 9 23.7 13 34.2 1 2.6 1 2.6 2 5.3
@ 36 9 25.0 9 |_285.0 |22 | 33.3 4 11.1 2 5.6
N
~ .
@ L164 124 75.6 22 13.4 10 6.1 5 3.0 1 .6 2 1.2
2, ‘ NET B 3ET 6z.9 iv 11i.6 7 4.3 1 .6 1 .6
WHERE @ L164 | GRoss > 37 | _22.6 32 19.5 60 36.6 | _ 24 14.6 3 1.8 7 4.3 1 .6
WET 45 27.4 35 21. 64 N . 2 2 .
INDICTMENT < _ 3 39.0 15 5.1 i1 3 1.8
ARREST | 164 GrRoss [> 23 14.0 28 17.1 48 29.3 47 28.7 4 2.4 9 5.5 5 3.0
ECEDED 164 ]
::RE; TO TRIAL b 35 | 15.2 33 T 20.1° |67 | 37.8 | 36 | 3z.0 3 1.6 3 1.6 2 1.2
@ 150 42 | 28.0 21 14.0 69 46,0 |11 7.3 3 2,0 4 2.7
-
3 @ L17 J [sRoss > 12 | 70,6 2 11.8 2 [ 18 {_ 1 | 5.9
ARRAIGNMENT NET 13 76.5 3 17.6 1 5.9
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L_17 6 35.3 3 17.6 8 47.1
~ ‘
( L 38 | [eRoss > 10 26.3 14 36.8 10 26.3 1 2.6 2 5.3 1 2.6
NET 15 39.5 14 36.8 7 18.4 1 2.6 1 2.6
TOTALS OF _4 @ 1202 | 154 |_76,2 24 1.9 14 6.9 6 3.0 2 1.0 2 1.0
L™ B 171 | 84.7 20 9. 8 4,0 . . .
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 ° t 3 : 3 t 3
@ L2159 ;1 [oross > 60 | 27.4 42 19,2 75 34.2 | 29 13.2 3 1.4 7 3.2 |3 | 1.4
NET 76 34.7 44 20.1 77 35.2 16 7.3 2 .9 3 1.4 1 .5
@Qp L2129  [oross [> 43 | 19.6 34 15.5 56 25.6 |__61 27.9 6 2.7 11 5.0 8 3.7
(3 NET 46 21.0 40 18.3 72 32.9 | 49 22.4 4 1.8 4 1.8 4 1.8
@ 203 57 28.1 33 16.3 89 43.8 15 7.4 3 1.5 & 3.0
-

#NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reported defendant falls in both a GROSS and a NET
ligute in |he applicable time cotumn, Howaver, tha parson may fall within the GROSS count of one 1ime cotumn and the NET of anolher. For axample. il a
defendant had a gross time interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11.30 day GROSS time interval. i1 the excludable lime was 4 days, ihe NET time
would be 8 daya (12-4 = 8) and the delandant would be shown In the 0 to 10 day NET timae Interval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES OO NOT INCLUDE: .Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Maglatrate dechiions, Rufe 20 transfers out of district,
pretzial diverston dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by intormation,

—— e e, e
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

b LU = A

- < ]

U
W,

*Paragraph and subsaction of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with resson for delay below,

. Interlocutory appesis—(H)}{1)(D}

., Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)

incapacity—(HH1}{A)

. NARA examination—(HMIMB) . . . . . . . .

State or federal trials on other charges—({H)}{1)(C) . .

Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){1)(E) , .
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

ARQ.HMAH . . . . ... .. ... i
., Motion is actually under advissment.

{Hi(1ING)

-------- .

, Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H{1). . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){2)
Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H)(3)(AMB) . . . . . . . .

., Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendanttostand trial. (H)}{(4) . . . . . . . .

Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H}{(5) .
Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
(H)(6)

................

. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

saverance has been granted. (HH7) . . . . . . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

...............

TOTALS FOR
WEST VIRGINIA

SOUTHERN

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DA

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

YS)

Oto 10d|ysl Mto21

22 to 42

43t0 84

85 to 120

121 + days

[V

0

[+)
29 @ oo

53

75.8

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 166 @) o [2:2_,

N o |- jo o |o v

v]joloao|lniwv |H O

(%]

-
<o

= i |o |l |ofjo joo | | v [N v |- o |Oo |o
o jm o jojo o jo o |lo |lofje (© | (e |+

o | O |O | O

o v jlojojleco|lolww|iolojo || o o |2 juy

oijinvnjololjoir |+ |lO|lOoOjo o |0 |O |0 |©

~lololololelrijolo |l |lolo O JOo |O

0 0

o

o

o

[=}

J© L24.2 ,

7y

OF “D"

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO [THREE
0 2 9
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 5
0 5 0
0 0 6
0 0 0
0 1 1
0 16 3
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 3 10
0 0 2
0 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DC NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals irom U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rula 20 transfers out of district, pretrial divarsion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS lm OURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL ALABAMA , NORTHERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

T ERVALE EVENTS B TA LTS DAYS NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W

1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 ) 3\ R A M M

3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-€0 010 10da 110304, 31to 60

4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGELNA 10 days 1 sys 1 to 60 days 61 t¢ 100 days 100 to 120 doys 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP :}'“TE"V‘)!'_’ 'wDANTs REPORTEDv % RERORTED % nePGATED | % neroRTEo] % nevonten| % AEPORTED % neranTen | %

-

) @ Ltes { [oRosS TS o6 | 13.3 a7 43.7 1 31,3 ? 3.6 1 .5 1 .5 2 1.0
WHERE 26 | 13.3 99 50.8 60 30.8 7 3.6 1 .5 2 1.0
DEFENDANTS' 2) L1895 ) 19 |_76.4 42 21.5 1 .5 1 .5 2 1.0

O 152 | 77.9 42 21.5 1 .5
ARREST <
PRECEDED @ 195 | [oross T> 19 9.7 36 18.5 |_123 63.1 6 3,1 1 .5 3 1.5 7 3.6
L_NET Pp 23 11.8 38 19.5 126 64.6 6 3.1 1 .5 T N3
INDICTMENT @ S :
D 195 ; [oRoss ] 6 3.1 6 3.1 28 14.4 | 122 12 6.2 9 4.6 12 6.2
S, L.195 . 62,6
4“@ 9 4.6 5 2.6 35 17.9 | 125 64,1 iT 5.6 5 7.6 5 7.6
@ 184 ) 169 91.8 5 2.7 2 1.1 6 3.3 1 .5 1 .5
-~
7
@ L 302 | [Gmoss > 228 | 75.5 62 20.5 9 3.0 2 .7 1 .3
2 241 79.8 59 19,5 2 o7
WHERE @ { 302 ; feRosS > 27 8.9 44 14.6 | 196 64.9 | 22 7.3 5 1,7 8 2.6
NET . . 66. 6.3 .3
INDICTMENT ﬁ 33 10.9 a7 15.6 202 6.9 19 T
ARREST 302 joross [> 13 4.3 25 8.3 192 63.6 53 17.5 5 1.7 3 1.0 11 3.6
ECEDED L2t )
PREC 70 TRIAL Ner P 21| 7.0 31| 103 | Tie5 | eAe| T3 | I =3 I .
ARREST
@ L2683 | 262 | _92.6 10 3.5 8 2.8 1 .4 1 .4 1 .4
\.

3 @ L 235 ) [GRes > 26 | 11.1 61 26.0 | 128 54.5 9 3.8 2 .9 9 3.8
ARRAIGNMENT 34 145 64 27.2 130 55.3 7 3.0
COINCIDED T‘:)R;‘:m
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L__209 ) 204 97.6 1 .5 3 1.4 1 .5

@ (195 § {GROSS [> 26 13.3 97 45.7 61 31.3 7 3.6 1 .5 1 .5 2 1.0
26 13.3 99 50.8 60 30.8 7 3.6 1 .5 2 1.0
TOTALS OF @ L_497 | 377 | _28.9 104 26.9 10 2.0 2 .4 1 .2 3 .6
[ NeT P 393 79.1 101 20.3 2 .4 T 2
GROUPS 1, 2,83 i
L1732 [amoss [> 72 9.8 141 19.3 447 61.1 37 5.1 1 .1 10 1.4 24 3.3
90 | 12.3 149 20.4 | 458 62.6 33 1.4 2 3 T 1
@@ t_732 | [oross [> 47 6.4 92 12.6 | 348 47.5 | 184 25.1 17 2.3 14 1.9 30 4.1
8‘@ 64 8.7 100 13.7 360 49.2 | 185 25.3 12 1.6 [ .8 5 ]
@ L5676 § 635 93.9 16 2.4 13 1.9 8 1.2 1 .1 2 .3 1 .1
*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181¢h), Each reported defendant falls In both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE! Juvaniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decitlons, Rule 20 transiers out of district,
figure in 1he applicable 1ims cotumn, Howevar, the person shay fall within the GROSS couni of one lime cotumn and the NET of anothee. Fur sxamplo, il & pratrial diversion dispositions, removals from Stste coutts and any putty atfemay proceeded by information,

defgndant had & gross iime inferval of 12 days, he would be shown (n the 11.30 day GROSS time Intervai, if ihe exciudable ime was 4 days, the NET tims
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and the dyfendant wouid be shown In the 0t 1 dav NFT Hrma bntasal
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapecity—{H)(1){A)

. Interlocutory appeals—(H)(1MD) , . . . .

Hearings on pretrisl motions—(H){1)(E) . . , .
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
2840 HIKF . . . . ...
. Motion is actually under advisement.

e . . ... .. .00,
. Misc. precesdings: probation or parole sevocation,
deportation, extradition. (H}{1), . . . . . .

T o mm ©w o

Prozacution deferred by mutual agresment. (H}{2)
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (H)M3NAMB) . . . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompatence of
defendanttostand trial. (H)4)} . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or ireatmant. {H){5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
e . . . ... .........
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
saverance has been granted. (H) (7). . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)
. Time up to withtizawal of guilty plea (i)

U.
W, Grand jury indi time ex
days. (B)

e e e

ded 30 more

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reston for delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.,S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretria! di

D Y

. NARA examination—(H{tHB) . . . . . . . .

State or federal trials on other charges—-{H}{(1HC) . .

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS s
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L7132 (@) orra
ALARAMA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME 031 (@) . 80-2_,

NORTHERN DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1101 ,(§) L 13:8 ,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME‘ 110 O
o5
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) STAL OF "D~
ﬁto 10days| 11to 21 22t0 42 43t084 85to0 120 | 121 +d$
5 1 1 1 0 1 UL SO
0 0 0 0 0 0O N9 . f....... 0....
0 1 5 0 0 0 Jl——8& ... 53,
0 0 0 0 0 0 Mo 0 ... 0....
1 0 1 0 0 0 L8
2 2 1 2 0 0 Y 6.4 ...
17 5 3 0 0 °O I ® .27 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 N 9 .....
1 2 4 2 2 AR | LY B
3 5 3 5 0 S | P B AT
0 0 0 2 1 5l 8 . s
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 o ... 0 .....
0 0 2 0 0 0 - LAY 1.8 ..
0 0 0 0 0 0 9 T
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 N 0 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 % f.....0 ..
0 0 0 0 0 O 1.9 |0

...............

®¢%Interval one: Arrest tc Indictment; Interval twn: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial,

***INTERVAL INWHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
2 0 7
0 0 0
0 5 1
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 3
0 2 | 23
0 0 0
0 4 | 30
0 9 | 10
0 1 5
0 0o | o
2 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

is from State courts and any petty offenses procesded by information.

Prapared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts



SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

IN . DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL I ALABAMA, MIDDLE JULY 1. 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
TP rp—r—— NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARHAIGNMENT—10 h N W w A Y )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0w 0 Mt 30 31 to0 60
A CONVICTION TO SENTENCENA days days days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 duys 181 days & over
GROUP % NEPGRTED % RERGATED % nn':f:r‘m % REFORTED % REFORTED % neronren | %
r . .
) 102 | 29 28.4 33 32.4| 22 21.6] 17 16.7 1 1.0
WHERE [*NET T 30 29.4 32 31.4 24 23,5 15 14,7 1 1.0
DEFENDANTS' {102 ; feross B> 301 | 99,0 1 1.0
ARREST » 101 99.0 1 1.0
EDE 102 j [oRess P> 67 65.7 17 16.7 8 7.8 10 9.8
:::::cm;ur @ LN 67 65.7 17 16.7 8 7.8] 10 5.8
) 102 § [cnoss > 16 15.7 26 25.5 25 24.5 28 27.5 3 2.9 4 3.9
& [
@&@ [ NeT | 17 16.7 25 24.5 25 24.5 29 28.4 2 2.0 4 3.9
@ L_88 ) o1 92.0 6 6.8 1 1.1
(N
.
L_174 b 173 99.4 1 6] _
2. wet P 173 99.4 1 .6
WHERE 174 § » 46 26.4 34 19.5 37 21.3 26 4.9 28 16.1 2 1.1 1 .6
H INDICTMENT -{ NET 48 27.6 36 20.7 37 21.3 45 25,9 6 3.4 2 1.1
., PRECEDED Tl:‘v_l:;fl 1174 [oross > 38 21.8 28 16,1| 40 23.0|__ 32 18,4 33 19.0 2 L1} 1 j .6
® ARREST ECGE _JEET) 22.4 31 17.8] 40 23,0, 54 31.0 8 4.6 2 1.1
L@ L 137 87 63.5 28 20.4] 13 9.5 7 5.1 2 1.5
3. L 13, [osT> 10 76.9 2 15.4 1 7.7
ARRAIGNMENT ECGA T 84.6 1 7.7 1 7.7
COINCIDED N"'W
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L 12, 8 66.17 4 33.3
f@ 102 | [cRosT> 29 28.4 33 32.40 22 21.6] 17 16.7 1 1.0
[ wET ] 30 29.4 32 31.4 24 23.5 15 14.7 1 1.0
TOTALS OF L_276 | [cmoss > 274 99.3 1 .4 1 .4
o vams ~ [ weT 274 99.3 2 .7
@ L2894 123 | 42,6 | 53 | 183 a5 | 156l 37| 128 28| _e.2f: 2 1 I I
[ % By26 43.6 54 18.7 . 45 15.6 56 19.4 6 2.1 2 .7
M~ L2089, m» 65 22.5 55 19.0] 65 22.5| 61 21.1 36 12.5 6 2.1 1 .3
é‘@ 67 23.2 57 19.7 65 22.5| 4 29.1 10 3.5 6 2.1
@ L_237 176 74.3 38 16.0 13 5.5 8 3.4 2 .8
*NET usms GAOSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 318111). Each raperied defendant faile in both a GROSS s a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvaniles, Appais from U S. N-lhm decisions, Rule 20 mm'm out of district,
figure in the spplicabie tiene tolumn, Howeror, the porsen Mmay fall within the GROSS count of one 1ime column and Ihe NET of ancther. For sxsmpls, it a pratrisl diversion disposltions, remaovels from 5tate courts and sny Patty offensss procssded by Information
detendant hag

-mlh-hwd'!m he weuit be shown o the 11.30 day GROSS \ime intervel. (T the eacludable time wes 4 dar, 1he NET time
1 the O te 10 dey NET time interval,
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, *"TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS h TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 28 @ oea

INCIDENCE OF AND ALABAMA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLupABLE TiME L 205 @) 0 10:2_
MIDDLE

REASONS FOR DELAY DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L84 1(®) L. 291

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161 (0t 10days| 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ days

A. Exsmination or hearing for mental or physica)
incapecity—(HMIMA) . . . . . . ., (..

[]
2
m

TWO |THREE

1
0

8. NARA examination-(H{W(B) . . . . . . . .

State or federal trisls on other charges—(H){1}(C) . .

(=]

o o
o lo o |~
o o lo =

. Interlocutory appeals—(H)}(1)(D) . . . . ., . .

(=2

m
o
=]

Hearings on pretrisl motions—(H){INE) . . . . .
Transfers from other districts {per FRTP rules 20,
205400 (HHMRY . . o o 0 0 o e
. Motion is sctually under advisement.

HHINGY » v o o 0 v
Misc, proceedings: probation or paroie revocation,
deportation, extradition, (HiI(1}, . . . . . . .

W
w

o |Jo (o o |© |»
o o o o o |©

o
\=J

.............

1
0
0
0
5
0
3
0
. 0 0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0

6L - II
R

T
-]
—
o
-
~3

-3

)

.............

I o

I, Prosscution daferred by mutual agreemant. (H){2)

M, Unavallability (includes fugitiv} of defsndent or
esentiel witness, (HMAMB) . . . . . . . .

N. Perlod of mental or physical Incompetence of
defendant tostand trial, (H}{4) . . . , ., . . .

.............

0, Period of NARA commitmaent or treatment. {(H){6) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
HHe) . v . o v v e e

R, Defendant awaiting trlnl of co-dsfendant when no
saverance has been geanted. (H)(7) . . . . ., . .

.............

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, {H)(8)

o o o o o o o ]
o jlo o jo |o |o n jo |o

U, Timeup to withdrawal of guilty ples li) ., . , , .
W, Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days, B) . . . . . 00 e e e e 0 0

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Spwdv Tvl-! Act of 1974, are shown whh reason for delay below,

**DEFENCANT FIGURES 0O NOT INCLUDE from U.S, M fslons, Rule 20 transfers out of district, peetrial diversian dispasitions, ¢ from State courts and any petty offenses proceaded by information,
***Intetval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraigrment! Interval three: Arralgnmant to Trial, Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts

$ J evcancundns e

o jlo lo jJo |Jo Jo jo |o | (o

o lo lo |Jlo jlo jo |Jo jo |o jo |+ |o jo | o o |©
o jo jlo |l jo o lo jo jo |Jo jo o je jo o |o (e
o |o jo o jo jo |Jojo o jo o jo |+ |Jo jo o (o
o jlo o lJlo Jo jJo |=» o |Oo

o jJo jlo |Jo o |©o o |o © | I= o =

o o jo o | o o ik | o

1 Il osancaadan wesw




SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS .
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 79 LIMITS (DAYS)

1 ARRES( TO INDICTMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60

4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA

GROUP

WHERE
DEFENDANTS’
ARREST
PRECEDED
INDICTMENT

2,

., WHERE
H INDICTMENT
; PRECEDED

© ARREST

ARHAIQNMENT
COINCIDED
WITH FIRST

APPEARANCE

TOTALS OF
GROUPS 1, 2,& 3

INTERVALS" **DEFENDANTS REPORTED
27 | [srosT> 14
‘ SNET 13

@L_ZJ__I
—<@l__21__|
Qg@l_zl_:

(© =
r@l__m_u

O
<
ARREST 161
TO THIAL

(O e
J@ =

ARREST
TOTRIAL

O
"

r@ 221
©
Q) o

G%.@" L__202 |

(© =

N DURING
l__amnm._smlmxm___._ L_mx.u.‘_ulﬁ.mm JUNE. 30, 19772

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

. )
Y W N ~ ™ ™
0 to 10 days 1110 30 dayy 31 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & cvar
% nePoRTED % REPGRTED % nz:'é:;!:n % nzrnon;’sn % n:;’:;?eo % neromten | %
A8 9| 33,3 | 5 | 18,5
48.1 9 33.3 5 18.5
.__1.?__ 444 | .14 | _s1.9. 1 3.7
LNT P 12 | 44,4 14 51.9 1 3.7
._L 248 |7 | 250 | 1 | a07|__a [ 148 1 3.7
3 14.8 7 25,9 11 40,7 3 14.8 1 3.7
3 3,7 2 74,010 |_37.0 | 10 37.0 2 7.4 2 7.4
NeT 1 3.7 2 7.4 10 37.0 | 10 37.0 2 7.4 2 7.4
15 | 60.0 7 28.0 1 4, 2 8.0
GROSS 87 .| _%4.0 45 28.0 15 9,3 6 3,7 1 26 2 |2 ) 5 | 3,1,
‘ EER 88 54.7 47 29.2 16 9.9 6 3.7 1 .6 1 .6 2 1.2
GROSS 28 17.4 s 21.7 25 15.5 | 43 26.7 6 3.7 15 9.3 9 5.6
NET 30 | 18.6 47 29.2 26 16.1 | 30 18.6 3 3.7 15 9.3 F] 4.3
Joross > 12 7.5 27 16.8 33 20.5 42 26.1 17 10.6 19 11.8 11 6.8
HET 8 5.0 35 21.7 a1 25.5 31 19.3 17 10.6 18 i1.2 11 6.8
73 51.8 52 36.9 12 8.5 1 .7 3 2.1
oross T> 9 | _64.3 1 7.1 4 28.6 .
[ NeT | 9 64.3 1 7.1 4 28.6
7 _1_58.,3 5 41.7
13 |_48,1 9 33.3 5 18,5
L Ve 13 | 4s.2 9 33.3 5 18.5
99 |_s2,7 59 |_.31.4.|__ 15 _|_..B.0 y) 3.7 1 .5 2 1,1 5 2,7
100 53.2 61 32.4 16 8.5 7 3.7 1 .5 1 .5 2 1.1
Imwss t 41 | 20.3 42 20.8 37 18.3 | 51 25.2 7 3.5 1% 7.4 9 4.5
43 21,3 54 26.7 38 18.8 28 16.8 7 3.5 15 7.4 7 3.5
fonoss [> 22 10.9 29 14.4 44 21.8 |_ 56 27.7 i9 9.4 21 10.4 11 5.4
[_NET 18 8.9 37 18.3 52 25.7 45 22.3 19 9.4 20 9.9 11 5.4
95 53.4 64 36.0 12 6.7 1 .6 3 1.7 1 .6 2 1.1

WNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDASLE TIME UNDER 14 USC 3181{h). Each teporled gotendant falis in both & GROSS and a NET

figure In the applicabl
defundant had  gross

me cotumis, However, 1he person may fall within the GROSS tount of ona time column and the NET vs dnother. For axamole, \f a
2 interval of 12 days, he would be 9

. n In the 1130 day GROSS tima interval. |! tha axcludable lime waa 4 days, the NET time
would ba 8 days "3-‘ =8} and the defendani woytd be shown In \hed to 10day NET lima Interval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniler, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate declilons, Rule 20 lum'm out of distriet,
pratris! diversion dispositions, removals trom Stute courts and any peity offenses proceeded by information,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examinaticn or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(HH{tNHA} . . . . . . . . ..

. NARA exeminastion-(H}{(1)(8) . . . . ., . .

° o

Intertocutory appeals—(H){1{D)

.....

m

. Hearings on pretrial motions~ {H)}{INE) . . . .
. Transfers from other districts {ps FRCP rules 20,
2840 (WA . . . ... 0.
. Motion is actually under sdvissment.
MUMe) . . . . s
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition, (H){1), . . . . . .

n

I o

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H}(2)
. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essentisl witness. (H)(3)(AMB) . . . . . . .
M. Period of mental or physical incompatence of
dafendant to stand teial, (H){4) . . . . ., . .

O. Period of NARA convnitment or treatment. {H}(5) .

P. Superseding indictment snd/or new charpes.

HM8Y . . . . . ... e

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
has been gr g, (7. . . . ..

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H}{8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

U
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more

days. B) . . . . . . .00 . ..

“Parsgraph snd subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, sre shown with resscn for delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES 00 NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrats decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversh

TOTALS FOR
ALABAMA
SOUTHERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

&2
202 (@) SEa

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME ___27

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUBABLE TiME L 175 (B) 1.86:0 _,

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

State or federal trials on other charges—(H){1}{C) . .

INCICENTS OF EXCLUDGABLE TIME EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

(010 10days| 111221 | 220042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ days ONE | TWO |THREE
0 1 3 1 0 0 0 1 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 L ) ] 0.4 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 1. o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 N 0o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ... 0 ... 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 M0 f....... 9. 0 9 0
1 0 0 0 0 I | N Y 57 0 0 i
0 6 0 0 0 0 |0 S} ... 0 0 0.
0 0 0 0 0 0o {0 f.....0% . 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 1 5 . 7o ...28.9. .. 1 > 1
o 0 0 0 0 o e 9o J|....... 0 ... 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 O e 9 ... G 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 P VS SO B 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 \ (Y R Q... 0 9 0
0 0 0 13 0 0 w13 ,1...481 | O 0 113
0 0 0 0 0 1 NS S DU S 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . (U B 0...L0 0 0

di is froms State courts and any petty off pr d by infor

**%interval one: Arrest to Indiciment: Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

Prepared by: Administrative Officx Gf U.5. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS IN DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL FLORIDA, NORTHERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

NTERVALSVENTE S ToLMITSDAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS 1
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT=10 N h N M ™
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0to 10 du 30d 31 to 6i "
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ys 11 to 30 days 1 to 60 days 81 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 davs & over
GROUP <'N““VA}L7 'womn REPONT% % AIFaATID % wefShteo | % neroRTED| % AEFORTED| % AEFORTED % aerRTED | %
-
! .25 |y [orossl> ¢ 24,0 11 44.0 7 28.0 1 4.0
WHERE L NET | 6 24,0 15 60.0 3 12.0 1 3.0
L_25 | |omoss I> 14 56,0 6 24.0 3 12.0 1 4,0 1 4,0
:::Z::AN“' @ NET P16 | 64,0 7| 28.0 2 8.0
PRECEDED . | 25 o foroms [> 6 | 24.0 4 16.0 5 20,0 3 12.0 5 20,0 1 4.0 1 4.0
INDICTMENT NET 6 24,0 7 28,0 [:] 32.0 [ 15.0
@Qg L 25 , [oross 1 4.0 7 28.0 8 32,0 1 4.0 5 20.0 3 12.0
,&@ NET 3 7.0 10 0.0 g 120 -3 770 T 7.0
t@ L2l 4 |_19.0 13 61.9 4 19.0
-~
@ 141 loross [> 73 51.8 29 20.6 25 17.7 4 2.8 1 7 5 3.5 4 2.8
2 112 79.4 25 17.7 4 2.8
WHERE L 141 | fGRom > 29 |_20.6 23 16.3 50 35,5 | 21 14.9 10 7.1 7 5,0 1 .7
INDICTMENT NET 31 |~ 22.0 31 22.0 57 40.4 | T 13 13.3 1 7 ) .3
PRECEDED ’ -ﬁ ARREST | 141 | [omoms [>_ 8 5.7 18 12.8 38 27.0 | 36 25,5 14 9.9 15 10.6 12 8.5
ARREST T0 TRIAL NET 23 |716.3 31 |7 22.0 | 53 37.6 | 27 5.1 s 7.8 k] 3.1
‘ @ L 106 16 | 15,1 73 68.9 16 15.1 1 .9
.
3. @ | a7 ) [ememT> 3 | 17.6 2 11.8 10 58.8 1 5.9 1 5.9
ARAAIGNMENT NET I |717.8 5 39.4 9 5%.9
COINCIDED Tgl::":L
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L.13 3 23.1 5 38.5 4 30.8 1 7.7
.
r @ 125 j[ERwTS 6 |_24.0 1 |_4s.0 7_|_28.0| 1 4.0
, v ] 6 | 24.0 15 50.0 3 12,0 1 3.0
TOTALS OF L 166 | fomoss [> 87 | 52.4 35 21.1 28 16.9 5 3,0 1 .5 5 3.0 5 3.0
. GROUPS1. 2,83 < T 126 |777.1 32 |7 19.3 6 3.6
o , 183 | [Grow > 38 | 20.8 29 15.8 65 | 35.5| 25 13.7 16 8.7 8 4.4 2 1.1
.- NN - P30 |7 33 73.5 73 30.4 | 23 1.5 T 5 p) T.1
@Qe 183 | [orom > 11 6.0 21 11.5 55 30.1 ] 45 24.6 15 8.7 20 10.9 15 8.2
‘ .3'@ —wer P 265|713, 3 713 72 39.3 |~ 35 5.1 T 3.8 3 2.2
@ L1240 | 23 |_16.4 51 65,0 24 | 17.1 1 .2 1 .7
-
*NET MEANS GROSS OAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USG 3181(R), Each reported defardani falls in both &« GROSS and & KET **DEFENDANT FIGURES 0O NOT INCLUDE: Juvenliss, Appeals irom U.8. Maglstrate declsions, Rule 20 transters out of district,

figure In the applicable iime column, Howavar, the person may lalt wilhin the GROSB count of one lime column and the NET of anothar, For example, If &
dstendant had a groes time interval of 12 deys, he wou!d be shown In {he 11.30 day IRCES time inlerval, It the axcludable time was 4 days, Lhe NET time
would be § days (12.4 = 8) and the delendan! would be shown In the G 1o 10 day NET time lntervetl,

pratrial divarsion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offsnsss procesded by Information,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

incopacity—(HHIMA) . . . . . . . . ..

B. NARA examination—(H{N)(B) . . . . . . .
State or federal trials on other charges—(H)(1}(C) .

. Interlocutory appesls—(HHIND) . . . . . .
Hearings on pretrisl motions—(H){(1ME) . . . .
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
&40.HMNF . . . . .. ...,
Motion is actually under advisement.

e . . . ... .00 0oL
Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H)(t). .

mm P o

£ 0

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement, (H)(2)
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H)3WANMB) . . . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompatence of
defendant tostand trial, {(H}{4) . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (13}(5) .
P

. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)}{6)
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance has been granted, (H)M7) . . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. {H}(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty ptea (i) . . . . .

U,
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more

days. B) . . . . . .. ... ... ..

“*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, ara shown with reason for deiay below.

TOTALS FOR

FLORIDA
NORTHERN

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME t

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

138

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS 183 o
REPORTED DURING PERIOD 183 (@) oF-a
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 45 (@) o 24:6_,

,@ L75.4 ,

............

6&) 10days] 11t0 21 22 to 42 43t0 84 85 to 120 121+dnys\

0 0 1 2 2 0 5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 1°
0 0 0 0 0 1 1

34 0 0 0 0 0 34
5 1 3 0 0 0 9

28 21 19 2 0 0 70
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

46 15 20 6 2 7 96
0 0 0 2 0 1 3
0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 0 0 4
0 0 1 0 0 0 1
2 2 7 8 1 1 21
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 1 0 0 0 0 4

o5
OF “D”
St

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 1 4
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 1
0 1 33
2 7 0
0 3 67
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 87 9
0 1 2
0 0 0
0 0 4
0 0 1
0 2 19
0 0 0
4 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U,S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, remavals from State courts and any petty offenses proteeded by information,
**%Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; iInterval three: Arraignment to Trial.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts



SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

IN
l FLORIDA - MIDDLE

OURING

JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

INTERVALS-EVENTS--& 79 LIMITS (DAYS) 'd W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TG ARHAIGNMENT-10 N w 1 2 N N\ )
3 Qgsc:g:'gmugméﬁtfm 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days 81 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP W .‘.DEFE"D‘"“ REPORTED % nePoRTED % nePoRTED | % neroRTen| % REPORTED % AEFORTED % neroRTED | %
r .

) Lapg 1 |cross B> _37.6 |_58 33.5 37 21,4 3 |..2.7 3 1.7 1 .6 6 3.5
WHERE @ 73 ho.2 56 32.4 32 18.5 3 1.7 2 1.2 1 .6 6 3.5
DEFENDANTS' @ L7z __'Lél.'L. Bl 24 13,9 |3 (1.7 4 2,3 1 .6
ARREST 3 [ NT 165 | 95,4 8 1.6
PRECEDED La73_4 feross I> o | 453 27 15.6 61 35.3 32| 18.5 6 3.5 16 9.2 10 5.8
INDICTMENT M 23 | 13.3 4a k.3 63 36.4 31 | 17.9 6 3.5 2 1.2 3 3.5

S~ L1731 |sross [> 5 2.9 6 3.5 ha 24,3 60 34.7 13 7.5 26 15.0 21 12,1
Q\S@ 18 | 10.% 12 6.9 51 29.5 56 | 32.4 5 2.9 17 9.8 1 8.1
@ 157 _ 35 |_22.3 |[_41 | 26, 65 b 7 4.5 3 1.9 5 3.2 .6
L )
f@ L 34§ | [Gross > 210 |_60.7 7h 1.4 28 8,3 13 3.8 2 .6 8 2.3 11 3.2

2, NeT Bp 326 CL%A] 14 4.0 3 1.2 2 .0
WHERE @ L 346 | [cRoss 46 |_13.3 |__43 12.4 h 21,4 _28_ 26.9 17 4.9 45 13.0 28 8.1

N NDICTMENT = NET 48| 13. 56 16.2 | 113 38.7 9 28.3 10 2.9 12 3.5 9 2.6
t ARREST | 3U6 | f[amoss > 19 5.5 24 6.9 65 18.8 95 27.5 27 7.8 64 18.5 52 15.0
® ;:i:‘s‘:m TO TRIAL Ner p 36 | T0. e e -l e - 0 8 5.2 |18 5.2 | 1T 33
@ L 288 | 72_|_25.0 83 28.8 | 106 36.8 16 5.6 5 1.7 5 1.7 1 .3

.

3 @ L 128  [eRoss [> .8 10 7.8 51 39.8 4o | 31.3 5 3.9 10 7.8 11 8.6
ARRAIGNMENT NET 2 1.6 13 10.2 54 h2,2 s 354 [ .7 L 3.1 5 3.9
COINCIDED ARREST :

TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 104 35 |_33.7 21 20.2 41 39.4 7 6.7
L X
r@ L1734 65_|_37.6 58 13.5 37 3 1,7 3 1,7 1 5 6 3.5
NET B 73 | be.2 56 32.4 32 18.5 3 1.7 2 1.2 1 .6 6 3.5
TOTALS OF @ L 519 | [emoss > 351 |_67.6 | 98 | 18,9 | =1 | 6.0 | 17 3.3 3 .6 8 | 1.5 (| 11 | =23
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 L N P Lol | gh.6 22 | 42 4 .8 2 R
- @ L6l | [GRoss > 68 | _10.5 80 12.4 | _186 28,7 |_165 |_25.5 28 4.3 71 11,0 49 7.6
NET 73 |T11.3 | 1 17.2 | 230 35.5 | 173 | 26.7 22 3.0 18 2.8 20 3.1
®,§° 647 | 25 3.9 |__ ko 6.2 |_158 el b [ _aoh |_30.0 46 7.1 |_100 15,5 |_ 84 | _13.0
& @ 56 8.7 66 10.2 | 222 34.3 204 | 31.5 39 4.6 39 6.0 30 4.6
@ L9 2 |_25.9 | 145 26.4 | 212 38.6 30 5.5 8 1.5 10 1.8 2 4
.

®NEY MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161 (h). Each reporied defendant falls [n both & GROSS and a NET
tigure in the applicable time column, Howsvar, (he person may fail within the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of anclher, For example, il &
dafendant had a groas time Interval of 12 days, he would ba shown In the 11.30 day GROSS time Interval. It the axcludable time was 4 days, the NET {ime

would be 8 deys {12-4 8} and the defandant would ba shown In the 0 ta 10 day NET tima Iniarval

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate dechions, Ruls 20 transfers out of district,
pratrial diversion dispasitions, removals from State courts and sny petty olfenses proceeded by information,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[Ouring July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A, Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H)(1HA) . . . . |

.....

w

. NARA examination—(H}{1}(B} . |

. Interlocutory appeals—(H){(1}{D) ., . . . . .
Hearings on pretrisl motions—(HNINE} . . . .
Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
20840L(HHWF) . . . . . . . . L L,
. Motion is fly under advi

HONG) . . . v o v e
H. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H{1}. . . . .

am o o

[2]

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H}{2)
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H)(3){(A}B) . . .,
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defsndant to stand trial. (H)(4) . ., .

o e

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){(5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(HI6)
R. Dsfendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance has been granted, (HM?) . . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(8)

U, Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i}
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. B) ., . . ., .

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Tria) Act of 1874, are shown with reason for delsy bataw,
°*DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U,S, Magistrate decisiuns, Rule 20 transfers out of district, protrial di

State or federal trials on other charges—{H)(1){C) . .

.....

..........

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L 847 @) orrar

MESBERA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLupaBLe Time L 21L @) L 17:2_,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 536 1(®) L 82.8 .
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME
s
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) o
ﬁto 10days| 11t021 221042 | 431084 | 85t0120 | 121 +day\s
20 0 3 6 0 1 L 30 )Ll 3.0.....
0 0 0 0 0 0 LU DU Q.....
2 3 0 0 0 0 3 U T
0 0 1 0 0 0 RS B 0.1.....
427 1 4 4 0 0 L 436 A58
5 12 23 7 6 2 (Y B 5.3,
33 19 36 9 7 0 L 104 S S
3 3 0 0 0 0 LTS B 0.6._...
0 0 1 0 1 4 t TR B 0.6.._..
110 27 13 14 6 17 L 187 ...A8.7
0 0 0 0 3 \ 5 1.0 0.6,
0 0 0 e 0 0 t O 4} 0.
15 1 0 1 0 0 A TS B 7.
0 0 1 1 0 0 (SIS DU Q.2.....
26 10 27 36 17 21 L 137 B & 7Y
0 2 1 1 1 3 . 8 ... 0.8 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

L

*“*lnterval ane: Arrest to indictment; fnterval twos Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

.

1y

.............

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED

ONE | TWO |{THREE
0 2 28
0 0 0
0 4 1
0 0 1

34 2 400
9 44 2
0 0 104
0 6 0
0 0 6
5 162 20
0 0 6
0 0 0
3 0 14
0 0 2
0 29 108
0 0 8
0 0 0

Js from State courts and any petty olfensss proceeded by infarmation,

Prepared by: Adminlstrative Office of U,S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

O

ARN

DURING
JULY 1

1974 thrn JUNR_30, 1977

ATERVALS EVENTS 870 LIMITS DAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 ) A \ N A N N\
g 2333.'2%5’#22%5?&%’5?%;\ 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP 'NTE“V‘ "DEFENDANTS "EPORTED % nePERTED % RePSRTED % nesormeo] % REFORTED % AEROATED % neroRTED | %
i 510 | 71 13, 164 32.2 148 29.0 52 10.2 7| %% %g 6.9 23 4.5
WHERE @ °~Ef 73 | 1.3 | 169 33.1 2 |727.8 |Ts2 |TXoTE T IT . oY 23 .5
, 1510 _j . oz | _76.8 75 .7 19 3.7 7 1.4 2 A 2 A 3 .6
::';i::“ms @ By {7818 68 13.3 17 3.3 3 1.2 T .2 1 2
510  [emoss [> 80 15.7 58 1l.4 155 30.4 106 20.8 32 6.3 53 10,4 26 5.1
::::;?::ELL ] @ —83 |716.3 58 ITF | 7159 |T3L2 | TI05 | TE0.6 31 B.LI 5T iz 17 3.3
@o foross [> 8 1.6 25 4.9 8p _2hg | sh | o6 87
& LS10 | 27 — Azl | ez |.o2hg
8@ 8 1.6 27 5.3 82 | 16,1 | 133 26.1 56 11.0| 89 17.5 115 | 22.5
@ L4554 184 bo.h 76 16.7 150 33.0 25 5.5 10 2.2 [ 1.3 4 .9
k O
(‘
@ 1323 J 17h | 53.9 | _90 | 27.9 22 | 6.8 |_18 5.6 5 1.5|__5 1.5 9 |_2.8
2, 219 | 67.8 [0 23.8 15 L.6 8 2.5 3 .9 1 .3
WHERE @ t323  [sRoss > 38 1 11.8 [ 25 V4 60 .1 18,6 |_75 | _23.2_ 19 5.9/ 58 | 18,0 | 48 [ 14.9
INDICTMENT NET 48 | 149 a7 8.4 59 | 18.3 80 k.8 25 7.7 6L 18.9 23 7.1
PRECEDED ARREST | 303 22 6.8 12 . 46 | 1k.2 76 23.5 a2l T4 75 23.2 68 |_21.1
ARREST ToTRIAL T G o -l el B o 32 9.9|" 75 | 3.2 3| 18
k@ L261 | 210 | sea w1 |as.7 84 |32 |_17 6.5 3 1.1 I 1.5 2
leross [> 8 9.9 7 8.6 30 _j37.0 |[_16_{. l19.8 4 4,9 8 2.9 8 9.9
ARRAIGNMENT NET 8 9.9 7 8.6 30 37.0 17 21.C 4 h.9 8 9.9 7 8.6
COINCIDED T’:,"::IS:L
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L_68 35 _|_51.5 13 | 19.1 16 |_23.5 3 4.y _1 1,5
.
~
@ 1510 fomoss T> 71 | _13.9 | 164 32,2 U8 1 29,0 52 10.2 A7 3.3{_.35 6.9 23 4.5
NET 73 4.3 | 169 33.1 42 27.8 52 10,2 17 3.3 34 6.7 23 4.5
TOTALS OF 1833 ) [onoss I> 576 | _69.1 | 165 19.8 h 4,9 25 3.0 7 .8 7 .8 12 1.4
@ ‘6‘36" 76.F | 115 17§ 32 3.8 if 1.7 3 I 2 .2 1 1
GROUPS 1,2, &3 -
@ L 914 , femoss 1> 126 | 313.8 90 9.8 245 | 26,8 1 197 21.6 55 6.0 |_119 13,0 82 |_9.0 |
[_NET P 139 15.2 92 10.1 2 27.1 202 22,1 60 6.6 126 13.8 g 5.1
S~ L9 EEEb 38 4.2 4y 4.8 158 |.17.3 | 219 21,0 82 9.0 170 18.6 _22.2
@ @ 42 I.6 | 56 6.1 123 18,2 [T226 257 92 w.1| 172 18.8 160 | 17.5
@ L7684 | 329 [_42.0 (130 16.6 250 {_31,9 45 3.7 3 | 2.7 il . 1.h |6 | .8
-

**OEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniliis, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisians, Rule 20 transfers out of distriey,

#NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181{h), Each reparled dalendant talis in both a GROSS and a NET
pratrisl divenilon dispositions, removats from State courts and any petty olfenses proceeded by infarmation.

tigure In the applicable time column, However, the persan may Il within the GROSS count of one time cotumn and the NET of another. For example, It a
detendant had » gross lime interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time Interval, It the excludable tima was 4 days, the NET time
whnuld be 8 days {12-4 » 8} and the defandant would be shown in the 0 to 10 day NET lime Intervat,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 |

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examinatior or hearing for mental or physical

Incapecity—(H}IMA) . . . . . o o0 L

B8, NARA examination—(H){1}(B) . . . . . . .

C. State or federal trials on other charges—(H}1){(C) . .
D,

. Interlocutory appeals—(HMI}D} . . . . . ., .

mm

. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H)INE) , . . . .

Z1&40L HHIMFY . . . o o o 0 o L

. Motion is sctually under advisament,
(HHIMG) . » . . . o o v o o .
, Miiz, proceedings: probation cr parole revocation,

T o

deportation, extradition, (HM1). . . . . . . .

I, Prosecution deferred by mutual agresment. (H){2)

M. Unavaliability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
essentivi witness, (HN3NANB) . . , .

N, Period of mental or physsical incompetence of

o e

defendant tostand trisl. (H)(4) . . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA 1 or tr

P, Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(HHe) . . . . . ..

¥, Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
saverance has been granted, (HN7) ., . . . . .,

........

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H}(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . .
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 move

(H)iB) .

days. B) . . ... . .00 .. e

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for dalay below,

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L@ eFrar

FLORIDA 748 81.8

SOUTHERN DEFENDANTS WiTHOUT ExcLupasLe TiMe L 748 @)  8L.8_,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 166 (@) L 18.2,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME
o5
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) or
(0t 10days| 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 121+day\s

1 2 6 2 4 3 L 18 L 8.4 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 _,}....... 0.
0 1 0 2 0 0 L 3 f....0 1.4 ...
0 0 0 0 0 1 Y B 0.5.....
3 0 7 0 0 R | N LY B SV
0 5 10 3 3 2 0.2 .1..107 .
14 2 14 1 2 0 {38 .13 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 o9 ... ...
0 2 3 2 0 L 8 ... 3.7
19 21 17 10 2 17 1|86 )40
0 1 1 0 1 2 ! 5 ... 23 ..
0 0 0 0 0 L | L 0.
1 0 4 0 0 2 L LAY B 3.3....
0 0 0 0 0 o1 ... 0:5....
1 1 3 7 1 0 .13 f..... 6.0 ..
1 1 2 0 0 U | I 1.3....
0 1 2 0 0 0 w3 . 1.4

"**INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO {THREE
2 1 15
0 0 0
0 3 0
0 0 1
0 0 10
1 19 3
2 3 28
0 0 0
u 2 2
2 64 20
0 2 3
0 0 0
1 1 5
0 0 1
0 1 12
0 0 4
3 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesis from L, S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pmrinl diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.
**tinterval ons: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictient to Arralgnmaent; Interval three: Arralgnment to Trial,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DA4TA ANALYSIS

IN DURING
HOW LONG T TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL l_ GEORGTA, NORTHERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
TERV A S EVENTS & 70 LTS DAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 N } N N N I M\
: 3 Qggs:g:“g;“{:;ﬁa&;efm 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 3110 60 days 61 to 160 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP . <’“TER"“ "DEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPGRTED % RE%;’T;E] % neroRten] % REPORTED % REPONTED % reronTeD | %
~
1 L1215 | [6Ross > 17 7.9 49 22.8 23 10.7 30 14,0 10 4.7 29 13.5 57 26.5
" WHERE ; 30 9.3 I 219 26 151 | 727 | 126 10 |~ 30 | TIF0 55 25.6

\ " L 215 | femoss [> 123 57.2 7L 33.0 14 6.5 2 .9 1 .5 4 1.9
2:; Z“S:A"Ts J @ 133|619 - -l e - 55 T 5 -
PRECEDED @ 1215 | [emoss > 20 |_10.2 18 |_8.4 4y 21.9 [_54 [ _25.1 15 7.0( ke 19.5 17 7.9
INDICTMENT ‘ NET 32 4.9 23 10.7 51 23.7 57 26.5 18 8.4 27 12.6 [ 3.3

S L21s J leross > 5 2.3 9 4,2 8 3.7 15.3 12 5.6 22 10.2 126 | 58.6
Qf@ NET 5 2.3 9 4.2 12 5.6 2%1 19.1 12 5.6 24 | 1.2 112 | 52.1
1 Ca L2196 ) _82 ' .8 29 14.8 69 |_35.2.|_10 5.1 4 2.0 2 1.0
g ;

f L215 | Em» 118 51;.2 Z3 34.0 18 8.4 2 .9 1 .5 2 .9 - 1 .5

2, @ NET 130 . O 3l.2 14 6.5 2 ) 1 .5 1 .5
WHERE L215 j [eRoss > o9 a.8_|_ 3 14,4 39 18.1 30 14,0 10 4.7 26 12,1 58 27.0
INDICTMENT = @ 25 11.0 33 15,3 U7 21.9 Ts) 18.6 1% 6.5 27 12.6 29 13.5
PRECEDED AAREST | 215  [GRoss 13 6.0 7 3.3 52 24,2 [ 31 .4 15 7.0 27 12.6 70 1 32.6
ARREST TO TRIAL NET 16 T 7 3.3 58 27.0 37 | I7.2 P 9.8 28 13.0 k) 22.3

@ 1168 69 | _36.7 | 18 9.6 90 |_u7.9|_ 8 4.3 2 1.1 1 .5
.

3. @ 1243 | [RosT>_ 20 8.2 33 13.6 i 18.1 | 59 24.3 23 9.5|_ 39 16.0 | o5 | 10.3
ARRAIGNMENT | neT B 27 | 3.1 37 15.2 61 25,1 | 61 25,1 20 “8.2 28 11.5 9 3.7
COINCIDED =< ARREST

TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE L @ L210 of | k.8 i9 9.0 85 40.5 7 3.3 1|5 I 1.9
@ L 215 | [ehoss > 17 7.9 | kg 22.8 23 10.7 30 14,0 10 4.7 29 13.5 57 26.5
[ Nev B 20 9.3 h7 21.9 26 12,1 27 12.6 10 .7 30 1o 55 25.6
TOVALS OF O Li3g | feross 1> ol (g Ly a5 | 32 7.4 4 .9 2 .5 2 .5 5 1.2
2 ). NE 26 T
GROPS 1, 2,473 v 3 136 31.6 26 6.0 2 .5 1 .2 1 .2 1 .2
@ L3 | [SRos > g3 | o | 8o | 122 | 330 | Jo.3 (.43 |_aL.2 u |zl 07 | 159 | 200 | 2t
~ ST 8L | 12,5 93 2.8 159 23,6 | 158 23.5 2 7.7| 82 12.2 L5 6.7
®.§9 Lﬁﬁq%. W1 6.3 (49 (7.3 |_1o4 [ _15.5 | 121_(_218.0 50 7.4 86 2.8 [ 222 | _33.0.
< @ NET 48 7.1 53 7.9 131 19.5 | 138 20.5 53 7.9 81 12.0 169 25.1
@ L5594 2lis | _b1.2 66 1.1 2ly .1 |_25 b, 7 2.2 7 1.2
SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS 1 232 DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161{h). Each raported defendant falfs In both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIRURES OO NOT INGLUDE: Juverilles, Appesls from U.S, Magistrate decistons, Rule 20 transfers out ol district,

ligure iA iTa applicadle time eolumn. Howevsr, tha person may fals within the GF1DSS caynt of one time calumn aid the NET of another. For example, Il 2 pretrisl diversion gisposliions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by infarmation.
dafendant had & gross timw interval of 12 days, b2 weutd bushown in lnu || audly GROSS tima Inqarval, If the excludabla time was 4 days, the NET tima
would be 8 days {§2-4 = 8) and the defendant we:.id be shawn Inthane
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

o 9

nm

£ o

u
W.

incapacity—(H)(1){A)

. NARA examination~(H{1)(B) . . . . . . . .

Stata or federal trials on other charges—(H)(1){C) . .
Interlocutory appeals—(H)(1)(D)

.......

Hearings on pretrisl motions—(HMIME) . . . . .

. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

2040, HHIDIH . . . . .. oL 0L
Motion is actually under advisement.

HNG) . . . . ..o
Misc, proceedings: prob-tlon or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H(t). . . . . . . .

Prosecution dcferred by mutual agreement. {H){2)
Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
esseptial witness, (H){3HANB} . . .

, Period of mental or physicai incompetence of

defendant to stand trisl. (H){4) .

.......

. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H){®)

................

. Defendant swaiting tris! of co-defendant when no

ssverancs has been granted, (H)(7) . . . . . . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

Geand jury indictment time extended 30 mors
dsys. (B) .

Peragraph and subssction of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Tria! Act of 1974, are Mn with rtuon for deley below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juvmlln, Appesls 'rom U.3. ink
**%interval one: Arrest to | two: to ]

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

673 TORCELY o%;"

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCTLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |[THREE
1 0 5
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 108
1 0 0
0 4 171
0 0 0
0 1 2
0N 13 17
0 1 6
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 2 39
6 10 52
0 0 3
1 0 0

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD
RORAHERN DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 400 @) o 524,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1273 _1(©) . 40:6
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME ©
‘ o6
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO, OF DAYS) Sro
6!0 10lelI 1to 21 22to 42 43 to 84 85 to 120 | 121 + days
0 2 1 2 0 1 6 _,)...: 1.3 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 LY S 0....
0 0 0 1 0 0 1. 0.2 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 U 0....
104 4 1 0 0 0 109 LGS
0 1 0 0 0 0 LIRS 0.2 ...
34 24 87 27 1 2 175 ,1...39:3 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ). 0o ...
1 0 1 1 0 0 LINTE SO 9:‘.7 .....
5 6 4 5 0 10 30,7 6.7.....
0 1 1 4 1 0 T_f..... 1S
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ]......%. .
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 i o....
0 2 S 8 5 21 L2 TS B ?__2 _____
5 6 24 15 3 15 68 |..15.3
0 0 1 1 0 1 L 0.7.....
1 0 0 0 0 ‘0 1 0. 0.2 ...
byt ‘hﬂlk 2 o T'{:"" of district, pretrial diversion di Is from State courts and any petr:-aifenses procesded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TQOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTYS TO TRIAL

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 70 LIMITS (DAYS)
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

N
I GEORGIA, MIDDLE

DURING
JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—-10

3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~-60

4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA

GROUP

WHERE
DEFENDANTS'
ARREST
PRECEDED
INDICTMENT

2,

WHERE
INDICTMENT
PRECEDED
ARREST

3.
ARRAIGNMENT
COINCIDED
WITH FIRST

APPEARANCE

TOTALS OF
GROUPS 1,2, &3 -

.
Q =

@1291
O

<

G%g?@x 29
(O ==

f@ L136
_<®z_135_n

ARREST | 136 |
TO THIAL

@ L4
.

ARREST
TO TRIAL

j@ L 684

© =
L
~

@ L 29 |

or=

@ L84

Qf@

~ )
R B ) )
0 to 10 day: 11 t0 30 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
<UNTERvAL~ * *DEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPORTED neronTen] % REFORTED % REPORTED % neroRTeD | %
> 4 |_23.8 6 20, 6.9 2 6.9 . 2 6.9 3 10.3
* NET 4 13.8 7 2,1 9 31.0 2 6.9 2 6.9 2 6.9 3 10.3
22 | 75.9 7 24,1
GROSS 13 44,8 7 24,1 2 6.9 4 13.8 3 10.3
Ner B 13 5.8 10 34,5 2 6.9 1 3.4 3 10.3
[eRoss 1> 2 6.9 1 3.4 [_10 34.5 8 | 27.6 1 3.4 3 10.3 4 15.8
NET 2 6. R 13. 10 34.5 5 17.2 1 ERD 3 10.3 b 1‘%.8
22 75.9 3 10.3 2 6.9 2 6.9
98 | 72.1 21 |lasy | 7 5.1 1 .7 2 1.5 2 1.5 5 3.7
107 78.7 20 4.7 1 .7 1 .7 2 1.5 1 7. i 2.9
[cross [> 82 60,3 33 | 9 6.6 9 6,6 1 .7 2 1.5
NET 93 68.4 28 20,6 9 6.6 i 2.9 1 .7 1 7
[cross [> 62 | 45.6 35 {__25.7 11 8.1 17 12.5 4 2.9 7 5.1
B 89 | 50.7 o 29.45 |7 10 T4 8 5.9 i 2.9 5 3.7
57 46,0 54. 43.5 11, 8.9 1 .8 1 .8
[Gross 1> 679 |_99.3 4 .6 1 .1
679 .| 99.:3 5 .7
628 95.4 15 2.3 13 2.0 1 .2 1 .2
[Gross I> 4 [ 13.8 6 20.7 20 34,5 2 6.9 2 6.9 2 6.9 3 10.3
[N p™ & 13.8 7 2,1 9 31.0 2 6.9 2 6.9 2 6.9 3 10.3
120 T2.7 28 17.0 T 4.2 1 ) 2 1.2 2 1.2 5 3.0
123 | 78.2 27 6.4 1 .6 1 6 z 1.2 1 .6 4 2.4
[cross I> 77l | 91.2 Ly 5.2 |_a2 1.4 13 1,5 1 " 5 6
785 92.5 43 5.1 11 1.3 5 .6 1 .1 4 .5
U 743 87.5 40 47 22 2.6 25 2.9 1 .1 7 .8 12t 1.3
750 88.3 5 5.8 20 2.k 13 1.5 1 .1 7 .8 9 "1,
707 87,2 72 8.9 26 2.2 2 | __2 ) ) 2 -2

@ L8111 |
-

*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DA ¥'S OF EXCLUDABLE VIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h), Each reported defendani falls In both a GROSS and a NET
tigure In the applicabls time column, Howaver, the person may fall within the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of another. For example, it 4
delendant had a geoss lime Intcrval of 12 days, he would be &bown in the 11.30 day GROSS tima interval, i the excludable lime was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and the defendant would be shown {1 1he 0 to y0 day HET tirse Interval.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. Magistrate declsions, Rute 20 transfers out of distriet,
peatrisl diversion dispositions, removals {rom State courts and sny petty otfenses proceeded by informatian,
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**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS 849 &
SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 848, @ OF “A

lNC' DENCE OF AN D Gﬂ%ﬁ{ﬁ DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L_.BZ: J.. - _92_: _.;a _J,
REASONS FOR DELAY DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L % .

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME @2‘3&3}\’2&5’32"&3”

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977] o OCCURRED

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) _ or o
Under 18 USC 3161 (Gt 10dwys] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8610120 | 121 4days) / ONE | TWO [THREE
A et rere 1 o 0 1 o] o o Y1 ]zl o Lo | 3
B. NARA exsmination—(HI(1}(B) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 LY N U N N O B
C. State or federal trisls on other charges-(HITIC) . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 {90 f... LA g 0
D. Intriocutory sppesle—(HIIID) . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 1 fle 1 .22 |0 0 1
E. Hourings on pretrisi motiom—(HNI(E) . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 ... R 0 0 0
o ado i e e PR o 0 0 0 0 I | PR TN B o | o | 0
TG e —— s 3 1 1 0 o |8 Jf.mo f ol 2]
P v scdtion g o 0 g 0 0 0 0 9 4}...... R o | o } o
I Prosecution deferred by mutual sgreement, (H)(2) . 0 10 2 6 0 L | Y 22 0o | 6 | 12
oAy A 0 2 1 0 I | O S DU S N S I
" Getdent 1o s i 0 L0 0 0 0 0 L | PR O 0o | o | o
O. Period of NARA commitmant or treatment. (H)(E) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 Hoe 9 ... O 0 0 0
A T 2 5 0 0 o 8 Jj.omo Lol 7]
" ?m“t“n;";‘:':i:':::ﬁm',““‘?‘?”t"?. . 0 0 0 0 0 o o 90 .0 o | 0| o
T. Continuarces gianted [n the ends of justics, (H)(8) . 0 0 0 0 0 o ..o ... R 0 0 0
U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i} , . . . , 9 0 0 0 0 0 — 0 | eeenne 0 ..... 0 0 0
M e gy o tme and Bmen 0 0 0 0 0 0 flo_ 9 ..o I N
:fsmﬂounz;‘mgg’s‘:'a‘::glc’ ?&g{:ﬁdzlxm:x X:u:lz:f,:v:\. ll)hown i f.“ﬂﬂ "?' d.‘:!vul?;%w' fers out of district, pretrial diversion dispotitions, removals from Stats courta and sny patty offl pr d by infor

**sintervel one: Arrest ta Indictroant; Intervel two: Indictment to Arralgnment; Intervel three: Arraignment to Trial, Prepared by: Adminlatrative Otfice of U,S. Courts
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SPEETTY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

T -

N DURING .
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL LJ@RGIA: SOUTHERN l JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
BTERVALS EVERTEATe LTS ATE NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND Fli:AL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 i
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 N N I N 3 M )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 dw 31t0 60
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ay! 0 ys 0 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 t0 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP **DEFENDANTS “Em'“%_ % nePbRTED % neRGRTED % nernt'f:tsen‘ % NEI?S;;SED % NE&!E:;‘ED % ner%%‘v'zu %
~ .
\ L_425 50 | 11.8 234 55.1 | 124 29.2 | 11 2.6 5 1.2 i .2
WHERE 51 12,0 234 55,1 123 28.9 11 2.6 s 1.2 1 .2
DEFENDANTS' 425 ) [cnoss T> 245 57.6 150 35.3 18 4,2 8 1.9 1 .2 2 .5 1 .2
EFENDA @ NET P26l | 61.4 136 32.0 23 5.4 4 .9 1 2
ARREST
PRECEDED L_425 ) [shoss I> ase | 83,8 44 10,4 19 4,5 5 1.2 1 .2
NET B» 357 84.0 54 12.7 14 3.3
INDICTMENY
@@ 1425 ) [onoss [> 12 2.8 120 28,2 | 227 53.4 | .25 5.9 9 2.1 30 7.1 2 .5
HO) 15 3.5 127 29.9 | 220 51.8 | 35 8.2 is 4.2 9 2.1 1 .2
@ L_391 j 375 95,9 10 2.6 5 1.3 .3
. .
@ L1149 y [aross [> 716 | 62.3 265 23.1 85 7.4 36 3.1 17 1.5 23 1.9 8 .7
2. 746 |764.9 296 25.8 62 7.1 16 1.4 5 4 2 2 2 2
WHERE @ L1149 | [Ghoss I> 1053 | 9).6 41 3.6 32 2.8 6 .5 2 .2 12 1.0 3 .3
. 1056 91.9 43 3.7 46 4, 3 ° »
INDICTMENT LT ] 0 3 1 :
PRECEDED ARREST | 1149 , [omoss [> 36 3.1 401 42.7 436 37.9 [ 88 7.7 21 1.8 56 4.9 21 1.8
TOTRIAL NET 32 37 514 447|483 qz.1 | 782 oL 7 ) 13 .27 76 5
ARREST
@ L2111 1072 _|_96.5 10 o |22 2.0 |_ s .5 2 .2
o ®
- L2 3 {eross B> o
ARRAIGNMENT 2 |100.0
ARREST
GOINCIDED TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L 1 1 |100.0 .~
. .
f@ L_425 | Wb 50| _11.8 234 55,1 | 124 29,2 |11 2.6 5 1.2 1 .2
51 | 12.0 234 55.1 | 123 28,9 11 2.6 5 1.2 1 .2
TOTALS OF D @ L 1574 } EEEEI> 961 {_61.1 415 26.4 103 6,5 44 2.8 18 1.1 24 1.5 9 .6
. - 1007 | 64.0 432 27.4 105 6.7 20 1.3 5 .3 2 .1 3 .2
GROUPS 1, 2, &3
L1576 | faRoss T>M1411 [ 89.5 85 5.4 51 3.2 13 .7 3 .2 12 .8 3 .2
NET PpT215 | 89.8 97 6.2 60 3.8 3 2 1 1
Qp L1576 ; [eross [> 3.1 612 38.8 663 42.1 [ 113 7.2 30 1.9 g6 5.5 23 1.5
@ |_NET B 3.7 642 40.7 704 44.7 | 117 7.4 25 1.6 23 1.5 7 .4
L@ L 1503 4 1448 96.3 26 1.3 27 1.8 5 .3 2 1 1 L1

SNET MEANS GAOSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USG 3181(h). Each reported defendunt Tatls In both @ GROSS and 2 NET
igues 1n the. applicabla tima calumn, Howsvar, the person may fall within the GROSS count of cne lime column and the

“'DEFENDANT FIGUAES DQ NOT INCLUDE! Juvanites, Appeals from: U.S, Maglstrté decisions, Aule 20 mmlm out of district,

NET ol another. For axampia, if a pratrial diversion dispositions, removels ttom State courts snd sny patty offenses pe by Information

datendant had & {7088 1ime interval of 12 days, he would be shown In the 11.30 day GROSS time intetval, It the exclidable tinte was 4 days, the NET lime
wouldbe 8 dnyl {12-4 m 8) and the defendent would be shown In 1he 0 16 10 day NET time Intervas,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Exsmination or heariig for mental or physical
incapacity—({H}{1)(A)

..........

B. NARA examination—(H){1)(B) . . . ., . . . .

e P

m

Hearings on pretrisl motions—~(H){1)(E) ., . . .
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
20&40L(HHIMFY . . . . . . . . ...
Motion is actuaily under advisement.

>

o

deportation, extradition, (H)M1). . . . . . .

Progecution deferred by mutual agreement. {(H){2)
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

etsantial witness, (H)A)(A)B) . . . . . ., . .

N, Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant to stand trial, (H}{4) ,

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5) .

P, Superseding indictment and/or naw chargas.
e . . .. ..
R, Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendsnt when no

saverance has been granted. (HN7). . . . . ..

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. {H){8)

U, Time up to withdrawa! of guilty plea (i}
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (8)

L R S R S S}

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

TOTALS FOR
GEORGIA
SOUTHERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME

L1411

1,576 5
L1970 (@) orrar

®- 89.5

State or federal trials on other charges—(H){(1)}(C) , .

Interlocutory appesis(H){1}{D} . . . . . . .

.......

........ D

(01 10dsvs] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ days )
2 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 s 0 0 0
9 4 15 3 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 1
7 3 2 10 0 2
13 8 16 18 21 19
0 0 0 0 0 o i, o |
0 0 0 0 0 o I, o |
4 1 2 0 0 U | A
0 0 1 7 0 o l{__ 8 |
0 8 0 2 0 I | U
7 12 6 3 0 o ], 8
0 0 0 0 0 o || o |

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvaniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate declsions, Rule 20 tranzfers out of district, preteial divarsion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenset praceedsd by information,
**eintorval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Intervel three: Arrsignment to Trlal,

ﬁ“INTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 2 1
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 0
0 8 | 24
1 0 0
1 3 | 20
1 | 90 4
....... 0 .19 0 0
....... 0o ... 2o 0 0
..... 5.5 .. 1 2 4
..... 5.8 ... 0 1 7
..... 4.7 .. |0 0o | 10
A8 1 | 24 3
R 0 0 0

Prepared by: Administrative Office ot U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

INTERVALS-EVENTS—& 78 LIMITS(DAYS)

1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30

IN Iounmc
77

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10

3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60

4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA

GROUP

WHERE
DEFENDANTS’
ARREST
PRECEDED
INDICTMENT

2

WHERE
INDICTMENT
PRECEDED
ARREST

3
ARRAIGNMENT
COINCIDED;
WITH FIRST

APPEARANCE |

TOTALS OF

.GROUPS 1,2,&3

NTERVAL~ "DEFENDANTS REPORTED
~

@x_m_J

L_448 |
*%LﬁJ
Qg@LﬂJ

O
-~

"?@L_ZJB_J
1@

ARREST L |
TO TRIAL

© =
.
(@

{ ARREST
W TO TRIAL

@ =
~

(@ e

@

o
)

905

Qe =

(@

~
\

N w ™ ~ ™
0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 day: 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
% REPORTED % AEPGATED % nsgg;;ssn % ae?gr::rsen % neg)E:\"seo % aep%?\::n %
> 58.3 |_174 |.3s.m | ¢ | 2.0 2 o4 2 .4
NET P> 261 |, 58.3 176 39.3 8 1.8 1 .2 2 .4
[GRoss [> 368 82.1 62 13.8 14 3.1 3 .7 1 .2
[ NeT 375 83.7 57 12.7 13 2.9 3 7
Joross T> 335 74.8 38 _|__.8.5 27 6.0 | _32 7.1 4 .9 3 .7 9 2.0
[_NET Pp 337 75.2 38 8.5 34 7.6 29 6.5 4 .9 5 1.1 1 .2
loross > 99 22.1 215 48.0 56 12.5 43 9.6 12 2.7 13 2.9 10 2.2
NET 99 22.1 219 48.9 60 13.4 42 9.4 13 2.9 12 2.7 3 .7
311 80.4 43 11.1 28 7.2 4 |__ 1.0 1 .3
[caoss [> 108 | 71.4 61 |_22,3]_ 10 3,7 2 .7 3 1.1 1 .4 1 4
NeT Pp 208 76.2 52 19.0 9 3.3 1 .4 3 1.1
[GRoss [> 60 22.0 40 14.7 61 22.3 59 21.6 14 5.1 6 2.2 3 12.1
NET 61 22.3 44 16.1 75 27.5 59 21.6 14 5.1 9 3.3 11 4.0
[eRoss [> 30 11.0 39 14.3 64 23.4 66 24.2 22 8.1 15 5.5 37 13.6
NET 33 12.1 40 14.7 74 27.1 74 37.1 23 8.4 14 5.1 15 5.5
70 30.6 76 33.2 69 30.1 8 3.5 3 1.3 2 .9 1 .4
[ross T> 46 25.0 30 16.3 45 24.5 37 20,1 4 2.2 10 5.4 12 6.5
| neT | 51 27.7 36 19.6 48 26.1 36 19.6 2 1.1 3 2.7 6 3.3
26 16,5 60 38,0 64 40,5 6 3.8 1 .6 1 .6
> 261 58.3 174 38.8 9 2.0 2 .4 2 .4
261 58.3 176 39.3 8 1.8 1 2 2 4
563 78.1 123 17.1 24 3.3 5 .7 4 .6 1 .1 1 .1
NEY B 583 80.9 109 15.1 22 3.1 4 .6 2 .4
441 _|_48.7 108 11.9 | 133 14.7 | 128 14.1 22 2.4 19 2.1 54 6.0
449 49.6 118 13.0 157 17.3 | 124 13.7 20 2.2 19 2.1 18 2.0
178 |_19.7 284 31.4 |__164 18.1 |_146 16.1 38 4.2 a8 4.2 57 6,3
183 20.2 295 32.6 182 20.1 | 152 16.8 38 4.2 31 3.4 24 2.7
407 52.6 179 23.1 161 20,8 18 2.3 4 .5 3 .4 2 3

®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reporied delendant fails In both & GROSS and a NET
figure in the applicadle lime column, Howaver, the pursen may fall within the GROSS counl of one time column and the $ET of another. For example, Il a
dulendant had & gross tima interval of 12 days, he woutd be shuwn in the 11.30 day GROSS time Interval, If the excludable time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8} and (ha defendant would be shown In the 0 to 10 day NET lime nterval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Ruls 20 transters out of district,
pratrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses procesded by information,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination ar hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H}{1MA) . . . . .

B. NARA examination—(H){1MB) . .

% State or fedéral téials on othar charges—(H){1}{C) . .

D, Inteilocutory appeals—{H)(1HD) ., . . . . .
E. Hearings on pretrisl motions—(HM1)E)} . . . .
F, Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
20 &40}, (HHIHF)Y . . . . . . f
G, Motion is ~uiually under udviumcnt
HIOGY . . . . . ... 0.
H, Misc, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (HNt). . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){2)
, Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or

estential witness. (HM3)(AB) . . . . . . .
N, Period of mental or physical incompetence of
dafendant tostandi irial. (K@) . . . . . . .

L

Q. Poiiod of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)}5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
e . ...
R. Dafendant awaiting triat of co-defendant when no
severafice has been granted. (H)(]) ......

T. Tontinuances granted in the ends of justice. {(H){8)
. Tima up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)

v,
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. {8) . . . .,

*Paragraph and subtection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason im delsy below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Apgieals from U.S, Mag
***intervel ane: Atrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraiynment; Intervil three: Arraignmaent to Trisl,

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

o
L 905 @ oFar

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD
LOUISTANA
EASTERN DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXcLUDABLE TiME L 828 __1(®) 1. 82:3
DEFENDANTS 'WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 97 207,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME @2{53;/@&'3!&3“
o OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) g
(0t010days] 111021 | 22t042 | 431084 | 85t0120 | 121 + days ) ONE | TWO |THREE

0 0 1 2 0 1 L LY 3.3..... 1 1 A
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ... 0.... 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 2 L LY 1.6, ... 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 \ LY B 0. 0 0 9

10 2 1 1 0 0 ML S ¥ 0 1 13
2 0 0 0 0 o N 2 ,}...16 . 0 2 0
0 1 9 0 0 0 10 8.1 ... ¢ 9 10
o i} 1 0 G 1 Y B 1.6 .. 0 1. ¢ z
0 0 0 0 1 LA | PR B 0 0 3
1 3 6 2 0 L | PR Y B U I
0 0 0 0 0 1 L LI 0.8 .. 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 t 0 ] 0.... 0 0 0
0 1 1 1 0 0 Y P 2.5 .. 1 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0 e 0 ¢ ¢

10 - 6 1 16 6 13 ], 62 b oso4 0 | 15 | 49
0 0 0 0 0 { 2 ). 1.6 .. 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 fl_ 9 4.0 Qo o 0

Rule 20

cut of district, pretrial di

Is from State couits and any petty

ot p ded by inf
Preparad by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts



SPEEDY YRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 79 LIMITS(DAYS)
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

iN
L LOUISIANA, MIDDLE

OURING
JULY 1,

1976 thru JUNE 30,

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAFSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

~

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 N M\ ™ ( . \( ) \
3 ARRAIGNMENT TQO TRIAL-80 0 to 10 d: 1110 30d 31 to 60 d 4
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENCE—-NA ays ays to ays 61 to 100 days Km100 to 120 day's 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP % nz%f\?en X n:'r’a“:o % 313::;-'“ % ns?g:r‘en % nerno!:?en % n:r%snﬁrxm %
1 ,) L6 EIEEIb 4 |_25.0 8 59,0 3 18.8 1 6.3
[ ® NET | 4 | 25.0 8 50.0 3 18, 6.3
WHERE S 8 !
. L_16 | fomoss I> 15 | 93.8 1 6.3
:::;'::Ams 2 NeT 15 |7 93.8 1 6.3
PRECEDED - L 16 [oros > 3 | 18.8 3 18.8 3 18.8 1 6.3 3 18.8 3 18.8
Cwerp— 3 | 71688 5 56.3 7 750
INDICTMENT
oL 6 [eosl> 1 | 6.3 1 6.3 4 |_2s.0|__2 | 12.5 2 | 12,5 6 | 37.5
' [ _wer 1 6.3 1 6.3 9 56,3 3 18.8 2 12.5
@ 15 | 1 6.7 5 33.3 8 53.3 1 6.7
()
~
@ 198 _ [omoss I> 92 93.9 5 5.1 1 1.0
2 93 94,9 5 5.1
WHERE @ L.98 | [Gross > 38 | _38.8 30 30.6 13 13.3 11 11.2 4 4.1 2 2.0
1] NET .
5 INDICTMENT < 50 51.2 29 29,6 12 12,2 7 7.1
' ARREST 98 | [eross [> 23 | 23, 30 30.6 23 23.5 15 15.3 a4 4.1 3 3.1
o PRECEDED 10 TRIAL TEn i - 31|38 18 T |
S  ARREST
@ L_92 | 12 13.0 22 23.9 56 60.9 1 1.1 1 1.1
\.
L_24 ) [eross]> 6 | 25.0 7 29,2 8 13.3 3 12.5
ARRAIGNMENT NET 8 17 33.3 T 4.2 5 20.8 7 29.2 3 |T1ZS
COINCIDED ANRE"
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L_22 1 4 18.2 7 31.8 11 50.0
.
r‘@ L 16 ) [GRo=T> 4 |_25.0 8 0.0 3 18.8 1 6.3
RET 4 |7 25.0 8 50.0 3 18.8 1 6.3
TOTALS OF L1114 | > 107 [ _93.9 5 4.4 1 .9 1 .9
NET P 108 | 94.7 5 4.4 1 .9
GROUPS 1,2, &3
@ L 138 f[oross > 49 |_34.1 13 23,9 23 16.7|__20 14.5 7 5.1 8 | 5.8
61 | 44.2 39 28.3 17 12.3 18 13.0 3 2.2
e~ La3s  [eos > 30 | 217 3l 22.5 34 24,6 |__ 25 18.1 6 4.3 12 8
S . . . . . .7
8‘@ | NeT P 38 | 27.5 43 3l.2 32 23.2| 20 14.5 5 3.6
@ 1129 1 17 | _13.2 34 26.4 75 58,1 2 1.6 1 .8

* ONET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h), Erch reported delendant falis In bolh a GROSS and a NET
tigure in tha applicabls time calumn, However, (he person may lali wlihin the GROSS count of one iime column and the NET of another. For exsmple, If a

defendant had a groes time Interval of 12 dsys, he

would ba shown In the 11-30 day GROSS lima interval. i the excludable 1ime was 4 days, the NET lime
would be @ days (12-4 = 8) and the delendant woul! be shown In tha 0 to 10 day NET lime interval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate deciilons, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
il divensl proceeded

ion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty otfenses

by information,

1977



L6 - II

SPEEDY 'i'RlAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1876 thru June 30, 1977 |

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H){1){A) ..

@

. NARA examinetion—({H){1){B)

= 2]

. Interlocutory appeals-—{H}{1}{D)

.....

m

. Hearings on pretrisl motions—(HMIME) . . . .
. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
2040 (HMOFY . . . . . . . . ...
G, Motion is actually under advisement.
WG . . ............
H. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition, (H}{t). . . . . .

m

I.  Prosecution deferred by mutus! agreament. {H){2)

M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (HM3)AMB) . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant tostand trial. (HM4) . . ., . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment., {H)(5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)(8}

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defend
has been g

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 3C more
days. (8B)

............

State or federal trials on other charges—(H){1){C) . .

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

o
s @ G

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD
‘*%%%ﬂ’é" DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 71 () L 214
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1.__6_7___4@ 48,6,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME ©
oL
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS} oF “D"
&o 10days] 11to 21 22 t0 A2 4310 84 85 t0 120 | 121 +day\s \
0 1 2 0 1 1 L 5 o)., 4.7,
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ... 0.
1 0 2 1 0 0 4 5.8 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0.
10 13 10 0 0 0 3 .5
0 0 0 0 0 0 9 ... ...
3 1 14 0 0 0 18 .. 17 0 .....
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 o Jfo_o b0 .
0 1 0 0 0 0 R T DU 0.9....
0 0 0 0 0 0 L U ..-.....0 .....
0 0 0 4 a 0 ! 0 ... 0 .....
0 0 0 0 0 0 L. 0 1 .-......0.....
0 4 2 0 0 0 ! 2 ... L g .....
19 17 5 2 0 o [l 45 .}..5%08
0 0 0 0 0 0 N PO 0.
0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0

*Parsgraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGUKES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispasitions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
*¢%Interval one; Arrest to Indictment; Intervel two! Indictmaent to Arraignment; Intervel thres: Arraignment to Trial.

***INTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE TWO |THREE
0 1 4
0 0 0
0 0 4
0 v 0
0 1 32
0 0 0
0 0 18
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
N 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 43
0 0 0
0 0 0

Prepared by: Administrative Otfice of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DURING

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL LOUISIANA, WESTERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
CTERVALS EVENTS 8 70 LTS DAVS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS R
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 ( N N N A N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 da 31t060d
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGE_NA ay! ‘ ys o ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
o - w ’ ) . . e )
GROUP W DEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPORTED % neponTED | % nerortto] % nEroRTED| % REFORTED % neronTeD | %
i 1 i W 66.7 6 | 224 3 1.1 _
L@ NET | 66.7 6 22,2 3 11.1
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' L2774 15 |_55.6 n_1_29,6 d 1.1 h| 3.2
@ 16 | s9.3 1 40.7
ARREST <
PRECEDED w27 _J logoss li 21 | _77.8 1 3.7 5. .|_.18.5
. NET 22 8l.5 2 7.4 3 11.1
INDICTMENT
@@ L 27 , [oross 9 | 33.3 7 25,9 3 11.1 6 22,2 1 3.7 1 3.1
() NET P10 | 37.0 9 35.3 5 18.5 3 11.1
@ L 25 10 40.0 6 24.0 9 36,0
-
f@ 1329 | [cross [> 153 | 46.5 125 38,0 23 7.0 11 3.3 4 1.2 8 2.4 5 1,5
2. NET,.’ 156 47.4 126 38.3 20 6.1 10 3.0 4 1.2 8 2.4 5 1.5
VIHERE @ L329 | [eRoss > 184 | s5.9 43 13,1 64 19,5 12 3.6 2 .6 i 2,1 17 5.2
|__Ner » » 23, . . k '
INDICTMENT _< 184 55,9 43 3.1 6? . 19.8 12 3.6 2 .6 6 1.8 17 5.2
PHECEDED Aon'l"‘:ls:l. 1 329 |cmoss > 88 26.7 87 . 26.4 67 20.4 39 11.9 S 1.5 14 4.3 29 BBl
ARREST T NET ’ 87 26.4 90 27.4 67 20.4 39 11.9 5 1.5 12 3.6 29 8.8
@ 1286 151 52.8 47 16.4 71 24.8 12 4.2 4 1.4 1 3
18} [sRoss [> 13 |_72.2 3| _16.7. 1 5.6 1 5.6
ARRAIGNMENT NET 13 72,2 3 16.7 2 11.1
COINCIDED M‘NE“
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 17 11_|_64.7 4 23,5 2 11,8
~
”@ L 27 | [Gos > 18 | 6.7 5 22,2 3 11,1
| NET . 18 66.7 6 22.2 3 11.1
TOTALSOF 1 356 [eross > 168 47.2 133 37.4 23 6.5 14 3.9 4 1.1 9 2.5 5 1.4
@ NET B 172 48,3 137 + 38.5 20 5.6 10 2.8 4 1.1 8 2.2 5 1.4
GROUPS 1,2, &3 34 . )
\ | [oross > 218 58.3 _ 47 12,6 70 18.7 12 3.2 2 5 7 1.9 18 4.8
@ B‘z‘rr 8.6 8 178 70 18.7 | 12 3.2 2 .5 3 1.6 17 4.5
@ﬁ’ 1374 [oross [> 110 | 29.4 97 25.9 71 19.0 | 45 12.0 6 1.6 15 |40 |._3a | a0
a @ 110 29.4 102 27.3 74 19.8 42 11.2 S 1.3 12 3.2 29 7.8
@ L328_ | 172 |_s2.4 57 17,4 82 (_25.0 | 12 3.7 4 1,2 1 .
®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USG 3181 (h), Each reported delendant falls In bolh & GROSS and & NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeats from U.S, Kisgistrate declsions, Rule 20 transters out of district,
Hgure in the applicable time column. Howavee, the parson may iall within the GRGSS count of one time column and the NET of analher. For example, il 8 pratriat diversion dispositions, removals trom State courts end any petty otfenses procesded by Intormation,

delendani had a gross time (nterval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11,30 day GROSS time Interval, 1] the exclydsbile timie was 413ays, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 w 8} and the delendant would be shown in the 010 10 day NET time Interval.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1876 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A,

o o ®

mm

T o

-

5 NARonarﬁlnnlon-(H)(lHB) N

. Misc, pi

Examination or hasring for mental or physical
incapacity—{H)(1){A) .

L T R S R S )

State or fedaral trials on other charges—(H){1)(C) .

L S

. Intsiiocuvory appeals—(HM1)(D) . . . . . . .

fearings on pretrial motions—{H)(1}{E) .l. N

. Transfeis from other districts (per FRCP rules 29,

DR S T Y

21 & 40}, (HIIF) .

. Motion is actually under advisement.

(HIMGY . . v . 0 o s
dings: probation or parole r ion,

deportation, extradition. (H)}{1}. .

DR S

Prosecution deferred by mutual agresrment. {(H}(2)

. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essentiaf witness, (HM{3)(AMBY . . . . . . .

N. Period of meantal or physical incompetence of

0

V)
W.

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1874, are shown with reason for dalny below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appesls from U,S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

defendant to stand trisl, (H){4) . . .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(W . . ...
severance hes besn granted, (H)7) . . .

oo e

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

. Tima up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . .

Grand jury Indictment time extended 30 more
days. B} . . . ... ..

R SR S

. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){6) .

. Defendant ewaiting ll‘ll| of wdcfmdunt when no

.

R e A adaian st A adiinaciilhe Shagii b

TOTALS FOR

LOUISIANA
WESTERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L~ |

o
LI @

353

L 944

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME |______1© e Safla

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME‘ )®

LENGTH OF EXCLUDARLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) roTALS
(00 10days] 11021 | 22t042 | 431084 | 85t0120 | 121 +days) W

3 0 1 3 3 o ||, 1w |
0 0 0 0 o ff_° .
0 1 0 0 0 o ||, 1 |
0 0 0 0 0 o |, o
3 0 1 0 o | oo [, 4 |
0 0 2 0 0 o |} 2
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o |
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o
0 0 0 0 0 o |l, o
3 2 0 0 0 |
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o
0 0 0 0 0 o |, o
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o |
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o |
0 - 0 0 0 0 o || o .
1 0 1 0 0 o il 2
0 0 0 0 0 o || o

*%%interval ane: Arrest to Indictment; Intervel two: Indictment to Arraignment: Interval thres: Arralgnment to Trial.

oF nDu

.............

.............

.............

.............

.............

.............

.............

(’"INTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
1 7 | -2
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 4
1 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 5 1
0 0 0
o 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 0

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U,S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

IN
THERN,

DURING
JULY 1

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

1976 then JINE _30,..1977

INTERVALS-EVENTS—& 70 LIMITS(DAYS)) /" w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 .
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 ) ) \ Y )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 Oto 10d 111030 du 31160 d
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA w v 0 50 cays 61 10 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVAL~ * *DEFENDANTS REPORTED % NEPGRTED % nePoRTED | % neronten] % neronten| % el | % neroRTED | %
~
i L9 | [oross]> 4 | a4.4 3 33.3 2 22.2
@ % | 44.4 ry 23.3 1 11.1
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' @ L2 ) fonoss [ 23000
ARREST ), )
PRECEDED L9 foross [> 2 | 22,2 4 44.4 1 11.1 1 11.1 1 R
NET 3| "22.2 3 24.4 1 11.1 1 11.1 1 11.1
INDICTMENT
@Qg L9 ;fleness> 1 | 112 7 77.8 1 11.1
& NET -
7 { » 1 |11 7 77.8 1 1.1
@ L8 g 4 50.0 3 |o32.8 (o |_12.5
.
-~
@ L104 | [Grom > 89 | 85.6 11 10.6 2 1.9 2 1.9
2, NET P 90 | 86.5 13 12.5 1 1.0
WHERE @ (104 | [Ross > 8 |__7.7 24| 23.1 |_ 45 43,3 |_23 [ 224 1 1.0 2 1.9 1 1.0
NET
NDICTMENT =< 9 B.7 24 23.1 45 43.3 | 23 22.1 2 1.9 1 1.0
PRECEOED TAONT“:'S:L L1204 | [oRoss P> 3 2.9 17 16.3 44 42.3 | _31 |.20.8 | 2 | 1.9 3 2.9 4 1.8
NeT P 3 2.9 19 18.3 45 43.3 | 31 29.8 2 1.9 2 1.9 2 1.9
ARREST .
@ L87 29 33.3 46 52.9 8 9.2 3 . 1 1.1
-~
3 @ L 17 | [Gros > 3 17.6 8 47.1 a 17.8 1| _172.6..
ARRAIGNMENT NET 3 17.6 8 47.1 3 17.6 3 17.6
CCINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L1s 7 46.7 7 46,7 1 6.7
\_
1 L o |[eRosST>S 4 3 33 3 2. |_22.2
NET P4 [T44%a 3 23,4 1 11,1
TOTALS OF @ 113 | [Gross 1> a8 | _86.7 11 9,7 2 1.8 s | 1.8
ICEE _JET) 87.8 13 2. .
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 ° 1.5 1 ?
@ L130 ) > 10 7.7 31 23.8 54 41,5 |_27 20,8 4 f.3.1 | 13 2.3 1 8
NeT PpITL 8.5 31 23.8 54 415 | 27 20.8 3 2.3 3 2.3 1 .8
@g 1130 ) [oross > 4 3,1 20 15.4 52 40.0 |_ 41 31.5 5 3.8 4 3.1 a a1
£0) N Pp—a 3.1 27 16.9 53 40.8 | 41 31.5 5 3.8 3 2.3 2 1.5
@ L0 40 | 36.4 56 50.9 9 8.2 4 3.6 i 9
.

"NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each taported defenilant falls In both a GROSS and a NET
Hgure in ihe applicable tima column. Howaver, the person may falt within ihe GROSS taunt of one time column and the NET of anather. For example, il 3
delendant had a gross 1ime Inlerval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11.30 day GROSS lima inferval. tf the excludable time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 = §) and the dafendant would be ahown In the 010 10 day NET Hima inlerval,

Al s . Ma S o o dt——— - oM

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appuals from U.S, Magistrate: rlecislons, Rute 20 transfers ot of éhtrict,
pretrial diversion dispositions, 1emovsls from State courty and any petty oftenses proceeded by Information,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examinaticn or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—-(H){(1HA) . ,

o

. NARA examination—{H}{1}{B)

C. State or federal trials on other charges—{H}{1)(C) .
D

. Interlocutory appeals—(H}{1)(D) . . . . . .
E. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){(1}{E) . . . .
F. Transters from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
40 MHOKF . . L L L L L L L
G. Motion is actueiiy under advisement.
e . . . ...........
H. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition, (H}1). .

t.  Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H}(2)

M. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
essantial witnass, (HN3)(A}(B) .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
deferdant to stand trial, (H)(4) . . e e

0. Period of NARA or tr

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
(H)(6)

R. Defendant awaiting tria! of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted, (HN7). . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H}){8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea {i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B} . .

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

130 @ o%:\"

........

(H)(8) .

.....

*Parsgraph and subsection of 318 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1874, are shown with reason for defay bitow,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pratrial di

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD
Mﬁgﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁpl DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 125 (@) L 94:5_,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L7 1(®) L_5:4,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME @IQESSXQ&' DELAY
OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)
f0to10days] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 +days) ONE | TWO |THREE

0 0 0 0 0 0 e s e
0 0 G 0 0 0 n n n
o 0 0 0 0 0 l 0 Y 0 0 0 0
0 g 0 0 0 0 \ o 1. o 0 0 9
0. 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ) IR 9 ----- 0 0 0
o 0 0 0 0 ! \ ]S 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 LA B 0. 0 0 9
0 0 0 0 0 , L o 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 ' 0 N 0 _____ 0 0 0
- ; ) : N | N N
0 0 0 1 0 O ot of..125 o { ot 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 ' 0 N 0 _____ 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 b 0 _____ 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 S 0 0 0

| 0 0 0 0 0 0 . O |0 0 0 9
0 0 0 0 0 SN | IS DR A L U
0 1 0 0 0 0 . o) 1as 1 0 0

disp Is from State courts and any patty offenses pr d by infor

***interval one: Arrest to indictment: Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trisl,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS lL SIS s DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL MISSISSIPPI, SOUTHERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

e EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS
TR ETE T IR AT NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 w N w A 3 A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0 to 10 deys 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA !
GROUP INTERVAL~ * *DEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPSRTED % RecoRte | % neraaen] % % REPORTED % neroRteD | %
~ - - .
i 152 j |sress]> 7 13.5 14 26,9 26 50,0 3 5.8 2 3.8
9 17.3 15 28.8 23 44,2 3 5.8 2 3.8
WHERE . S s
52  [eros > 34 | _65.4 14 26.9 4 7.1
DEFENDANTS' @ [ veT 36 | T69.2 12| 231 4 7.7
ARREST v, .
PRECEDED L52 | 26 50.0 8 | 15,4 10 19.2 4 7.7 1 1.9 2 |28 |1 |_ 19
[N P26 50.0 8 15.4 11 21.2 4 7.7 1 1.9 2 3.8
INDICTMENT
@g L52 | [eross > 4 7.7 23 44.2 | 17 32.7 1 1.9 4 7.7 3 5.8
Y
@@ 1 1.9 5 3.6 23 46.2 |16 30.8 1 1.9 3 5.8 2 3.8
@ L %8 45 | 93.8 1 2.1 1 | 2.1 1 2,1
"@ L_79 , [moss]> 35 | s50.0 17 24.3 1| "1s.7 5 7.1 2 2.9
2 [ ner Pp 43 | 61.2 15 21.4 10 14.3 2 2.9
WHERE @ L7 18 25.7 10 14.3 15 21.4 15 21,4 2 2.9 [ 8.6 4 5.7
19| 27.1 11 15. 18 25. 12 . 2 . . .
INDICTMENT < 7 5.7 17.1 2.9 6 8.6 2 2.9
PRECEDED ARREST | 70 [Gross > 7 | 10.0 8 11.4 13 18.6 | 20 28.6 5 7.1 11 15.7 6 |_8.6
ARREST TO TRIAL | wev | Il 15.7 9 12.9 18 25,7 16 22.9 4 5.7 10 14.3 2 2.9
@ L_65 60 | 92.3 1 1.5 2 3.1 2 3.1
.
3 39 | [crosT» 8 20.5 5 12.8 11 28.2 11, 28,2 | 1 |__2.6 3 7.2
ARRAIGNMENT NET P 8 20.5 5 12.8 12 30.8 10 25.6 1 2.6 3 7.7
COINCIDED A'"‘E“
YO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L33 30 90.9 3 9,1
~
L 52 , [onoss 7 | 13.5 14 26.9 26 50.0 3 5.8 2 3.8
@ Enn_;k 9|7 17.3 15 28.8 23 34,2 3 5.8 2 3.8
TOTALS OF D @ Q122 Eum,:‘k 69 | _se.6 31 25.4 15 12,3 5 4,1 2 1.6
NET 64.8 27 22.1 14 11.5 2 1.6
GROUPS 1,2, &3
@ wos 1S 52 | 32.3 23 | 14,3 | 36 | 22.4| 30 { 186 a 25 |11 | _e.8-—5 | 3.1
WET 32.9 24 14.9 41 25.5 | 26 16.1 4 2.5 11 6.8 2 1.2
@Q Q161 9.3 17 10.6 47 29.2 | a8 29.8 ) 4.3 18|12 (9 | sg
@ e 12.4 19 1.8 54 33.5 | 42 26.1 6 3.7 16 9.9 4 2.5
@ 1146 | 135 |_92.5 5 3.4 3 2.1 2 1.4 1 .7
\.
nd **"DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeels fi U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rul 20! 'svl t of district,
e e aoaaoi s S Howornt a par ey i e GHOSS Sour o ana i sotyrs and e HET o snothar. For sxambre, I pretela diversion clapositions, femoves from Stars couits nd aey petey Offerses pracseded by Inforration.

defencant had & gross time interval of 12 days, he would be shawn In the 11.30 day GROSS time intecval, t ihe excludabie time wae 4 days, the NET lime
would be § days (12-4 = 8} and the defendant would be shonyn [n (he 010 10 day NET time Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 |

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A, Exsmination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H}1HA) . . . . . .

8. NARA 0)(!@!\!“90-(“)“)(8) ....... .

State or federal trials on other charges—(H){1HC) . .

= 1]

. Interlocutory sppeals—{H{)(D} . . . . . . .

m

. Hearings on pratrial motions—(HM1ME) . . .
., Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
21&40). (HIAMFY . . . . . . . . ..
G, Motion is actually under advisemsnt.
HGe . . ..o L ..
H. Misc. proceediings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H){1). . ., . . . . .

m

...... .

1. Prosecution deferred by mutual ayreement. (H){2)

M. Unavailability (includas fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (H)3MAMB) . . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendanttostand trial, (H)4) . . . . ., . , .

0. Period of NARA commitment or tr (H)M{(5) .

TOTALS FOR
MISSISSIPPI
RN

e

“*TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

(2}
161 @ oF

126 78.3

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L A8
35 21.7

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L 1(©) L.4L-7

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

0 to 10 days

TMto21

22 to 42

43t0 84

85 to 120

121 + days

2
0
0
0

13

1

= o |lojo |o|lo || (e |©

10

P, Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)(6) .

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
saverance has been granted, (H{7). . . .

T. Continuances granted in th: ends of justice. {H)(8)
, Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

u
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. B} . . . . .. ...,

o o | o |o

w

o |~ O (0 o |o |2 |o

0

o o irm |lololjlo jo|l» |Jloljlo | |ojo |o | |

o o | jojojo |oj~ |lojo |l v o | |o (o ©

olo|ljlojo|lo|lcljlo|l=ilojolo (Ol |l |O | |O

olclo|lojo|lojoftw]|]olojo |#iIo | |jo | |

O | o0ojw ||l |o|©o

t

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delsy below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvaniles, Appesls from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial di

®**Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; [nterval thres: Arraignment to Trial,

1

©
o5

OF D"

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE TWO [THREE

0 1 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 3 10
3 1 0
2 0 5
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 7 3
0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 5 4

0 0 0

0 0 0

is from State courts ard any patty offenses proceeded by information.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

IN
[ TEXAS, NORTHERN

DURING

JULY 1, 1976 thru

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

MTERVALS-EVENTS-& 70 LIMITS{DAYS) 4 ‘
1 ARREST YO INDICTMENT--30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT=10 | ¢ ) W ) A N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 € to 10d 11 to 30 d; 31 to 60 days
4+ CONVICTICN TO SENTENCENA ays ays ay 61 to 100 deys 100 to 120 deys 121 to 180 days 181 days & cver
GROUP *“DEFENDANTS REPORTED % nePEhteo % REPGRTED % neromrenl % % AEPORTED % neronreo | %
-
' 147 gy [eross]> 48 | 32,7 | e |_46.3 | 27 | 18.4 |__3 |_ 2.0 | 1 )
WHERE [N P40 | 33,3 69 46.9 27 18.4 2 1.4
k]
" 1 147 | jGROSS > 121 82,3 20 13.6 6 4.1
DEFENDANTS @ 132 | 89.8 12 8.2 3 2.0
ARREST <
PRECEDED 147 | [cRoss [> 88 [ 59.9 25 17.0 17 11.6 5 3.4 6 4.1 6 4.1
NET 90 |761.2 27 i8.4 16 16.9 9 6.1 3 1.4 3 2.0
INDICTMENT
@,g 147 ; foRoss [> 18 [ _12.2 45 30.6 42 28,6 | 25 17.0 6 4,1 10 6.8 |
a&@ NET 19 |[T12.9 a7 32,0 46 31,3 | 25 17.0 5 3.4 5 3.4
L@ 139 23 16,5 84 |._60.,4. .26 [ _18.7 4 2,9 1 7 1 7
~
{__466 ) [onoss |> 373 | 80.0 78 16.7 13 2.8 2 4
2 [weT P 411 ) 788.2 48 10.3 ] 1.5
WHERE @ |.466 | [GRoss > 253 [ 54.3 66 i4.2 78 16.7 | _31 6.7 11 2.4 18 3,9 9 |19
NET 4
INDICTMENT ﬁ 260 | 55.8 69 14.8 92 19.7 ; 30 6.4 3 .6 12 2.6
PRECEDED ARREST | 466, [ehoss [> 200 | 42.9 78 16.7 90 19,3 | _53 11.4 15 3,2 19 i1 |_2.4
ARREST TO TRIAL [_NeT B» 218 46.8 73 15.7 105 22.5 49 10.5 9 1.9 2 2.6
@ L_445 | 59 | 13,3 303 68.1 | .66 14.8 6 1.3 8 |__1.,8 2 .4 1 2
.
3. @ L 112 | [oRos 63 | 56.3 15 13.4 12 10.7 5 4,5 6 5.4 7 6.3 |__4 | 3.6
ARRAIGNMENT NET 65 | 58.0 16 14.3 13 11.6 | 10 8.9 7 6.3 1 .9
COINGIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L_105 | 25 | 23.8 53 I 50.5 23 21.9 1 1.0 1 1.9 2 |_1.9
-
. 147 ( [GRess > 48 | 32.7 68 46.3 27 18.4 3 2.0 1 .7
NET 39 |733.3 69 46.9 27 18.4 2 1.4
TOTALS OF . . .
) L8613 [aRos T 494 | 80.6 98 16.0 19 3.1 2 .3
543 | 88.6 60 9.8 10 1.6
GROUPS 1, 2,&3
@ L_725 4 404 55,7 106 14.6 | _ 107 14,8 | 4l 5.7 23 3.2 31 |43 |13 [ 1.8
415 57.2 112 15.4 121 16.7 49 6.8 12 1.7 16 2.2
@3 L_725 4 282 38.9 | 137 |_18.0( 144 | 19,9 s ( 316 | 27 | 3.9 [ 36 | s 15 [ 2.1
«@ 301 | 41.5 136 18.8 | 164 22.6 | 85 11.7 21 2.9 18 2.5
@ L_689 | ©o07 15.5 440 63,9 115 16.7 1 1.6 9 1.3 3 |4 4 &
-

INETY MEANS GAOSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3%681(h). Egch reported defendant faifs in botli a GROSS and & NET
tigure in the applicable time column, However, the person may fall within the GROSS coun of one time column snd the NET of another, For example, if
dafendani had a gross {ime interval of 12 days, he woutd be shown In the 11.30 day GROSS time Interval. if the exciudabla time was 4 days, lhe NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and the defendant would ba shown in the'0 1o 10 day NET time intervat,

**DEFENDANT FIGUAES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.5, Magittrate decisions, Rule 20 trantfers out of district,

pretriat diversian dispositions, removals from State courts and eny petty offenses proceeded by information,

i o e e o e e o ok e

RPN SR
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SPEEDY TR!AL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A

T 0o »nm o p

;.—

T.

v,
W,

. NARA examination—-(H)}{1}{B} . . .

Examination of hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(HM1tA) . . . . . . . . ...

State or federal trials on other charges—-{H){1)(C) .
Interlocutory appeals—(H)(1WD) . . . . . . .

Hearings on pratrisl motions—(H)(1ME) . . . . .

Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
29 &40 (HINF) . . . .

. Motion is actuslly under advisement.

HWHe . . ... .

. Misc. proceeding:z: pvobltion or porolo mou(ion,

deportation, ex‘sedition. (M)(1). . . . . . . .

Prosecution daferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)
Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H)3WANMB) . . . . . . . .

., Period of mental or physical incompetsnce of

defendanttostand trial. (H)4) . . . . . . .

. Pariod of NARA commitment or treatment. (H}{5) .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
{HHe) .

...............

. Defendant awaiting tris| of co-defendant when no

severance hasbeengranted, (HX(7) . . . . . . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B) . . . . . ...

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L7285 (@ SFAn
NO%SRN DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L. 391 (@) . 81.5,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiME L 134 @) L 185,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME
e
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) S,
ﬁto 10days| 11to 21 22to 42 4310 84 85 to0 120 | 121 +m
2 1 3 1 L | PO 79 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 LN 0.
0 0 0 0 0 2 2 ... 1.2 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ... o....
11 1 0 0 0 2 Mo 8.5.....
0 0 0 0 0 0 O ...
13 6 12 1 2 0 SARNTS B
0 0 0 0 0 0 LY B 0.
2 3 4 0 0 3 ) L
5 3 0 1 0 3 20 735
4 0 0 0 0 1 Y B 30_...
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
0 1 1 0 0 0 2 ... L2 .
0 0 0 0 0 1 t o] 0:6 ...
26 8 20 9 0 2 6 L 1..39%:4
0 0 2 1 0 1 ATE 2.4 .
0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0.6

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 UST 3161, Speedy Trisl Act of 1874, are lhown wl\h reeson for delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appesls from U,S, A
**%Intervel one: Arrest to indictment; interval two: Indictment to Arralgnment; Ivmrvnl three: Arraignment to Trial,

Rule 20

out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any patty off

4

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

pr

EXCLLUDABLE DELAY
CCCURRED
ONE TWO [THREE

2 1 10
0 0 0

0 0 2

0 0 0

0 1 13
0 0 0
1 1 32
0 0 0
1 6 5
0 7 5
1 2 2
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 1
0 36 29
0 3 1
1 0 0

by infor

Prwpared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS l IN DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL TEXAS, EASTERN JuLy 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
e VeI T TS BAYe) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT~30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 N 7 h A A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0to 10d 1Mt 30d 3 1
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGERNA nys ays 1 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP < ;NTERVA? **DEFENDANTS REPORTED % nePGRTED % nePSRTED | % nevoateo] % neroRTED| % neroRTED % nevoRTED | %
| @ 133 jjeross[> s | 15,2 11 |._33.3 12 | _36.4 (5 |[_15.2 |
WHERE 6 18.2 11 33.3 11 33.3 5 15.2
DEFENDANTS' L 33 | [cross > 20 60.6 7 21.2 3 9.1 2 6,1 1 3,0
i NET P31 | 63.6 8 24,2 3 9.1 1 3.0
‘ 33 [noss [> 18 | 54.5 6 18.2 2 6.1 2 6.1 1 9,1
PRECEDED @ L33 . . . , . 1 3.0 3
. [ Ve P 18 | 54.5 7 21.2 r 12. 2 N
INDICTMENT ® = 5.0 s t 8- 2 8.1
S . 15.2 9 27.3 5 15.2 5 15.2 5 15.2 3
& 1 ] . . —9.1.
O NET T 3.0 7 31.2 11 33.3 3 18.2 3 12.1 3 9.1 1 3.0
@ 30 17 56.7 10 33.3 |3 |[._1l0.0
.
(‘
@ (118 ; [omoss 76 64.4 31 _1_26,3_ 4 3.4 2 1.7 4 3.4 1 8.
2, NET 87 | 73.7 26 22.0 4 3.4 1 .8
WHERE @ L118 4 [Gross T> 33 | 28.0 8 6.8 28 23,7 8 5,0 |18 |._22.7 |_ 8 15.13 10 8.5
INDICTMENT < Cner B 38 | 32.2 11 9.3 29 24.6 10 8.5 14 11.9 14 11.9 2 1.7
PRECEDED 7?1“:& 118 [Gross [> 15 | 12.7 13 11.0 27 22,9 | 16 13,6 12 (. 10.2 | 20 | 16.9 |_1s 12.72
ARREST NET 24 |720.3 14 11.9 30 25.4 | 15 12.7 17 14.4 12 0.2 6 5.1
@ L3 71 68.9 22 21.4 8 7.8 2 1.9
.
3 [Gross [> 17 70.8 5 20.8 2 8.3
ARRAIGNMENT - 17 | 70.8 5 20.8 2 8.3
COINCIDED TQ’“T":&TL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE . @ ! 24 22 91.7 1 4.2 1 4.2
.
@ [Grass > 5 15.2 11 33,3 12 36,4 |5 | 15.2
| NeT | 18.2 11 33.3 11 33.3 5 15.2
TOTALS OF ! I ; 63.6 g 25,2 7 4.6 4 2.6 1 .7 4 | 2.6 |1 |1
_ 71.5 33 22.5 7 4.6 2 1.3
GROUPS 1, 2, &3
@ L1 ;. 68 38.9 14 8.0 35 20.0 8 4.6 18 10,3 |19 | 109 |13 | _2.4.
ner 73 |T41.7 18 10.3 38 21.7 | 12 6.9 16 9.1 16 9.1 2 1.1
O§ (175 33 | 18.9 18 10.3 41 23,4 |_21 | 12,0 |19 | _10.8 | 25 14.3 18 10.3
. @ NET W 42 | 24.0 21 2.0 46 26.3 | 21 12.0 23 13.1 15 8.6 7 4.0
L@ L1574 110 | 70.1 33 21.0 11 7.0 3 1,9

®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h), Each reported defendant faNs in bolh a GROSS and a NET
tigure in {he applicabls time column, Howevaer, tha perach may tall within ihe GROSS count of one time column and the NET of another. For example, If &
delendant had a grase time Interval of 12 days, he would be shawn in the 11.30 day GROSS time inlerval, tf the excludable time was 4 days, the NET time

would be 8 dayl {12.4 % 8) and the defendant wouid be shown In the 0 ta 10 day NET tima Interval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvaniles, Appesls from U.S. Magisirate decisions, Ruls 20 transtars out of district,
pratrial diversion disposltions, removals from State courts and any petty offensar proceeded by information,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[Ouring July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapecity—(H{IMA) . . . . . . . . .,

B. NARA exsmination—-{H}{1)B) . . . . . . .

C. State or federsl trisls on other chargm—{H)}(1H{C) .

D. Interlocutory sppssls—(H}I}D) . . . . . .

E. Heerings on pretrial motiom—(H)(1ME} , . . .

V)
W.

Trarafers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20.
20840, HUIUFY . . . . . .

s e

. Mation is sctusily under sdvissment,

HiIG . . ... .. .
Misc. procesdings: pmb-tionorpuohmoat
deportation, extradition. (H)M1). . . . .

Prosscution deferred by mutus! zgresment. (H)(2)
Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
essantisl witness, (H)(a)(A)(B) Vo

.

L T ST

., Perlod of mental or physical incompetence of

defendenttostand trisl. (HM#) . . . . . . . .

Period of NARA commitment or trsatment. (H)(5) .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(Hie)
Defendant swaiting trial of eo-dofwmt whon no

mverance hasbeengrented. (HM7) . . . . . . .,

Continuances granted in the ends of justics. (H)(8)

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 mors
days. (B) .

and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, sre shown with resson for delsy betow,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: melln, Appaals 'mm U.S. Megi decisk
***intervel one: Arvest to indictment; Intervel two: b 1

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea li) . . . . .

to A

TOTALS FOR

TEXAS
EASTERN

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

[+]
IS @ S

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXctubaBLe Time L 136 ,@) L 77.7,,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiME L__39 1©) w223,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

(0t 10days| 151021

1 three: A

to Trial

221042 431084 | 86510 120 | 121 +days

0 1 1 2 2 2

0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0o,
6 0 1 1 1 1 L0,
0 0 0 0 0 1 L 1
1 0 0 0 0 0 L |
0 0 1 2 0 0 N 3
5 2 2 0 1 » 0 w10
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0o
1 0 1 0 2 3 L 7,
0 3 0 1 0 1 . 5
0 0 0 0 0 1 L 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 \ 0,
0 0 0 0 0 1 L |
0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0o,
0 1 0 1 G 5 R 7
0 0 1 0 0 0 N 1
0 0 4 0 0 0 R 0

, Rule 20 out of district, pretrial di disp is from State courts and any petty

.............

-------------

-------------

.............

’r Y

“*INTERVAL IN WHICH

(

XCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
1 3 4
0 0 0
0 5 5
0 0 i
0 0 1
0 3 0
0 4 6
0 0 0
0 1 6
0 5 0
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
1] 0
0 0 7
0 0 1
0 0 0

s

e

Prepared by: Administrative Oftice of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS |m DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL TEXAS, SOUTHERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
e p————" NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 h \ A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TC TRIAL—60 Oto 10d 11 t0 30 d, 31 to 60 davs . 3
2 CONVICTION TO SENTENGENA ays ays v 6110 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 day: & over
GROUP ©-DEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPOATED % neroRtED | % neroRTED] % AEroRTED| % nar%:'}sso % ReroRTED | %
> ~- ~p .
| L1188 | [eross[> 287 | _24.2 467 39,3 |_207 17,4 | 77 6.5 20 1.7 {22 (2.3 |.103 | a7
WHERE P 307 | 25.8 465 39.1 | 201 16.9 | 73 6.1 18 1.5 25 2.1 99 8.3
. L1188 | [omoss > 804 | 67.7 259 21.8 77 6.5 34 2.9 5 .4 6 .5 3 3
::ZEE’::A"TS J @ 859 (T72.3 | 242 | 20.4 | 74 6.2 | 11 .9 1 1 1 )
PRECEDED 1188 .598 | 50.3 | 101 8.5 |_141 | _11.0 | 104 ( 8,8 | 42 | 3.5 | 322 | 303 |80 |_ 6.7
INDICTMENT NET 635 | 53.5 104 8.8 153 12.9 | 141 11.9 47 4,0 87 7.3 21 1.8
@@ 1188 | [omoss [> 103 | 8.7 249 21.0 | _223 18,8 | 221 " | 18,6 61 5.1 86 | 7.2 |_ 285 [ 206
&“@ NET 106 8.9 276 23.2 254 21.4 | 200 16.8 61 5.1 98 8.2 193 16.2
@ L1073 j 542 | 50.5 145 13,6 |_343 [_32.9 |_31 2.9 4 4 1 1 & 8
-
r
L 510 i [cross I> 230 | 45.1 117 22,9 62 12,2 57 ~11l.2 () 1.2 S 1.0 33 _|._Aa.5.
2, LNt Bp 284 | 55,7 121 23.7 60 11.8 34 6.7 2 .4 9 1.8
WHERE O 520 4 ;Gnogss > _196 | 38,4 40 7.8 57 11.2 (_78 15.3 39 7.6 59 116 .41 [ 8.0
NET 21 42, 49 . . . . 20
.~ INDICTMENT < [__NET | 5 2.2 9.6 61 12.0 { 80 15.7 41 8.0 44 8.6 3.9
PRECEDED T%n:;irt L | [oRoss [> 45 5.8 49 9.6 91 17.8 {_118 23.1 43 8.4 72 14,1 92 (_1s.0.
AFREST NET 78 15.3 64 12.5 115 22.5 | 106 20.8 36 7.1 68 13.3 43 8.4
@ {374 | 128 | 34.2 73 19.5 (_138 36.9 | _20 5.3 | 7 1.9 a .8 5 1.3
.
L_50 | [eross > 34 68.0 1 2,0 5 10,0 3 6.0 7|40
ARRAIGNMENT NET P 34 68.0 1 2.0 5 10.0 3 6.0 7 14.0
COINCIDED A"REST
TO TRIAL .
WITH FIRST .
APPEARANCE @ 43 | 17 | 39.5 14 32.6 11 25.6 1 2.3
- .
@ 1188 _y [GROSSTS 287 | 24.2 | 467 | 39,3 |_207 | 317.4 | 97 |_ 6.5 20 1.7 27 |23 | _103_|_g o9
307 | 25.8 465 39.1 | 201 16.9 | 73 6.1 18 1.5 25 2.1 99 8.3
TOTALS OF L1698 | [cross [> 1034 |_60.9 376 22.1 139 8.2 91 5.4 11 .6 11 6 |36 | 2.0
1143 | 67.3 363 21.4 134 7.9 45 2.7 1 .1 3 .2 9 .5
GROUPS 1, 2, &3
@ L1748 | 828 |_47.4 142 8.1 | _203 11,8 | 185 10.8 a1 4.6 181 | 104 |_128 |23
884 | 50.6 154 8.8 219 12.5 | 224 12.8 88 5.0 131 7.5 48 2.7
@Q 1748 | [Gross [> 180 | 10,3 300 17.2 |_318 18.2 | 343 19.6 | 105 6.0 |_158 9,0 (344 | 19.7
@ Ner Pp 216 | 13,4 342 19.6 | 374 21.4 | 309 | 17.7 98 5.6 | 166 9.5 243 | 13.9
@ 1490 687 | 46.1 233 15.6 492 33.0 | s1 3.4 11 .7 4 .3 12 .8
N
®NET MEANS GROSS JAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 38 USC 3t83(n), Each upovl-d defendant {alls in beth & GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvsniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decislons, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure in ths appiicable time column, However, 1he parson may lalt within the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of anoihar. For exsmple, il a pretrial divention dispositions, removals from State coutts and any patty offenses procesded by Information,

defendant had s gross time Inlerval of 12 days, he would ba shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time Interval. If the excludable tims was 4 days, the NET time
would be B days [12-4 = B} and the dsfandant would be shown In the O lo s0day NET time interva).
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

['During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

incapacity—(H{1)(A) . . . . . . . . ...

B. NARA examination—(HM1}{B) . . . . . . . .

C. State or federal trials on other charges—(H)(1)(C) .
D,

. Interlocutory appeals—(H)(1)(D)

E. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){1}{E) ., . . . .

F. Transfers from othev districts {pec FRCP rules 20,

2040 (HUFA) . . . . . 0oL,

G, Motion is actually under advisement.
HHe . ., .,
H. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H){(1). . . . . . . .

I.  Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. {H)(2)
M, Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness. (H)3MAMB) . . . . . . . .

N. Period of menta! or physical incompstence of

defondantto stand trial. (HI{4) , . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or trestment. {H){5) .
[3

. Supersading indictment and/or new charges,
{H)(6)
R. Deféndant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance hss beengranted, (HW7) . . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

u.
W. Grand jury indi
days. (B)

tims extended 30 more

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below.

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

TOTALS FOR

TEXAS
SOUTHERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME t

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

121 + days )

1,748 5
g .@ OF “A"

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 1,304 () L 74.6_,

444 ,© L.25.4 ,

...........

................

Oto10days| 111021 | 22t042 | 43to84 | 85t0 120
0 1 0 1 1 0 3
0 0 0 1 0 0 1
1 0 1 1 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 0 6 6
12 0 4 3 2 0 21
1 3 2 1 0 1 8
1 0 4 1 1 0 7
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
19 14 42 77 57 30 239
22 15 17 17 9 38 118
0 1 1 4 3 3 12
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 4 5 25 2 0 50
0 2 0 0 1 2 5
0 9 4 2 3 4 22
0 0 0 1 0 1 2
2 2 3 0 0 0 7

o5

oF "D"

( ***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE TWO |THREE

0 2 1
0 0 1
0 2 1
9 5 1
0 6 15
2 2 4
0 1 6
Q 0 0
5 55 179

11 73 34
0 4 8
0 0 0

15 29 6
0 0 5
0 3 19
0 1 1
7 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from .S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceaded by information,
***Interval one: Arrest tg Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignmant to Trial,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS ’.N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL TEXAS, WESTERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

ATERVALLEVENTS S To LTS AT NUIBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS -\

1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 X [

2 INDIGTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 3 W A h ) A

3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 3110 60 d, 3

4 CONVICTION T0 SENTENGE A ay! ay:! ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVALS” **DEFENDANTS REPORTED DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEFS ey Ders

h -~ ~ % REPORTED % REPORTED | % aeronten| % REPORTED % AEPORTED % REPORTED | %
[ 1638 | [cross 1> 119 |_18.7 210 2 28,1194 | _14.7 | 17 2.7 12 1.9 7 1.
WHERE @ 127 |"19.9 2127 ["33.2 179 |~2801 | “86 13.5 |15 2.4 13 2.0 | 6 .9
, 638 | fomoss [> 508 | 79.6 12,7 30 4.7 | _18 2.8
DE TS L J 8l . 1 2
FENDAN @ 532 |"83.4 74 | 11.6 20 3.1 | 1% 1.7 1 2
ARREST =< )
meceoeo | () LS Rl ser s e | des | e lee a0 | e | dalos|aae e |oa
INDICTMENT . . . 8.2 11 1.7 19 3.0 10 1.6
@Q?o_ L 638 | 43| 6.7 61 9.6 161 | 25,2 | 191 29,9 67 10.5 74 11.6 41 6.4
A 43 6.7 77 12.1 201 31.5 | 167 26.2 48 7.5 67 10.5 35 5.5
@ L 511 | 90 | 17.6 216 | 42.3 135 26.4 | 57 11,2 6 P 1,2 2 .4 5 1.0
f@ 1263 | [oross [> 166 | 63.1 66 25.1 17 6.5 5 1.9
. . . . i 4 |8 3.0
2, :nn!;‘rai‘ T69.6 63 |7 24.0 11 4.2 3 1.1 1 4|72 .8
WHERE @ L_263 | fomoss I> 93] 35.4 41 15.6 40 15.2 47 i7.9 8 3,0 12 4.6 22 8.4
112 . . .
INDICTMENT _4 Crer 32.6 35 13.3 39 |7 14.8 | 45 17.1 10 3.8 16 6.1 6 2.3
PRECEDED ARREST | 263 | [onoss > 51 | 19.4 43 16.3 61 | 23.2 50 19.0 6 2,3 22 8.4 10 114
TO TRIAL NET 64 | 24.3 49 18.6 55 20.9 | 48 18.3 8 3.0 27 10.3 12 4.6
ARREST ' : . .
@ L 203 37 |.18.2 97 | 47.8 51 | _25.1 13 6.4 3 1.5 2 1.0
\

3 @ L 171 ) Gros > 133 | 77.8 7 4.1 13 7.6 1 4.1 3 1.8 6 3,5 2 1.2
ARRAIGNMENT NET 133§ 77.8 7 4.1 13 7.6 9 5.3 2 1.2 5 2.9 2 1.2
COINCIDED r%“::nfu
WITH FIRST .

APPEARANCE @ L 159 115 | 72,3 29 18.2 12 7.5 3 1.9
\
~
@ 638 | [GRoss [>_ 119 | _18.7 210 32.9 179 |_28.1 [_ 94 14,7 17 |..2.2 2. J_ 1.9 |2 . )11
‘ NET 127 (" 19.9 212 33.2 179 | 28.1 | 86 13.5 15 2.4 13 2.0 6 .9
TOTALS OF @ L_901 | [onoss > 674 | 74.8 147 16.3 47 5.2 23 2.6 1 1 a 1.0
NET
GROUPS 1, 2,83 715 | 79.4 137 15.2 31 3.4 14 . 1.6 1 .1 3 .3
@ L1072 | [oross T> 528 | 49.3 141 13.2 179 16.7 [ 118 11.0 20 1.9 43 4.0 43 4.0
NET PP G04 | 56.3 109 10.2 172 16.0 | 106 9.9 23 2.1 40 3.7 18 1.7
®§° L1072 GROSS 227 |_21.2 110 23.1 26 7.1 102 9.5 73 6.8
() 240 | 22.4 132 (123 270 | 25.2 | 224 20.9 58 5.4 99 9.2 49 4.6
t@ L 873 242 | 27.7. 342 | 39.2 198 | 22,7 | 73 8.4 6 2 5 5 2 s

LNET MEANS GHOSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161h). Each reporlad defandant talis In both a GROSS and a NET

figute in the applicable tims column, Howevsr, tha person may {all within the GROSS counl of ons time column and the NET of anather. For example, it a
defendant had a gross lime Inicrval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time interval, t ihe exciudabie time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (12.4 = 8) and the dafendant would be ahown in the 0 Lo 10 day NEY time Interval,

**DEFENDANT EIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rute 20 transfers cut of district,

pretrisl diversion dispcritions, removals from Stete courts and any petty olfantes proceeded by information.
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**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR
INCIDENCE OF AND WESTRRN

REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 |

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

REPORTED DURING PERIOD

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

:Ji:\ga’s?sNUSC 3161 Oto 10days| 11to 21 22 0 42 43t0 84 85 to 120 | 121 -HQ

A iAo L s 1 5 6 0 1 16
B, NARA examination—{HN1)(B) . . . . . . ' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C. State or fedetal trials on other charges—(H}1)(C) , . 3 0 0 0 0 1 4
D. interlocutory appeals—~(HI(1HD} . . . . . . . G 0 [ 0 0 3 3
E. Haarings on pretrisl motions—(H}IME) . . . . . 44 0 0 2 0 0 46
Y e AN T 0 0 0 0 0 2
S Mt e—— 2 1 17 1 1 1 57
" caporadon, seudon, G e Lo 0 0 0 0 0 0
I.  Prosecution deferred by mutual agresment, (H)}2) . 0 0 0 1 1 4 6
" vl witnss, (AE) © 11 3 8 3 1 9 35
M Cetndant v o 1 0 1 0 0 0 2
0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)}(5) . 0 Y 0 0 0 Y 0
B O e IS IR 'S NP RS R |
" svrancs e bon e, T e 1 0 1 0 1 1 ]
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, {H){8) 4 6 1 5 1 2 19
U, Time up towithdrawal of guitey plea i) . . . . . 22 21 36 12 5 2 98
Y e e me s s 0 2 1 2 0 0 5

“*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Tris! Act of 1974, are mown wlth ressan fur delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appesls from U,S, A RAule 20 out of district, pretrial di

di

***Interval one: Arrast to Indictment; interval two: Indictment to Artaignment; “Interval three: Arraignment to Trial.

1,072 75
1 @ Fw
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 823 (@) . .78.8_,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L 249, ®) « 23:2,

©

e

OF “p"

.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............

( ***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE TWO [THREE
K] A 6
Q 0 Q .
0 1 3
(4] 0 3
1 2 43
1 1 0
1 1 55
0 0 0
0 9 6
1 24 10
0 0 2
0 0 0
0 1 4
0 0 4
4 6 13
Q 22 76
4 0 1

Is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts




SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS "
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

DURING

CANAL ZONE JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

ZIT ~ 11

TERVALS EVENTS & 7o UMITSIDAYSY, 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS
} ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 \ ™ A N N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0t 104 304 3
4 CONVIGTION TO SENTENGELNA ays 11 to 30 days 1 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to.120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days 8 over
GROUP :NTERVA “‘DEFENDANTS REPO“T‘m', % REPORTED % neSERTeD | % neronTen] % AEPOYTED % AERONTED % neroRTen | %
i @ L2714 20 7.3 227 82.8 | 23 8.4 2 ) 2 7
NET 20 .3 . .
WHERE 7 227 82.8 | 23 8.4 2 .7 2 .7
DEFENDANTS' @ 1274 [eRoss > 208 | 5.9 48 17 6.2 1 4
ARREST _J [N 208 | 75,9 48 17.5 | 17 6.2 1 .4 .
274 [Gross [> 211 77.0 43 15.7 14 5.1
PRECEDED @ 1274 . . . 5 1.8 1 .4
211 | 77.0 43 .
NOICTIENT @ o < 15.7 | 14 5,1 5 1.8 1 .4
S | 4.0 | __j22 44.5 | 106 38 25 9.1 4 1.5
& Jaross ] - 38,7 6 _|2.2 —_
O] B 11| 4.0 122 44.5 | 106 8.7 | 25 9.1 4 1.5 6 2.2
L@ L 241 © 189 | 0.1 51 21.2 |_19 2.9 1 1 4
/‘
@ L17 | GresT> 6 | 35.3 8 47.1 2 11.8 1 5.9
2 verPp 6 | 35.3 8 47.1 2 11.8 1 5.9
WHERE @ (17 | [@osT> 9 (_s2.9 6 | 3s3i__2 | 1.8
N
INDICTMENT £ 9 | 52,9 3 35.3 2 11.8
PRECEDED ARREST | 17 | f[oeoss T3 5 29,4 6| 35,3t 5 | 204 1_{._sa —
TO TRIAL NET 5 29.4 6 35.3 5 29.4
ARREST . . . 1 5.9
@ L 16 12 | 75.0 4 25.0
3 @ | N
ARRAIGNMENT NET
COINCIDED v?:“:::i?«.
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 1 ]
-
-~ !
@ L274 | _&_ 2.3 |=227 \_ @28 23 ) ma| > ) 2 2
NET 20 7.3 227 82.8 23 8.4 2 .7 2 W7
TOTALS OF < @ (291 214 73.5 56 19,2 19 6.5 2 L
[ ner Pp 214 | 773.5 56 19.2 | 19 6. .
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 > : !
201 Gross I> 220 | 75.6 49 16.8 | 16 5.5 5 1.7 1 .3
@ e Rer Pp 220 |"75.6 79 16.8 | "16 5.5 5 1.7 1 .3
®§~° 1201 11 3.8 | 127 43.6 112 | s8.5 [ 30 | 103 |4 2.4 2 |_%.4_
s @ NET P11 3.8 | 127 43,6 | 112 8.5 | 30 10.3 4 1.4 7 2.4
@ L2574 181 70.4 55 21.4 19 7.4 1 5 N PR SN DY 2
-

#NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Egch raported defendant lalls in bolh a GROSS and & NET

Higure In the applicable lima column, However, the parson may fall wihin the GROSS count al one Hime column and the NET of anathar. For axample, if a
datendant had & gross lime interval of 12 days, he whuld b shown In the 11.30 day GROSS time inlervat. If the excludabie time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8days (12.4 = 8) and the defendant would ba shown in the 010 10 day NET time inlerval.

protejof diversion dispositions, removsis from Stete courts snd any patty offenses proceeded by information,

“*DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INGLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals trom U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transters out of district,
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**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS 29 &
SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD \_.__1_.___1® OF A",

INCIDENCE OF AND CL DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME n_._____:291 L _IQ(L.:_:
REASONS FOR DELAY DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1 1@ bmai (

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLY T (—‘)@ o

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 e OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) OF "0

:J?::rs%Nuscmm f0to10dms] 11021 | 221042 | 431088 | 8510120 | 121+ days ONE | TWO |THREE
R capeciyo A oo 0 0 0 0 0 L | L ool ol o
B. NARA exsmination—{H{1)}(B) . . . . , . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 \ ¢ S N 0 Q Q
C. State or federsl trials on ather chacges~(HI(NC) . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 W% }....... ...l ¢ 0 g
D. Interlocutory appeals—{H}{1}D) . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 N T 0 0 0
E. Hearings on pretrisl motions—(H)(1(E) . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 A WO 0 0 0
BT, IR P ERCPn3, 0 0 0 0 0 LN | PRI SO B o | ol o
& g om0 0 0 0 0 0O |l ° ..o fof of ¢
P epanion exeaaion. "?S;?.';"".’".'" wonon, 0 0 0 0 0 0 {0 ..o o | o | o
I, Prosecution deferred by mutual agresment, (H)(2) . 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 LA WO 0 0 0
" et witnet, (0B e o 0 0 0 0 0 Mo ® Jf.obol ol o
" Gatendant o and i, A 0 0 0 0 0 o e ool ol o
0. Period of NARA commitment or trestment. (HNE) . ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 LS B 0 0 0
" e dlornewetems L0 0 0 0 0 o JJ_ 0 Joal el of o
" eruncs b baon wanted, T e 0 0 0 0 0- 0 N2 | o o | o a
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justic. (H)(8) . 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 ALY DU S 0 0 0
U. Timeup to withdrawal of gullty plea {} . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 LY PO S N 0 0
" o oy e sndedomen - L0 0 0 o 0 o o oo lof of o
S<DEFENDANT FIGURES DONOT INCLUDES Mvarion Ampaan o e e Y . tors outof diict, pretlal diverson dsposit I rom State courta and any ety otfenses proceeded by I

**“Interval one: Asrent to Indictment; Interval two: indictment to Arralgnmant; Intervel thres: Arraignment to Trial, Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

"~ DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK T BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL L KENTUCKY, EASTERN l JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

TERV AL EVENTE S ToLMITS DAYS) 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
1t ARREST TO INDICTMENT-3(
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT=10 A A ) ) A )
2 ggmcﬁ;ylg:%g‘éméﬁl&;ow 0 to 10 days 11 ta 30 days 31 t0 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP W **DEFENDANTS REPORTED % . ,.t‘,’f,;'&q % neroaten| % neFonteo| % peroten | % neronteo | %
-
1 L 85  [onosp> 21 | 24.7 42 49.4 | 16 18.8 4 4.7 1 1.2 1 1.2
I S L ) 45.4 | 16 18.8 q a7 ij 1.2 1 1.2
WHERE 85 [Gross > 66 7.6 1 16.5 2.4
, \ | 77 4 | 16,51 2 . 1 1.2 . 2 2.4
2::';’::“"73 b @ Ner p67 | TB.8 | 14 6.5 |1 1.2 |1 1.2 1 1.2 1 1.2
L85 | [onoss > 23 | 27.1 19 22,4 [ 22 25.9 8 9.4 4 4.7 4 4.7 5 5.9
PRECEDED @ NET P25 | ~39.3 is 33,47 | 796 30.6 8 9.4 r 3.7 1 1.2 2 2.4
INDICTMENT
®§ L85 | [Gnos > 5 5.9 _|_13 15.3 | _25 | 29.4 | 20 | =z213.5 4 4.7 10 1.8 | __8 9.4
@@ [ vt p 5 5.9 13 716.5° | 725 | T29.4 |T 37 | 28.3 5 5.9 g 9.4 4 4.7
t@ L.70 49 70.0 12 17,1 1 1.4 4 5.7 1 1.4 3 4.3
-~
L 45 ; feross P> 18 | _40.0 18 40.0 7 15:6 1 2,2 |22 Vo
2, NET P 25 | 55.6 17 37.8 2 . 4.4 1 2.2
WHERE @ L4s | foross I> 14 | 31 9 20.0 5 11.1 | 10 22.2 2 .4 1 2,2 4__|.__8.9
NET 14 31.1 9 20.0 5 . . . . .
INDICTMENT ﬁ 45 [orioss ] 4 8.9 11 24.4 6 i; . i; " : : 14 , . e X o
ARREST | y N . . .5 22, 3.2 4 8.9 4 8.9
';’:‘E““:s‘;"’ O THIAL NET - Bt B £ 37,2 5 IL 1| 1T 34,4 5 L1 3 6.7 3 6.7
@ L3 27 | 712 4 | 105 |_3 29 {1 |26 | 2 {_s3 1 2.8
-

3 @ 1192 | foras I>_42 | 21.9 25 13.0_{_a48 25.0 |__38 19.8 8 4,2 12 6.3 19| 9.9
ARRAIGNMENT 45 23.4 27 14,1 52 \~}27.1 40 20.8 6 3.1 7 3.6 15 7.8
COINCIDED T'(‘,"Tﬂ:m ,

WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L154 ) 109 20.8 16 10.4 7 2 7 4.5 2 4.5 5 3.2 3 1.9
.
4 L 85  [FesT> 21 | 24.7 42| 49.4 | _16 18.8 4 8.7 1 1.2 1 1.2
21 | 24,7 a2 49.4 | 16 18.8 3 4.7 1 1.2 1 1.2
TOTALS OF @ L130 ) [oross I> 84 | 64.6 32 24.6 9 6.9 2 1.5 1 .8 2 |1
[ ner P92 | 70.8 31 | 23.8 3 2.3 2 1.5 1 .8 1 .8
GROUPS 1, 2,43
@ L322 | [onoss 79 | 24.5 53 16.5 ) _175 23.3 | .56 12,4 14 4.3 17 5.3 ) 28 | . 8.7
HET P B4 | 26.1 55 17.1 | 83 25.8 | 59 18.3 12 3.7 9 2.8 20 6.2
M~ 1322 [oros[> 53 | 165 | a8 | 14.9 | 79 24,5 | 68 | 211 |18 (__s.6 26 A 10 a3
«*@ NET p 58 | 18.0 51 i5.6 | 82 25.5 | 75 23.3 16 5.0 18 5.6 22 5.8
L@ L262 | 85 |_70.6 32 12.2 11 4.2 }_12 4.6 10 3.8 8 3.1 4 1.5
K “*DEFENDANT FIGUR INCLUDE: Juvaniles, 5. M isions, R t i
1L M SHESO0 L s O ACLUARLE I WOEL ASE S, S ettt Wt 010 7 D R, e et e iy e 8 e ot v

delendant had a gross time inlgrval ol 12 days, he would be shown in the 11.30 day GROSS tima Intarval, If the exclydable lime wat § dzys, the NET time
would e 8 dayy (12-4 = 8) and the defendanl would ba shawn In 1ha O tg 10 day NET time interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASCN

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mentai or physical
incapecity—{H){1}(A}

(=B 2

. interlocutory appeals—{H){1){D}

. Hearings on pretrial mations—(H}{1}{E)
. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,

2840 (HIMFY . . . . L. L
G. Moation is actually under advisement,
H

s e

m

(HH1)(G)
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. {(H}{1}. . . , .

..............

I.  Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)

M. Unavailability (Inclgdos fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (HN3)(A)B) . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant to stand trial, (H}{4) . . . . . . .

O, Pericd of NARA commitment or treatment, (H){5) .

P. Superseding indictmant and/or naw charges.
He . ... 0
R. Defendant awsiting trial of oo-defondant when no
severance has been granted. (H){7). . . . . .

.........

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. {H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guiity plea i) . . . .
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

..............

*Psragraph and rubsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with resson for delay below.

..........

. NARA examination—(H}{1IMB) . . . . . . .

State or federal trials on other charges—(H}{(1){C) . .

**TERMINATEG DEFENDANTS o
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L322 @R oEar
KENTUCKY DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 253 (@) L 78:6,
EASTERN DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 69 1) 214,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME ©
Ly
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) OF "D"
6to 10days| 11to 21 22 to 42 43t084 | 8510120 | 121 +day\s\ N

2 1 0 3 0 2 8 .. 8.9 ...
0 0 0 0 0 e 0 .. 0.
1 0 0 0 1 0 L 2_ 3] 2.2 ..
0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 . 0....
31 1 1 1 0 0 L34 .38
2 0 0 0 0 0 2 .. 2.2 .
3 2 1 0 0 0 L 6.7 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 . Y S o
0 0 0 0 0 0 L UNEEY DU 0.
0 4 7 1 1 5 M. 18 . 200
0 0 0 0 0 S | N Y L1
0 0 0 0 0 0 Y
0 0 0 0 0 9 L S D
0 0 0 0 0 0 w0 0
1 1 3 9 1 4 S LR DU X2
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 ......0
0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 o

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. Map|

**%Interval ona: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictmaent to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial.

Rule 20

K’INTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE TWO {THREE
0 2 6
0 0 0
0 0 2
[t} 0 0
0 0 34
0 2 0
0 0 6
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 9 9
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 Q9 0
0 0 19
0 0 0
0 0 0

out of district, pretrial diversion dispasitions, removals from State courts and any petty affenses proceeded by information.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL KENTUCKY, WESTERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
TTERVALS EVENTE 8 78 LIMITSIDAYS)) 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 N\ \ ’\ ‘\ N\
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 Oto 10d 1
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGENA ays 110 30 days 31 10 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP **DEFENDANTS REPORTED % RERERSen % neREE S % RE;’DEHF',!SE % REE:’;?ED % RE&E:;.; . " “'%%FTED %
r ’
\ ) 241 [eRoss T> 62 25.7 129 53.5 39 16.2 4 1.7 7 2.9
WHERE 62 25.7 129 53.5 a1 17.0 3 1.2 [ 7.5
. L241_ y lomoss > 206 85.5 14 5.8 20 8.3 1 .4
DEFENDANTS @ [ _NET P» 208" | T86.3 13 5.4 |19 79 T Py
ARREST < S
PRECEDED 1241 [ [amoss 1> 126 52.3 61 25.3 32 13.3 15 6,2 3 1.2 4 1.7
- @ — 131 | 54.4 63 26.1 | 32 13.3 | 1T I T |
INDICTMENT @ 6.6 4 4 2.4 3.3 4.1 6 2.5
1241 6.2 64 26. 84 34.9 5 22. 8 . 10 . .
Q@ 6.2 66 27.4 92 38.7 50— | —zoT 5 by 7 73 3 57T
@ ) 199 | B5.0 26 11.1 3 1.3 3 1.3 2 .9 1 .4
@ | 79 | 84.0 10 10.6 3 3.2 1 1.1 1 1.1
2, 80 85.1 10 . 10.6 3 3.2 1 1.1
G - ¥ IRt I I P R O I A e
INDICTMENT 'ﬁ . . . . 1.1 3 3.2 i 7.8
PRECEDED JRREST | 04| 16 | _17.0 14 14.9 {_29 30.9 [ 1s 16.0 1 1.1 5 5.3 14 14.9
ARREST 17 | 18.1 | 15 16.0 | 30 3.9 | 13 | 13.8 3 3.2 3.2 | 13 13.8
@ 87 | 75 _|_s0.8 4 4.6 1 1.1 2 2.3 1 1.1
3 @ L166 | [GRoss 1> 55 |_33.1 31 18.7 | 27 16.3 | 24 14.5 4 2.4 4 2.4 | 21 12.7
ARRAIGNMENT 70 a2.2 26 15.7 34 20.5 17 10.2 Z T2 bt A 2 entd R
COINCIDED T"\)R::f:L
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L1358 3§ 152 96.2 1 .6 3 1.9 1 .6 1 .6
L 241 EEE} 62 25.7 129 53.5 39 16.2 4 1.7 7 2.9
62 25.7 179 53.5 31 17,07 T 1.2 6 7.5
TOTALS OF @ L3356 | 285 |_85.1 24 7.2 |__23 6.9 1 .3 1 .3 1 .3
288 86.0 23 6.9 22 6.6 T .3 1 3
GROUPS 1,2, &3 s
L_501 ) EEEI» 205 40.9 107 21.4 | 87 17.4| 47 9.4 8 1.6 12 2.4 35 7.0
— 228 45.5 104 20.8 94 18.6 36 7.2 7 1.4 70 1.0 ¥ 7.3
@e- L50L ) 17.8 |_108 21.6 | 140 27,91 92 | 18.4 | 13 | 236 | 19 3.8 | 40 8.0
@ 102 20.4 | 107 21.4 | 156 31.1( 80 16.0 11 2.2 27 5.4 16 3.6
@ 1 ] 430 89.8 31 6.5 6 | 1.3 5 1.0 4 | .8, 2 A ) S fil
CNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(1s}. Each reposted sefendant falls In both a GROSS and & NET **REFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INGLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rute 2 transfers out of district,
Hgure in the applicadle tima column, However, the peraan may lall within the GROSS ¢ount of one time tolumn and the NET of angihar, For sxample, if a pratrisi diversion dispositions, remavals from State courts and any patty offenses proceeded by Information,

deiendan! had & gross time Interval of 12 days, he woutd be shown In the 11.0 day GROSS tims Interval, I 1he excludable tima was 4 days, the NET time
would be Bdays {12-4 = 8} and the delendant wauld be shawn In the 0 ta 10 day NET fime interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H}(1MA) . . . . .

......

B, NARA examination—(H{1(B} . . . . . .
State or federal trials on other charges—(H)(1)(C) . .

. Interlocutory appeals—(HHIID) . . . . . . .
Hearings on pretrist motions—(H)I{(IME) . . ., . .
. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,

1&40L.CHHIKFY . . . . . . . L L L
. Motion Is actually under advisement.

L1 ()
H, Misc, proceedings: probation or parote revocation,
deportation, extradition, {H){(1). . .

mm 9O O

[2]

.....

I, Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. {H){2)

M. Unavailability (includes fugitive} of defendant or
essential witness. (H)(3HAYB) . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendanttostand trial, (H){4) . . ., . ., . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .
P. Supersading indictment end/or new charges,
(He) . . . .
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted, (H){7) . . . , ., . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(8)
. Time up to withdrawal of gullty plea i} , ., .

U
W. Grand jury indictment tima extended 30 more
days. {8) .

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with resson for delay below.

TOTALS FOR

KENTUCKY
WESTERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME

SOt

0
0@ oF S
385

® 68,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1__1.1_6_..__1© L.23.1,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS}

0to 10days] 11to 21 22to 42 43t0 84 85to 120 | 121 +davs\

2 1 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 6 4 1 6_ 0 21
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

19 1 0 0 0 0 20
0 3 1 0 0 0 4

33 19 15 21 0 0 88
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 1 0 3
3 0 2 1 0 2 8
0 1 1 1 0 1 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
[y 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 1 1 0 20 22
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 0 0 2

ey

OF "p”

.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............

.............

ﬁ'lNTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUCABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE TWO {(THREE
0 0 4
0 0 0
1 1 19
0 0 0
0 0 20
1 0 3
0 4 84
0 0 0
1 0 2
0 3 5
0 1 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 2z
0 0 0
2 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO .VOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rute 20 transfers out of district, preteial diversion dispositions, remavals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arralgnment to Trial,

Prepared by: Administrative Otfice of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS IN DURING

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL MICHIGAN, EASTERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
TRV AL EVENTE 87 LINITSIOAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 A . A A h h ) 0
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~-60 0to 10 da 11t0 30d 3 60 d. 1
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGENA ys 0 ays 1to ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP W DEFENDANTS “EPORTED % REPORTED % REPGRTED | % neronTen] % neronTED| % REFORTED % neroRTED | %
1 @ { 5 w 24.0 o8 30,2|___85 26,2| 53 16,3 6 1.8 5 1.5
* NET 24.9 6 . .
WHERE 9 29.5 87 26.8 50 15.4 6 1.8 5 1.5
. 170 52.3 122 37.5 15 4.6 8 2.5
DEFENDANTS @ L325) : 3 +2 L.[—2.2
~ET 176 54.2 122 37.5 16 4, .

ARREST g 9 6 1.8 3 .9 2 .6
PRECEDED @ ! 5 § > igg 3(1).8 27 8.3] __40 12.3 53 16.3 vi 2.2 26 8.0 22 |.__22.2
31.7 30 . . .

INDICTMENT . 9.2 43 13.2 48 14.8 9 2.8 36 11.1 56 17.2

®§° 325 [oRoss [> 22 6.8 23 73| 41 12.6| 70 21.5 15 4.8 53 16.3) —101} 311
A©) wer Pp 22 6.8 24 7.4| 45 13.8 72 22.2 14 4.3 53 16.3 95 29.2
®. L_247 | 39 15.8 3 1.2[ 128 | s1.8|_ 64 25,9/ 6| 2.4 4 1.6 3 1.2

-

f@ 594 | [eRross [> 389 65.5 133 22.4 27 4,5 3.5

. I } . . . 21 3 5 8. 1.31 13 [ 2.2

2, 304 68.0 133 22.4 24 4.0 17 2.9 3 .5 6 1.0 7 1.2
WHERE @ L 594 ) [GRoss ]S> o3 15.7 35 5.9 —18.2(_107 18.0 am |64l 76 |__12.8| 132 | 23
INDICTMENT < [Tmer P 100 16.8 41 6.9 113 19.0[ 111 18.7 37 6.2 82 13.8 110 18.5
PRECEDED ARREST 594 ) [anoss [> 40 6.7 44 7.4/ 87 | 14.6| 120 |__20.2 47 1.9 87 14.6.| 169 _|_28.5
ARREST NET 42 7.1 48 8.1 95 16.0 134 22.6 36 6.1 83 14.0 156 26.3

@ 418 24 5.7 10 2,40 212 | s0.7(_13s |__32.3 11 2.6 16 18|10 2.4

. .

3 @ 727 [Gross > 243 33.4 36 5.0 75 10,3 __118 16.2 a2 4.4 70 o6 |_ 183 |__21.0
ARRAIGNMENT * NET §p 248 34.1 39 5.4 89 12.2( 111 15.3 27 3.7 86 11.8 127 17.5
COINCIDED T;";‘:'S:L
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE - @ L_557 53 9.5 8 1.4|__286 51.3| 178 32.0 10 1.8 14 2.5 8 1.4

r
@ 325 | [cRoss [> 78 24.0 98 30.2| _ 85 26.2| 53 16,3 6 1.8 5 15

NET 81 24.9 9 29.5 87 26.8 50 15.4 6 1.8 5 1.5
TOTALS OF L 929 | [cross [> 559 60.8 255 27.7 42 4.6 29 3.2 3 3 11 1.2 20 2.2
< \2 580 63.1 255 27.7 40 4.4 23 2.5 3 3 9 1.0 9 1.0
GROUPS 1, 2,43 . . .
@ L1646 | [cross T> 436 26.5 98 6.0{ 223 13.5/ 278 16.9 77 4.7 172 |__10.4 (. 362 [ 22 0
NET P 451 27.4 110 6.7| 245 14.9] 270 16.4 73 4.4 204 12.4 293 17.8
@Q (1646 310 18.8 | 103 6.3 202 12.3| 309 18.8 94 5.7 |__208 12,6 (420 |_25.8
@ 312 19.0 111 6.7| 228 13.5| 318 19.3 77 4.7 222 13.5 378 23.0
@ L1222 116 9.5 21 1.7) _626 51.2| 377 30.9 27 2.2 34 2.8 21 1.7
®NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181{h}. Each reporied defandant falls In bolh a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniley, Appeais from U.S, Magistraid decisions, Rule 20 trarsfers out of district,
Higure in 1he sppiicable time catumn. Howaever, the person may fall wilhin the GROSS courit of one time column and the NET of another. For example, it a pratrial divertion dispositions, removats from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by fatormation,

defendani had a gross {ime Interval of 12 days, he would be shown In ihe 11.30 day GROSS time itterval, it the excludable time was 4 days, the NET tims
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and the defendant would be shown Jn the 0 to 10 day NET tims intervat,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or haaring for mental or physical
incapecity—(H){1)(A) , . . .

o

NARA examination—{H)}{1){8) . .

° 0

Interlocutory appeats—(H){(1)}{D})

......

m

Hearings on pretrial motions—(H}1)(E} . . . .

. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
20840, HUIUFY . . . . . . . . ...

. Motion is actuslly under advisement.

(HHIHG)

]

I o

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){2)

M. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H)(3)(A)(B)

N. Period of mental or physical incompetsnce of

defendanttostand trial. (H)4) . . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or trestment. (H){(5) .

P, Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
1) (6)
R. Defend

g trial of co-defendant when no

severance has been granted, (H)(7}. . . . . . .

T. Continuancss granted in the ends of justice, {(H}(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guiity plea (i}
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD
MECHIGAN DEFENDAN
Mo TS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L

1,646
1,198

——

@ OF"A"
L LI198 G 72.8,

State or fecteral trials on other charges—{H}{1)(C) . .

. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition, (H{1}, . . . . . . .

........

.....

...............

6(0 10days| 11t0 21 22 t0 47 43t0 84 8510 120 | 121 +.dav\s

2 1 4 5 1 0 13

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
16 0 0 1 1 L1
2 0 1 2 9o . 17
308 6 5 2 2 5 328
6 0 0 2 0 0 8
38 27 60 5 2 3 o135
3 0 0 1 0 0 4

2 1 2 0 0 0 5
27 12 5 1 5 24 o8
0 1 0 3 0 0 4

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0,

1 2 2 5 1 19 (| 30 |

1 1 1 1 2 o |, & |

0 0 0 0 0 o ], o

0 0 0 0 0 o |, o

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with ruwn for delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INGLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. Magi
**%Interval one: Arrest to Indietment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arralgnment to Trial,

Rule 20

out of district, pretrial diverst

T

ST T T Ty ——

448 @212,

o6

OF "D

ﬁ’INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE TWO |THREE

1 1 11

0 0 _ 0

1 0 17

0 0 17
66 23 239
3 4 1

U 0 135

1 1 2

1 1 3

4 41 39

0 1 3

0 0 0

0 0 0

0' 0 30

0 0 6

0 0 0

0 0 0

Is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by infarmation,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

HOW LONG iT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

IN
[ MICHIGAN, WESTERN

OURING

JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

INTENVALS-EVENTS-2 TOLMITSIDAYSY / j

1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30

2 lNchTMENTJO ARRAIGNMENT—10 1 N A N Y

3 AHRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL--80 0t 104d to 30 d

% CONVICTIONTO SENTENGE-NA ays " eys 31 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 deys 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP | :‘“”W‘ 'w”""“mm% % REPORTED % neboRteo | % neronTenl % nevonten] % nEFORTED * nsr%%'v‘:u_ %

) @ 62 ) [cross> a4 54,8 11 17,7 9 14.5 2 3.2 4 6.5 1 1.6 1 1.3
WHERE 34 54.8 11 17.7 9 14.5 2 3.2 4 6.5 1 1.6 1 1.6
DEFENDANTS' @ {62 yfoRos D> 38 | 613 | 18 | 20000 2 | 32f 2 3.2 2 3.2

NEY as 61.3 20 32.3 2 3.2 1 1.6 1 1.6
ARREST v,

PRECEDED @ L_62 | |omoss I> _.30.6.. 6 9.7 16 J_28.8. |9 | _14.5 4 6.5 4 6.5 a_l__sas
INDICTMENT 19 30.6 6 9.7 18 29,0 11 17.7 1 1.6 3 4.8 4 6.5
@\@ L 62 | foros > g |_12.9 6 9.2 |1 {az2|_m —Ze|eAlad |9 f_as | a0 |60
A @ NET 8 12.9 6 9.7 14 2.6 12 19.4 4 6.5 10 16.1 8 12.9
@ 441 y) 15.9 4 9.1 12 27,3 18 40,9 2 4.5 1 2.3

.

P -
Lso ) [cross I 35 | 30,0 {20 | 4000 |8 | 36.0 4 8.0 i 2.0 1 2.0 1 j.—2.0

2 NET 16 32.0 20 40.0 9 18.0 2 4.0 1 2.0 1 2.0 1 2.0
WHERE @ L_50_4 [GRoss > 5 10.0 6 12.0* , 5 10.0 9 18.0 2 4.9 7 24,00 .26 | _32.0
INDICTMENT NET 5 10.0 1. 22.0 4 8.0 7 14.0 3 6.0 6 12.0 | 14 28.0
PRECEDED ARREST | 50  [aross [> o 4.0 1 2.0 11 22.0 9 18.0 1 2.0 6 20| _40.0
ARREST TO TRIAL NET 2 4.0 Y 8.0 11 22.0 7 14.0 3 6.0 ] 14.0 | 16 32.0

@ L33 1 2l 2 | e | aa | a3l a2 | asa 1 3.0
.

3 @ Lis2 | [GRoss > 74 48,7 6 3,9 17 [ Al.2 | _ 14 9.2 8 (_ 53 | 12 | _7.9|_21
ARRAIGNMENT NET 76 50,0 6 3.9 16 10.5 17 11.2 8 5.3 9 5.9 | 20 13.2
COINCIDED T;ﬁ;‘:ﬂ
WITH FIRST
APPEARANGCE @ L136 47 34.6 2 1.3 46 33.8 30 22,14 _|__2.9 5 4.7 2 1.5

(.
(® L.62 ) [SROsS 1> 94 11 1.7 o, |[_14.5_ 2 1.2 4 6.5 1 1.6 ]
NET 34 54.8 11 17.7 9 14.5 2 3.2 4 6.5 1 1.6 1 1.6
TOTALS OF _4 @ L1z | [eros D> =3 47.3 :a 33.9 10 8.9 6 5.4 1 9 3 2,7 1 .9
NET 54 48.2 o 35.7 11 9.8 2. 1 . 2 . .
GROUPS 1, 2,43 ° 3 7 ? 1.8 t ?
@ L2641 [0S B> o 18 6.8 | 38 | va.a | 32 | 32| 14 5.3 |23 a2l _ar | as.s]
100 37.9 23 8.7 a8 14.4 35 13.3 12 4.5 18 6.8 38 14.4
@g,. L264 | ga |_31.8| 12 a5 | 20 | 148 | 34 —6 | 61 | 28 | 06| 81 | 393
ad C_) NET 86 32.6 15 5.7 41 15.5 36 13.6 | 15 5.7 | 27 10.2 | 44 16.7
L213 | 61 28.6 8 3.8 69 32.4 60 28.2 6 2, 6 2mala | 1.4
‘)
.

*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h), Each reporied delandant falls in boih 8 GROSS ahd & NET

tigure In Yha applicable Nime column. However, the person may fail within the GROSS count of ona Jime column and the NET of anoiher. For example, it &
detendany had & gross lime Inlerval of 12 days, he would be shown In the 11.30 day GROSS time interval, If the excludable lime was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 v 8} and the delendant would be shown Ih the D to 10 day NET time interval,

“*DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenlies, Appeats from U.S. Magisteate decliions, Rule 20 transfers out of dlstrict,

pratriat divetslon dispositions, cemovels from State courts and any patty ollenses proceeded by information,

e —— o o
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SPEEDY TRIAL GATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

incapacity—(HI(0)(A) . . . .

DR

NARA examination—~{HHB) . . . . . . .

State or federr) trials on other charges—(H}1}(C) . .

D. interlocutory appesls—(H){IMD} . . . . . .

mm

T o

U
W,

Haarings on pretrist motions—{(H){(1M(E) , . . .

. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,

21 &40) (HUNIF) . . .

LI S

. Motion is actually under advisement.

HWtmey . . . ..

LI S T S S Y

. Misc, proceedings: pvobttlon or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition, (HM), . . . . . .
Prosacution deferrad by mutual sgreement. (K){2)
Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

exsantial witness. (H)(3)(ANB) . .

N S R

. Period of mental or physical incompatence of

defendant to stand trisl, {H)(4) .

L

Period of NARA commitiment or treatment. {HMS) .

Superseding ltiztment and/or new charges.
He) . . . . ..

severance has besn granted, (H{7). . . . . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea i} . . . .

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days, (B} .

LI S T Y

L R S R T R S

. Defendant awaiting trial of wdefnndlnt when no

.

LENGTH ©F EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

TOTALS FOR
W%CHIGAN
NESTERN

REPORTED DURING PERIOD

0
L2680 @® oL

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME L. 218 ,(8) . 82:5,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 46 ;(©) . 1Z.4.,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

ﬁto 10days] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 +®
1 1 0 4 0 0 L6
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 2 5 1 0 L8
0 0 1 0 0 0 Co 1
28 0 0 0 0 1 L2
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
5 1 10 0 0 0 L 16
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 L0
0 1 0 0 0 2 . 30,
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 1 0 0 0 . 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0,
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
1 1 0 1 1 0 L4
0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 ‘ 0

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Spaedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appeals from U,S. Magistrote decisians, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pratrial di

***|nterval ane: Arrest to Indictment; Interval twot Indictmant to Arraignment; Interval three: Arralgnment to Trlal,

e

OF “D"

.............
.............
.............
.............

.............

*"*INTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDAALE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO [THREE
0 1 )
0 0 Q
0 1 I
0 9 1
0 0 29
0 0 0
0 1 15
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 2
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 2 2
0 0 0
0 0 0

ts from State courts and any petty otfenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U,S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS W , OURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL OHIO, NORTHERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

r NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAFSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

INTERVALS-EVENTS—8& 70 LIMITS{DAYS)

1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 w h ) A ( \
3 ARRBAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days
* CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ay! y 0 oy 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVA! **DEFENDAMTS REPORTED DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S DEF'S % DEF'S
<,- b ~ ~ % REPORTED % REPORTED | % aepoRTED| % REPORTED % nepunrfn REPORTED | %

| 297 | {ceross [> 60 20.2 135 45.5 60 20.2 22 7.4 1 .3 10 3.4 9 3.9
WHERE [~ ner P64 21.5 134 35,17 59 19.9 21 7.1 1 .3 9 3.0 9 3.0
DEFENDANTS' @ 1297 [GR:?I‘ > 192 | 64.6 | 86 29.0 __12 4.0 4 1.3 3 1.0
ARREST 2 [_NeT Pp 208 70.0 79 26.6 7 2.4 2 .7 1 .3
PRECEDED 297 § [oross [> 94 31.6 64 21.5 62 20,9 44 14,8 1 2.4 8 2.7 18 6.1

NET 94 31.6 75 25.3 66 22.2 a8 12.8 4 1.3 13 4.4 7 2.4
INDICTMENT -
®q‘$° 297 | [onoss [> 10 3.4 31 10.4| _ 86 29,0 77 25,9 26 8.8 24 8.1 43 14.5
2 @ NET 11 3.7 35 11.8| 94 3l.6| B2 27.6 17 5.7 28 9.4 30 10.1
@ 273 | 100 36.6 53 19.4| _104 i___38.1 13 4.8 ] 4 2 )
.
f@ 284 | [Gros > 149 | 52.5 90 31.7| _ 3 10.9] 7 2,5 2 7 5 1.8

2 [ner pi72 €0.6 87 30.6 22 7.7 1 .4 1 .4 1 .4

WHERE @ (284 ) [GRom > 82 28.9 68 23.9! _ 62 21,8{__ 36 12,7 ) 2.5 16 5.6 13 46
NET . -
INDICTMENT < p &7 83 29.2 59 20.8 35 12.3 5 1.8 7 2.5 8 2.8
PRECEDED A'“‘ESTL L__284 | [sRoss [> 39 13,7 5% 18.0 79 27.8 43 |__15.1 16 5.6 24 8,5 32 |_11.3
ARREST TOTRIA [ ner a7 16.5 62 21.8|" 86 30.3 35 12.3 16 5.6 20 7.0 18 6.3
’ @ L_262 | 68 26,0 66 25.2| 107 |___408|__12 4.6 9 3.4
"

3 @ L 226 | o= > 61 |_27.0 . 2e o| 55 24.3| 22 9.7 11 4.9 2 3 13 5.8
ARRAIGNMENT NET 64 28.3 59 26.1 52 23.0 24 10.6 |- 7 3.1 7 3.1 13 5.8
COINCIDED ARREST

TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 205 | 77 37.6 47 22.9 75 36,6 4 2.0 2. 1.0
~ X
’@ L_297 60 20,2 135 45.5 60 20,2 22 1.4 1 3 10 3.4 9 3.0
NET 64 21.5 134 45.1( 59 19.9| 21 7.1 1 .3 9 3.0 9 3.0
TOTALS OF @ 581 | [cmess [> 341 58.7 176 30,3 ___43 7.4 11 1.9 2 3| —B8_ 1.8
L_NET B 380 65.4 .
GROUPS 1, 2,83 8 166 28.6 29 s.0 3 .5 1 .2 2 3
@ L_807 | [GROSS T> 237 20.4 | 189 | 23.4l 379 | 22.2| 1m2 y__12.6 25 3.1 31 3.8 44 5.5
@ 245 30.4 217 26.9] 177 21.9 97 12.0 16 2.0 27 3.3 28 3.5
) 807 ; [eross [> 111 13.8 139 17.2| 218 27.0(__142 17.6
& L i . 53 6.6 56 6.9 89...|—10.9
() 122 15.1 | 156 19.3| 231 28.6| 141 | 17.5| 40 5.0 s6 6.9 61 7.6
@ (740 245 33.1 | 166 22.4| 286 38.6(__ 29 3,9 3 4 o (X2 2 | .3
.
*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Each raporied defendant 1alis in both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenlies, Appeals from U.S, Magistrote declsions, Rule 20 transters out of district,

figure in Lhe applicabls time column. Hewaver, ha porson may lall within the GROSS count of one time calutn and the NET of another. For example, it a pretrial diverslon dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

dofendant had a gross time interval of $2 days, he would be shown In he 11-30 day GROSS time Interval, tf the oxcludable time was 4 Cays, the NET time
would ba B days (12-4 = 8) and the dulendant would be shown in the 0 to 10 day NET time Intecval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977)

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

X o

U
W,

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for dalay below,

. Interlocutory appeals—{H){1}{D)

,  Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)

incapacity—(HNIMA) . . . . . . . e e e
NARA examination—{HM1}B) . . . . . . . .
State or federal trials on other cherges—(H){1)(C) . .

Hearings on pretrial motions—{H){1ME) . . . . .
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
20&40. (HU(FY . . . . . . .

. Motion is actually under advisement.

HWme . . ..o

. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H)}(1).

Prosscution deferred by mutual agresment. (H)(2)

. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or

eswntial witness, (H)I3NAMB) . . . . . . . .

. Period of menta! or physicel incompetence of

defendanttostand trial, (H)4) . . . ., . ., . .

. Period of NARA commltmcni or treatment. (H}(5) .

Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
(H}6)

................

. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

saverance has been granted, (HIM7). . . . . . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){(8)

.....

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

...............

TOTALS FOR
OHIO
NORTHERN

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS 507 o2
REPORTED DURING PERIOD 807 (@) GFA
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiMe 628 (@) L 77.8
179

(0t 10deys] 1Mt021 | 221042 | 43t084 | 850120 121 + days
0 5 2 6 4 0 17
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 2 1 0 1 6
0 0 1 0 0 3 4
16 2 4 3 0 0 25
2 5 6 2 0 0 15
7 11 a1 0 0 2 61
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0. 1 1 1 1 5
16 9 7 5 0 7 44
0 0 0 1 0 2 3.
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 4 1 0 0 6
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15 16 6 8 4 0 49
1 1 2 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO [THREE
1 2 14
0 0 0
0 2 4
0 0 4
0 0 25
3 11 1
0 5 56
0 0 0
0 1 4
2 32 10
0 1 2
0 0 0
1 1 4
Q 0 0
0 28 21
0 0 4
0 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from Stats courts and any petty offenses praceeded by information,
®**Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval twa: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

Préparad by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS E DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL OHIO, SOUTHERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE_30, 1977
SARD & TP T —— NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS
®77) o 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 W A w A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0to 104 1110 30d 3
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ays ays 1 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP '“TE"VA "DEFE"DANT"' "EN"TED % REPGRTED % REPGRTED % nsnPoE:.rio % nev?:;?eo % REFOATED % neromren | %
! @ L_123 | |gnoss 13.8 59 48.0 36 29.3 5 4.1 2 1.6 2 1.6 2 1.6
1 14. . . . . . .
WHERE < 8 4.6 60 48.8 36 29.3 6 4.9 1 8 1 8 1 8
EFL , 1 } [cRoss [> 92 74.8 27 22.0 3 2.4 .8
DEFLNDANTS @ NET 93 75.6 28 32.8 2 1.6
ARREST _J
PRECEDED @ L 123 | _.7,0:_ —6.8 | 16 | 13.0 ] 35 | 122 | 11 | 8.0 1 .8 3 2.4 1 .8
INDICTMENT 75 61.0 23 18.7 16 13.0 6 4.9 1 .8 2 1.6
@.zi? L1123 | [oRoss [> ¢ 4.9 34 27.6 35 {_28.5 28 22.8 6 4,9 7 5,7 7 5,7
A @ NET 6 4.9 36 29.3 a8 30.9 31 25.2 6 4.9 3 2.4 3 2.4
@ 116 ) 11 9.5 25 21.6 68 58.6 8 6.9 1 .9 I 2 1.7 1 .9
f@ L_147 y [cros [>_99 67.3 37 25.2 8 5.4 1 .7 2 1.4
2, 103 70.1 36 74.5 7 1.8 T 7
WHERE @ L2471 [Soss > 42 | 2p.6 [ 18 | 2.2 | 42 | _28.6 | 16 10,9 5 3.4 |24 | 95| 10 |68
< 43 29.3 22 15.0 42 28.6 15 10.2 8 5.4 12 8.2 5 3.4
INDICTMENT
PRECEDED T‘g‘;‘:f; L 147§ [oross I> 36 | 10.9 | 22 | 1s.0 | 47 32,0 25 17.0 9 6.1 15 |_10,2 (_313 _{__ 8.8
ARREST RET 19 12.9 23 15.6 47 32.0 27 18.4 6 4.1 17 11,6 8 5.4
@ L_131 15 |_11.5 |13 9.9 79| 60,3 | 23 17,6 1 .8
3 @ .31 t [sRoss |> o5 | _go.6_ 2 6.5 3 9.7 1 3.2
ARRAIGNMENT 25 80.6 2 6.5 3 9.7 1 3.2
COINCIDED ARREST
ToTRAL L | [SROSS 1>
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE L@ 30§ 5 16,7 3 10,0 21 70.0 1 3.3
-
@ L2123 | [GRess > 17 13.8 59 48.0 36 29.3 5 4.1 2 1.6 2 1.6 2 1.6
NET 18 14.6 60 48.8 36 29.3 6 4.9 1 .8 1 .8 1 .8
TOTALS OF < @ L_270 1 191 70,7 64 23.7 11 4 2 .7 2 .7
|__NET P 196 . 23.7 3.3 1 .4
GROUPS 1,2, &3 72.6 64 3 ®
@ L_301 1 {SROSS |> 143 47.5 a6 12.0 60, 19.9 27 9.0 7 2.3 17 5.6 11 3.7
, 143 47.5 47 15.6 61 20.3 21 7.0| 10 3.3 14 4.7 5 1.7
@4@ 301 1 [aRoss [>" 49 15.6 58 19.3 |.__8s 28,2 53 17.6 |__16 _|__5.3 22 7.3 |20 6.6
K @ NET 50 16.6 61 20.3 88 29.2 58 19.3 13 4.3 20 6.6 11 3.7
@ L2771 _31 (112 | 41 | 4.8 | 168 | 60.6 | 32 ] 16| 2 2 2 21 .4
L :
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h), Each reporied defendant falls in bolh a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Megistrate decisions, Aute 20 transters out of district,
figure in ihe applicakle time cotumn. However, the perscn may fall wilthin the GROSS count of one tima column and the NET of another. For examgle, it a peatrial diversion dispositions, remaovats from State courts and any peity offenses pcoceeded by information,

defendant had a gross time interval of 12 days, he would be shown In the 11.30 day GROSS time inlerval, I the sxctudable tirne was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 = 8} and the dafendant would be shown in the 010 10day NET time Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A, Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—{HN11(A) .

......

. NARA examination—{H){1){B)

.......

o ©

X Inr_nrlocu(ory sppeals—({H}{1}{D)

m

. Hearings on pretrisl motions—(HMIME) . . . .
. Transfers from othar districts (per FRCP rules 20,

m

208401 (WA . . . . L. L e e

G. Motion is sctuslly under advisement,
HHIMG) . . . . o o o0 e L
H. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, extradition. (HM1). . . . . . .

1. Prosecution deferred by mutua! agreement. {H)(2)

M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (H)3MAMB) . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompstence of
defendant to stand trial. (H)}{4) , .

-----

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5) .

P. Supersading indictment and/or new charges.
{H}(6) e e
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted, (H){7). . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of gulity plea (i} . . . . .

U
W, Grand jury indi
days, (B) .

time extended 30 more

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appess from LS. Magistrate decisions, Ruls 20 transfers out of district, pretris) di

State or federal triais on other charges—(H)(1)(C) . .

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 30 @) orra
SOUTHERN DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME 245 ;(B) .. BL.4.,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 156 1(©) . 18.0.,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TiME
e
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) OF “0"
ﬁ)‘to 10days| 111021 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 +days
0 2 0 0 1 0 . - 4.4 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 S....
2 0 0 1 0 0 1 S o). 4.4 ...
0 0 0 0 0 2 \ 2 ... 2.9 .
2 1 0 0 0 0 \ 5 1. 4.4 .
1 1 0 0 0 0 Y D 2.9 ...
12 6 13 1 0 2 3 L 500
1 0 0 0 0 0 i 1 T S .'!..S .....
0 1 1 0 0 0 L 2 ). 2 9 .....
3 2 1 2 1 2 L) e
0 0 0 0 0 0 \ o, 0 .....
0 0 0 0 0 0 LT S
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 {....0
0 0 0 0 0 0 \ RN 0.
2 2 0 1 0 2 e 7 .33
0 0 0 0 0 0 N B 0....
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 fo ! 0....

***Interval ons; Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Intarval thres: Arraignment to Trial,

L ———

mNTEHVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0 3
0 14} _Q
0 0 3
0 0 2
0 0 3
0 2 0
0 0 34
0 0 1
1 0 1
1 5 5
0 0 0
0 0 0
Q 0 0
0 0 0
2 2 3
0 Q 0
0 0 0

from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by infarmation.

Prepared by: Adminlistrative Office of U,S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS [m DUAING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL TENNESSEE, EASTERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
CTERVALSEVENTE B 7o LINTS DAVS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS =
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 1
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—~10 \ w N
3 ARRAIGMMENT TO TRIAL~60 0 to 10 d; 1110 30 di 4
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ays ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
Grour ey o herontes |y |l % |wbe) % | ek % | wlRe) % [eBo] x| wdh)
1 1 ] m 21.3 22 29.3 18 24.0 7 9.3 4 5.3 8 10.7
WHERE 16 21.3 22 29.3 18 24.0 7 9.3 4 5.3 8 10.7
DEFENDANTS’ L J EEEP 63 84.0 7 9.3 2 2.7 2 2.7 1 1.3
NET 68 90,7 6 8.0 1 1.3
ARREST <
paechoED L_75 | [cross [> 28 37.3 23 30.7 17 22.7 3 4.0 1 1.3 3 4.0
NET 29 38.7 24 32.0|" 19 25.3 2 2.7 1 1.3
INDICTMENT
@Qp L5y [Gross [> 5 6.7 6 8.0 18 24.0| 22 29.3 6 8.0 11 14.7 7 9,3
20) NET 3 8.0 8 10.7| 7 19 25.3| 7 20 26.7 ) 10.7 13 17.3 1 1.3
@ L 65 | 26 40.0 19 29.2 19 29.2 1 1.5 _ _
g .
r@ {120 j |cRoss 103 85.8 14 11.7 2 1.7 1 8
2. 112 93.3 7 5.8 1 .8
WHERE @ {120 | [GAoss [> 51 42.5 40 33.3; 21 17.5 3 2.5 1 .8 2 1.7 2 1.2
NET - - . -
INDICTMENT _ﬁ 51 42.5 a1 34.2 26 21.7 1 8 1 .8
eceoep | e b0y D g | o\ s\ ssel 0 | ogmel 6| sol 1) el 2 aal sl oo
ARREST : N A N . 1 .8 2 1.7
@ 100 , 32 32.0 39 39.0] 27 27.0 1 1.0 1 1.0
\.
__30 | [eRoss > 19 |  63.3 6 20.0 3 10.0 1 3.3 1 3.3
ARRAIGNMENT 20 66.7 5 16.7 3 10.0 1 3.3 1 3.3
COINCIDED A""Es“
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L__30 | 10 33.3 14 46.7 3 10.0 1 3.3 1 3.3 1 3.3
.
r® {75 ) [Gos > 16 21.3 22 29.3| 18 24.0 7 9.3 4 5.3 8 10,7
NET 16 21.3 22 29.3 18 24.0 7 9.3 4 5.3 8 10.7
TOTALSOF 4 @ L_195 | 166 85.1 21 10.8 4 . 2 1.0 .5 1 .5
[ wer 180 92.3 13 6.7 1 .5 1 .5
GROUPS 1, 2,43
@ Lﬁ_S_J;SG__ﬁ_L_G__QL_lO_J_AI__E&;Z__L___LL 2 9 3 1.3 5 2.2
[_NET B 100 44.4 70 31.1f 48 21.3 4 1.8 1 .4 .9
@,9 L_225 j icam i 47 20.9 67 29.8 51 | 22.7|__20 |__12.9 8. 3.6 13 5.8 10 a4
8‘@ 52 23.1 68 30.2 53 23.6 26 11.6 9 4.0 14 6.2 3 1.3
@ 195 68 34.9 72 36.9 49 25.1 2 1.0 1 . 3 (1.5 |
ONET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h), Each reported defendani lails In boih 8 GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesis from U.S, Ilqmni decisions, Rule 20 traneters out of district,
figure in the applicable time columa, However, the person may lall within the GROSS count of one lime column and the NET of anather, For example, if a pretrisl diversion dispositions, removels from State courts and any petty offensss procssdsd by informetion,

defendant had B gross (ime interval ol 12 days, he woukl ba shown In tha 13-30 dey GROSS time interval, If the excludable lime was 4 days, Ihe NET time
would be l dayn {12-4 = B) and the defendan! would be shown in 1he 010 10 day REY time inierval.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASCNS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity-—-{H){1){A} ..

NARA examination—(H}{1)(B} . .

D R R

€. State or federal trials on other charges—(H){1}(C} . .

D. Interlocutory appeals—(H)}{1){D) - .

F. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
N &4A0LMHUNF . . o L . L o
. Motion is sctually under advisement,
HIMGY ., v v v v v s 0 v e s
. Misc, troceedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportation, sxtradition. (H){1). . ,

z @

), Prosecution defsrred by mutual agreement, (H)(2)

M. Unavailability {inciudes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (H)}{3}{A)(B) .

N. Pariod of mental or physical incompstence of
defendant to stand trisl, (H)(4) , . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment, (H}(5}
P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)(8) Ve e
R, Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has bean granted, (HH7§ . .

....... v o

[T

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, {H){8)

U, Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . ., .

W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days, B} . . . . .

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay betow,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U,S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfors out of district, pretrial di

L )

Hearings on pretrial motions—(HMIME) . . . . .

— g iy h o S o
**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD w225 () gran
TENNESSEE 193 85.8
EASTERN DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME w193 1(8) L 85.8
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 32 (@) . 14:2 v
***INTERVAL IN WHICH
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME EXCLUDABLE DELAY
o5 OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) oF”
@ 10days| 11to 21 22t0 42 43 to 84 85 to 120 | 121 + days ONE TWO |THREE
) 0 0 0 1 1 0 { LY B 4.9 ... ] 1 1
' 0 0 0 0 0 0 N9 .0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 LI I, (.) ..... g 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 LR DU 0.... 0 0 0
3 0 0 0 0 0 . LI P 7.3 0 0 3
. 1 0 0 0 0 0 AR Ny D 2:4..... 0 0 L
. 5 1 2 0 0 0 8 .19 0 5 >
. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 O ... 9 ..... 0 0 9
0 0 0 0 0 0 M0 ... b2l 0o 0
. 4 1 2 3 0 2 1. 12 ,)...29.3.... 0 8 4
) 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 ... 2.4 . 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0, U 0 0 0
I 0 0 0 o | ol o | ool o] o
T 0 0 0 o | 1l x|z L o] o
6 3 2 1 1 0 N T B2 TN 0 8 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 v 0 ) .......-o-‘n- 0 ¢ 0
0 0 0 0 0 I | N 0 0 0

***intarval nne: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arralgnment; Intarval threst Arvalgnment to Trial,

ts from State tourts and any petty off

ft dod by infar:

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts




SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED QETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL UISPOSITIONS

DURING

IN
l TENNESSEE, MIDDLE \_JULY 1, 1976 _thru JUNE 30, 1977

82T -~ 1T

SARD & INTERVALS-EVENTS-8 79 LIM.YS(DAYS)) / w
8/17) o 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT~30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 ) h ) A ) R
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 d 31t0604d
% CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA y 0 ays to ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 dcys 121 to 180 days 131 days & over
GROUP *"DEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPGRTED % REPSRTED % ne?::rssn % REI?:;'.I'SED % ne?osnﬁsen % nzp%EnF'r':n %
~ -
\ | 214 31 14.5 112 52.3 a5 21.0 11 5.1 9 4.2 6 2.8 _
WHEHE Lo NeT 732 15.0 112 52.3 a4 20.6 17 7.9 4 1.9 5 2.3
DEFENDANTS' @ L2144 > 133 62.1 33 15.4 19 8.9 19 8.9 4 1.9 5 1 .5
ARREST y [_NeT 134 62.6 38 17.8 17 7.9/ 18 8.4 3 1.4 3 1.4 1 .5
PRECEDED 214 4 ) 127 59,3 31 14.5 30 14.0 18 8.4 3 1.4 3 1.4 2 .9
INDICTHENT NET P 127 59.3 33 15.4 34 15.9 18 8.4 1 .5 1 .5
®.{59 L_214 ; |onoss 10 4.7 39 ....18,2 5) 23.8 69 32.2 15 7.0 15 1.0, 15 1.0
7 @ EN:EETE 10 4.7. a1 19.2] © 54 25.2 69 32.2 16 7.5 18 B.4 6 2.8
L@ L_202 | 171 84,7 _ 16 7.9 A 4.0 6 1 3.0 1 5
() vy —|—
. 131 ; [cAoss [> 95 72.5 30 22,9 6 4.6
2, NeT B 97 . 23,7 3 2.3
WHERE @ L_131 . 34 26.0 38 29.0f__31 23,712 5 3.8 1 a 10 1.6
o T .
INDICTMENT < p 34 26.0 38 29.0 34 26.0 13 9.9 3 2.3 2 1.5 7 5.3
PRECEDED JRRest | 131 foross B 22 16.8 25 19.1| 42 32.1 18 13,7 6 4.8 ] 4.6 12 |__a2
v NET 24 18.3 27 20.6 41 31.3 22 16.8 3 2.3 3 2.3 11 8.4
ARREST
k(D 109 76 |_69.7 | 18 | ag.5; 14 | vam| af o owe| | | g || .
3 @ L 47 [em D> 11 23.4 12 25,5 9 19,1 7 14.9 5 10.6 1 2.1 2 4.1
ARRAIGNMENT NET 11 23.4 13 27.7 11 | 23.4 :] 17.0 2 4.3 2 4.3
COINCIDED ARREST
YO TRIAL L ] m>
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE L 42 28 66.7 7 16.7 6 14.3 1 2.4
-
’@ L 214 y a1 4.5 | 112 52.3| 48 21,00 11 5.1 9 4.2 6 2.8
NET P» 32 15.0 112 52.3 44 20.6 17 7.9 4 1.9 5 2.3
TOTALS OF @ 345 | [aross I> 228 66.1 63 18.3 25 7.2 19 5.8 4 1.2 5 | 2.4f 2 | .2
GROUPS 1, 2,83 231 67.0 69 20.G| 20 5.8 18 5.2 3 .9 3y .9 1 .3
i
@ L_392 | [GRossT> 172 43.9 81 20.7| __70 3| e.al 13 1.3 5 L3 14 16
172 43.9 84 21.4 79 20.2 39 9.9 6 1.5 5 1.3 7 1.8
@gb@ L_392 b 43 11.0 76 19.4(_ 102 26,0 94 24.0 26 6.6 22 5.6 24 7.4
R 45 11.5 81 20.7| 106 27.0 99 25,3 21 5.4 23 5.9 17 4.3
L@ 1353 275 77.9 41 11.6 28 7.9 8 2.3 1 3

NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h), Each raporied defendant Lalls In bolh a GROSS and a NET
tigura in ihe applicable time columa, However, the person may 1atl within the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of another. For example, it a
defendant had a gross time interval of 12 daya, he woutd bit shawn In the 11.30 day GROSS time i:lerva), If the exciudable time was 4 days, the NET lime

would ba 8days (124 = 8) and the delendant wauid be showi In the 0 to 10 day NET time interval,

S*DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transtees out of distriet,
prateial diversion dispositions, remaovals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,



62T ~ II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1,1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A, Examination or hearing for mesital or physical
incapacity—(HH1MA) . .

B. NARA examinstion—(H)(W){B) . . . . . , . .
C. State or federal trials on other charges—(H)(1)iC) . .
D. interlocutory appeals—(HMIND) . . . . ., . .

mm

. Transfers from other districts {(per FRCP rules 20,
20&40.(0NNVW . . L L Lo, L L
. Motion is actusily under advisement.
MG . . . .. ...
. Misc, proceedings: probation or psrole sevocation,
deportation, extradition. (HM1),

......

I o

......

. Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)
M. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (HM3MAMB) . . . . . . .
N. Period of menta! or physical incompstence of

defendant to stand trisl. (H)4) . . . . . . ..

0. Pariod of NARA commitmens; or trestment. (H){5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H){6}

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant whan no
saverance has been granted. (H)X(7) . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H} (8}

. Timeup to withdrawal of guilty plea {i) . . . , .

1]
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B} . . .

*Paragraph snd subseztion of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reasan for delay below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rute 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversl

TOTALS FOR

TENNESSEE
MIDDLE

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

<
L 392 @ o

. Hearings on pretrisl motions—(H){1)E) . . . . .

......

@ 10days! 11t 21 22to 42 43t0 84 8510 120 | 121 +day}
2 2 0 2 1
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1] g g g g
45 0 1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
7 3 36 .1 0 ]
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 G 0‘ 14 0 L 0 )
4 0 1 3 4 1 LB
0 1 0 2 1 ] 4
0 0 0 0 0 ] L0
0 3 0 0 1 0 . 4
0 0 0 5 0 0 . 5
1 0 1 Y 0 0 e 2 ,
0 0 0 8 U 0 . 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 |

“%Interval ane: Arrest to Indictmant; Intervel two: Indictment 10 Arraignment; interval three: Arralgnment to Trial,

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME L5317 ___(B) .. 80:9.,

.............

.............

.............

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
2 2 5
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
1 0§ 43
0 i 0
4 1 | 42
0 0 0
0 0 0
2 7 4
0 3 1
0 0 0
0 0 4
0 0 5
0 0 2
0 0 0
0 0 0

is from State couris and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Qffice of U.S, Crusts




0€T - II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

l1n

TENNESSEE, WESTERN

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Each feported defendanl falis in both 8 GROSS and a NET
figure In the applicable iime column, However, the person may fall within the GROSS count of one lime column and the NET of anolher, For sxample, If a
delendant had a gross iime interval of 12 days, he would be shawn in the 11-30 day GROSS time inlerval. II tha excludable time was 4 days, the NET time

would be 8 days {12-4 = 8} and the defendant would ba shown in tha O to 10 day REY 1ime interval,

SARD 5 INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 79 LIMITS (DAYS) _\
®8/77) ® 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 AV A w N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 Oto 10d 11 to 30 days 31 to 6
i CONVIOTION TO SENTENGENA ays Y 0 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP <|NTERVA§ "DEFENDANTS “EPMTED % REVERTED % REPORTED | % neronten| % AEFOATED % REFORTED % nerorTio | %
-
i @ 20 | [one [emossT> s | _ 30,0 11 |._s5.0 3 15.0 .
* NET
WHERE 6 30.0 11 55.0 3 15.0
DEFENDANTS’ @ L20 | _12__ —80.0 |4 | 2000
ARREST _J 1 80.0 4 20.0
PRECEDED @ 20 | [onoss [ 1 5.0 3 15,0 7 35.0 2 100 1 5.0|__ 4 20.0 2 10.0
INDICTMENT . 4 20.0 7 35.0 2 10.0 2 10.0 3 15.0 i 5.0
@@ L20  [smoss 1> 3 15.0 4 20.0 5 25.0 1 5.0 2 10.0 5 25.0
:3‘@ NET 4 20.0 4 20.0 5 25.0 1 5.0 4 20.0 2 10.0
@ L.18 | 3 16.7 3 16.7 10 55,6 2 11,1
-
~
@ L113 J [oRoss > 101 | _89.4 8 7.1 2 1.8 1 .9 1 .9
2 105 | 92.9 6 5.3 1 Y .9
WHERE @ L1113 | [eRoss > 3 2.7 16 14.2 41 36,3 10 8.8 9 8.0 34 _an.1.
NET
INDICTMENT -ﬁ 1 .9 5 4.4 19 16.8 44 38.9 7 6.2 7 6.2 30 26.5
PRECEDED SRREST 113 ) [onoss [5 1 9 |16 | 4.2 | 32 | __28,3| 17 [ 15,0 12 | 10.6|._35 | 310
NET 1 .9 4 3.5 18 15.9 37 32.7 13 11.5 9 8.0 31 27.4
ARREST
@ LB2 | 28 34.1 9 11.0 31 17.8 8 9.8 1 1.2 2 2.4 2|37
(N
98 | [cRoss [> 3 3.1 2 2.0 8 8.2 25 25.5 5 5.1 19 19.4 36 36.7
ARRAIGNMENT NET 3 3.1 2 2.0 8 8.2 25 25.5 5 5.1 20 20.4 35 35.7
COINCID ARREST
CIDED TO TRIAL L | [oRoss [>
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE @ L85 | 35 41,2 6 7.1 25 29.4 6 7.1 2 2,4 3 3.5 8 9.4
-
. .
L _2q | [GROSS > @ 30.0 11 55.0 3 15.0
NET 6 30.0 11 55.0 3 15.0
_TOTALSOF : @ 1133 | 117 88,0 |__12 9,0 2 1.5 1 83 .8
‘ 4 LN Pl 1.0 10 .5 . .
GROUPS 1, 2,&3 t ? 7 X 8 ! 8
. @ t2a1 g [eRos 1> 4 1.7 8 3.5 31 |_13.4 68 29.4 |__16 6.9l 22 12.9.| 72 212
wt NET 5 2.2 11 4.8 34 (Y 14.7 71 30.7 14 6.1 30 13.0 66 28.6
®.§9 L2231\ feRoss > 4 1.3 6 2.6 28 12.1 62 23 10.0 |23 14.3_|__78 32,9
K @ NET 4 1.7 10 4.3 30 13.0 67 29.01 19 8.2 33 14.3 68 29.4
@ 1185 66 35.7 18 9.7 66 35.7 14 7.6 3 1.6 5 2.7 13 2.0
-

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenlles, Appeals from U,S, Magistrate decislons, Rule 20 transtfars out of district,
pretrial diversion dispasitions, removals from Steta courts and any petty offenses proceeded by Information,



TET - II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

TOTALS FOR

TENNESSEE
WESTERN

REASCONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mentai or physical
incapacity—(H)(11{A}

. Interiocutory appeaki—(H)}{1HD)

Heerings on pretrisi motions—{H){1)}{E)
Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

mm O 0

A &40).(HINF}. . . . o oL L

o

. Motion is actually under advisement.
(HHING)

H. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (HM1). . . . . ., .

..............

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (HM3)AMB) . . . . ., . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant tostand trial. (H}{4) . . . . . | .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){(5) .
P

. Supersading indictment and/or new charges.
{HM8)
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

.......

severance has been granted. (HN7). . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B) . .

*Poragraph and subsaction of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial di

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

. NARA examination—(HI(1)B) . . . . . . .

State or federal trials on other charges—(HM1}C) .

.....

............

(00 10ds| 11021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 + days

0 1 1 2 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 2 0 L2,
0 0 1 1 0 0 L2
52 0 0 0 0 0 .52
1 0 0 0 0 I |
3 2 5 1 0 0 Lo
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o |
0 0 0 1 0 o ., 1 |
10 2 2 2 0 ' | A
0 0 0 0 0 ' |
0 0 0 0 o |, o |,
0 0 0 0 0 o ], o |
0 0 0 0 0 o 1, o |
0 0 0 0 0 o |, o |
0 0 0 0 0 1 |l 1
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o .

***Interval ona: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS 251 o
REPORTED DURING PERIOD 231 @) oFA
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXcLUDABLE TiMe L 151 (@) . 65:4,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 80 .@ L 34.6 ,
INZIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME 93 ©

oL

OF "D”

F‘mranvm. IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED

ONE | TWO [THREE
0 0 5
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 2
0 0 52
0 1 0.
0 0 11
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 14 3
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0

ls from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by infarmation,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts



CET - II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS lm DURING

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL - ILLINOIS, NORTHERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
SARD 5 TS y——" NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
©rM e 1 ARREST TO INDICYMENT-30

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT=10 N w T w A ™ ™

3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11t030d 31 to 60 d: .

+ CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA ! ays 1to ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVALS '&FEND‘"TS “EPORT,EDv’_ % nePBATED % | neronrteo | % ReroRTEn|] % REFORTED| % REFORTED % nesoRen | %

r

\ @ L_486 | b 19 3.9 16 15.6| 152 31,3| _109 22.4 k3:} 7.2 51 10.5. 44 _ 9.1
WHERE [*NeT b g 5.8 80 16.5| 156 32.1] 104 21.4 30 6.2 47 9.7 41 8.4
DEFENDANTS' @ 486 v> ggg ﬁ.i gi; ::.; ge 7.4 13 2.7 5 1.0 5 1.0 g 1.6

[wer | s . 3 . .
ARREST < 6.8 11 2.3 5 1.0 2 .4 1 .2
PRECEDED @ 486 | > 80 16.5 40 8.2|__89 18.3( _100 20.6 23 4.7 61 12.6 93 19.1
ET [
INDICTMENT 89 18.3 58 11.9( 101 20.8 88 18.1 32 6.6 57 11.7 61 12.6
®§ L_486  [oross T 2 .4 3 .6 25 5.1| _103 21.2 3a_ | 7.0|._.103 21.2 216 44.4
30 7 1.3 9 19/  a 8.4| 112 23.0 33 6.8 %8 20.2 | 186 38.3
@ 443 68 15.3 29 6,5 290 65,5 33 7.4 7. 1.6 10 2,3 [ 1.4
-
e
@ 569 | [omoss [> 243 42.7 253 44.5 42 7.4 13 2.3 6 1.1 4 .1 8 1.4
2. NET Pp 253 44.5 258 45.3 39 6.9 9 1.6 3 7 3 .7 2 .4
WHERE @ L_569 | [oRoss T> 56 9.8 22 3.9 71 12.5 76 13.4 38 6.7 141 24.8 165 29.0
NET <
INDICTMENT < { P 61 10.7 30 5.3 126 22,1 84 14.8 41 7.2 89 15.6 138 24.3
PRECEDED ARREST | 569 | [amoss P> 20 3.5 24 4.2{_ 58 10.2{__72 12.7 36 6.3 |__137 24.) | 222 39.0
TOTRIAL NET 23 4.0 26 4.6 70 12.3| 130 22.8 49 8.6 90 15.8 181 31.8
ARREST
@ L_474 24 19.8 21 4.4| 226 47.7| __s1 10.8 5 1.1 70 14.8 7 1.5
-

3. @ 134 ) [choss [>_ 67 50.0 7 5.2 9 6.7 9 6.7 6 4.5 12 9.0 24 17.9
ARRAIGNMENT NET 67 50.0 9 6.7 9 6.7 15 11.2 3 2.2 17 2.7 14 10.4
COINCIDED ARREST -

TOTRIAL L] [4ROSS
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 119 | 55 46.2 9 7.6 45 37.8 6 5.0 2 1.7 2 1.7
-
-~
@ __486 | 19 3.9 76 15.6| _152 31.3{__109 22.4 35 7.2 51 10.5 44 9.1
NET 28 5.8 80 16.5| 156 32.1| 104 21.4 30 6.2 47 9.7 41 8.4
TOTALS OF @ L1055 | 445 42.2 | _470 44.5| 18 7.4] 26 2.5 11 1.0 9 .9 16 1.5
|__NET Pp 469 44.5 476 |°  45.1 2 6.8 20 1.9 . 6 . .
GROUPS 1,2,43 ’ : ° ° 6 3 3
. @ L1189 | [P0 1> 203 17.1 69 s.8| 169 14.2| _18s 15,6 67 5.6 |__214 | _18.0|_ 282 | 23.7
217 18.3 97 8.2| 236 19.8| 187 15.7 76 6.4| 163 13.7 | 213 17.9
@g’ 1189 | feross [> go | __ 3,5 34 2.9|__92 7.7(__184 [__1s.5 26 6.4/ 252 | 21.2 | 462 |__3m.9
K @ : NET 97 8.2 44 3.7] 120 10.1 257 21.6 85 7.1 205 17.2 38l 32.0
@ L1036 217 20.9 59 s.7| 561 54.2 90 8.7 12 1.2 82 7.9 15 1.4
-
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USG 3181{n). Each reported delendant falls in bolh a GROSS and a NET **ODEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvanlies, Appeals from L).S, Magistrate decitions, Rule 20 trantfers out of distriet,
figute in the appiicabls time column, Howsever, the person may tall within the GROSS count of one time column and the NET af another. For example, if a pregrisl diversion dispositions, removats from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.

delendant had a gross {ime interval of 12 days, he woutd be shown in Ihe 11.30 day GROSS tims Interval, if the excludabie ime was 4 days, he NET time
wouid be 8 days {$2-4 = 8) and the delandant would be shown [n the 010 10day NET time interval.



€ET - II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{Duting July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 |

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H){(1)(A)

B. NARA examination—(H){1}(8)

o O

. Interlocutory appeals—(H)}{1)(D) . . . . .

m

. Hearings on pratrisl motions—(H)}{1ME) . ., .
. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

-n

A&40.HOUFA . . . ..o,

. Motion is actually under advisement,
(HHING)
. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

r o

deportation, extradition. (MM 1), . . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutual agresment. (H){2)
M. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness, (HM3HAMB) . . . . . . ,
N. Period of mentsl or physical incompetence of

defendanttostand trial. (HM4) . . . . . . , ,

3o

Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
{H){6)

R. Defendant awaiting triai of co-defendant when no

saverance has been grented, (HI(7). . . . . ..

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){8)

., Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . , .

U
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

“Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shawn with reason for delay below.

TOTALS FOR

Rl

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

1,189

)
@ ofar
S —

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME —977__4(@) . 56:9_,
1©) L 43.1.

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME‘ 770 '®

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME |

512

........

. State or federal trials on other charges—(HH1}({C} . .

. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. {H)(5) .

................

010 10days| 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ deys)

3 0 4 7 7 2

0 0 0 0 0 L |
1 0 1 0 0 1 o3,
0 0 1 2 0 |
69 44 159 30 11 8 ||, s |
3 7 2 2 I | -
23 35 137 4 5 o {204
6 0 0 1 1 (.9
0 0 0 1 1 ' |
21 11 13 13 5 “ q), 97
1 1 1 4 1 4 |l 12
0 0 0 0 0 o ., o |
0 0 0 0 1 N |
0 2 2 0 0 s . 8
2 7 1 22 3 O | .
0 0 3 3 0 2 |}, 8 |
0 0 0 0 0 o || o |

e

OF “p*
R

.............
.............

.............

.............

.............

.............
.............

F"lNTERVAL INWHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
2 0 21
0 0 1]
4] 1 2
2 0 5
2 7 312
19 4 0
0 2 202
3 2 4
0 0 3
6 49 42
1 2 9
0 0 0
0 0 6
0 0 8
2 2 42
0 0 8
0 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from LJ,S. Magistrate declsions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diverslon dispositions. removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
**%Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Intervai two! Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

Prepared by! Administrative Office of U.S, Courts




$ET - IX

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL L&um&._mmm____ JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

SARD 6 TS EVENTE R T LTS BAYE) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS \
8/77) @ 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 N 1 N h w A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~80 0t0 10d 1110304 3
% CONVICTION TO SENTENCECNA ays to 30 days 1 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
UROUP NTERVAL 'wmms “EW“TED " REPSRIED % nePGRTED | % nesoaren] % AEPORTED % nEFOATED % neroaten | %
l @ L_.2.6..I —ag.5 |11 | 423 5 [ 19,2
10 38.5 12 46.2 4 15.4
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' @ L26_J 21 |_80.8 4 | _15.4 1 3.8
NET 21 80.8 5 19.2
ARREST )
PRECEDED @ L2e oo I> 32 | 46,2 2 7.7 6_ | _23.1 2 7.7 4 15.4
46. . . . .
INDICTMENT 12 6.2 3 11.5 7 26,9 3 11.5 1 3.8
@,‘9 L25 y [cRossT> 3 11.5 6 23.1 8 30.8 2 7.7 2 7.7 5 19.2
6@ LNET 3 11.5 6 23.1 9 34.6 4 15.4 4 15.4
@1_3&_1 7 | 20,2} 3 | 12,5 | 12 | s0.0 1 4.2 1 4,2
g
) r@ L4 .__5._ —35.7 |8 | 571 1 7.1
2 G 35.7 9 64.3
WHERE @ L14_ | [GROsTS 3 21.4 2 14,3 3 21.4 1 7.1 4 28.6 1 7.1
R NET
INDICTMENT < [ et | 3 21.4 3 21.4 2 14.3 s 35.7 1 7.1
PRECEDED ARREST | 14 ) foross B> 2 | 14,3 | 4 28.6 3 21.4 4 28,6 1 |_2a
TOTRIAL 2 14.3 2 14.3 4 28.6 1 7.1 4 28.6 1 7.1
ARREST
@ L6 2 33.3 3 _|.-50.0 1 |16.7
3 @ L6y [eRoss I>_ a5 18,8 11 9,5 18 15.5 19 16.4 5 4.3 9 7.8 o | 7.8
ARRAIGNMENT o 45 38.8 11 9.5 24 20.7 17 14.7 7 6.0 5 4.3 7 6.0
COINCIDED ARRESY
TOTRIAL Lo} [GROSS T
WITH FIRST N NET
APPEARANCE @ 96 47 49.0 27 28.1 13 13.5 7 7.3 1 1.0 1 1.0
L 22 v
r® 26 o [FROST> 30 | ag.s |31 | 42.3 s |_10.2
LNEV 10 38.5 12 46.2 4 15.4
TOTALS OF @ L40_{ > 26 65.0 12 10.0 1 2.5 1 2.5
QROUPS1, 2,83 26 65.0 14 35.0
@ L156 | 60 38.5 15 9.6 27 17,3 22 14.1 5 3.2 17 |[_ 1009 | 10 | 6.4
L_NeT P 60 38.5 17 10.9 33 21.2 22 14.1 10 6.4 6 3.8 8 5.1
D&~ L1se_ [oe5 D> so 32.1 17 10.9 30 19,2 24 15.4 7 4.5]_18 1.5, (10 6.4
A“@ NET 50 3z2.1 19 12,2 37 23.7 22 14.1] 11 7.1 9 5.8 8 5.1
@uzs__x 56 | 444 | 33 [ 262 | 25 | 20| 8 | 63| 2 f 6| 2 | 1.6
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUOABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3i81(h). Each raported delendant {alis In bolh a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniies, Appesls from U.,S. Magistrate decislons, Rulcmmmhuwlol distelet,
figure in the applicable time colymn, However, the person inay llllwllhln the GROSS ccunt of one lime column atid the NET ol anciher. For axsmply, il 2 pratrial diversion dispotitions, removals from State courts and sny petty offenses proceeded by information,

delendant had & gross time interval of 12 days, he would be sliown In 1he 11:30 day GROSS lims Interval, If the axcludable lime was 4 days, Ihve NET time
would be 8 deys (12-4 » 8) and the detendani wou!ld be shown In the 0 to 10 day NET time interval,



GeET ~ II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

(During July 1, 1876 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H}{1){A}) , . . .
B. NARA examination—(H){1)B} . . ., . . .

C. State or federal trials on other chargst—{H){1){C)

D.

mm

Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
20840, (UMY . . . o 0L
Motion is actually under adviserment.

MING) v . L s
. Misc, p dings: probation or parole r ion,
deportation, extradition, (Hi(H). . . . . .

z o

bd

M. Unavallabifity {includes fugitive} of defendant or

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)

Intsrlocutory appesis—-(HMI}D) . , . . . .

. Hearings on pretrial rnotions—(HM1)E) . , . .

.

essentisl witness, (H){3MAMB) . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical Incos:petence of
defendant tostend trial, (H)(4) . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA | or tr

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
e . . .. .

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted, (H){7) . . . . .

D S T N T Y

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(B)

U. Time up to withdrawal of puilty plsa (i) . . .
W, Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B) .

LR T S T S S S

tment. (HME)

.

« .

.

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

0
1156 ® oﬁ"

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD
ILLINOIS 73.7
EASTERN DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiMe 115 (@) L .22/

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

Oto10days| 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 1z1+days\(
1 1 2 1 0 0 5
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0,
0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0
15 0 0 0 0 0 L 15
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
9 7 9 7 2 0 L3,
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
1 1 1 0 1 1 L5
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0,
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0,
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0,
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 o0,

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speady Trial Act of 1974, are shown with ressan for delay below.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO.NOT INCLUDE: Juvenites, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositians, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

26.3

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L_ 41 ____1(T) L. S22

©]
o5

OF "np"
St prognd

............
.....
.............
............
............

............

.............

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 1 4
0 0 0
0 0 o)
0 (4] 1]
0 0 15
0 0 0
1 2 31
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 2 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 g 0
‘ 0 0 0

Prepared by: Administrative Otfice of U.S, Courts
[}
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL NOIS, SOUTHERN ), 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

MTERVALSEVENTS.& 70 LIMITS(DAYSY, 7 ‘ NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS .w
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-20
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 1 w N N ™~
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 ’ 0 1o 10 days 11 to 30 da 33to60d
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE_NA ay! ys 0 ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP W ;EFE,NDANTS REPORTEDv % RERGRTER: % RERGRTED | % neronten] % REFGRTED % REFORTED % neroRten | %
r
I @ 13 a_|_s61.5 1 7,7 2 |_15.4 1 7.20_ 2 7.7
' ' [* NET | 8 61. 2 . .
WHERE 5 15.4 2 15.4 1 7.7
DEFENDANTS' @ L1 —‘}3—— 190 -
ARREST < 3 | 100.0
SRECEDED @ Las g femesD 4 | s | 2 ) oase | 3| 27| 2| ase 4 | 208
5 8. 2 . . .
INDICTMENT ‘ 38.5 15.4 1 7.7 1 7.7 4 30.8
M~ L el 3 | 23, 1 2.7 1 7.7 1 7.7 3 23,1 4 30.8
(z‘@ NeT 3 23.1 2 15.4 1 7.7 1 7.7 2 15.4 4 30.8
@ L_8_ 5 62.5 2 25,0 |1 |_12.5
=
~ .
L35 3 ferosi [> 9 25.7 25 71.4 1 2.9
2. NET 9 25.7 26 74.3
WHERE @ L35 1 P 4 11.4 3 8.5 4. 11.4 7 20,0 3 8.6 1 2.9 |13 37.1
MET 9 o
INDICTMENT .< 4 11.4 3 8.6 5 14.3 7 20.0 3 8.6 1 2.9 12 34.3
PRECEDED T?)“'l"‘:l‘:l 1 35 | [enoss [> 1 | F— 3 8,6 [ b 17.1. s 14.3 2.9 12 37.1
ARREST d 2 5.7 3 8.6 5 14.3 8 22.9 5 14.3 12 34.3
@ L35 1 2.9 4 11.4..1_26 | _74.3 2 5.7 1 2.9 1 (_2.9
.

3 @ |56 ) [SRosS 8 14.3 5 8.9 A1 | 19,6 | 18 |_ 32.1 2 3.6 4 7.1 8 14.3
ARRAIGNMENT NET 9 16.1 ] 10.7 12 21.4 17 30.4 2 3.6 4 7.1 6 10.7
COINCIDED ARREST

T TRIAL
WITH FIFST
APPEARANCE 2 4.3 1 2,1
1 7.7 k] 7.2
1 7.7
TOTALS OF
GHOUPS 1, 2, &3
—27 | 26,0 § 4.8 5 b8 {25 | 24.0 |
25 24.0 -] 4.8 5 4.8 22 21.2
25 24.0 7 6.7 8 1.7 24 23.1
26 25.0 7 6.7 6 5.8 22 2.2
4 4.4 1 1.1 1 1.1 1 1.1
*NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reported delendant falls in beth 2 GROSS and a NET' **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure n the appticable time column, However, the person may tall wilhin the UROSS count of one tine column and the NET of analher. For exampiua, I a peetrisl divarsion dispesitions, removals from State ccurts and any petty otfenses proceeded by information,

defendant had a gross tirw iaterval of 12 daye, he wouid be shows In the 11.30 day GROSS time interval. It 1he excludabie lime waa & days, the NET tima
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and (h) dalendant would ba ahown in thv 010 10 cay NET lime Interval,




LET - I

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 |

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A, Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H}{1){A}

B. NARA examination—(H)}{1M{B} . . . , , . . .

C. State or federa! trials on other charges—(HHN1)(C} . .

D. Interlocutory appesis—{H){1}{D}

E. Hearings on pretrisl motions—{H){1}{(E}
F. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
21 & 40). (HHI)(F) . , .
G. Moticn is actually under ndvlnmom
(WG
H. Misc, procsedings: probation or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H}1}. . . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutust agreement. {H)(2)
. Unavailabili®y {includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness. (H){3){A)(B)
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

-

defendanttostand trial. (H){4) . . . . , . . .

o

Suparseding indictment and/or new charges.
(Hi8) .
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant whan no

mverance has been granted. (HN® , . . ., . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of jus’ice. (H}(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty pioa {{}
W. Grand jury indictment time sxtended 30 more
days. (8} .

TOTALS FOR
ILLINOIS
SOUTHERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS Los o8
REPORTED DURING PERIOD A0 @) oFrA
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME 89 1(B) o 85:6

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L_._ls.._:@ 4.4

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

-------

......

..............

........

. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. {H){(5) .

..............

0to 10days| 11to 21 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 1z1+days\

0 0 1 2 1 1 “ 5
0 0 0 0 0 0 N
0 0 0 0 0 0 P )
0 0 0 0 0 0 0.
8 0 .0 0 0 0 8
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 L2
1 0 0 0 - 0 0 L1,
0 0 0 0 .0 ¢ L0
3 0 2 0 0" 1 L6,
0 0 0 0 0 -0 L0,
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
1 0 0 0 0 0 N

0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 1 0 0 L1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*Paragraph snd subsection of 18 USC 3181, Speedy Trial Act of 1874, are |I\owr\ whh mnn lm delay bainw,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvontln, Appesls 'vom U.S, A

***|nterval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: |

Rule 20

) three: A

ta Trial,

out of district, pretrlsl di

di 1ot

©

o5

OF “D"

.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............
.............

cesnbremmseany

*"*INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
QCCURRED
ONE TWO [THREE
1 0 4
[ 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 7
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 5
0 0 0
0 0 0
[ 0 1
Y] 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0

from State courts and any petty oifenses proceeded by inforesation,

Prepared by: Adminlstrative Uifics of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

IN
INDIANA,

NORTHERN

DURING

JULY 1,

1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

SARD 5 NTERVALS—EVE.NTH”I.IM“’S(DAVS) ' ]
81N e 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 .
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 A N 3 ) w
3 ARRAIGNMENT TC TRIAL-60 0 tc 10 d: 11 to 30 da 31 to 60 days 120d 2 180 d 181 days &
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGENA ays ys L} €1 to 100 days 100 to ays 121 to 180 days 81 days 8 over
GRoOuP imrenw«(): *DEFENDANTS REPORTED % REPERTED % REPGATED | % neronTen| % REPORTED % REPORTED % neromTED | %
- - gt
! 97 77 79.4 10 10.3 9 9.3 1 1.0
[*NET B 77 79.4 10 10.3 9 9.3 1 1.0
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' L__97y [eross I> 75 77.3 16 16.5 6 6.2
NET 75 78.4 16 16.5 5 5.2
ARREST < S
97 | [cross 52 53.6 4 4.1 19 19.6( 18 15.5 2 2.1 3 3.4 2 2.1
PRECEDED @ (-1 - .
[ NET P53 54.6 r 2.1l " 22 22.7| 11 11.3 2 2.1 . .
INDICTMENT 3 3-1 2 2.1
@@ L 97, [cross [> 4s 46.4 3 3.1 10 10.3[ 26 26.8 3 3.1 4 4.1 6 6.2
,;z«@ NeT By 45 36.2 3 3.1 12 12.4| 7726 26.8 2 2.1 4 4.1 5 5.2
@ L 82 41 50.0 7 8.5| 24 29,3 7 8.5 2 2.4 1 |__1.2
, U
pu
@ 307 | [oross [> 144 46.9 (_107 3a.9)__32 |__10.4/___20 6.5 —— 4 1.3
2. Ner Py 137 47.9 | T 107 34,9 7 32 10.4| 18 5.9 1 .3 2 .7
WHERE @ L_307 | [cRoss [> 48 15.6 35 11.4|__ 90 2.3l __60 19,5 20 6.5 a1 1374 13 4z
NET
INDICTMENT 51 16.6 39 12.7] 91 29.6| 60 19.5 19 6.2 39 12.7 8 2.6
ARREST | 307 , [cross 1> 24 7.8 27 8.8 76 24.8| 18 25.4 24 7.8 48 15.6 30 9.8
PRECEDED L3073 .
0 TO TRIAL NET 25 8.1 29 9.4| 82 26.7| 79 25,7 23 7.5 46 15.0 23 7.5
ARREST .
\.@ L_255 | 35 13.7 29 11.4] _3151 59.2| __22 8.6 3 1.2 o | __3s| . &l __ 24
L 42 | [Gross > 15 35.7 10 23.8 8 19.0 5 11.9 3 7.1 1 2.4
ARRAIGNMENT NET T3 36.1 10 23.8 3 21.4 5 11.9 2 4.8
COINCIDED A“REST
! TOTRIAL L | [GROSS TS
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE L@ 42 5 11,9 o |___21.4|__ 23 54.8 4 9,5 1 2.4
(Y 97 s >_17 79.4 10 10.3 9 9.3 1 1.0
NET T 79.4 10 10.3 9 9.3 1 1.0
TOTALS OF > 219 54.2 | 123 30.4{ 38 9.4/ 20 5.0 4 1.0
@ 2% - 5577|123 30.4| T 37 9.2| 18 4.5 T 2 2 .5
GROUPS 1, 2,43
@ L_446 115 25.8 49 11.0| _117 26.2| 80 17.9| 22 4.9 47 10.5. 16 16
120 26.9 53 1l.9( 122 27.4f 76 17.0 21 4.7 44 9.9 10 2.2
@ 446 ; [Gross [> 85 19.1 39 8.7| 95 21.3] 108 24.2 27 6.1 55 12.3 32 8.3
@ T ver P86 19.3 a1 52| 7103 23,1111 24.9 25 5.6 52 | 11.7 28 6.3
@ L_379 1 81 21,4 45 11,9 198 52.2( 33 8,7 3 .8 12 . 7 1.8
\.

NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDASLE TIME UNDER 18 USC J161¢h). Each reporied deferdant talls in bolh 8 GROSS and a NET
tigure In the appticable time column, However, the person may fall within tha'GROSS caeunt of one tima column and the NET of another. For example, il a
detendani had a gruss time inlerval of 12 days, he would be shown In the 11.30 day SROSS 1ime hyterval, If the excludable time was 4 days, the NET tyme
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and the delendant wyald ba shown In the'0 to 10 day NET Wheintercal,

il

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U S, Maghirate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
pretriat divarsion dispetitions, removals fiom State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by intormaiion,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapecity—(H)(1)(A)

B. NARA examination—(H){1)(B)

v o

Interlocutory appeals—(H{IKD) . . . . . .
Hearings on pretrial motions—(H}{(1ME) . . . .
Transfers from other districts {(per FRCP rules 20,
21&40L(HMIXF) . . . . . . . . ...
Motion is actually under advisement.

Wine . ... .. ... ...,
Misc. proceedings: probetion or parole revocation,
deportation, extracition. (H{1). . . . . . .

nm

o

Prosscution defurred by mutual agresment. (H}(2)
Unavailability (inciudes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (H)(3)(A)8)
N. Period of riental or physical incompetsnce of
defendanttostand trial. (HH4) . ., . ., . , .

;.-

State or federal trials on other charges—(H}{1)(C) . .

O. Paricd of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .

P. Superseding indictment snd/or new charges.
{H)(6)

R. Dsfendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance hiss been granted, (HX7), . . . . .

...............

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . .
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

..............

.

¢

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o2
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L A46. @) orrar
%Rﬁ% DEFEENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 348 () o 78.0,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME _ 98 (@) L.22:0,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME ©
e
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY FERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) OF “0"
ﬁmwdm M1021 | 22t042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ days N
1 2 2 5 3 0__f 13 .10
0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 ... 0.
0 0 1 0 0 1 ... 0.8 ...
0 0 0 0 0 S | PO S DO 0.8 ...
52 0 0 0 0 0 |52} 440
1 1 1 0 0 0 3 ... 2:5 ...
13 4 0 1 0 o _Jf._ 18 ) 183
0 0 0 0 0 0 X o ..o
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0_,{......0o
3 0 2 2 0 3 10 ) 8.5 .
0 0 1 0 0 o2 of.... L7
0 0 0 0 0 0 {0 |......0 .
0 0 1 0 0 o H.o t . 0%8
0 0 0 0 0 0 . o ,}.......0o
3 2 4 4 2 2 D AN D <. S
0 0 0 0 0 c L R DR 0.
0 0 0 0 0 | O T 9....

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below,

*“DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesis from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrisl diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.
***Intervel one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

ﬁINTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 2 11
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1
0 1 51
0 3 0
0 1 17
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 4 6
0 0 2
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 16
0 0 0
0 0 0

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS IN DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL L_IJRLAWBN_____ 6_thru JUNE 30, 1977

e ALS SVENTS A Te LTS loAYeN, (7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARBEST TO INDICTMENT-~30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—-10 W W ﬁ N 1 A )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0to 10 days 11 to 30 days 3110 604d " "
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ! Tto ay! o ays 61 to 100 days 100 t0 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
vy ~ 4 44 ‘1 . 0
GROUP *"DEFENDANTS REPORTED % AEPGRIED % REPGRTED % neronten] % REPORTED % ne&:e:;sr:n % neromten | %
~p ~
t r@ L_s6  [orossTS 16 28,6 |___26 46.4 14 25.0
o NET 16 28.6 26 6.4 4 25,
WHERE 4 : 5.0
DEFENDANTS' L6 j [eRoss B> q0 | 71,4 (.10 [ 17.9 (2 (| 3.6 3 5.4 1|38 —
NET 41 73.2 11 19.6 2 3.6 2 3.6
ARREST <
PRECEDED @ Lse | foross > ag | 320 | 13 | o232 | a4 | 23| 22| 2 | ael 1 1.8 |1 1.8
19 33.9 13 23,2 8 14.3 13 23.2 1 1.8 1 1.8 1 1.8
INDICTMENT
@3’ |56 ) |eRoss > 3 5.4 8 l_14.3. 17 30.4 13 23,2 6 10.7 7 12.5 2 1.6
< @ Ner 3 5.4 8 14.3 17 30.4 17 30.4 5 8.9 5 8.9 1 1.8
@ 55 ) 17 30.9 13 23,6 16 29,1 3 5.5 3 5.8, 2 3.6 1 1.8
.
~
@ 111 ) [aRoss [> 58 52.3 a7 33.3 11 9.9 4 3.6 3 1.9
2, [_NET P 58 52,3 37 33.3 12 10.8 r 3.6
WHERE @ 11 > 48 43.2 21 18.9 9 8.1 15 13.5 9 8.1 4 1.6 5 4.5
NET
INDICTMENT < 49 44,1 20 18.0 14 12.6 17 15.3 7 6.3 1 .9 3 2.7
PRECEDED JRREST | 111 ) 11 9.9 34 30.6 20 18.0 23 20.7 |_ 13 9.9 5 4.5 77 6.3
11 9.9 35 31.5 22 20.7 26 23,4 | 11 9.9 2 1.8 3 2.7
ARREST
k@ L2109 _| 2% 22,0 | 23 | 213 | _ 34 31.2 16 14.7. 2_|__ 1.8 4 1.7 6 5.5
14 15.7 5 5.6 |29 |_ 326!l 20 22.5 8 9,0 9 10,1 4 4.5
ARRAIGNMENT NET 15 16.9 8 9.0 37 41.6 21 23,6 7 7.9 1 1.1
COINCIDED Tgﬂ;‘:f:L
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ L84 | 18 21.4 19 22.6 30 35.7 11 13.1 4 4.8 2 2.4
.
-~
@ Ls6 | [To= 1> 16 |_20.6 | 26 | 46.4 | 14 | 25,0
NET 16 28.6 26 46.4 14 25.0
TOTALS OF @ 1167 | [oross 1> om 58,7 47 28.1 13 7.8 7 4,2 1 .5 1 5
[__NET ] . 48 28.7 .4 .
GROUPS 1, 2,&3 99 59.3 14 8 6 3.6
@ L256 | [0 > en 31.3 39 15.2 46 18.0 48 18.8 | 19 7.4 | 14 5.5 | 10 3.9
NET 83 32.4 41 16.0 59 23.0 51 19.9 | 15 5.9 3 1.2 4 1.6
@@ 256 | 28 10.9 47 18.4 66 25.8 55 21,5|_ 25 9.8 22 8.6 [__13 5.1
«*@ 29 11.3 51 19.9 77 30.1 63 246§ 24 9.4 8 3l 4 1.6
@ 1248 | 59 23,8 55 _|—22,2 | 80 | 32.3 1 30 [ 12,1 5 |-——2.0(| 20 | 40| 9 | 3.6
(.
SHET MEANS GROSS LA YS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each repotied defendant falls (n both & GROSS and a NET **DCFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appaals from U.S. Magittrate duldom,ﬂull?ﬂ"mlmoul of distelct,
(igute in the applicable thins column. However, the persan may fall within the GROSS count of one lime column &nd the NET of ancthar. Fot example, il a pretrist diversion dispositions, removals from sunmmu\dmv petty offanses procesded by information.

delendant had a gross lime loterval of 12 days, be would be shawn in the 1130 day GROSS lime Interval, If the excludadle time wes 4 days, the NET time
would be B Gays {12-4 = 8) and (e defendent would be shown in ihe O to 10 day NET Lima Interval,

— — — —
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**TEAMINATED DEFENDANTS 6 o
SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 256 (@) gEA
. INDLANA 220 85.9
INCIDENCE OF AND SOUTHERN DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLUDaBLE TiMe 220 (@) . 82.2,
' DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiME L_36___1(§) L 14:1,

REASONS FOR DELAY

FINTERVAL IN WHICH

) INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDASBLE TIME EXCLUDABLE DELAY
[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977] o5 OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) OF 0"
*REASON N\ EE
Under 18 USC 3181 6“ 10days] 11t0 21 2210 42 431084 | 85t0 120 | 121 +days ONE | TWO |THR
A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical 0 2 4
incapacity—(HINA) .+ . . . . ... . . . 0 0 1 2 1 2 LY B N
0 0 0
B, NARA examination—(H{1(B) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 R TS DU 0.....
0 0 0
C. State or federal trials on otker charges—(HMINC) . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L LY DU 0....
0 0 0
D. interlocutory appesls—(H}1)D} . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L UNY B 0.
0 0 2
E. Heatings on pretrial motions—(H{1}(E) , . 0 0 2 0 0 0 i 2 ). 5.0.....
F, Transfers {rom other districts {per FACP rules 20, 0 0 0
20840 HNF . . . . . ... . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L U B 0....
G. Motion is actually under advisement. 2
HIING) o o ey e . . 0 1 0 1 0 0 L 2 ... 5.0..... 0 0
H. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole moemon, 0 0 0
deportation, extradition. (HM1). . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 ! 0 sf....... 0.
0 0 0
. Prosecution deferred by mutusl agresment. (H)(2) 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 T [ 9,....
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
essantiat witness, (H)3)ANB) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 L T SO
N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of 0 0 2
defendant tostand trial, (H}4) . . . . , . . . 0 0 0, 2 0 0 ! LI B 5.0 .
0 0 0
O. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 LY DOSTR A
P om0 0 0 0 0 o {0 ..o o] o o
R. Dafendant awaiting trial of co-dufendant when no 0 0 0
severance hasbeengranted. (H){7), . . . . . . Y 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 'Y U N
4] 2 26
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H}{8) 1 0 5 13 3 6 1 28 b )....70.0 .
0 0 0
U, Time up to withdrawal of gullty plea (i} . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 X LB R
W. Grand indictment time extended 30 more
dlvs(':;y................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 N TR S ¢ 0 0
*Paragraph and subsection o' 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown wﬂh reeson for delsy balow.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT' INcLUDE Juveniies, Appeals from U.S, W ik Rule 20 fers out of district, pretrial di Is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

***intervel one: Arrest to Indictment; Intervel two! Indictment to Arralgnment; “Interval three: Arralgnment ta Telal,

Prepered by: Administretive Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS Im . DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL WISCONSIN, EASITERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
SARD § YT p————— NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
8/17) o 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 N ( 3\ \ (- A N A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 10 60 days
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGELNA y! Y ay! 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
- ) - N ' N
GROUP W DEFENDANTS “EN'“TED % REPGRTED % nzggl‘\:?ﬂq % neronTen] % AEPORTED % AEPORTED % nerorten | %
i t i EEE 55,2 19 32.8 S 8.6 1 1.7 1 1.7 |
32 55.2 19 32.8 5 8.6 1 1.7 1 1.7
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' L | Em» 32 55.2 22 37.9 3 5.2 1 1.7
NET 32 55.2 22 37.9 3 5,2 1 1.7
ARREST <
PRECEDED @ 58 | > iz 20,7 2 3,4 9 15.5 11 19.0 5 8.6 13 | 22.4| & | 103
3 2 20. 3, . . E
INDICTMENT 7 2 4 9 15.5 12 20.7 4 6.9 15 25.9 4 6.9
@é 58 | [eros > 1 1.7 6 10.3| 10 17.2 7 12.1 10 17.2|___ 8 13.8 16 27.6
B NET T 1.7 6 10.2| 10 17.2 8 13.8 10 17.2 11 19.0 12 20.7
L_43 21 48.8 5 11.6 13 30.2 2 4.7 1 2.3 1 2.3
.
e
@ 1136 Gros [> 73 | _53.7 | _ 47 34.6| __8 s.ol 3 2.2 2 1.5 3 2.2
2, NET 73 53.7 47 34.6 8 5.9 3 2.2 2 1.5 3 2.2
WHERE @ 136 | [cRoss [> 40 29.4 1 .7 7 5.1 23 16.9 14 10.3 33 24,3 )...18 | _13.2
NET 40 . a7 .
INDICTMENT < 29.4 i 8 5.9 29 21.3 20 4.7 25 18.4 13 2.6
PRECEDED ARREST | 136 aross |> 14 10.3 12 8.8 14 10.3 18 13.2 14 10.3 a9 28,7 {__25 |_.18.4
TO TRIAL TNET 14 10.3 12 8.8 14 10.3 23 16.9 25 18.4 29 21.3 19 14.0
ARREST ‘
L@ 114 70 61.4 4 | 35|l 34 | 208 5 4.4 1 s
L5 ) [EresI>_ 7 9.3 1 1.3 4 5.3 16 21.3 4 5.3 22 29,3 |21 |_28.0
ARRAIGNMENT NET 7 9.3 1 1.3 5 6.7 16 21.3 8 10.7 24 32.0 14 18.7
COINCIDED A"“EST
70 TRIAL [Gross > —
WITH FIRST NET
* APPEARANCE () L_54 31 57.4 3 5.6|__ 18 29,6 4 7.4
4 L 58 | [GRos > 32 55.2 19 32.8 5 8.6 1 1.7 1 1.2
RET 32 55.2 19 32.8 5 8.6 1 1.7 1 1.7
TOTALS OF @ 124 | 105 54.1 69 35.6 11 5.7 4 2.1 2 Lo 3 1.5
, ["NET P 105 54.1 69 35.6 11 5.7 4 . .
GROUPS 1, 2, & 3 | 2.1 2 1.0 3 L3
@ 1 269 | [eAoss > 59 21.9 4 1.5| 20 7.4| __ 50 18.6 23 |__ 8.6 68 25.3 a5 |_8.2
NET 59 21.9 4 1.5 22 8.2 57 21.2 32 i1.9 64 23.8 31 11.5
@Q-zs 1269 22 8.2 19 7.1 28 10.4 41 15.2 28 10.4 69 25.7 62 | 23.0
£0) e P22 8.2 is 7.1 29 10.8| 47 17.5 43 16.0 64 23.8 45 16.7
L@ L2111 ¢ 122 57,8 | 12 5.7} 63 29.9 11 5.2 1 .5 2 .9
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLIIDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each raported defendant lalls [n both 8 GROSS and a HET “*DEFENDANT FIGURES DQ NOT INCLUDE: Juvenilss, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfars out of district,
tigurs in the applicable time columin, However, the person may fali wilthin tha GROSS count of one time column and the NET of another, For example, If a pretrial divarsion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty ot{snses procesded by information,

dalendant had a gross time interval of 12 days, he would be shown in (he 11-30 day GROSS time interval. If the excludable time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 = 8) and the defendant would be shiawn In the 0 to 10 day NET time interval.



€VT - II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASCN

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(HM1MA) . . . . . . . . ..

B, NARA sxamination—(H){1)}(B) . . . . . . . .

C. State or federal trials on other charges—(Hj{1}(C) .
D. Interlocutory sppeals—{H)II{D)} . , . . . .
E. Hsarings on pretrisl motions—(H)}{IE) . , . .
F. Transters from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
20&40L.(HNOXFY . . . .« . . . . .
G. Motion is sctually under advisement,
WG . . ... ... .. v e
H. Misc, proceedings: probation or parole rwoutlon,

deportation, axtradition. (HM1). . . . ., . .

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)
M. Unavailability {includes fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness. (H)3MA)R) . ., . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompstence of
defendant to stand trial. (H)(4) . . . , . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or trestient. (H){5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H)ie) . . Ve e
R, :Defendant mltlng trial of eo-defendant when no
sevarance has been granicd. (H){(7) .

-----

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. {H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i}
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

TOTALS FOR
WISCONSIN
TERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

o
289 |@ OF “A"

87

L2182 @) ST

(0t 10days] 11021 | 221642 | 431084 | 85t0120 | 121 +days)

1 1 3 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 2 1 L3

12 1 1 1 0 0 L 15
1 0 0 0 0 0 L1

12 12 49 7 0 0 .80
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
1 0 0 0 0 1 L2
0 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 1 o1
0 0 0 0 0 0 S0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are ahown with reaton 'ot delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, A 1
*®*interval one: Arrest to Indictment; interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Intervsl thres: Arraignment to Trlal,

Rule 20

,@ L32.3
©]

o5

OF “D"

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED

ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0 5
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 3
0 0 15
0 1 0
0 0 80
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 1
0 0 0
Y 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0

out of district, pretrisl diversion dispositions, remavals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by Information.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N IN DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL WISCONSIN, WESTERN . Mhmm.:uﬂ

SARD. B TERVALLEVENTE S o LIS DAYS) 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
8/77) o 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 ‘1 - w \ ) ™\
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-€0 0 to 10 days 11t030d 31t060d
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA ay! ays 1to sys 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 daye 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
e ) ) : ;
GRouP ;j'"“'w")l_" .w DANTS REPORT%V % AEPORTED % nebRteo | % | mevonten] % peronien| B AEPORTED % neroRTED | %
- >
¢ L4 jforossi> 3 | 5.0 | 1 | 25.0 ———
4 100.0 \
WHERE -
DEFENDANTS' 3 L4 | [omosT> » 50.0 2 50.0
NET 2 50.0 2 50.0
ARREST <
PRECEDED N S ) 25,0 1 1} 250 | 1 | 250 .
T 1 25.0 1 25.0 2 50.0
INDICTMENT
O~ s =D 1 | 2s.0 |3 | 2s.0 |1 | _2s.0 1| eso | 1
8‘@ NET 1 25.0 2 50.0 1 25.0
@ 2 2 | 667 | 2 33.3
-
(‘
L20 ] 14 (_70,0 |__5 | 250 1 5,0
2 NET B 15 75.0 5 25.0
WHERE @ L20 | > 9 45.0 1 5.0 2 10.0 6 30.0 2 10.0
NET . 3 - -
INDICTMENT < 9 45.0 3 10,0 3 15.0 2 20.0 bl 16.0
PRECEDED Y‘t‘)“;‘:fa L20 ] foross I> ¢ | 30,0 2 10.0 1 5.0 1 5.0 7 35.0 3 15.0
NEY 7 35.0 2 10.0 2 16.0 7 35.0 2 10.0
ARREST
@ L18 5 |.27.8 3 16.7 7 38,9 2 11.1 1 5.6
.
3. @ 151 | [eross > 1g 35.3 12 23.5 12 23.5 2 3.9 5 9.8 1 2.0 1 2.0
ARRAIGNMENT | NET ’ 18 35.3 17 33.3 8 15.7 3 5.9 3 5.9 1 2.0 1 2.0
ARREST
COINCIDED TOTRIAL L | [Gros D>
WITH FIRST | NET ’
APPEARANCE @ 45 16 35.6 6 13.3 14 31.1 8 17.8 1 2.2
.
s
@ L a ) [eesT>S 3 75.0 1 25.0
Ney 4 100.0
TOTALS OF y @ {24 | [GRossT> 16 66.7 5 20.8 2 8.3 1 4.2
NET 1 0.8 7 |* 29.2
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 4 ?
@ L5 | [cRoss > 28 37.3 13 17.3 13 17.3 a 5.3 7 9.3 7 9.3 3 4.0
! NEY 28 37.3 18 24.0 10 13.3 5 6.7 6 8.0 5 6.7 3 4.0
®§” 751 [onoss 1> 24 32.0 15 20.0 13 17.3 4 5.3 6 8.0 9 12.0 4 5.3
[\ NET 25 33.3 20 26.7 | 10 13.3 6 8.0 3 4.0 8 10.7 3 4.0
@ L_66 21 31.8 9 13.6 23 34.8 11 16.7 1 1.5 1 1.5
.
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Each reported defendant faliz In both 8 GROSS and 8 NET **OEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenili, Appsalt from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
Hyure In tha sppficadle time column, However, the pessan may fatl within the GROSS count of one tima column and the NET of anolher. For example, it a pratrisl diversion dispositions, ramovals from Stats courts and any petty offentes proceeded by information,

defendani had & gross lime Interval of 12 days, he wauld ba shown In the $1.30 day GROSS time interval, It the excludable lime was 4 days, the NET timy
would be 8 daya (12-4 = 8) and tha delandani would be shown In the 010 10day NET tims inferval.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD Lj...-l@ or A",
W&%g%g%N DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 45 (®) - £60.0

‘ DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L_30 © 400,

"**INTERVAL INWHICH

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME )@ EXCLUDABLE DELAY
{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 | o5 OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) . OF “D"

L?:S:rsﬁaNuscmm ﬁm 10days| 11021 22t042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 +m ONE | TWO {THREE
~ iﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂﬁ&?&'ﬂ)“ “.for.m?mf'?m.hyfm.' C e 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 ] 5.9..... 1 2 0
B. NARA exsmination—(HN1)B) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ... 0.... 0 0 g
£. State or federal trials on other charges—~(H)1HC) . . 0 0 0 0 0__ 0 \ 0 ... o.... 0 0 0
D. Interlocutory appesls—(H}]I(D) . . . . . . . 0 ] 0 0 0 0 ) o0, {....... 0. .. 0 0 0
E. Hearings on pretrisl motioms—(H)(1(E} . . . . . 23 1 0 0 0 0 24 LA 2 3 19
" I?m'{ﬁi??}?é?“’“""“""‘“”’“'"” . 0 0 0 0 0 0 N N B 0 0 0
& et . 10 7 5 0 0 0o Jfo_ 22 ] 431 0 1 21
P aporetion, sciadon B o 0 0 0 0 0 o ff_ o f....0. . 0o | ol o
I. Prosacution defe;red by musiual agreement. (H)(2) 0 0 - 0 0 0 L LU 0 ..... 0 0 0
M ettt G e 0 0 0 0 1|2 ] 3 o | 1] 1
" Gatondanttosand o, (UA 0 0 0 0 0 o Yl o g 0.l ol o} o
0. Pariod of NARA commitment or trestment. (HNE) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 .0 0 0 0
" et sndfornaw chws 0 0 0 0 0 o _ff_—o ..o 0o | o 0
T otranc s b ancen, By o —nve 0 0 0 0 0 o Yl o J..0 | o] o 0
T. Continuances granted in the ands of justice. {(H)(8) 0 0 0 0 Y 0 \ 0 ... 1 0.... 0 0 o
U. Tirie up to withdrawal of guilty pies (i) . . . . . 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 . LS . 0.... 0 0 0
v s G 0 0 0 0 0 o dl_o | o Lol of o
<“DEFENDANT FIGURES DONGT INGLUBE: sovaies, Appwai from U5, Mouitroe stocmre p s trantersout o dislc,preraldiverion i I from State courts and any patty offenses procesded by information.

**®Intervel ona: Arrest to Indictment; intervel two: Indictment to Arraignment; Intervai three: Arrsipnment to Trial.

Prapared biy: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS I N OURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL ARKANSAS, EASTERN . LM&X_L_l?_'LLcnu_mz_m._u_zv

SARD § CTERVALLEVENTE S TeLANTeBAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
@ e 1 ARREST TO iNDICTMENT~30 :
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 N h ( A ) h )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~80 010 10 d *1t030d 31t060d 2
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA syt ays ays 61 tv 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 day 181 days & over
GROUP W’ **DEFENDANTS REPORTED % FEPORTED % nerGRTED | % neroTen] % neroRTED| % REFORTED % neroRTED | %
(
' @ L_4e [oros ]S 11 25.0 20 45,5 12 27.3 1 2.3
NET 3
WHERE [ NET 2 27.2 22 50,0 10 22,7
. . L__44 ) [omoss 16 81.8 6 13.6 1 2.3 1 2.3
DEFERDANTS __NET P 39 88.6 3 9.1 1 2.3
ARREST <
SRECEDED @ L4 foross B 13 | 295 | 8 18,20 16 36,4/ 4 9,1 3 6.8
.8 13 . . . .
INDICTMENT ) | » 4 31 1 25.0 13 29.5 5 11.4 1 2.3
@g L__44 | [cross I> 1 2.3 6 13.6 10 22,7 20 45,5 2 4.5 1 {231 4.1_.9.1
8‘@ NET 3 6.8 7 15.9 11 25,0 19 43.2 3 6.8 1 2.3
@ L_37 21 56.8 7 18.9 5 13.5 1 2.7 1 2.7 2 .
-
r@ L 233 | [emos > 204 87.6 23 9.9 3 1.3 2 .9 1 .4
2. ] NET ’ 210 90.1 20 8.6 2 .9 1 -4
WHERE @ L_233 | [cross > 53 22.% 42 18.0|___ %5 36.9 21 9.0 8 3.4 11 4.7 12 . 5.2
INDICTMENT < NET 59 25,3 59 25.3| 83 35.6 is 7.7 5 2.1 5 2.1 4 1.7
PRECEDED ARREST | 233 | [oRoss [> 38 16.3 g 16.3 92 39.5 26 11.2 11 4.7 14 6.0 14 6.0
TO TRIAL NET 43 18.5 56 24.0 93 39.9| " 24 10.3 6 2.6 6 2.6 5 2.1
ARREST .
@ L_199 | 135 67.8 28 14.1] 28 14.1 6 3.0 2 1.0
|
3 (@ {4y s> 1 25.0 1 25.0 1 25.0 1 25.0
ARRAIGNMENT D, Ceerp™ 1 25.0 1 25.0 1 25.0 1 25.0
COINCIDED ARREST
TOTRIAL L} [omoss 1>
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE @ L 3, 2 66.7 1 33.3 o
-
4 L 44 [GEsT> 11 | 2s.0 20 45.5| 12 27.3 1 2.3
(e p 12 27.3 22 50.0 10 22,7
TOTALS OF @ L_277 | [anoss T> 240 86.6 29 10.5 4 1.4 1 .4 2 ) 1 .4
[_neT 249 89.9 24 8.7 3 1.1 .4
GROUPS 1,2, &3 k
@ L_281 67 23.8 50 17.8] 102 36.3| 26 9.3 8 2.8|__15 5,3 13 4.6
NeT BT 74 26.3 70 24.9 96 34.2 24 8.5 5 1.8 7 2.5 5 1.8
) 281 ; [enoss [> 40 14.2 44 15.7| 102 36.3 47 16.7 1% 1.6 16 5.7 19 6.8
2817 -
®3~’® AT | T |63 77.3| 163 37.0| 44 15,7 6 71 10 3.6 7 2.5
@ 1239 | 158 66.1 3s 14.6) 34 14.2 7 2.9 1 Al 4 1.7
\.
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USG 3181(h), Each reported delendant falls in both & GROSS snd a NET . **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE! Juveniles, Appesls from U.5, Megistrate decitions, Rule 20 transters uut of district,
figure in the applicadle 1ime cotuma, However, the person may lall within the GROSS counl of one lime column 2:ad the NET of anolher, For sxampla, il & pretrisl diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offessas procesdwd byy Information,

defandant had & groea time Interval of 12 days, he would be shawn in Ihe 11.30 day GROSS time iniarval, If ihe Sxcludable tima was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days (1244 w 8) and the defendsni would be shown in the O to 10 day NET fime [nturval,

o eSS -




LYT - II

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A,

(2]

mm

H.

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for detsy below,

Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H)(1MA) . . . . . . . . . .

NARA exemination—(H){1)(B) . . . . . . . .

State or federal trials on other charges—{!4){1)(C) .

Interlocutory appeals—(HMIHD) . . . . . . .

Hearings on pratrisl motions—(H)(1)M(E) . . . .
Transfers from othe: districts (per FRCP rules 20,
Q&40 MHOKF) . . . o0 0 oL,
Motion is actuslly under advisement.

UG & v v v 0 v 0 v s

Misc, proceedings; probation or parols
deportation, extradition. (H){1). . . . .

tion,

Prosacution dufziced by mutual sgreement. (H){2)

. Unavallability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness, (HH3NANB) . . .
Period of mentsi or physicsl incompetence of
defendant to stand trial, (H){4) . .

Supetseding indictment and/or new charges,
He . ... ..
severance has been granted. (H}(7) . ., . . . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

, Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . .

Grand jury indictmant time extended 30 mors
days. B) . v . .o 0 e e e e

T SR Y
LR S T

. Period of NARA zommitment or treatment. (H)(5) .

L

. Dafendant awaliting trial of co-defendant when no

.

.

« e

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 28l (@) oFra
ARKANSAS DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE Tive L 191 (@) . 68:0_,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 190 (@) L.32.0.,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME
L O
LENGTH GF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) orF "o
Oto 10days| 11to0 21 22 to 42 43t0 84 85 to 120 | 121 +d®

0 0 0 1 0 0 Mo 1. ... 2.7.....
0 1 0 0 0 N | NN ST B 0.7.....
0 0 0 n 0 0 e 0 ... 0.....
0 0 0 0 0 0 ff—0 f....... Q...
37 0 0 0 0 .0 w37 l...28.T .
4 5 1 1 1 1 \ 13 0.0 9.0 ...
13 1 23 0 0 0 w47 ,]...32.6 .
0 0 9 0 0 0 w9 ... 0....
0 0 0 0 0 0 L LANETY BT 0....
1 3. 3 2 1 2 12 8.3....
0 0 0 0 0 1 L LENY N 0.7.....
] 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 4 .......0....
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ]......0...
1 0 0 0 0 1 L 2 ... a4, ..
1 0 7 12 3 S 28 %4
1 0 1 0 0 0 % ... 1.4

0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0

,mlNTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED

ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0 1
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 4 33
3 10 0
0 1 46
0 0 0
0 0 0
1 2 9
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 1 27
0 0 2
0 o) 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from L).£, Megistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pratrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any patty offenses proceeded by information,
***{nterval one: Arrest to indictment; intarval two: Indlctment to Arraignmant; Intervel three: Arraignmant to Trial,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS N DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL ARKANSAS, WESTERN l JuLY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

SARD 8 NTERVALEEVENTS 8 TOLIITSDAYE ¢ ‘ NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO XEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS j
8N e 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-20
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 W w N Y B N\
3 ARRAIGNMENT 'fO TRIAL-80 Ot 10 to 30 3 Y
4 CONVIGTION TO SENTENGENA dayy " days 1 to 60 days 81 to 10 days 100 to $26 deys 121 to 180 days 181 doys & over
‘ . e ) ’
GROUP S*DEFENDANTS REPORTED % T R L T neitao % % |neoeo | % ntroateD | %
~
(@ B e
3 37.5 4 30.0 1 12.5
WHERE '
DEFENDANTS' @ L.e yfeowl> 5 | e2.5 3 |_37.8
N 5 62.5 3 .
ARREST < 37.3
PRECEDED L8  |omoss B> 2 25,0 4 50.0 1 12.8 1 12.5
NET 2 25.0 3 50.0 1 12.5 1 17.5
INDICTMENT @ S
) LB ) |oross 4 J 2 25,0 1 12.5 1 12,5
& .
Q) NET 4 |Tsoe0 | T3 | Tares T
@ 7 J 3 | _42.9 2 28.6 2 | 2806 !
.
~
L.46__; {orass T> 29 63.0 7 15.2 3 6.5 2 4.3 4 8.7 1 2,2
2. 29 63.0 9 19.6 2 4.3 1 2.2 4 8.7 1 2.2
WHERE @ L46 ) (Ao > 16 [_34.8 |12 [ 26,3 | 14 | 300 |_ 12 2,2 2 4,31 |_ 2.2
N NET
INDICTMENT < 16 34.8 17 37.0 11 23,9 1 2.2 1 2.2
PRECEDED Koo joross 1> 8 —2 |.26.3 | 12 | 263 | 4 8.7 g 2 4
NET 8 17.4 19 41.3 ) 17.4 2 4.3 8 17.4 1 2,2
ARREST
@ L4z ] 16 38.1 7 | 267 |11 26.2 6 14. 2 | _ 4.8 S
\.
.
3 @ L6 [cRosI> 3 18,8 2 12.5 4 5.0 1 6.3 1 6.3 5 31.3
ARRAIGNMENT NET 4 25,0 3 18.8 4 25.0 3 18.8 2 12.5
ARREST
COINCIDED R | | GEemE >
WITH FIRST RET
APPEARANCE @ L4 6 42.9 3 21.4 2 14.3 1 7.1 2 14.3
@ I N L S VR a ) so0 ) 31 | 12,5
NET 3 37.5 4 50.0 1 12.5
TOTALS OF @ L 54 | ron—::sT > g: 6533 o }g ;,;; 5 : : 5 i i.v 4 7.4 1 1.9
GROUPS 1, 2,83 I » . X . . .9 4 7.4 1 .9
@ 70 fomoss > 21 30.0 18 25.7 19 27.1 2 2.9 1 1.4 3 4.3 6 8.6
22 31.4 24 34.3 16 22.9 3 4.3 1 1.4 3 4.3 1 1.4
®§° 70 ) fenoss (> 11 | 35,7 18 _|_2s,7 | a8 | 25.7 6 8.6 9 | -de2.9l 8 1t
A @ 12 17.1 26 37.1 15 21.4 5 7.1 10 14.3 2 2,9
@ L_63_ | 25 ‘| 39.7 9 14.3 16 25.4 8 12.7 3 4.8 2 3.2
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LX58 DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h), Each reported dalendant lalls In bath & GROSS end & NET **OEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOY INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeslt from U.S. Magisttate decliions, Rule 20 \ransfers out of dystrice,
{igure In the appticable \ime coi2thn, Howuver, the persan may lall within the GROSS count of ohe time column and the NEY of ancther. For example, it & pratriel diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and sny petty atfenses procesded by information,

dalendant bad & gross Jime intervh) of 12 days, ho would be shown in the 11.30 day GROSS time Intetval. it the axcludabis ime was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12.4 =8} an$ the delendant would be shown in tha 016 10 day NET tims Intetval.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H){1)(A)

..........

. NARA examination—{H){1)(B)

|~ I

. Interlocutory appeals—{H){1)(D)

., Hearings on pretrial motions—(H)($){€] .
. Tranzfers from other districts (ner FRCP rules 20,
21840 (HMIXFY . . . . . . .. -
G. Motion is actually under advisament.
(HK{1HG) .
H. Misc, proceedings: probation or parolo mocation,
deportation, extradition. (H{%). . . . . . .

m

........

Prosecution defarred by mutiual agreement. (H)(2)
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
essontial witness. (H)(3)}AB) . . . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompetsnce of
defendant tostand trial. (H}4) . . . . ., . .

Q. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) .

P, Superseding indictmant and/or new charges.
(H}6)
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

geverance has been granted. (M}{7) . . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guiity glea {i} .
W. Grand jury indictment time axtended 30 more
days. (8) .

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD

ARKANSAS
WESTERN

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

0
L0 @

State or federal trials on other chorges—(H){1){C} . .

“Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, ars :hown with reason 1or delsy below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. N
©®*interval ons: Arrest to indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; |nurvnl three: Arraignment to Trial.

ﬁto 10days| 11to 21 22t0 42 43t0 84 8510 120 { 121 +day)
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0,
0 0 0 0 0 L 0 5
0 0 0 0 0 1 N
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 1 0 1 0 0 L2
0 0 2 0 0 |
0 0 0 0 0 [ |
0 0 0 1 0 2 L3
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 1 1 0 0 0 L2
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 3 1 0 4 L8
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0
Rule 20 out of district, pratria) diversion di

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 34 1(B) . 77:1

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME n_lﬁ___s@ 1.22:9 4

©)]

e

OF "D"

***INTERVAL IN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED

ONE | TWO [THREE
Q 0 0
Q 0 0
0 0 1
(4] 0 0
Q 0 0
Q 2 [1]
0 0 2
0 0 4]
0 1 2
0 0 0
Q 0 2
Y] 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 8
0 0 0
0 0 0

I3 from State courts and any petty offenses proceaded by information,

Prepared by: Admiinistrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

N
L IOWA, NORTHERN

DURING
JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

SARD 5 YT ————r NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS \
8/77) ® 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT~-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 j w W w W
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL—60 0 t0 10 days 1110 30 days 31 to 60 days
2 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA } ' y! y 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVA **DEFENDANTS REPORTED % AEPGRTED % n:gga.'ér’so % ns?oels;%n‘ % nE?oE}:;sw % nz?ﬁf;'r!éo % n:p%%ggn %
1 r {4 jfososst> 2 25.0 2 50,0 3 25.0
[* NET ] 1 25.0 2 50.0 1 25.0
WHERE
DEFENDANTS' (4 J [oross B 3 75.0 1 25.0
NET 3 75.0 1 25,0
ARREST S
ECED L4 | |enoss ] 2 50,0 1 25.0 1 25.0
PRECEDED @ RELE 25.0 2 50.0 1 25.0
INDICTMENT
@Qg L_4 ) [choss ] 2 50.0 1 25.0 1 25.0
,s@ NET 25,0 1 25.0 1 25.0 1 25.0
@ L4 2 50.0 1 25,0 1 25.0
\
-
L_41  feross > 30 73.2 5 12,2 3 7.3 3 7.3
2, NET 35 85.4 5 12.2 1 2.4
WHERE @ L4t | [@es > 7 17.1 15 36.6 6 14.6(__11 26.8 1 2.4 1 2.4
NET 8 19.5 21 51,2 22.0 .
INDICTMENT o 2 3 7.3
PRECEDED ARREST | 41  [emoss > 10 24.4 12 29.3 17 41.5 1 2.4 2 2.4
TO TRIAL NET 4 9.8 18 43.9 14 34.1 5 12.2
ARREST
@ L 38 | 27 71.1 10 26.3 1 2.6 .
. R
3 @ 103 | [cross > 57 55.3 9 8.7 19 18.4 10 9.7 4 3.9 3 2.9 1 1,0
ARRAIGNMENT NET 59 57.3 14 13.6] 24 23.3 4 3.9 1 1.0 1 1.0
COINCIDED ARREST
NC TOoTRIAL L { [oRoss >
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE @ L.92 j 85 92.4 3 3.3 3 3.3 1 1.1
L 4 4 ferossT> 1 25.0 2 50.0 1 25.0
NET 1 25.0 2 50.0 1 25.0
TOTALS OF “ L 45 ) [cross [> 33 73.3 6 13.3 3 6.7 3 6.7
NET 38 34.4 6 13.3 1 2.2
GROUPS 1, 2, & 3 .
@ 1148 ) [GRos 1> 64 43.2 26 17.6] _ 26 17,6/ 21 14.2 5 3.4 5 (3.4 1 (.2
. 68 45,9 37 25.0 33 22.3 8 5.4 1 .7 1 .7
@5 L2148 | [emoss [> 57 38.5 19 12.8 33y 22.3|___27 18.2 5 3.4 5 3.4 2 1 1.4
5 @ NET 63 42.6 33 22.3 39 26.4] 10 6.8 1 .7 1 .7 1 .7
@ L134 | 114 | 85,1 |14 10.4 3 2.2 .7 1 .7 1 .7

**DEFENDANT FIGURES'DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Megistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers qut of dlstrict,

NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181{n). Each reported dafendanl falls In both » BROSS and a NET
pratrial diversion dispositions, ramovals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

figure (n ite applicable time calumn, Howsver, the parson may (al} within tha GROSS count of ana time column and the NET of another. For example, it &
defendant had a gross time Interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time Intervat, If the extluduble time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 daya (12.4 = 8} and the delendan! would be shown In (e 0 ta 10 day NET lima intarval,

Y -

- ——
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A, Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—-(H}IMA) . . . ., .

B. NARA examinstion—(HMIM8B) . . . . . . .

o o

. Interlocutory appeals—(H){1}{D)

mm

. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

21&40L (HUIFY . . . . . Cr e e e

G, Motion is actually under advissment,
HUIMG) . . . . oo v v 0L
H. Misc, pr dings: probation or parole revocation, ,
deportation, extradition, (H}{(1). . . . . . .

I, Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement, (H}(2)

M, Unavailability (lnclgdn fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (HM3)AMB) . . . . . . .

N, Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendanttostand trial, (H}4)} . . . . ., . .

O, Period of NARA commitment or treatment. {H)}5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
HMe) . . . . . . . . ... ...
R. Defendant awaiting ‘rial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted. (H)(7), . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . .
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. {B)

..............

TOTALS FOR

IOWA
NORTHERN

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

[+)
L8 @ oF Sar

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L83 (&) .. 56.1,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L___6_5___.1© L 43.9.,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

State or federal trials on other charges—(H}1HC) . .

. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){1){€) , . . . .

6«» 10 days| 11 to 21 221042 43 to B4 85 to 120 | 121 +days\

1 0 3 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0

27 2 2 1 0 0 32
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 9 29 6 0 0 48
0 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*Psragraph and subsaction of 18 usc 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown whh reason lor delay below.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. N
***interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Intervel two: Indictment to Arraignment; “interval three: Arraignment to Yrial,

Rule 20

Py

OF "D"

"**INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE TWO |THREE
2 0 3
0 g 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 7
0 0 1
0 0 32
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 7 41
0 0 1
0 0 0

out of district, pretrisl diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offerises procer.d by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS Im DURING

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL IOWA, SOUTHERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
SARD § PP y——— NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS 1
8177 @ 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT=10 ) 3\ A N M )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-€0 0 to 10 d: 11 t0 30 d. 31 to 80 di
+ CONVICTION TO SENTENGELNA ays ays o ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP : _\J'"TE"V‘; DEFE"DANTS REPORTEDv' % REPGRTED % | nefGiTeo | % neronten| % neronten| % mepontin | % neroRTED | %
' Q L2z o [orossD>S 5 | av.8 | 14 | 636 1 4.5
ELGH ) 31.8 14 63.6 1 4.5
WHERE
DEFENDANTS’ @ [ ) fomoss B 16 72.7 5 22.7 1 4.5
T
ARREST D 72.7 5 22.7 1 4.5
PRECEDED @ L2z 1 .___6._ 223 |2 | a8 | e | 2723 |_ o 9.1 |__1 4.5
INDICTMENT 27.3 7 31.8 6 27.3 2 9.1 1 4.5
@e 6 (27.3 | .7 _|_.31.8 [ 7 |_.31.8 2 9.1
@ . "ET 6 27.3 7 31.8 7 31.8 2 9.1
@ L21 | 5 |_23.8 | __ 9 42.9 6| 286 1 a8
('@ L.52 | [eross > 41 78.8 9 17.3 1 1.9 1 1.9
2, _ a1 78.8 9 17.3 1 1.9 1 1.9
WHERE @ L52 | [ros 1> 7 13.5 15 28.8 18 34.6 6 11.5 1 1.9 3 5.8 2 1.8
NET
INDICTMENT < | p—— 13.5 15 28.8 18 34.6 3 11.5 1 1.9 3 5.8 2 3.8
PRECEDED ARREST | 52 | 5 2.6 1 26.9 13 25.0 12 23.1 2 2.8 4 7.7 2 3.8
ARREST . . . . . 2 7.7 2 3.8
@ L 42 5 {_11.9 | 25 50,5 9 21,4 3 7.1
N\
3 @ L35 j[eRess[> 19 |_s4.3 | 6 | 317.1 8 22,9 2 5.7
ARRAIGNMENT [CNET B 10 54.3 6 17.1 8 22.9 2 5.7
COINCIDED ARREST
TortRaL L1 [oRoss 1>
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE @ L_30_ | 11 36.7 13 43.3 6 20.0
F@ L22 | [E=]> 9 31.8 14 63.6 1 4.5
7 31.8 14 63.6 1 2.5
TOTALS OF 4 @ L 74 1 foros 1> g7 |_32.0 |24 | 18.9 1 1.4 2 2.7
[ net | 7.0 4 18.9 . .
GROUPS 1, 2,43 57 7 1 1 1.4 2 2.7
@ L1090 | [GRoss T> 33 29.4 28 25.7 32 29.4 10 9.2 2 1.8 3 2.8 2 |18
NET 32 29.4 28 25.7 32 29.4 10 9.2 2 1.8 3 2.8 2 1.8
@@ (109 [oross [> 22 20.2 24 | _22.0 29 26.6 22 20.2 3 2.8 7 6.4 2 1.8
8‘@ NET 22 20.2 24 22.0 29 26.6 22 20.2 3 2.8 7 6.4 2 1.8
@ L23 | 21 |_ 226 | a7 | so.5 | 21 | o0& f 3 3.2 1|1
.
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USGC 3181(h}. Each reported defendant {alls in bolh a GROSS and » NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appests from U1.S. Magistrats decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
. figure in \he applicabte lime column. Howaever, the person may fall within the GROSS counl of one time column and the NET of another, For example, if pretrial divessien dispositions, remcvals from State courts snd eny patty offenses procesded by information,

defendant had a Gross lime interval of 12 days, he wou'd be shown In the 11-30 day GROSS tima Interval, If tha excludabdle lime was 4 days, the NET lime
would bs 8 days {12.4 = 8) and the defendant would be shown In 1he 0 to 10 day NET lime Interval, N




**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS 108 o
SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD A0 @ oran
INCIDENCE OF AND TOWA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiMe 109 (B) . 100:0_,
SOUTHERN
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L 0 1(©) L.—L.

REASONS FOR DELAY (~TERvaL I wHicH

€ST - II

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME EXCLUDABLE DELAY
[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1877 OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

L?\S%NUSC 3161 0to 10days| 111021 22t042 | A3toBA | 8510120 | 121 +m ONE | TWO |THREE
. f;:'.?.'iﬁ'v"l"«ﬁ{.?ﬁi')" '.f“ .mfm.'l ” p.hvfm.' Ce s 0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 ... 0...... 0 0 0
8. NARA examination—(HM1MB) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 N 0 'Y B 0...... 0 Q (1]
C. State or federal trials on other charges—{H}{1)(C) . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0  {...... e ... 0 0 0
D, Interlocutory appeals—(HH{1{D) . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 N 0...... 0 0 0
E. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){1ME) . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ,i...... 0..... 0 0 0
T ST I 0 0 0 0 N | TP DO o] ol o
T AN I 0 0 0 0 o flo o o o] o] o
" Gonoeaton,sxuation, (ML o en 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 Lf..0... o | o

1. Prosecution deferred by mutus! sgreement. (H)(2) 0 0 0 0 0 0 P Y S o..... 0 0

i wioes, GBI e |0 0 0 0 0 o flo_ o | .o o | o

" Getndantvomand i, 0y Lo 0 0 0 0 N | N O 0o | o

O, Period of NARA commitment or treatment. {H}(5) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 ... 0..... 0 0

R e 0 9 0 0 0 o Jo_ 0 j.0 o | o

" wvrinc s et wonted, 0T L L0 0 0 0 0 o |0 | 0. 0o | o

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){8B) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 N S 0 0

U, Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L Y P T 9 0
Nl e endd Somors 0 0 0 0 0 ol o ..o o] o

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trisl Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay betow,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeels from U.5, Magistrats decisions, Ruls 20 transters out of district, pretrisl diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty of!

**%Intervel one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictmant to Arrsignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial,

pr ded by infori

Prepared by: Administrativ

e Office of U.S. Courts
1
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

IN
TA >

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

Iounmc
77

SARD B WTERVALMVENTHnLlMlTS(DAVS) w
{6/77} 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT~30
e 2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT =10 A ) AYER A ) A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 311060 d
4 CONVIGTION TO SENTENGE_NA ! ay 0 ays 61 to 100 deys 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP d‘“"‘"""}[-—/ "D“ENDAN“ REPORTED % REPGATED % REPGRIED % nzrnoens;ssn % REPORTED % REPOATED % aep%%fr'go %
-
\ @ 1159 ) [crossT> 33 | 208 |_6a | _43.4 | 28 17.6 21 13.2 4 2.5 4 2.5
WHERE 34 21.4 70 44.0 26 16.4 21 13.2 4 2.5 4 2.5
DEFENDANTS' @ 159 .119_ —71.7 _|..36_ 3 1.9 2 1.3 2 1.3 2 1.3
ARREST J _ 120 | .75.5 34 21.4 3 1.9 1 .6 1 .6
PRECEDED @ L_159 | 0180 |8 | 365 |30 | 1a.9 | 1 6.9 |__17 4.4 |_14 8.8 |_9 5.7
INDICTMENT . 63 39.6 31 19.5 10 6.3 4 2.5 | 10 6.3 8 5.0
@Qs? 1594 w 5 3.1 |12 7.5 |_a3 | 27.0 |__as | _28.3 | _s 3,1 |_28 21
A @ NET 3.8 16 10.1 a7 29.6 a7 29.6 3 1.9 | 24 15.1 [ 16 10.1
@ L_142 | 14 9,9 13 | 9.2 |8 | 62.72. | _19 13.4 1 1 1 7 5 3.5
\.
('
@ 186 ) [oross | 67.2 35 18.8 9 4.8 7 3.8 2 1.1 2 1.1 6 3.2
2, [ wer ] 135 72.6 20 21.5 ] 3.3 2 1.1 1 .5 1 .5
WHERE @ L286 | fomoss T 39 21.0 47 25.3 42 22.6 33 17.7 3 1.6 |_12 6.5 |_10 5.4
23. . 3 . . . . .
INDICTMENT =< 2.6 52 28.0 2 22.6 28 i5.1 | 711 5.9 a 2.2 7 3.8
PRECEDED) AmREST | 155 ) [Gross 1> 45 6.8 3 16.7 59 31.7 41 22.0 9 4.8 |17 a7 |_9.1
ARREST 18 9.7 39 21.0 66 35.5 37 19.9 6 3.2 10 5.4 10 5.4
@ L1158 | 8.9 14 A9 | 101 [ 639 | 19 |_12.0] "1 I 6 3.8 3|9
\
L_49 Jfemoss > s | 10,2 (.19 | 388 | 8 | 163.|_ 1 2.0 1 2.0 2 a1 | 13 |26.5
ARRAIGNMENT NET 5 10.2 15 38.8 8 16.3 2 4.1 3 6.1 | 12 24.5
ARREST
COINCIDED 70 TRIAL | § [GROSS [> _ .
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 36 ) 7 19.4 6 |.16.7 17 47,2 6 16,7
.
(@ L1590 1 [GRos 1> 33 | 208 | 69 [ a43.4 | 28 |76 |_21 | 332 4 2.5 |__a 2.5
NET P34 21.4 70 44.0 26 16.4 21 13.2 4 2.5 4 2.5
TOTALS OF @ L 345 | [onos [>230 69,3 7n 20.6 12 |_as5.|__a 2.6 4 1.2 10 6 |17
5 . . “ . . .
CROUPS 1, 2,83 25 73.9 74 21.4 10 2.9 3 9 2 6 1 3
@ L_394 74 18.8 | 124 | 3.5 |_80 | 2.3 |_45 | 1.4 ] 12 2.8 | 28 2.2 | 132 _8.1
NET g0 20.3 | 134 34.0 a1 20.6 40 10.2 ; 15 3.8 | 17 4.3 | 27 6.9
D L3924 22 |_se | 62 | as7 a0 |70 | e7 | 22| a5 | @) a7 | wme | = |12a.
8‘@ (Gl _JET) 7.4 74 18.8 | 121 30.7 86 21.8 9 2.3 | 37 9.4 | 38 9.6
1336 | ~35 |_10,4 ). .33 |..9.8 |_207 |.61.6 |__44 (. 13.1 6 2 2.1 f —2.4..
\.

NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 1 USC 3181{n), Each reported delendant fatis in doth & GROSS and a NEY

digure In the applicatle time column, Howaver, the pérsca may fall within the GROSS count of ona time column and the NET of anolher. Eor exampta, I &
delandani had a gross time Interval of 12 deys, he would be ahown In the $1.30 day GROSS time inlerval, If the excludable lime was 4 days, the NET lime
would ba 8 daya {12-4 = §) and the defendant would be shown in the G io 10 day NET lime Interval,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenlies, Appeals irom U.S. Magistrate decislons, Rule 20 mnﬂm out of dintrict,

pretrisl diverslon dispositions, removals from S5¥te courts and say petty offenses procesced by Information,

s
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[ During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hsaring for mental or physical
incapacity—(H)(1H{A} .

B. NARA examination—(HHWB) . . . . . . .

C. State or federal trials on other charges—(H){1)(C) .

D. Interlocutory appeats—(H}{1)(D)

E. Heerings on pretrisl motions—(H)(1}{E) . . .
F. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
&40 HHNA . . . ...
G. Motion is actually under advisement,
(HINGY . . . .
H. Misc. procssdings: probetion or parols revocation,
deportation, extradition. (H){1). . . . . .

LT ST S

A\l

L R R R R}

1. Procecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)

M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendent or

sssentisl witness, (HM3N(AMB) , . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant to stand trist, (HM4) , . .

O. Period of NARA commitment or trestment, (H){5) .

P, Superseding indictment snd/or new charges.
Hie) . . . .

R. Defendant awaiting trial of oo-dcfondant whon no
severance hasbeen granted. (H){?). , . , .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

.

U. Time up to withdrawal cf gulity plea (i) . .
W. Grend jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (8) , . .

L O N T S

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are lhown wlm resson lor delay below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenlles, Appesls from U,S. N

Y

D

.

TOTALS FOR

MINNESOTA

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

O
L3% @

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L_144

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DE\.AY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

DEFENDANYS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME L 250 1(B) . 3.5,

,@ L36.5

0to10days] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ days

2 1 0 1 0 0 i

0 0 0 0 0 |
0 0 0 1 1 ' |
2 0 0 12 0 i | N I
92 2 0 0 0 N
0 1 1 2% 1 a {9
16 13 39 0 1 o J]. e |
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o |
0 0 0 1 0 o |, 1 |
11 5 6 4 4 1 ||, m
0 0 0 1 0 o (|, 1 |
0 0 0 0 0 I
2 3 0 1 1 o |, 7 |
3 0 0 0 0 o . 3 |
3 0 2 2 0 o |{,. 7
0 0 2 3 0 o . s |
0 0 0 0 0 6§l o0

, Rule 20

***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Intetval two: Indictment to Arralgnment; tnterval thres: Arrllnnmcm to Trial,

out of distrlct, pretris) di

.............

.............

..............

.............

.............

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURREL
ONE TWO |THREE
1 Q 3
0 0 Q
1 1 1
Q Q 15
0 3 92
0 9 0
0 0 69
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 23 8
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 7
0 0 3
0 1 6
0 0 5
0 0 4

Is from Stats courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Adminitirative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS lm DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL MISSOURI, EASTERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
SARD & BTERVALSEVENTS_& 79 LIMITS (DAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS - \
877 ® 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 :
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 T W w w w A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL~60 0 to 10 days 111030 d 31 to 60 days
3 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA ay! ays Y. 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVA "DEFE"DANT-"' REPO“TED *® REPGATED % REPORIED | % neronTeD| % neroRTeD| % REPORTED % neroRTED | %
r
i L_144 ; [cross]> 64 44.4 75 52.1 3 2.1 1 .7 1 .7
@ [ neT P65 45,1 75 52.1 4 2.8
WHERE .
N _— 144 | [cRoss [> 138 95.8 4 2.8 1 .7 1 .7
DEFENDANTS @ 140 97.2 3 7.1 1 7
ARREST < 44 | Joross |> 44 30.6
L_144 ; [aRoss . 37 25.7 49 34.0 10 6.9 1 .7 3 2.1
PRECEDED @ %% 3L.9 52 36.1| 41 28.5 [ 2.8 1 7
INDICTMENT
@Qp L 144 | [Gos > 7 4.9 45 31.31_ 54 37.5| 31 21.5 4 2.8 3 2.1
n&@ NET 7 3,9 53 36.8 66 45.8 16 11.1 1 .7 1 .7
@ 136 22 16.2 92 67.6 7 5.1 8 5.9 3 2.2 3 2.2 1 .7
-~
@ L_208 j (cRross [> 176 84.6 24 11.5 4 1,9 2 1.0 b} 5 1 5
2, NeT Bp 177 85.1 25 12,0 4 1.9 2 1.0
WHERE @ 208 | W 33 15.9 66 31.7 75 36.1 24 11.5 3 1.4 5 2.4 2 (1.0
. 3 17.8 . . . . E
INDICTMENT < » ] Z 7 81 38.9 CY 40.4 4 1.9 1 5 1 .5
ARREST | 20! 2 10.) 58 27.9 83 39.9 31 14.9 4 1.9 8 3.8 3 1.4
PRECEDED TO TRIAL . 23|11 T 75 3.1 90 43,316 7.7 1 5 2 1.0 1 5
ARREST
t@ L_188 ; 24 12.8 135 71.8 12 6.4 9 4.8 5 2,7 3 1.6
3. L 30 [cross 3.3 8 26.7 13 43,3 6 20.0 1 3.3 1 3.3
ARRAIGNMENT NET 10.0 9 30.0 13 43.3 3 10.0 1 3.3 1 3.3
COIN ARREST
INCIDED TOTRIAL L]
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE 25 24.0 15 60.0 2 8.0 2 8.0
L @ L 25 —
. L 144 | [cross > 64 44.4 75 52.1f 3 2.1 1 .7 1 .7
NET 65 45.1 75 52.1 4 2.8
TOTALS OF J @ L_352 | 314 89.2 28 8.0 4 13 3 9 1 3 2 8
. . < | NET P 317 90.1 28 | 8.0 4 . . .
GROUPS 1, 2, &3 t-1 2 ¢ t -3
. 382 | [cRoss > 78 20.4 111 29.1 137 35.9 40 10.5 5 1.3 6 | 1.6 5 |__ 1.3
NEY 86 22.5 142 37.2(7 138 36,1 11 2.9 1 .3 3 .8 1 .3
NS~ 1382 [oross [> 29 7.6 | 111 20.1 150 39.3| 68 17.8 9 2.4 9 2.4 6 1.6
6] NeT Py 33 8.6 | 137 35.9| 169 3a.2|" 35 9.2 3 .8 3 .8 2 .5
@ L_349 | 52 14.9 242 69.3 21 6.0 17 4.9 10 2.9 6 1.7 1 .3
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reported defendant falls In both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenlles, Appeals from U.S, Magistrate decisions, fiula 20 tranifers aut of district,
tigure In the appl(cadle time cotumn, However, the person may fatl wilhin the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of anothar, For example, If a prateiat divarsion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by infarmation,

defendant had a gross time Inlerval &t 12 deys, he would be shown in the 11-30 day GROSS time interval. If the excludable iima w24 4 diys, Ihe NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8} and the defendant would ba shown in the 0to 10 day NET time Intarus|
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—-(H)}{1)(A} . .

B, NARA examination~(H}1MB) . . . . . . . .

= B 2

. Interlocutory appeals—(HH1)}(D) . . . . .

mm

. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,
21 & 40). (HHW(F) .
. Motion is actually under advissment,
(HI{ING)
, Misc, proceedings: probation or parole revocation,

I o

deportation, extradition, (HM{1). . . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. {H){(2)
M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness, (HN3)AYB) . . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendanttostend trial. (H)4) . . , , . . , .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H){5) .
D

. Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
(H)(6)
R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defandant when no

severance has been granted, (HN{7). . . . . . .

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B)

*¢TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 382 @) Far
MISSCURI 183 47.9
HASToRN DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TiME 183 ,(B) L 47.9,
‘ DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiME 1199 ___(©) L52.1

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

State or federal trials on other charges—(H}{1}C) . .

. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H){(1)(E} . . . . .

...........

..... o

----------------

.........

Oto10days| 11t021 | 221042 | 43t084 | 8510120 | 121+ days

6 4 4 7 1 0 22
0" 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 1 1
93 1 2 0 0 0 96
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
100 21 3 1 0 0 125
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 1 0 3
1 0 0 0 0 1 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 24 5 4 0 34

0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals fram U,S. Magistrate dacisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretriat diversion dlspositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,
***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arralgnment; Interval three: Arralgnment to Trial,

©

by

OF "D"

F‘INTERVAL INWHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE TWO [THREE

2 5 15
0 0 0

=9 1 0
0 0 1
0 2 94
0 0 0
1 0 124
0 0 0
1 0 2
0 0 2
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 k)
0 0 1
0 0 0

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS lm DURING
HGW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL MISSOURT, WESTERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
SARD & TERVALSEVENTS 878 LIMITSDAYS) 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
©77) o 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 N w N 3 M ™\
3 ARRAIGNMENT TQ TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 da 311060 d
% CONVICTION TO SENTENCE.-NA ay: ys o ays 61 to 100 days 100 te 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP J\'NTEHV)LA .w DANTS REPORTEDv % RePoRTED % AeRRTED % nsrnoe:rszn‘ % HEPORTED % REPORTED % nev%?rin %
~
| @ 511 34 66.7 16 31.4 1 2.0
o NET 36 70.6 . .
WHERE { ° NET | 14 27.5 1 2.0
DEFENDANTS' L. 51y foross B> 48 | 04, [ 1 | 2.0 1 2.0 1 2.0
NeT 48 94.1 2 3.9 1 2.0
ARREST <
PRECEDED @ L5811 Gﬂz:: 25 45.0 9 17.6 8 15.72 4 7.8 1 2.0 4 7.8 -
INDICTMENT LT B os 49.0 11 21.6 7 13.7 4 7.8 3 5.9 1 2.0
®.§° L_5) ) joross [> 13 |_o5.5 17 33,3 ] 15.7 7 13.7 1 2.0 2 3.9 a 5.9
< @ NET 15 29.4 17 33.3 7 13.7 8 15.7 4 7.8
@ L__46 | — 6 |-13.0 | 7 | _315.2|_ 39 | 41,3 8 17.4 6 | 13.0
.
~
@ L1671 [eross T> 141 84.4 19 11.4 5 3.0 1 .6 1 N

2, [_NeT Bp 148 88.6 14 8.4 5 3.0

WHERE @LlﬁlJ_iL_ZLL_QL_ZL;L_ZL__&LL__m__H‘i_J___JA_lL_AM___L_AAL
~ NET 47 28.1 37 22.2 32 19.2 25 15.0 6 3.6 16 9.6 4 2.4

INDICTMENT
PRECEDED ARREST | 167 y fonos [> 28 | 16.8 |36 | 21.6 | 40 | 24,0 | 33| 19.8| 3 | 1.8 16 9.6 | 11 6.6
NET 32 19.2 35 21.0 40 24.0 34 20.4 4 2.4 16 9.6 6 3.6

ARREST
@L__l:ﬂ_l 26 | 19.0 ) 23 [ 16.8 | .59 (. 43,1} ___ 8 |.__5.8({ 4 |___2.91 14 |_10.2 | 3 _|..2.2
.

3 @ 432 ) [snoss T> 3ap a0.13 12 2.8 18 4.2 5 1.2 2 5 2 5 3 7
ARRAIGNMENT 392 90.7 11 2.5 18 4.2 6 1.4 2 .5 2 .5 1 .2
COINCIDED ARREST

totRaL L[ [oRoss [
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE @ L_391 346 88.5 13 3.3 24 6.1 4 1.0 2 .5 2 .5
.
f
®| 5]134 66.7 16 1.4 1 2.0
Nev 36 70.6 14 27.5 1 2.0
TOTALS OF 2 @ 218 | [GRoss [> 189 20 9.2 6 2.8 2 et | L [
L _NET Bp ig6 89.9 16 7.3 6 2.8
GROUPS 1, 2, &3
@l_ﬁ_S;D_l_‘}éz_.__ZLJ__S_'I___e_._L 53 g2 | 38 | sal| 2 1|z 15| 10 15
NET B 464 71.4 59 9.1 57 8.8 35 5.4 11 1.7 19 2.9 5 .8
@g“ t_gs0 1 Joross [> 430 | e6.2 | 66 | _10.2 | 66 | 10,2 | 45 6.9 6 9| 20 2.1 |17 2.6
L @ 438 67.4 64 9.8 65 10.0 48 7.4 6 .9 22 3.4 7 1.1
@ L_574 378 65.9 43 7.5 102 17,8 20 3,5 12 2.1 16 2.8 3 5
-
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181{h}, Each raported defandant falls in both 8 GROS5S and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGUNRES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S, Maglstrate decislond, Rule 20 transters out of districs,
{iqure In the applicable 1ima column, However, ihe person may fall within the GROSS count of one 1ime column and the NET of another. Fos example, it a prutrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offensas proceeded by infosmation.

dafendant had a gross iime interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11.30 day GROSS time interval. T the excludable time was 4 days, the NET lime
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and the delandant would be shown in the 0 1o 10 day NET tima interval.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

**TERMIRATED DEFENDANTS

650 B
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L850 @ orear
ME%I DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 579 ___(®) 89.1,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L__71

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

,@ L 10.9 ,

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

I During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 o5 EXCLg(l:)(?UB;FEE%ELAY
*REASON LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) oF "0

Under 18 USC 3161 ﬁto 10days| 11to 21 22 to 42 43t0 84 85 to 120 | 121 + days ONE TWO |THREE
oo hrt 6 2 3 0 0 LB o | ol u
B. NARA examination—(HW{1}B) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 il 0. 0 0 0
C. State or federa! trials on other charges—(H)(1)(C) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 T 9 ..... 0 0 0
D. Interlocutory appaste—(H)IND) . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 LY 0. 0 0 0
E. Hearings on pretrisl motioms—(H)(INE) , . . . . 28 1 0 0 0 0 L 29 ). 345 0 0 29
LN I 5 1 0 0 N | PRIY B T A 2l 6| 1
S G 6 3 13 L 0 ° B |.ma 0| o] 2
P Gaporaion axtadiion. (N1 0 0 0 0 0 L | PURLIY DO 0. o | o] o
I Prosecution deferred by mutual sgreement. (H)(2) 0 0 0 0 0 0 LY P 9.... 0 0 0
™ ettt (UG L1 0 1 0 0 {3 | .36 T
" Catmdant v sand i, GO |0 0 0 0 0 L | Y DO O o | of o
0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)S) . 0 0 0 0 0 O He % ... 0. 9 0 0
N ettt 1 1 0 0 LI | IS DO o | 1] 2
" eeince s bean ganad, (T |0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .} o | ol o
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H}(8) 0 0 1 z 0 0 L 5 1] eeen- :f' 6 ..... 0 0 3
U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . . 0 0 1 2 0 0 LN B 3.6.... 0 0 3
M oy e ended3omers 0 0 0 0 0 o Jl_ % oo o | o] o
SDEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INGLUBES. }.J.'f.'u:ﬁ‘wﬁr:: G"S"u".?,‘.‘.'.'l.'?.'?.’.‘:".?éﬂ"&lu’l‘ 20 travafers aut of disrlct, pretiat diversion i 13 from State cotirts and any petty offentes procsedsd by |

**5interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Intervel thres: Arraignment to Trial.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts



SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

DURING

JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

N
NEBRASKA

09T - 1T

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

SARD 6 WNTERVALS-EVENTS-A 79 LIMITS (DAYS) ¢ w
877 e 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGRMENT—10 ) \ W w w 3 }
2 :gnc:g:g:l"%gm&;?m 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP SUNTERVAL” * *DEFENDANTS REPORTED % RESGRTED % RePoRTED | % LG REPGATED % REFOATED % nesonren | %
~
i L__25 ) [erossT> 11 44.0 7 28.0 6 24.0 1 4.0
WHERE 11 44.0 8 32,0 6 24.0
, L 25 [emoss]> 22 88.0 1 4.0 2 8.0
::;i'::““‘s 3 @ ReT P23 $3.0 T 3.0 1 4.0
PRECEDED @ L 25| oss > 1: §6.o 1 4.0 3 12.0 2 8.0 4 16.0 1 4,0
DI THENT T 56.0 i 3.0 3 12.0 2 8.0 3 16.0 1 4.0
Do~ L35 > 7 28.0 4 16,0 2 5 6 240 1 a0
s@ NET ] 28.0 5 20.0 2 8.0 4 16.0 1 4.0 5 20.0 1 4.0
@ 22 , 7 31.8 5 22.7 7 1.8 2 9.1 1 4.5
.
e . .
{__64 [aross > 55 78,1 2 |81 1.6 1 1.6
2, NET 50 78.1 12 18.8 1 1.6 1 1.6
WHERE @ (__64 | [oross I> 11 17.2 6 9.4 8 12,5 10 15.6 15 23.4 8 12,8 3 9.4
INDICTMENT NET 12 18.8 7 10.5 8 12.5| " 19 29.7 ) 14.1 5 7.8 4 6.3
ARREST 64 | [oros D> 6 9.4 9 14.1 8 12.5 9 14.1 12 18.8 14
PRECEDED (____] . > a ~2_10_2. —-.J— .___9.-.5
ARREST TO TRIAL NET 3 9.4 10 15.6| 10 15.6| 15 23.4 9 14.1 10 15.6 4 6.3
k@ 56 | 12 21.4 g 16.1{ 30 53,6 1 1.8 1 1.8 1 1.8 > 38
3 @ {125 | [Gross]> 45 36,0 8 6.4| 28 22.4| 25 200l 7| __s.6 5 4.0 2 5.5
ARRAIGNMENT 45 36.0 i1 8.8 29 23.2| 23 18.4 3 4.8 5 4.0 6 4.8
c D ARREST
OINCIDE votRIAL L | [oRoss 1>
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE @ L1l 49 44.1 21 18.9] 33 29.7 3 2.7 3 2.7 2 |___ 1.8
L__25 | [GRos > 11 44.0 7 28.0 6 24.0 1 4.0
@ G 34.0 8 32.0 3 24.0
TOTALS OF L_89 | [rom > 72 80,9 13 14.6 3 3.4 1 1.1
CHOUPS 1. 2,83 NET 73 82.0 i3 14.6 2 2.2 1 1.1
@ L 214 | [GRos [> 70 32.7 15 7.0| __39 18,2| 37 17.3 22 10.3 12 | 79| 14 | &5
NET 71 33.2 19 8.9| 40 18.7] 44 20.6 15 7.0 14 6.5 11 5,1
®§° L_214 | ) 58 27.1 20 9.3 39 | 1.2 39 18.2 19| sl 25 i 31.% 14 6.5
3 @ NET 58 27.1 25 11.7| " 42 19.6| 42 19.6 16 7.5 20 9.3 11 5.1
@ L 189 68 36.0 35 18.5| 70 37.0 6 3.2 1 . 4 2.1 5 2.6

NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE YIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(h). Each reported dafendant falls in bolh a GROSS and a NET'

figure in the applicable time column. Howsver, the person may fal) wilhin the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of anrther, For sxampte, it 8
delandant had 8 Qross lime Interval of 12 days, ha woutd be shown In tha 11-30 day GROSS time Interval. if the excludable tine was 4 days, Ihe NET time
wotild be 8 days {12-4 % 8} and the delendant would be ahown in the G to 10 day NET time interval,

**DEFENTCANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juwialtes, Appeals from \.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transters out of distriet,

pratrist diversinn disamitions, ramavals from State courts and any patty offensas proceeded by intormation,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

{Puring July 1, 1976 theu June 30, 1977 |

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A

° o

am

z O

0.
P.

T

Py

U,
w,

*Paragraph snd subzsction of 18 USC 3181, Speedy Trial Act of 1874, are :hown wllh reason 'or delay belaw,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. M

Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H}{1){A} .

. NARA exsmination—(HM1}B) , . . . . .

D N )

State or federal trisls on other charges—{H)(1)(C) . .

Interlocutory appeals—(HH{(D) . . . . . .

Hearings on pretrial motions—(HI(1)(E) . . .

. Transters from other districts (per FACP rules 20,

21 & 40). (HIINF) . .

L S Y

. Motion is actually under advisement,

(HING) .

D

deportation, extradition, {HM1), ., ., . . .

Prosscution deferred by mutual agreement. (H}2)

. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defandant or

.

.

. Misc. proceedings: probation or parole moenﬂon,

essential witness, (HH3NAKB)Y . . . . . . . .
N. Period of mental or physical incompetsnce of

defendant to stand triaf. (H)}(4) . .

Period of NARA itmant or tr
Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
(HE) . .

. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant whon no

it {H){5)

saverance has besn granted, (7). . . . . .

Continuances granted in the onds of justice. (H)(8)

L T S Y

.

Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea i) . . . . .

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B) , , .

L T S S

TOTALS FOR

NEBRASKA

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

L2 Ry o
@ orar

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 150 @) . 701,

) L29.9

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD {NO. OF DAYS)

64

(0to10days] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+days)
1 1 0 1 0 S |
0 0 0 0 0 o Jj_o
0 0 0 0 0 |
0 0 0 0 0 (N |
36 0 0 0 0 |
0 0 0 0 0 o o0
23 13 17 4 0 |
0 0 0 0 0 |
0 0 0 3 0 S | N
0 0 2 0 0 |
0 0 0 0 0 | T
0 0 0 0 0 | P
0 0 0 0 0 I | N
0 0 0 0 0 o |l o
0 0 0 1 0 |
0 0 0 0 0 I |
0 0 0 0 0 |

Ruls 20

1,

aut of district, pretrist di

***Interval one: Arrest to indictment; Intervat two: Indictment to Arralgnment; “intervai three: Arraignment to Tris),

©

o5

OF "o"

.............

.............

.............

.............
.............

.............

( ***INTERVAL iN WHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE | TWQ {THREE
1 1 1
0 0 0
0 0
0 0 0
1 0 35
0 0 0
0 0 57
0 0 0
0 Y 4
1 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0

is {rom State courts and sny patty offenses procesded by Information,

Prapared by: Administretive Office of U.S, Courts



SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS IIN
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

Inunme

NORTH BAKOTA JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

TeniALS EVENTE 8 T LIMTTS IOAYVS! NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—=10 N } e A M R
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 da to 30 d, 3 60 di
o CONVICTION TO SENTENGENA ys 110 30 days 1 to 60 days 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 duys & over
GRoOuUP '“TE“VA "DEFEND‘N“ “ENRTED % nePERTED LS | nEPERTeD % REPDDE::I'SED % u:gg#!n % nzr%e;;ﬁzo % nerodTeD | %
(‘ .
! Lag 3 [orossI> o f so0 (5 [ 27.8 (.2 [ 2l |__2 { 111
10 55.6 7 38.9 1 5.6
WHERE S
DEFENDANTS' L8 | [omoss [> 15 83.3 1 5.6 1 5.6 1 5.6
NDANT @ NET 16 €8.9 1 5.6 1 5.6
ARREST <
PRECEDED @ e ) [l o 4.4 2|l 6 |33 1 5,6 1 |_s.6
A . 33.3 1 5.6 1 5.6
®.§° (18 | [oross 1> 3 16.7 2 {Ald 4 22,2 7 38,9 1 5.6 1 5.6
R NET 3 16.7 2 11.1 6 33.3 5 27.8 1 5.6 1 5.6
@ razJ q cn g I 2q 4 2 1.8 1 5.9
-
~
@ L_69 | > 41 59.4 16 23.2 6 8.7 3 4.3 2 2,9 1 1.4
2, . NET 49 71.0 12 17.4 6 8.7 1 1.4 1 1.4
2 WHERE @ L_69 | foRoss [> 20 29.0 19 27,5 7 10,1 12 17.4 5 7.2 3 4,3 3 4,3
NET P
' INDICTMENT < 20 29.0 20 29,0 7 10.1 14 20.3 3 4.3 3 4.3 2 2.9
& PRECEDED oL L9 ) Eﬁfos& 6 8.7 22 31.9 12 17.4 11 15.9 3 4.3|__11 15,9 4 5.8
13} NET 10 14.5 21 30.4 14 20.3 12 17.4 2 2.9 7 10.1 3 4.3
ARREST
@ 57 | 27 47.4 21 36.8 7 12.3 2 3.5
.
3 [Gross > 21 42.9 9 18.4 9 18.4 ) 16.3 1 2.0 1 2.0
ARRAIGNMENT NET 22 44.9 9 18.4 8 16.3 8 16.3 1 2.0 1 2.0
COINCIDED '\""E’T
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 44 1| A8 |_40.9 | 24 | 84,5 | 2 | 4.5
(.
f@ L8 | [GResS > o 50.0 5 27.8 2 11.1 2 11.1
NET 10 55.6 7 38.9 1 5.6
TOTALS OF < @ Lg7 | [orossT> 56 | 64.4 | 17 19.5 7 8.0 4 4.6 2 2.3 1 |a.1
NET
GROUPS Y, 2,83 65 74.7 13 14,9 6 6.9 2 2.3 1 1.1
@ 1136 [GR0ss 1> 40 36.0 30 22.1 22 16,2 21 15.4 6 4.4 4 2.9 4 2.9
RET 50 36.8 31 22.8 21 15.4 23 16.9 4 2.9 5 3.7 2 1.5
@e me 30 22,1 33 24,3 25 18.4 26 19.1 4 2.9 | 13 9.6 5 3.7
@ NET 35 25.7 32 23.5 28 20.6 25 18.4 3 2.2 9 6.6 4 2.9
@ Lil8 ! 54 45.8 50 42,4 1) 9,3 3 2.5
SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 2181(h). Each reporied delendant lalls In both a GROSS and a NET S*DEFEHDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE:  Juwiniles, Appasts from U.S, Mn!m-\idtcltlom,nullmlrnmvm out of district,
figure in the applicable time column, Howaver, Ihe person may fall within the GROSS cuunt of one time column and the NET ! anolher. For example, it a pretrial diveesion dispositions, removels from State courts and sny petty offenses proceeded by fnformet

defendant had a gross time interval of 12 daya, he would be shown In the 11.30 day GROSS tima interval, if the extludable time was £ days, the NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 x b} and tha detendant would be shawn In the'0 to C:day NET time intervel.

AA . s ——— e . . o
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**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS on
SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 136 @
INCIDENCE OF AND NORTH DAKOTA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TimE 96 (@) L 70:6,
RE A s ON S F OR DEL AY DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L._AQ__J@ t.29.4
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME
| During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977 s
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD {NO. OF DAYS) OF “D"

U:E:rs?aNusc 3161 Oto 10days| 11to 21 22to 42 43to B4 8510 120 | 121+ days
B ety o 0 0 1 0 0 S | O S U X
B. NARA maamination—{(HID(B} . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] o ...
C. Stats ot federal trials on other charges—{H){1){C} . . 0 1 0 0 0 0 L 1 I I 2..9 .....
D. Interlocutory appesis—(H)I{(1}(0} . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 V... O .....
€. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H)(IHE) . . . , . 0 0 0 0 0 0 LT B 0.
T, b e FneT s 1 0 1 0| o W s | 100
S G e —— 12 0 3 2 0 0 v |30
. Misc. proceedings: probetion or parole revocation,

deportation, extradition. (H}1). . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L J 9 .....
1.~ Prosecution deferred by mutusl agreement. (H}(2) . 0 1 1 0 1 0 = gL 8.0 .
™ ettt (B + o T N 0 3 L | U L
" et o s i, W e L0 0 0 0 0 | PRI B
O. Pariod of NARA commitmesit o treatment. {H)(§) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 L S
T wlornew chara. 0 0 0 0 0 0o |0 4.0
P sarenc e b gantat, (Y 0 0 0 0 0 o fl_o . ..o
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H)(8) 1 0 0 0 0 0 L 1 Y ?_‘ _0 _____
U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea {i) . . . . . 0 1 0 0 0 L [ 4'.0
M el e meexunded J0mere. 1 0 1 0 0 o ]2 .40

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3181, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for dalsy below.

o T T TR T RN

***INTERVAL INWHICH

EXCLUDABIE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 0
Q 0 0
0 0 0
0 2 3
0 2 i5
0 0 0
0 2 1
3 14 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 2
2 0 0

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesis from U.S, Magistrate decisions, Ruls 20 transfers out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removals from State caurts and any petty offenscs proceeded by information,
Prepared by! Administrative Offics of U.S. Courts

**%interval ons: Arrest to Indictment; Interval twa: Indictment ta Arralgnment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS lm DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CR!IMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL SOUTH_DAKOTA l__.ﬂmLz_u.z&_thu_m_m_uw

SARD § CTERVALLEVENTS S To LTS GAve 7~ NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAFSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
B a 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 ) N N\ )
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days
% CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA y ay! 0 y 61 to 10C days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
. ¥ X DEF* DEF'S DEF'S OEF'S
GROUP . ?{NTE“V"L}/— wDANTS REPOHT‘EDV % REPORTED % nePoRTED | % neFonten| % REPORTED % REFORTED % REPORTED | %
! 40 1 > 22,5 |21 | 52,8 a__]_20.0 2 5.0
9 22.5 21 52.5 g 20.0 2 5.0
WHERE
DEFENDANTS’ @ Lgo feross B> 13 ¢ 32,5 | 23 | s7.5. (. 3 7.5 3 | .
13 32.5 23 57.5 3 7.5 1 2.5
ARREST <
PRECEDED @ L_40 | > 10 25.0 4 10,0 3 7.5 5 12.5 2 5.0 __11 27,5 5 12,5
\NDICTMENT 10 25.0 4 10.0 4 10.0 4 10.0 2 5.0 11 27.5 5 12.5
@& L 40  [oRoss 1> o 5.0 3 7.5 5 12.5 8 20.0 3 7.5 7 17.5 | 12 30.0
8‘@ NET 2 5.0 3 7.5 6 15.0 8 20.0 2 5.0 7 17.5 | 12 30.0
@ L3l 24 |_4as.2 |2 | e | 4 | 129 5 16.1 3 9.7 2 6.5 | 1 3.2
.
f-@ L o7  foross B> 43 | 44,3 }_ 41 | 42,3 vi 1.2 1 1.0 1 1.0 4 4.1
2, NET 44 45.4 41 42.3 7 7.2 1 1.0 4 4.1
WHERE @ L7 1| 28 28.9 5 5.2 14 14.4 15 15.5 8 8.2 16 16.5 |13 11.3
NET
INDICTMENT < 28 28.9 5 5.2 14 14.4 15 15.5 8 8.2 16 16.5 11 11.3
PRECEDED ARREST | o7 | [omoss [> 13 13.4 9 9,3 10 10.3 17 17.5 |__14 14.4 |14 14.4 | __20 20.6
TOTRIAL NET 14 14.4 9 9.3 10 10.3 16 16.5 14 14.4 { 14 14.4 20 20.6
ARREST
L@L_'Lﬁ_J —49_ [ 64,8 [ |13 (.8 | ro.s (. __.@8.j  10.58( 2 | 26| 4 | s34 | 5.3
3 . @ 1160 | [oross > 17 10.6 8 5.0 24 15.0 29 18.1 16 10.0 35 21.9 a1 19.4
ARRAIGNMENT 17 10,6 8 5.0 24 15.0 29 18.1 ] 17 10.6 35 21.9 30 18.8
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL | !
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE L@ L146 | 88 60,3 7 4.9 13 8.9 bY:) 12.3 7 4,8 10 6.8 3 f_2.1
F@ L 40 | [eross T> 9 22.5 21 52.5 8 20.0 2 5.0
’ NET 9 22,5 21 52.5 8 20.0 2 5.0
TOTALS OF ‘ 1237 feross T> s6 40.9 64 |_46.7 | 310 | 7.3 1 .7 1 ) 5 | 3.6
< NET 57 41.6 64 46.7 10 7.3 1 .7 5 3.6
GROUPS 1, 2,&3
1297 foRoss B> 55 18.5 17 5.7 41 13.8 49 16.5 26 8.8 62 20.9 47 15.8
_NeT Pp 55 18.5 17 5.7 42 14.1 48 16.2 27 9.1 62 20.9 46 15.5
@§ L297 yfeross B> a2 | 10,8 | 20 | 6.7 ( 30 f 33 s3| 37| 3¢ | 1.4 se | 80| &3 [ 2>
& @ NEY 33 11.1 20 6.7 40 13.5 52 17.5 34 1.4 s6 18.9 | 62 20.9
@ L2535 151 59.7 10 4,0 25 | 9.9 ( 31 | 12.3{ 12 4.7 _16 6.3 A 3.2
.
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each reporied defendant (alls In both & GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANY FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appests fromn U.S. Magistrate decision, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure in the applicable time column, However, the person may fail wilhia the GROSS count of one tims column and the NET of ancther, Fae example, if & pearriat Sivecsion romaovals from S and any petty offenses proceeded by intormation.

defendant had a gross time intetval of 12 days, he would be shawn in the 11-30 day GROSS lime Interval, If the excludable time was 4 days, the NET lime
would be § days (12-4 = &) and the defendant would be shown in the 0to 10 day NET time Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

{During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Exsmination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—{HH1){A)

B. NARA examination—{H){1}{B}

.......

o O

. Interlocutory appeals—{H}{1)(D)

......

. Hearings on pretrial motions—(H)1)}{E} . . , .
+ Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,

20840 (KA . . . . . ... L,
G. Motion is actually under advisament.

m

.............

I, Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. {H}{2)

M. Unavailability (Im:lgdos fugitive) of defendant or
essential witness, (H){3)(ANB) . . . . . . .,

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant tostand trial. (H\{4) . . . . . . .

O. Period of NARA or tr

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges,
(HMe) . . . . .. ... ......

R, Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
severance has been granted. (H}{(7) . . . . .,

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H){8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indi
days. (B)

time extended 30 more

TOTALS FOR

SOUTH DAKOTA

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME

()
27 @® o
2

® 953,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 14 @) _4:T,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

)7

. State or federal trials on other charges—(H}{1){C) . .

(H)(5) .

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) R
(00 10days| 111021 | 22t0d42 | 431088 | 8510120 | 121 +® N
1 0 2 0 0 3 )20
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 ... 0.
1 0 0 0 0 0 N N N 6.7
0 0 0 0 0 0 L Y B ...
9 0 0 0 0 0 L S 4]...80.0 .
0 0 0 0 0 1 [ S D 6.7 ...
0 0 0 0 0 L 0 1 o ...
1 0 0 0 0 0 L 1 ). 6.7 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 1.0
0 0 0 0 0 0 Y B 0.
0 0 0 0 0 L B 0....
0 0 0 0 0 0 L T B 0.
0 0 0 0 0 0 N Y D 5.
0 0 0 0 0 N TS DU
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 ., |......0 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 \ 0 1.0,
0 0 0 0 0 0 , 0 1.0 .

...............

*Paragraph and subsaction of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, sre shown with reason for delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial di

***Interval one: Arrast to Indictment; Interval two: (ndictment to Arraignment; Interval thres: Arraignment to Trial,

FlNTERVAL INWHICH
EXCLUDABLE DELAY

OCCURRED
ONE TWO |THREE
0 2 1
0 1] 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
1 2 6
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

Is from State courts and any petty offenses procesded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts

+
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

N
ALASKA

DURING

JULY 1,

1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h), Each reportad defendant falls In both a GROSS snd a NET
{igure In {he applicabie time column, Howaver, the person may Iall wilhin the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of anolher. For example, it a
detendant had & gross time Interval of 12 days, he would be shawn In the 13.30 day GFOSS time Interval. )f the excludable tims was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 = B) and the defendani would be shown in the 0 to 10day NET time intesval,

SARD § INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 79 LIMITS(DAYS) N\
81 e 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30 e
. 2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 w w R A N\ !
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 days 31t060d
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGEZNA ! ay! 0 ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVA "DEFE"MNTS “E"O“'“’ %, REPGRTED % REPORTED % I AEFOATED % REPOATED % RerORTED | %
. J 32 57.1 20 35.7 4 7.1
33 58.9 21 37.5 2 3.6
WHERE S 52
, L | [oross ] 92.9 4 7.1
DEFENDANTS @ NET Jp 52 92.9 3 7.1
ARREST <
mecoes | (3) SRR gl der| 2| a6l o | el | el el sal w| omel o 1e
INDICTMENT N X s ) . 14 25,0 7 12.5
®$@| 56 4 b 2 3.6 4 7.1 7 12,5 11 19,6 5 8.9 15 |—26.8|__12 |._21.4
7\ 3 5.4 4 7.1 7 12.5 13 23,2 7 12.5 12 21.4 10 17.9
@ L850 16 32.0 2 4.0l 18 36.0 10 20.0 1 2.0 3 6.0
\.
pu
@ 1116 | [omoss T> 73 62.9 24 20,7 5 4.3 11 9.5 ] 9 2 1.2
2. N B 73 62.9 24 20.7 5 4.3 11 9.5 1 .9 2 1.7
WHERE @ 116 | [cRoss |> 24 20.7 10 8.6 20 17,2 18 15,5 11 9.5 18 15.5 (a8 | _12.9
NET ,
INDICTMENT < . 25 21.6 10 8.6 22 19.0 18 15.5 9 7.8 19 16.4 13 11.2
ARREST | 1 [Gross I> 16 13.8 6 5.2 15 12.3| 28 24.1 13 11.2 17 14.7 2
PRECEDED . . | —18.1
A:nesr TOTRIAL NEY 16 13.8 [ 5.2|7 16 13.8] 30 25.9 13 11.2 17 14.7 18 15.5
@ 92 | 72 78.3 4 4.3 6 6.5 8 8.7 1 1.1 1 1.1
.
L_19 | [eRoss > 10 52.6 1 5.3 2 10,5 5 26,3 | — 1 | __ 5.3
ARRAIGNMENT NET 10 52.6 1 5,3 2 10.5 5 26.3 1 5.3
COINCIDED ARREST
ToTRIAL L | [6ROSS >
WITH FIRST NET
" APPEARANCE @ L 14 10 71.4 2 14.3 1 7.1 —_ 7.1
-
4 56 32 57.1 20 35.7 4 7.1
| |
NET 33 58.9 21 37.5 p) 3.6
TOTALS OF 2 @ 172 | 125 72.7 28 16,3 5 2.9| 11 fid 1 & 2 1.2
NET P 125 72.7 28 16 5 2, .
QHOUPS 1, 2,83 [__NET | 9 11 6.4 1 .6 2 1.2
@ L1901 | [Bs D> a0 20,9 12 6.3/ 30 | 15| m 16.2 16 | a4l 37 ) 19.4.|_ 25 _|_13.1
41 21.5 13 6.8 33 17.3 32 16.8 13 6.8 38 19.9 21 11.0
®§° L 191 , [Gross > 28 14.7 10 5.2| 23 12.0] a1 21.5 18 a7 | 04| _3a | 228
< NeT 29 15.2 10 5.2 24 12.6 45 23,6 20 10.5 34 17.8 29 15.2
@ (156 | _o |_e2.8 | 8 s.1{__25 16.9 18 11,5 3 1.9 3 1.9 1 .6
\_

**DEFENDANT FIGURES 0O NOT INCLUDE! Juveniles, Appeats from U5, Megistrate decisions, Hule 20 mmhu out of district,
pratrisl diverston dispositions, removals from State cwm snd any patty offenses proceeded by information,

et A R
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**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS

M
SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD L) ST BT
INCIDEN CE OF AND ALASKA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME -_}?:___.s L _23-_2_:
: DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L 1©) L34.0
REASONS FOR DELAY

"**INTERVAL IN WHICH

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME EXCLUDABLE DELAY
I'During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977] OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)
:J‘;E;sguusc 3161 6 to 10days| 111021 22t042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121+ day\s ONE | TWO [THREE
fbmiiona v 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2
8. NARA exsmination—(HI(1)(B) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C. State or federal trials on other charges—{H){1)(C) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
D. Interlocutory appeals—(HH1MD) . . . . . . . 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0
E. Hearings on pretrisl mations—(H){IME) . . . . . 33 4 1 0 0 0 0 36
Bt I 0 0 0 0 o | o |0 0 0
& gy " 24 4 u 0 0 2 | PN B X 0 a1
P Seporimom sxiaton. HHL oo 0 0 0 0 0 L | T 0. 0 0
1. Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H}(2) 0 0 0 0 0 0 LY B o.... 0 0
ok O I NN NN NN NN BN | N Y I :
" Sefedant v s . L0 0 0 0 0 N | R S B & 0 1
0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)5) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 0. 0 0
T ey et ndfornew chwes. 0 0 0 0 0 L { NN B 0. 0 0
R. DafeMmth:nbi:::g:rill of ct():):;e)ndam v.vhe.n no o 1 0 0 0 0 2 ‘ 3 d ?: :‘ ---- 0 3
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8) 0 0 0 0 0 0 e 0 )0 0 0
U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ 0 — ...----9 ..... 0 0
" e meeenetaomer Lo 0 2 0 0 o fl__2 | 23 . 2 0

*Paragraph and subsection of 18,USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act af 1974, are shown with reason for delay helow.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appesls from U.S. Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, preteial di

***lntervel one: Asrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignivant; Interval three: Arraignment to Trial,

from $tate courts and any petty offensas proceeded by information.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS Im DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL Lﬂnu...mlﬁ.m:.:.ﬂmk.“ﬂ

SARD § eV AL EVENTE S TS LMITSDAYE) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS - 1
8 e 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10. w w \
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 0 to 10 days 11 to 30 du 311060 d
|4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA Lif ys 0 ays 61 to 100 days ‘ 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
) . . -
GROUP d”“""‘b '%EFE:JDANTS NEPOR'I'.EDV 13 REPGRTED % neRoRTED | % neronveo| % nefonTED| % REFORTED % neroRten | %
-
| @ Lzsa | [SPossPS 190 | 34,5 | 538 | 21.0 [ 103 [.13.6 6 .8 1 1
112 14.8 | 538 71.0 | 103 13.6 4 .5 1 a
WHERE
DEFENDANTS’ 1758 | [amoss [> 705 93,0 r'5) 5.4 3 .4 4 .5 .1 1 5 3 .4
ARREST g, LG _X7T 94.3 39 5.1 2 .3 2 .3
PRECEDED @ L_758 | [oross [> 78 10.3 {_177 23.4 |_367 48.4 92 12.1 |_ 13 1.7 |12 1.6 | _19 2.5
[_NET Bl 10.7 | 184 24.3 383 50.5 80 0.6 1.8 5 . .
INDICTMENT 1 14 Ton 1.5
@& L.758 ) loRoss 1> g 2.1 20 3.2.{._231 30,5 | 370 48,8 (_ 50 6:6.__30 4,0 | 33 4.4
«*@ Nev 17 2.2 30 4.0 241 3l.8 384 50.7 45 5.9 26 3.4 15 2.0
@ L 613 | 30 |49 | 347 | se6 | 200 | 326 | 22 | _3.6{__5 8 5 .8 4 1
.
r@ L_285 | [oross P> 167 58.6 85 29.8 12 4.2, 10 3.5 1 .4 5 1.8 5 1.8
2, 228 80.0 51 17.9 2 .7 1 4 ) .4 2 .1
WHERE @ L_285 | 37 13.0 48 16.8 | 116 40.7 41 14.4 |13 4.6 |_1_ . 46| 17 6.0
NET - LB - . . . .
INDICTMENT < a7 16.5 52 8.2 | 116 40.7 36 16.1 8 7.8 7 2.5 9 3.2
PRECEDED ey, 285 _zz__ —Z2..23 | 8 | .8 | 20,1 | 88 | 309 21 7.4|_23 81| 25 [ 8.8
ARREST TOTRIA NET 26 9.1 32 11.2 | 110 38.6 75 26.3 |” 17 6.0 | 13 4.6 | 12 4.2
@ L 296 1 21 f.30.7 | 103 | 52,6 [_s8 | 20,6 | 9 4.6 3 |1 | 2 |_30
.
QoSS [> 92 25,3 42 11.5.| __78 20,9 83 22,8 _15 4.1 13 9.1.|_23 6.3
ARRAIGNMENT 100 27.5 43 11.8 80 22.0 91 25.0 | 16 4.4 | 24 6.6 | 10 2.7
COINCIDED ARRE"
TOTRIAL L
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE L@ L_268 | 59 22.0 114 42.5 79 29.5 8 3.0 3 1.1 4 1.5 1 .4
-
@ L_758 1 [SRoss [> 110 14,5 | 538 71.0 | _303 13.6 6 .8 1 21
112 14.8 538 71.0 103 13,6 4 .5 1 .1
TOTALS OF @ L1043 | [oross B> gvo R3.A .| 126 f_2.1 ). 15 1.4 14 1.3 2 ) 6 .6 8 .8
NET . 0 | 8.6 4 .4 3 .3 . .
GROUPS 1, 2,4 3 [_NET B 943 90.4 9 . 1 1 2 2
@ L1407 § [SROSS 1> 207 | 14,7 | 267 | 39.0 | _sse .| 39.7 | 216 | 154 41 2.9 | .58 4.1 | _59.. | 4.2 |
228 16.2 | 279 19.8 | 579 41.2 | 217 15.4 | 38 2.7 36 2.6 | 30 2.1
@,g L1407 |cnoss ‘ 138 9.8 93 6.6 |_385_|_27.6 | 537 38.2 | 86 6.1 | 84 6.0 |80 5,7
*@ 143 10.2 | 105 7.5 | 431 30.6 | 549 39.0 | 79 5.6 | 63 4.5 | 37 2.6
L1077 | 110 10,2 564 52,4, 3347 31.3 39 3.6 8 2012 | 1.3 7 .6
.
NET MEANS OROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Each repoarted defandani falls In both a GROSS and a NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeats from U.S. Mllllmlllhclllonl.ﬂ\l"lelﬂl'lvl out of district,
figure in the applicabla lime column, However, 1ha peraon may fall within the GROSS count oi one time column and the NET of another. For example, L a pretrial diversion dispositions, removsls from State coutss and eny petty offenses proceeded by information,

delendant had a gross time Intacval of 12 days, he would be shown In the 11.30 day GROSS time Interval, 11 the exctudable lime was 4 days, the NET time
would be § days {12-4 = 3) snd the delendant would be shawn In the 0 to 10 day NET time Interval.
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A

e

ES

Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity~=(H){1){A) .

L N L

State or federat trials on other charges—{H){1){C) .

interlocutory appsals—(HHIMD) . . . . . .

Transfers from other districts {(per FRCP rules 20,
20&40L HHNAY .+ . . - .

., Motion is actually under odvlumom.

(HI1IG) . [N
Misc. proceedings: probation or parole mocatlon,
deportation, extradition, (H){1). . .

L I I )

TR

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreemant. {(H){2)

M. Unavallability {includes fugitive) of defendant or

T.

U,
W.

essential witness, (H)3){ANB) . . . . . . .

. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendant to stand trial, (H)}{4) . . . .

. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. {H){(5)

Superseding indictment and/or new chargas.
HH8) . . . . ..

saverance has been geanted, (H}(7)., . . . . .
Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H}{8)
Time up to withdrawal of guiity plea (i) . . . .

Gring fiiry indictment time axtended 30 more
days, (8) . . .

L S S T TS Y

. NARA exemination—(HH1MB) . . . . . . . .

., Hearings on pretrial motions—(H)(IME} . . . . .

e e s

DR S

. Defendant awaiting trial of wde{cndlnt when no

TOTALS FOR
ARIZONA

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

0
L 1,407 @ o

G
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLupasLe Time L1011 @) . 71.9,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1___}_9_5__:© 28,1,

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS)

121 +d®

542

0to10days| 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120

2 0 2 3 3 2
1 0 0 0 0 0 o1
0 0 1 1 0 1 L3
0 1 0 16 1 1 L 19
294 1 0 0 0 0 . 295
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0
33 3 4 1 0 3 . 44
0 0 2 0 0 0 L2
0 0 0 0 0 0 , 0
46 28 13 14 3 15 . 119
0 1 0 1 0 .3
0 0 0 0 0 0 .0
0 0 0 0 0 o |l o
0 0 0 0 1 I | !
1 Y 3 9 7 s |
1 0 1 2 0 2 |
0 0 0 0 0 o ||, o

®
o6

OF “D"

..............

.............
.............
-------------
.............

“Paragraph snd subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, ars |hown wlth reason 'ov delay below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE Juveniles, Appesls from U.S, N

Rule 20

**%|nterval one: Arrest ta Indictment; Interval two: Indlc(mm to Arraignment; lmlml three: Arralgnment to Trial,

out of district, pratrial di

tan ol fet,

ﬂINTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 0 13
0 0 1
0 0 3
0 0 19
¢ 3| 292
0 0 0
0 0 44
2 0 0
0 0 0
0_| 103 16
0 0 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 4 0 36
¢ i 0 6
0 0 0

Is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK 7D BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

iN DURING
L_QALIMHEEN__' ‘__anL_mlﬁ_thm_mmm_m._uw

NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS

SARD B INTERVALS-EVENTS-8 70 LIMITS (DAYS) 4 w
®MN e 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT--30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT—10 A A ) A
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0t 10 d, 11 to 30 da 311060 d
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA nys ys 0 ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP <‘“TE“VAb '@DANTSREPORTEDv % AEPGRTED % REPGRTED % nsrl’::tssn % nss?:;;sen % REEOE;‘;‘SED % nep%%ﬁn %
-

) 4211 214 |__50,6 147 (_34.8 a1 9.7 13 3.1 5 1.2 3 2
WHERE 217 | 51.3 149 | 35.2 44 10.4 9 2.1 1 .2 3 .7
DEFENDANTS' <:::> |_az3 ) [sross B> o9g |_ 65,7 95 |_22.5 | 33 7.8 8 1.9 2 5 2 5 5 1.2
ARREST » [ NeT P og2 | 66.7 97 | 22.9 35 8.3 5 1.2 2 .5 1 .2 1 .2
PRECEDED @ L4231 %%Eg 11 |__26.2 75 |_17.7 | 106 |_25.1 | _ 63 |__14.9|_ 14 3.3|__19 4.5 | _35 8.3

116 | 27.4 81 | 19.1 .2 : . . . .
INDICTMENT @ < 9 115 27 56 13.2 |7 11 2.6 12 2.8| 32 7.6
> 423 | [anoss 17 4.0 43 |_10.2 |_1318 27.2 (_132 31.2 | _ 26 6.1! 38 9,0.{_ 52 12,3
& . .
13‘@ 19 4.5 51 | 12.1 | 137 32.4 | 126 29.8( 27 6.4| 19 4.5 | 44 10.4
@;3_5_9_1 103 |_28.7 | _125 |_34.8 | 103 | 287 |_ 17 4.7 3 .8 8 2.2
- R -
~ .
L263 ) [oRoss 1> 103 | 39,2 | 90 | 34,2 |_ 28 | 10.6 | 24 | 5.3 7 2.7 3 1.1 18 6.8

2 NET 119 | 45.2 92 | 35.0 31 11.8 13 4.9 1 .4 1 .4 6 2.3
WHERE @ L_263 ; fGRess > 71 | 27.0 38 | _14.4 38 14.4 48 18.3 |_ 14 5.3 | 26 9.9{_ 28 10.6
INDICTMENT < NET 73 | 27.8 39 | 14.8 45 17.1 52 19.8 | 11 4.2 21 8.0 | 22 8.4
PRECEDED ARREST | 263 | [emoss > 12 5.8 24 9.1 60 22.8 56 21.3 |25 9.5 | 28 10,6 | _s8 22,1

TO TRIAL NET 19 7.2 33 | 12.5 69 26.2 64 24.3 |7 25 9.5 | 16 6.1 | 37 14.1
ARREST ‘
@ 221 | 84 38.0 55 (. 24.9 a0 272.1 10 4.5 2 9 8 3.6 2 [+
"

3 @ L__75 | feross [> 9 12.6 19 25.3 20 26.7 14 18.7 3 4.0 3 4,0 7 9.3
ARRAIGNMENT NET 9 |~ 12.0 20 | 26.7 20 26.7 13 17.3 3 4.0 4 5.3 6 8.0
COINCIDED ARREST

ToTRIAL L1 [sRoss [
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE <E:> 61 4 18 29.5 17 27.9 22 36.1 2 3.3 2 3.3
.
r
@ 423 | » 214 | 50.6 147 |_ 34.8 41 9.7 13 3.1 5 1.2 3 ')
NET P 217 | 51.3 149 | 35.2 a4 10.4 9 2.1 1 .2 3 .7
TOTALS OF @ L_686 | [oross [> 3g1 |_ 55,5 [ 385 |_27.0 61 8.9 22 3.2 o | 3.3 5 7| 23 3.4
NET 8.5 . . . . .
GROUPS1,2,83 401 | s 189 [ 27.6 66 9.6 18 2.6 3 4 2 3 7 1.0
@ L_761 | 191 |_25.1 132 |_17.3 | 164 23,6 | _125 16.4 (31 4.1 48 6.3 |_70 |_a.2
NET 108 | 26.0 140 | 18.4 | 180 23,7 | 121 15.9 | 25 3.3] a7 4.9 | 6o 7.9
®§ 761 ; [eross [> as 5.0 8s |_11.2 |_196 25,8 |__202 26.5 |__54 7.1.|__69 9.1 | 117 [ 154
a’@ P 47 6.2 103 | 13.5 [ 227 29.8 | 203 26.7| 55 7.2 39 5.1 87 11.4
(::> L_641 | 205 32.0 197 30.7 | _185 28.9 29 4.5, 5 g 18 2.8 2 3
.

NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUBABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3161(F). Each reporiad delendani falls In both a GROSS and a NET
figure in the applicable time column, However, the person may lall within tha GROSS count of ane time column and the NET of another. For cxample, if a
defendant had a gross time intervat of 12 days, he would be shown in the 1130 day GROSS time intervat, I the excludable lime was 4 days, Ihe NET time
would be 8 daya (12-4 = 8) and the Jelendant would da shown in the 010 10 day NET time interval.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U.5. Magistrate decislons, Ruta 20 transfers out of district,
pretriat diversion dispositions, removals fram State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,



LT - I

SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical

incapacity—(H){1MA) . . . . ., . . . ..

B. NARA examination—(H{(B) . . . . . . .

[~ 2]

. Interlocutory appeals—(H)(1)(D)

Hearings on pretriai motions—(H)}{(1)(E)} . . . .
. Transfers from other districts (per FRCP rules 20,

&40 HKFA . . . . . ... ...
G. Motion is actuaily under advisement.

n

(HHIKG) . . . . . . . .. ... .o

H. Misc. procesdings: probation or parole ion,
deportation, extradition. (HM1). . . . . . .

i. Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H){2)

M. Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or
esential witness. (H}3)(AYB) . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendanttostand trisl. (H)}{4) . . . . . . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or trestment. (H}{5) .
P,

., Superseding indictment and/or new charges.

HHey . . .o

R. Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no
has been gr

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i) . . . . .

U,
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more

days. B) . . . . . ... ...

State or federal trials on other charges—(H){(1)(C} . .

L. ... L

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS o
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD w761 @ oFrar
%ﬁ%‘k DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 1455 1 (B) 1. 52:8
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiME L 306 (§) . 40:2 ,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME ® QQLTSSXBAE Rl
o OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) i
6ﬁo 10days| 111021 | 22t042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 +® \ ONE | TWO |THREE

6 4 4 6 4 3 1 6.6 0 3 24
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 g ....... 0. 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 3 3 ) 0.7.... 0 1 2
1 0 0 0 0 3 w4 ... 1.0 ... 0 0 4
159 7 8 6 0 1 L 181 | 444 7 7| 167
29 21 16 11 1 0 . 8 ). 181 18 42 18
5 5 17 0 0 0 w27 6.7 ... 2 1 24
0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0 s}, o.... 0 0 9
0 0 0 0 L | P B 0. 0 0 0
12 8 7 9 5 16 ||, 57 | 140 2 | 35 20
0 ) 2 2 0 L | A L7 . 0 2 >
0 0 0 0 1 0 Mo X f..... 0.2 .. 0 1 g
2 1 4 6 1 U | I U B 3.4 1 i 10
0 1 3 0 0 0 - 4 ..., .o .. 1 0 5
0 0 0 0 0 0 ffo__ 0 f......0 .. 0 0 0
0 0 2 2 1 o 15 _f..... .2 . 0 0 >
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 {.....o 0 0 0

*Paragraph and subsaction of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trisl Act of 1974, are shown with resson for delsy below,

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U,S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers aut of district, pratrial di
**%interval one: Arrest to indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Intervsl three: Arraignment to Trial.

T Is from State courts and any petty offenses procesded by information.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

N DUPING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL l CALIFORNIA, EASTERN JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
SARD § CTERVALLEVENTI S 7 LTS IDAYS) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
8 e 1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30
2 INDICTMENT TC ARRAIGNMENT~10 ) A N 3 ) ™
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-—80 0to 104 111030 d 31 to0 60
+ CONVICTION 7O SENTENGE-NA ays to 30 days 1 days 81 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP INTERVAL "DEFE“"”‘“ “"’"m % nePORTED % nerGRTED | % neronTEn % % nEtOATED % neronTen | %
~
(. \ | = 135 47.5 123 43.3 14 4.9 11 3.9 1 .4
* NET 135 47.5 123 43.3 14 3.9 11 3.9 1 4
WHERE
DEFENDANTS® | 284  [ohoss [> 1¢3 69.7 66 23,2 16 5.6 1 .4 2 .7 i .4
[ ner Pp 702 71.1 67 23.8 15 5.3
ARREST <
PRECEDED L_284 | 138 |__48.6 24 8.5|_ 34 1:.0|__49 17.3 7 2.5 15 5.3 17 6.0
INDICTMENT LNET B 139 48.9 26 9,2 35 12.3 54 19.0 [ 2.1 14 4.5 10 3.5
@Qg L 284 [eros > 47| 16.5 72 25.4| 50 17.6] 42 14.8 20 7.0 25 8.8 28 9.9
,@@ NET 25 | T 16.9 75 26.4| 50 i7.6| 48 169 15 6.7 PY ) 8.5 20 7.0
@ L_265 | 134 52.5 53 20.0 54 20.4 8 3.0 4 1.5 7 2.6
-
r@ 294 | [oRoss > . 99 33.7 128 43.5 39 13.3 12 4.1 3 1.0 4 1.4 9 3.1
2, NEF | 108 36.7 135 45,9 36 12.2 10 3.4 2 7 2 a7 1 3
WHERE @ 1294 | [GRess 1> 60 |_ 20.4 28 9.5| 60 20.4__ 65 22,1 8 2.7 23 7.8 50 17.0
NET 3 20. 2 ) 62 . 33, 3. . K[ 7.2
INDICTMENT < 0 3 9 9 21.1 70 8 5 1 28 3.5 1
PRECEDED ARREST | 294 § [omoss [> a9 6.8 30 10.2(___47 16.0( __ 72 24.5 24 8.2 34 11.6 67 22.8
ARREST TOTRIAL [ NET | 22 7.5 35 11.9( 53 18.0( 78 26.5 25 8.5 37 12.6 a4 15.0
@ L_249 66 26.5 49 19.7| 113 45.4 9 3.6 7 2,8 4 1.5 1 .4
- R
__9 1 [oRoss > 3 33.3 3 33.3 2 22.2 1 11.1
ARRAIGNMENT HET 3 33.3 3 33.3 2 | 22.2 1 1T.1
Ci IDED ARI\EST
OING TorriaL L1 [gRoss T
WITH FIRST NET
APPEARANCE @ 1 8 ] __3|_37.5 3 37.5 2 25.0
(.
r@ L2684 | [GRoss [> 135 | 47.5 | 123 43.3] 14 4.9 11 3.9 1 .4
| NET ] 135 47.5 123 43.3 14 4.9 i1 3.9 -4
TOTALSOF @ { 578y [eross > 297 51.4 194 33.6 55 9.5 13 2.2 5 .9 4 .7 10 1.7
[ e p 310 53.6 202 34,9 5T 5.8 10 .7 b3 3 b3 3 T 2
GROUPS 1,2, &3
@ 587 [6R6ss [> 201 34.2 52 8.9 94 16.0/ 117 19.9 17 2.9 38 6.5 68 11.6
NET 202 34,4 55 9.4 97 16.5 ~ 127 21.6 17 2.9 a2 7.2 a7 8.0
S~ L 587y [eross I> 70| 11.9 | 102 17.4] 97 16.5 117 19.9 46 7.8 59 10.1 96 16.4
@3?@ NET 73 1273 110 1877|7103 17.5|7 129 |7 22,0 46 7.8 BL 10.4 65 11,1
@ L_522 208 39.8 105 20.1] 169 32.4 17 3.3 11 2.1 11 2.1 1 .2
NET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181(h). Euch reported defendani talla in both & GROSS and a NET “*DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvaniles, Appeals from U.S, Magitirate cecltions, Rule 20 transfers out of district,
figure In the appticable Hima column, However, the person may falt wilhin the GROSS count of one time column and the NET of another, For example, it & pratrial divarsion dispositions, removats from State courts and sny petty oflenses proceeded by Information,

detendant had a gross {ima [nterval of 12 aya, he would be shawn in the 1130 day GRQSS time interval, It the excludabln time was 4 days, the NET time
would be 8 days {12-4 = 8) and the delendant would be shown In the 0 to 10 day NET time Interval,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977

0. Period of NARA
P. Superseding indictment and/or naw charges.

u.
W. Grand jury indict

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161
A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(HYIA) . . . . . . . . ...
B. NARA examination—(H}IMB} . . . . . . . .
C. State or federal trials on other charges—(H){1}(C) . .
D. Interlocutory appeals—(H)}(1)(D) . . . . . . R
E. Hearings on pretrisi motions—(H){IME) . , . . .,
F. Transfers from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
21840 (MMOIKPY . . . . L L L L. .
G. Motion is actuelly under advisement.
HHIKGY . . . . . . ... e e e
H. Misc. procesdings: probation or parols revocation,
deportation, extradition. (HM1), . . . . . . .

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement. (H)(2)
. Unavailability (includes tugitive} of defandant or
essential witness. (H)(3)(A)B) . . .

-----

N. Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendant to stand trial. (H}{(4) ., . .

-----

itment or (HI(5) .

(H)(6)

.......... L

R, Daefendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when no

severance has been granted. (HM7) . . . . . . .

T. Cantinuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8)

. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
time ex
days, B) . . . . .

ded 30 more

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS %
TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD 387 @ oFa
CALLEIRNTA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLubaAsLe TimMe L4912 (@) o 83-6,
DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TiMe 90 1©) L1264,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME
‘%‘
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD {NO. OF DAYS) ittt
ﬁto 10days| 11to 21 22 t0 42 43 to 84 85to0 120 | 121 +days
3 5 5 3 1 g LT
0 0 0 0 0 L | Y B o ..
0. 0 1 1 0 S | Y P 8.0 ...
0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 ... ..
s 0 0 0 0 S | PN B 52
0 0 0 0 g LA | PR Y B 0.
2 0 6 0 0 4 LS
0 0 0 0 0 L O ] o
0 0 0 0 0 LA | PO L
10 10 7 5 4 8 Il .32 .
0 1 3 1 0 0 1 > il-.... l}';’ .....
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 o | .9 .....
0 0 0 0 0 LA | LY FU
0 0 0 0 0 0 4 ° .? .....
3 0 3 0 2 T | PO BRI
0 0 0 2 0 LAY PO
0 0 0 v} 0 0 0 0

*Paragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reaton for delsy balow,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juveniles, Appeals from U,S, Magistrate decisiont, Rule 20 transfers o
***Interval one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; Interval three: Arralgnment to Trial,

ut of district, pretrial di

**“INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |THREE
0 6 11
0 0 [\]
0 4 3
0 0 0
0 0 6
0 0 0
0 1 11
0 0 0
0 0 7
0 33 9
0 4 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 18
0 0 2
0 0 0

is from State courts and any patty offenses procesded by information,

Preparsd by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL

N DURING
JULY 1, 1976 thru’ 77

SARD § TERVALSEVENTE G To LTS IOAYE NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS j
[2:77 2 ) I 1 ARREST TO iNDICTMENT--30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT-10 N A A ™ =\ ™ N
3 ARAAIGNMENT TO TRIAL—80 0 to 10 d, 11t0 30 311060
* CONVICTION TO SENTENGELNA ays days 1 to 60 deys 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 deys 121 to 180 days 181 days & aver
GROUF % NEPGRTED % lgmtn % llEPD::;'ED % ua?::;’:n % nzr‘:)‘;v‘m % nerorten | %
1 r@ L_QZA.J_ZES__SL.&__ABA___SB..L_E(L__I.Z._].Q___L_Z_ 1 1 5 61 1
266 32.3 | 486 59.0 59 7.2 9 1.1 3 .4 1 1
WHERE .
DEFENDANTS' @ L_824 | - 668 81.1 (_125 15.2 21 2.5 5 -6 1 .1 4
671 8l.4 | 126 . . .
ARREST < 15.3 25 3.0 2 2
PRECEDED @ L824 4 . 182 | 22,3 | 254 247 |_30.0|._99 | 12.0| 10 el a7 | 23| s {_1.8
186 22.6 | 256 31.1 | 246 29.9 | 160 12.1| 12 1.5 15 1.8 9 1.1
INDICTMENT
(D~ L824, 2.3 |_139 16,9 | _310 37,6 | 244 ) 20.6) 37 4.5|__43 5.2{__32 3.9
&@ - 2.3 | 142 17.2 | 314 38.1 | 253 30.7| 38 4.6| 40 49| 18 2.2
L@n__vs_a_; o |_3s.gf 352 | 467 | 197 | 262 34 45! & 2 4 4 | 1.9
~
@ L1199 an 1003 83.7 | 141 11.8 39 3.3 9 .B 3 .3 4 .3
2. 1005 83.8 | 144 12.0 a0 3.3 7 .6 ] .3
WHERE @ L1199 | - 283 |__23.6 |__280 23.4 274 22.9 158 13,2 27 2,3 81 7.3 90 7.5
(DICTMENT -ﬁ 290 24.2 | 283 23.6 | 275 22.9 | 160 13.3| 27 2,3{ 86 7.2| 78 6.5
PRECEDED ARREST | 1199 | . 249 20,8 |_250 | 20.9 | 284 | 21.2 | 180 15.0| __60 5.0|__91 7.6 | 114 | 9.5
ARREST TOTRIA 253 21.1 256 21.4 260 21.7 184 15.3 59 4,9 89 7.4 98 8.2
k@ L1052 | 23.1 |_ 406 | 38,6 | 288 | 27.4| 55 s.2!_ 12 13| 28 | 27| 20 | 1.9
3 S
299 97.7 2 7 1 3 2 7 1 Y 1 3
ARRAIGNMENT 299 97.7 2 .7 1 .3 2 .7 1 .3 1 .3
ARRES’T
COINCIDED votriaL L | [GRoss [
WITH FIRST | WET |
APPEARANCE @ 303 | 270 89.1 19 6.3 10 3.3 4 1.3
-
(® L824 ) [oross T> 263 31.9 484 58.7 60 7.3 10 1.2 1 .1 5 .6 1 .1
[ " 266 32.3 | 486 59.0 59 7.2 9 1.1 3 .4 1 1
TOTALS OF @ 12023 | [eross T>1671 82.6 266 13.1 60 3.0 14 .7 3 .1 1 [0 .4
I NET E 576 82.8 | 270 13.3 65 3.2 9 4 3 1
GROUPS 1,2, &3 v
@ L 2329 ; [omoss B> 764 32.8 536 | .23.0 | 522 22.4 | 259 11.1| 38 " 1.6| 105 4.5 | 105 4.5
L_vr 775 33.3 541 23.2 522 22.4 |~ 262 11.2 a0 i.7|7 102 4.3 a7 3.7
@? 12329 | |cross [> 567 24.3 | 390 16.7_| 567 24.3 | 426 18.3|_ 97 4.2| 136 5.8 | 146 6.3
&*@ |_NET 571 24.5 | 398 17.1 | 577 24.8 | 439 188" 97 47| 131 5.6 116 5.0
@ L2108 | 632 30.0 | 777 36.9 | 495 23.5 93 4.4 18 .9] 59 2.8 3e 1.6
“

NET MEANS GNOSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 1§ USC 3161¢h). Each tepocied defendant talls in both & GROSS and a NET

detendant had a grose Lime intecval of lzdm e would be
would be 8 days {12-4 5 §) and the defendant

i column, Howsver, the person may tail within the GROSS count of ene time column snd the KET of anather. For sranple, i o
shows in the 11-30 dey GROSS time Interval. If ihe excludabile time was ¢ days, the NET time
weuld be shown [ the O lo 10dey NET time intervel.

**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT !NCLUDE: Jwwvaniles, Agponis fram U.S. Mogistrate decisiont, Rlule 20 tranaters out of diswrict,
pretriel diversion dispositians, remavels frem Sests comes avd any petty offoness procesded by indermetion,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

[Durlng July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

*REASON
Under 18 USC 3161

A,

U
W.

*Paragre

Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(H{1M{A) .

L T R )

. NARA examination(HMWB)Y . . . . . . .

State or federal trials on other charges—({H){1}{C) .
Interlocutory appeals—(H)(IMD} . . ., ., . .

Hearings on pretrisl motions—(H){1)}{E} . , .
Transfars from other districts {per FRCP rules 20,
21 & 400 HUOFY . . . . .
Motion is actually under odvlumnnt.
(H{G) . . . .., ..
Misc, proosedings: probation or porolo mocmon,
deportation, sxtradition. (H)(1).

. 4
e e e

Prosecution deferred by mutual agreoment. (H)(2)
Unavallability (includes fugitive) of dafendant or
essential witness, (H)(3)(A)(B) v e e
Period of mental or physical incompetence of
defendant tostand teial. (HM4) . . . . . . .
Period of NARA commitment or trsaiment. (H)(5)
Superseding indictment and/or riew charges.

Hie . ...... e e
Defandant awaiting tria! of oo-dcfondmt when no

severance has besn granted. (HM7}. . , . , . .

Continuances granted in the ends of justice, {H}(8)

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days. (B) . .

L T T Y

., Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i} . . . . .

ph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Spsedy Triat Act of 1874, are lhown whh resson lov delay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE‘ Juvcnlln, Appaals from U.S, A i
**%intervel one: Arrest to Indictiment; Interval two:

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS S
2.329 @ OF “A"

TOTALS FOR REPORTED DURING PERIOD
%OR?\LNIA DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE TIME 2,240 1(B) L 96:2,

DEFENDANTS WITH EXcLUDABLE TIME 89, (5) 3.8,
INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME .;';(‘(?ISSXBA&E";;VLTSH
s OCCURRED
LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) orm”

(0t010days] 111021 | 221042 | 431084 | 8510120 | 121 + days) ONE | TWO |THREE
1 0 2 1 0 0 Jje__ 4 . .. 4.0 ... 0 0 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 Je—90 4]....... 0.... 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 SIS SY 1.0.... ¢ 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 S | I Y B 1.0 0 9 1

19 4 1 1 1 0 fl__2 ,|..26.0 L 01 =
1 1 3 0 0 2 L (Y B 7.0, 5 1 1
2 3 1 0 0 0 t 6, s]..... 6.9..... 0 0 6
0 0 0 0 0 o e 0o ... 0. ¢ 0 0
0 0 0 2 0 0 L 2__af..... 2.0 . 0 0 2
6 4 2 4 3 20 {39 .. 300 . 1] 18 ) 20
0 2 0 0 1 3 {6 | 80 9.1 2 3
0 0 0 0 0 o Jfe__ 0 f....0o. . ¢ 0 0
1 0 1 1 2 S | O B 6.0 6 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 [ | Y I 0 0 9
o 0 0 0 0 1 \ 1 ... 1,0 ... ° 0 1
2 0 0 0 0 1 . 1 1. 1.0 . 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 o Il o j.......o... 0 0 g

, Rule 20 out of district, pretrial diversion dispositions, removais from State courts and any petty offenses procesded by information,

10 Arrak

t thrse: Arral to Trial.

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS It DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL — CALIFORNIA, SOUTHERN ... I 77

vs) NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS w
) )
0 to 10 days

INTERVALS-EVENTS-& 70 LIMITS{DA'
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT-30

) I

2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT =10 w w
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-60 11 to 30 days 31 to 60 days
4 GONVICTION TO SENTENGE-NA ! ay 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & aver
GROUP INTERVA "DEFENDA"TS “Emmm % REDGRTED ['3 AEPGRTED % ucr":;"rssn % am?:nF;:m % NEPDOERF;%D % nerosio | %
7~
1 l 6 ) |sross B> 599 59,9 |__320 33,1 36 3.7 27 2.8 2 .2 2 22
WHERE 581 60.1 320 33.1 37 3.8 28 2.9
DEFENDANTS' @ lo66 ) fomoss B 027 | 96.0 | 25 2.6 2 2 2 2.1 1| 1 3 3
[ NET Bp7g32 96.5 25 2,6 7 .7 1 .1 1 1
ARREST <
L_a66_| [oross P> 172.4 |_1m 18.7.| 287 27.6 190 19.7.|__33 3.4|__36 3.7)_91 9.4
PRECEDED G
INDICTMENT 196 20.3 177 18.3 271 28.1 191 19.8 38 3.9 36 3.7 57 5.9
@@ L__966  |smoss [> 48 5,0 162 16.8 |_27) 28,1 283 29,3 48 5,0 46 4,8 1.108 11.2
8‘@ NeT Pp 52 5.4 176 18.2 282 29.2 290 30.0 50 5.2 48 5.0 68 7.0
@ 817 | 202 24.7 | _167 20.4.( 369 _|..45.2 38 4.7 7 9| 19 2,3 |..as 1.8
(‘
. L.378 ) feross I> 309 | 81,7 |. 44 [_11.6 |__ 16 4,2 3 g 1 3 5 1.3
2, 312 82.5 44 11.6 16 4.2 3 .8 1 .3 2 .5
WHERE @ 1..378 | 44 11.6 29 7.7 54 14.3 90 23.8(_.36 9.5|__47 12,4 [ _78 20.6
NET G y
INDICTMENT < 46 12.2 30 7.9 61 16.1 98 25.9 35 9.3 48 12.7 60 15.9
PRECEDED o, L2378 | ferossT> 8 2.1 43 11.4 43 _|_11.4 [_101 26.7 (__37 9.8 |__56 14.8 | .90 _|_23.8.
ARREST [T p g 2.4 45 | 1l.9 50 13.2 110 29.1 40 10.6 54 14.3 7 18.5
@ L.249 | 43 17.3 42 16.9 .|._. 96 _|_38.6_ 32 12.9 B 3.2 13 R.2 15 6.0
3. @ L 39 [GesD> 4 10.3 2 5.1 5 12.8 11 28,2 2 5.1 7 17.9 8 20.5
ARRAIGNMENT * NET 4 10.3 2 5.1 5 12.8 11 28.2 2 5.1 7 17.9 8 20.5
COINCIDED ARREST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
APPEARANCE @ 24} 7 |..29.2 1 4,2 7 29,2 2 8.3 6 25.0 1 4.2
.
f
@ L_966_| » 579 59.9 320 33.1 36 3.7 27 2.8 2 .2 2 2
NET P 581 60.1 320 33.1 37 3.8 28 2.9
TOTALS OF @ (1344 | [onoss T>1236 92.0 69 5.1 23 1.7 5 4 1 1 2 1 fl 6
[ MET | .6 . . . . . .
GROUPS1, 2, &3 1244 92 69 5.1 23 1.7 4 3 1 1 1 1 2 1
@ L1383 | 216 15.6 | 212 [ 15.3 | 326 |_23.6 [_200 | 21.0] 7 | s 90 | &.s5|.177 | 12.8
246 17.8 209 15.1 337 24.4 300 21.7 75 5.4 91 6.6 | 125 9.0
®§° L1383 50 4.3 207 15.0 319|231 395 28,6 87 6,3.100 | . 7.9 | 206 |.14.9
R @ NET 65 4.7 223 36.1 337 24.4 411 29.7 92 6.7 109 7.9 | 146 10.6
@ L2090 1 252 23 |__210 19.3 (_472_ |_a3.3 72 6.6.1 .2 10|23 | a3ef 30 | o8
.
SNEYF MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3181{n). Each reported defendant lalls in both 4 GROSS and & NET **DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juenites, Appests from V.S, Megistrate doclllom.Rullmmmlm out of distriet,
figure In the epplicable time column, However, The person may fall within (he GROSS count of one time column and the NET of ancihat. For example, it 8 pratrisl divension dispositions, remavals from State courts and any petty offeny) proceeded by information,

defendani had 8 gross lime Interval of 12 days, he would be shown in the 11.30 day GROSS time Inlerval, I the exciudable time was 4 days, ihe NET time
would be S days (12-4 = §) and the defendant would be shown iii the 1 10 10 day NET tima ntervel,
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND

REASONS FOR DELAY

[During July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977}

*REASON

Under 18 USC 3161

A. Examination or hearing for mental or physical
incapacity—(HI{1}(A}

..........

o o

Interlocutory appeals—(H)}{1)(D} . . . . , .

Heatings on pratrial motions—(H){11{E)
., Trarsfers from othar districts {pey FRCP rules 20,

-

&40,V . . L L L 0L 0L

. Motion is actually under advissment.
(HHN{G)

G
H. Misc, procoedings: probation or parole revocation,
deportstion, extradition. (HH1). . . . . . . .

I Prosecution defersed by mutuasl sgresment. {H){2)
M, Unavailability (includes fugitive) of defendant or

essential witness, (HIANANB) . . . . . . . .

N. Period of mental or physical incompetsncs of
defendant to stand trial. (Hi{4} . .

0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment, (H)(5) .

P. Superseding indictment and/or new charges.
(H){6)

R, Defendant iting trial of co-d
has been gr

fendant when no

T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice, (H){8)

U. Time up to withdrawal of guilty plea (i)
W. Grand jury indictment time extended 30 more
days, (B)

*Puragraph and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speedy Trial Act of 1974, are shown with reason for dalay below,
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvenilas, Apposls from .S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transfers out of district, pretrial di

TOTALS FOR

CALIFORNIA
SOUTHERN

"'l:ERMINATEb DEFENDANTS
REPORTED DURING PERIOD

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME L___l_‘ﬁ__f@ T e

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

LENGTH OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. GF DAYS)

3 5
L 1,38 ® oFa

. NARA examination—H}(1}(B) . . . . . ., . .

Stats or federal trials on other charges—(HI1HC) . .

......

................

ted, (7). . . ...

.....

Oto 10days] 11to 21 22 to 42 43t0 84 85t0 120 | 121 +;ys\ ’
0 0 0 2 0 0 , 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 0 3 0 17 . 20
0 5 1 1 1 0 . 8
0 0 0 0 0 1 R
0 1 0 0 Y 0 o1
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
0 0 1 1 0 16 18
8 1 7 6 1 27 . 50
0 0 0 2 0 0 , 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 ,
0 0 0 1 0 1 2
0 ] 0 0 0 0 . 0
1 24 0 0 10 3 . 38 ,
0 0 0 4 1 16 . 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 L0

**®*Intervel one: Arrest to Indictment; Interval two: Indictment to Arraignment; interval thres: Arrsignment to Tria!,

Is from State courts and any pesty off

DEFENDANTS WITHOUT ExcLubasLe Time 112230 (@) _ 88.9.,

***INTERVAL IN ¥)HICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
o OCCURRED
ONE | TWO |[THREE
L2 0 a 2.
....... O ... L_o 0 | 0
....... 0 0 0 0
L3 0 o] 20
LUBe 0 0 8
-..-.0..6. ..... 1 0 0
LL8s 0 0 1
....... 0 ... |—2 0o | _o
a0 1 o | 17
LU 5 12 33
..... 1.2 ... 0 3 1
_______ 0. . 0 0 0
..... 1.z L1 0 2
....... o ... 0 0 0
L2333 0 4 38
B 18: S 0 0 21
....... 0.... 0 0 0
[ ded by infar

Propared by: Administrative Office of U.S. Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS Ir DURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL HAWATI N JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
TERVALS EVENTS-8 79 LIMITSIOAYS)) 7 NUMBER OF DAYS THAT ELAPSED GETTING TO KEY EVENTS AND FINAL DISPOSITIONS W
1 ARREST TO INDICTMENT=30
2 INDICTMENT TO ARRAIGNMENT~10 h A N N\ ) N
3 ARRAIGNMENT TO TRIAL-80 0 to 10 days 11t030d 3110 60d ’
4 CONVICTION TO SENTENCE-NA y: 0 ays 0 ays 61 to 100 days 100 to 120 days 121 to 180 days 181 days & over
GROUP W: .w DANTS REPORT% % RePORTED % neRoRTED | % aefonten| % REPORTED % REFORTED % neroRTED | %
r"
[ L56 b 29 51.8 17 30.4 9 16.1 1 1.8
*NET 30 53.6 17 30.4 8 14.3 T 1.8
WHERE
, L_56  [oross > 52 92.9 4 7.1
DEFENDANTS @ NeT p 53 | T94.6 3 5.4
ARREST <
PRECEDED L 56 | [eross > 18 32.1 1 1.8 8 14.3| 11 19.6 9 16.1 6 10.7 3 5.4
NET 23 41,1 1 1.8 ) 12.3 i3 23.2 7 1.5 3 5.4 1 1.8
INDICTMENT .
@Qg L 56 | [oross > 13 23.2 7 12.5 4 7.1/ 14 | 25.0 3 5.4 12 21.4 3 5.4
/S‘@ NET P 13 33.2 7 13.5 a 7.1 1 36,4 |4 7.1 ) 133 3 574
@ L 51 11 21.6 i 2.0 33 64.7 3 5.9 5.9
-
f@ 143 | [Gross T> 123 86.0 20 14.0
2. , 127 | 88.8+ 16 112
WHERE | [GRos > 36 25.2 7 4.9 15 10.5 13 9.1 9 6.3 14 9.8 49 34.3
< @ RET 42 7973 3 3.2 16 12 K 13.3 70 1370 V33 15°% 18 12.6
INDICTMENT
| ARREST | y [cRoss [> 36 25.2 10 7.0 15 10.5 12 8.4 8 5.6 17 11.9 45 31.5
PRECEDED TOTRIAL B 36 25.2 i1 7.7 5 10.5 16 1172 7T 137 LS ot - ol e T mn :
ARREST
@ L 111 27 24.3 5 4.5/ 73 65.8 3 2.7 1 .9 2 1.8
.
(571 | [Gross [>_512 89,7 35 6.1 8 1.4 4 .7 4 .7 1 .2 7 1.2
ARRAIGNMENT NET Bp 512 89.7 35 |7 6.1 ] 1.6 [ -1 5 ) T Y3 3 i
COINCIDED A“REST
TO TRIAL
WITH FIRST
* APPEARANCE @ 534 | 517 95.8 1 .2 12 2.2 3 .6 1 .2
r
@ 56 [GRoss [>_ 29 51.8 17 30,4 9 16.1 1 1.8
NET 30 53.6 17 30.4 8 14.3 1 1.8
TOTALS OF 2 @ L 199 | [oross [> 175 87.9 24 12.1
| NeT 180 90.5 19 9.5
GROUPS 1, 2,&3
L_770 > 566 73.5 43 5.6 31 4.0 28 3.6 22 2.9 21 2.7 59 7.7
NET PP 577 474.9 32 5.5 33 4.3 38 3.9 32 3.2 26 3.4 22 2.9
@ (770, [Gross > 561 72.9 52 6.8| 26 3.4 31 4.0 15 1.9 30 3.9 55 7.1
@ 561, 72.9 53 6.9 26 3.4 31 5.3 30 3.9 33 3.3 26 3.4
@ 696 555 79.7 7 1.0 118 17.0) 9 1.3 1 .1 6 .9
.
SNET MEANS GROSS DAYS LESS DAYS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME UNDER 18 USC 3163(h), Esch reporied defendani falls In beth a GROSS and a NET “*DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE: Juvgnllas, Appeals fram U1.S, Magistrate decisions, Rule 20 transters aut of district
figurs in the applicable 1ime calumn. However, the peratn may falf wilhin the GROSS tount of one time column and the NET of another. For example, If a pratrial diversion dispositions, removals from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by infarmation,

delendant had a gross time intervat of 12 days, he would be shown in ihe 11.30 duy GROSS 1ime intarval, It the excludable lime waa 4 days, Lhe NET time
would be 8 days (12-4 = 8) and the detendant would be shown In the 0 o 10 day NET lime intarval,

L B Y B I I R R IR O S~
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

INCIDENCE OF AND
REASONS FOR DELAY

| Buring July 1, 1976 thru June 30, 1977]

TOTALS FOR
HAWAIT

DEFENDANTS WITH EXCLUDABLE TIME 1107

INCIDENTS OF EXCLUDABLE TIME

**TERMINATED DEFENDANTS 770 o
REPORTED DURING PERIOD 770 @) oFrA
DEFENDANTS WITHOUT EXCLUDABLE Time 1663 @) _ 86.1 ,

|© 0 13.9 ,

o
*REASON LENGﬁI OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY PERIOD (NO. OF DAYS) ~ °."A;
Under 18 USC 3161 Oto10days; 11021 | 221042 | 431088 | 8510120 | 121 +days N\
ittt N I 1 0 0 0 1 2 |13
B. NARA exsminstion—(HND(B) . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 LIy 0.
C. State or federal triais on other charges—(HIIINC) . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0} 0 ...
D. interlocutory sppests—{HNID) . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 1 LENY B 0.7 ...
E. Hearings on pratrial motions—(HI1NE) . . . . . 66 2 4 7 4 o3 8 ,1...58.7 .
"o Gie e o 0 0 0 0 0 Y D
S NG 1 0 2 0 0 0 5|20
P Seporimion, wxradtion. (O o 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 0.
L Prosecution deferred by mutual sgroement. (H)(2) 0 0 0 0 0 4 L] DL
™ et s, GO e L1 2. 0 0 0 0 v ms
P etedant v sacd s W0 0 0 0 0 0 LI DR
0. Period of NARA commitment or treatment. (H)(5) . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ... 0.
R et I 1 0 0 0 0 Y B
ot b boen e, e L0 0 0 0 0 s LI DO N
T. Continuances granted in the ends of justice. (H)(8) 0 0 0 1 2 25 28 [...18.7
U. Time up to withdrawsl of guilty plea 6} . . . . . 0 0 0 0 1 0 LIRS B 0.7 ...
Y e oy im0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o ..o

L

and subsection of 18 USC 3161, Speady Trial Act of 1974, are shown with resson for delsy below.
**DEFENDANT FIGURES DO NGT INCLUDE: Juvenites, Appesls from U.S. Megi

*®*intervel one: Asrest to Indictment; Intevval two: Indi oA

Rule 20

thres:

to Trial.

out of district, pretrial di

***INTERVAL IN WHICH

EXCLUDABLE DELAY
OCCURRED
ONE TWO {THREE

0 0 2
0 0 0
1] 1] 0
0 0 1
€ 0 82
0 0 0
0 0 3
0 0 0
G 0 4
0 15 2
0 0 0
0 0 0
[ 2 0
0 0 4
0 0 28
0 0 1
0 0 0

is from State courts and any petty offenses proceeded by information,

Prepared by: Administrative Office of U.S, Courts
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SPEEDY TRIAL DATA ANALYSIS

N OURING
HOW LONG IT TOOK TO BRING CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO TRIAL ‘ IDAHO JULY 1, 1976 thru JUNE 30, 1977
SARD § TERVALS EVENTS B To