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THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES, 28 U.S.C. 331 

§ 331. JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 

The Chief Justice of the United States shall summon annually the chief judge of each 
judicial circuit, and a district judge from each judicial circuit to a conference at such 
time and place in the United States as he may designate. He shall preside at such confer· 
ence which shall be known as the Judicial Conference of the United States. Special ses· 
sions of the conference may be called by the Chief Justice at such times and places as he 
may designate. 

The district judge to be summoned from each judicial circuit shall be chosen by the cir· 
cuit and district judges of the circuit at the annual judicial conference of the circuit held 
pursuant to section 333 of this title and shall serve as a member of the conference for 
three successive years, except that in the year following the enactment of this amended 
section the judges in the first, fourth, seventh, and tenth circuits shall choose a district 
judge to serve for one year, the judges in the second, fifth, alld eighth circuits shall 
choose a district judge to serve for two years and the judges in the third, sixth, ninth, and 
District of Colum bia circuits shall choose a district judge to serve for three years. 

If the chief judge of any circuit or the district judge chosen by the judges of the circuit 
is unable to attend, the Chief Justice may summon any other circuit or district judge from 
such circuit. Every judge summoned shall attend and, unless excused by the Chief Justice, 
shall remain throughout the sessions of the conference and advise as to the needs of his 
circuit or court and as to any matters in respect of which the administration of justice in 
the courts of the United States may be improved. 

The Conference shall make a comprehensive survey of the condition of business in the 
courts of the United States and prepare plans for assignment of judges to or from circuits 
or districts where necessary. It shall also submit suggestions and recommendations to the 
various courts to promote uniformity of management procedures and the expeditious con· 
duct of court business. The Conference is authorized to exercise the authority provided in 
section 372(c) of this title as the Conference, or through a standing committee. If the 
Conference elects to establish a standing committee. it shall be appointed by the Chief 
Justice and all petitions for review shall be reviewed by that committee. The Conference 
or the standing committee may hold hearings, take sworn testimony, issue subpoenas and 
subpoenas duces tecum, and make necessary and appropriate orders in the exercise of its 
authority. Subpoenas and snbpoenas duces tecum shall be issued by the clerk of the Suo 
preme Court or by the clerk of any court of appeals. at the direction of the Chief Justice 
or his designee and under the seal of the court, and shall be served in the manner pro· 
vided in rule 4S(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil'Procedure for subpoenas and subpoenas 
duces tecum issued on behalf of the United States or an officer or any agency thereof. 
The Conference may also prescribe and modify rules for the exercise of the authority pro· 
vided in section 372(c) of this title. All judicial officers and employees of the United 
States shall promptly carry into effect all orders of the Judicial Conference or the stand· 
ing committee established pursuant to this section. 

The Conference shall also carry on a continuous study of the operation and effect of the 
general rules of practice and procedure now or hereafter in use as prescribed by the SUo 
preme Court for the other courts of the United States pursuant to law. Such changes in 
and additions to those rules as 'the Conference may deem desirable to promote simplicity 
in procedure, fairness in administration, the just determination of litigation, and the elim­
ination of unjustifiable expense and delay shall be recommended by the Conference from 
time to time to the Supreme Court for its consideration and adoption. modification or reo 
jection, in accordance with law. 

The Attorney General shall, upon request of the Chief Justice, report to such conference 
on matters relating to the business of the several courts of the United States. with partie. 
ular reference to cases to which the United States is a party. 

The Chief Justice shall submit to Congress an annual report of the proceedings of the 
Judicial Conference and its recommendations for legislation. 
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 

OF THE UNITED STATES 

Mal'ch 16-17, 1983 

The Judicial Conference of the United States convened 
~~el\~~i~~dl~t \983"pursuant to the call of the Chief J~stice of 
session on M~e~ Issued under 2~ U.S.C., 331, and continued in 
following me~b~rs ~i ·the TChe fChIef JustIce presided and the 

on erence were present: 

First Circuit: 

Chief Judge Frank M. Coffin 
Judge W. Arthur Garrity, Jr., District of Massachusetts 

Second Circuit: 

Chief Judge Wilfred Feinberg 
Chief Judge Constance B. Motley, Southern District of 

New York 

Third Circuit: 

Chief Judge Collins J. Seitz 
Judge Gerald J. Weber, Western District of Pennsylvania 

Fourth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter 
Judge Robert R. Merhige, Jr., Eastern District of Virginia 

Fifth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Charles Clark 
ChieTf Judge John V. Singleton, Jr., Southern Distrjct of 

exas . 

Sixth Circuit: 

Ch~ef Judge George C. Edwards, Jr. 
ChIef Judge Frank J. Battisti, Northern District of Ohio 
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Seventh Circuit: 

Judge Richard D. Cudahy* 
Chief Judge John W. Reynolds, Eastern District of 

Wisconsin 

Eighth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Donald P. Lay 
Judge ...;\lbert G. Schatz, District of Nebraska 

Ninth Circuit: 

Chief Judge James R. Browning 
Chief Judge Manuel L. Real, Central District of 

California 

Tenth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Oliver Seth 
Chief Judge Luther B. Eubanks, Western District of 

Oklahoma 

Eleventh Circuit: 

Chief Judge John C. Godbold 
Judge William C. O'Kelley, Northern District of 

Georgia 

District of Columbia Circuit: 

Chief Judge Spottswood W. Robinson III 
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., District of 

Columbia 

Federal Circuit: . 

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey 

*Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge 
Walter J. Cummings who was unable to attend. 
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Circuit Judges Irving R. Kaufman, Anthony M. Kennedy, 
Ott? R. ~ko~il Jr., Edward A. Tamm, and Gerald B. Tjoflat; 
Semor CIrcUlt Judge Carl McGowan; Senior District Judges 
George L. Hart, Elmo B. Hunter and Thomas J. MacBride; and 
District Judges T. Emmet Clarie, Robert E. DelVIascio and 
Alexander Harvey II, attended all or some of the sessions of 
the Conference. 

The Deputy Attorney General of the United States, 
Honorable Edward C. Schmults, and the Solicitor General of 
the United States, Honorable Rex E. Lee, addressed the 
Conference briefly on matters of mutual interest to the 
Department of Justice and the Conference. 

Senator Paul Laxalt, Chairman of the Senate 
Appropriations Subcommittee on the Departments of State, 
Commerce, Justice, and the Judiciary, and Congressman 
Robert W. KastenmeieI', Chairman of the House JUdiciary 
Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the 
Administration of Justice, addressed the Conference briefly. 
Alan A. Parker, Counsel to the House Judiciary Committee, 
presented a message from the Chairman, Peter W. Rodino, Jr. 
Vinton D. Lide, Chief Counsel, Senate Judiciary Committee; 
David W. Beier III of Mr. Kastenmeier's subcom mittee staff, 
and John F. Nash, Jr., of Senator Laxalt's staff were 
introduced to the Conference. 

William E. Foley, Director of the Administrative Office 
o~ the United States Courts; Joseph F. Spaniol,Jr., Deputy 
DIrector; James E. Macklin, Executive Assistant Director; 
William J. Weller, Legislative Affairs Officer; Daniel R. 
Cavan, Deputy Legislative Affairs Officer; Deborah H. Kirk, 
Chief, Office of Management Review; Professor A. Leo Levin, 
Director, and Charles W. Nihan, Deputy Director of the 
Federal Judicial Center, attended the sessions of the 
Conference. Mark W. Cannon, Administrative Assistant to the 
Chief Justice, and David M. O'Brien, Judicial FellOW, also 
attended sessions of the Conference. 

The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, A. Leo 
Levin, presented his semiannual report on the activities of the 
Center. 
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REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 

The Director of the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, William E. Foley, presented to the Conferenc~ a, 
brief report on the caseloads of the United States courts durmg 
the calendar year 1982. 

Mr. Foley stated that appeals filed in the Uni~ed States 
courts of appeals in 1982 increased to 28,161, exclUSIve of 140 
appeals filed' in the new Court of Appeals ,for the Federal 
Circuit during its first three months of operatIon. Th~re were 
28 151 appeals terminated, 10 less than the number flIed, and 
th~ pending caseload rose slightly to 22,149 as ~f December 31, 
1982. In addition there were 291 appeals, pe~dmg on that date 
in the Court of Appeals for the Federal CIrcUlt. 

Civil cases filed in the United States district courts in 
1982 increased i 7 percent to a record 223,581. C~ses 
terminated were 202,766, or 12 percent more than ~he preVIOUS 
year, but 20,815 cases fe~\1er than the number fIled~ As a 
result pending civil cases Increased to a record 217,623 as of 
December 31, 1982. 

During the year there were 32,819 criminal cases f,iled 
in the district courts, a 4 percent increase <?ver the prevlOus 
year. There were 31,401 criminal cases term mated and 17,594 
crim inal cases were pending on the dockets as of December' 31, 
1982. 

In 1982 a record 545,408 separate estates were involved 
in bankruptcy cases filed in the United States bankruptcy 
courts, a 4 percent increase over 1981. Th~re were 445,573 
estates closed during the year, a 16 percent m,creas~ o~er ~he 
previous year, but the number of estates awaitmg adJudICatIOn 
and closing increased 15 percent to a record 7~6,387 as of 
December 31 1982. Mr. Foley noted that he had flied a report 
with Congre~s in accordance with provisions in the 1978 
Bankruptcy Reform Act advising Congress tha~ ~04 bankr~p~cy 
judgeships are currently needed to admInIster eXIstmg 
bankruptcy court caseloads expeditiously. 
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JUDICIAL PANEL ON 
MULTIDISTRICl' LITIGATION 

A written statement filed with the Conference by the 
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation indicated that during 
the six-month period ended December 31, 1982 the Panel had 
conducted two regularly scheduled sessions and had entered 30 
major decisions. Of the 21 new groups of multidistrict 
litigation considered the Panel ordered transfer in 13, 
encompassing 272 civil actionp of which 119 were centralized 
for consolidated pretrial proceedings with 153 actions 
originally filed in the transferee districts. The Panel denied 
transfer in 8 new groups of multidistrict cases comprising a 
total of 39 civil actions. During this same period there were 
134 additional civil actions transferred by the Panel as tag­
along cases for inclusion in ongoing centralized pretrial 
proceedings with previously transferred cases. During this 
period there were 110 civil actions remanded by the Panel to 
the transferee forums from which they had been transferred. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 

Judge Irving R. Kaufman, Chairman of the Committee 
on the Judicial Branch, submitted the Committee's report. 

Judge Kaufman reported that the Committee had 
recently met to discuss a number of matters including 
preliminary plans for a presentation to be made to the 
Quadrennial Commission on Executive, Legislative and Judicial 
Salaries which is to be appointed next year. At the same time:: 
the Com mittee is exploring the prospects of developing other 
methods for the setting of judicial salaries. Judge K'aufman 
also informed the Conference that the bill to amend the 
Judicial Survivors' Annuity Act, previously recommended by 
the Committee and approved by the Conference, had been 
introduced in the 98th Congress. The Committee hopes that 
action can be taken by the Congress on this important 
legislation during its current session. 

COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 

Judge Elmo B. Hunter, Chairman of the Committee on 
Court Administration, presented the report of the Committee. 
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ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 

At its session in September, 1982 (Conf. Rept. p. 63) the 
Conference authorized the Committee to consider further the 
need for additional judgeship positions in the Court of Appeals 
for the Fifth Circuit, and any emergency requests. from 
individual courts, and to report thereon at the next seSSIon of 
the Conference. Judge Hunter informed the Conf~rence th~t 
because of the timing of the recent biennial j~dgeshI'p s~rvey In 
relation to the creation of the new FIf~h CIrC:Ult? the 
Committee considered the need for additional JudgeshIps m the 
Fifth Circuit as a delayed part of the biennial su;vey rather 
than as an emergency request. It was the VIew of the 
Committee, based on current workload statistics, that ~wo 
additional judgeships for the Court of Appeals for the FIf~h 
Circuit were justified. The Conference approved .thiS 
recommendation of the Committee and authorIzed 
transmission of the request to the Congress. 

The Conference also approved the recommendation of 
the Committee that no additional judgeships for the .Ea~tern 
District of Arkansas be requested of the Congress at thIS tIme. 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE STATISTICAL RECORDS 

Judge Hunter informed the .Confe;ence that. the 
Administrative Office had been workIng WIth the NatIOnal 
Archives and Records Service to 'schedule the transfer of 
machine-readable statistical records to. F ed~r.al Records 
Centers for storage, retention and d!SP?SItIon. The 
Administrative Office requested that a restrictIo~ be placed on 
access to these records to prevent them fron: beIng use~, sold, 
loaned destroyed donated, or otherwise dIsposed of many 
manne; without the consent of the Administ:ative Office untIl 
the expiration of 30 years after the cre~t1~:m of the record. 
The Committee believed that some restrIction was nece.ssary 
but that the 3D-year period may be .excessive •. Acco~dIngly, 
the Committee submitt,ed the folloWIng resolutIOn WhICh was 
approved by the Conference: 

The statistical files of the Administrative Office 
should be transferred to the National Archives 
and Records Service for retention as permanent 
records 10 years after the date of creation of the 
computer files. Upon receipt by NARS, access to 
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these files shall be restricted for a period of 10 
additional years. The files shall not be used, 
sold, loaned, destroyed, donated, or otherwise 
disposed of in any manner without the consent of 
the Administrative Office until 20 years after 
the date of the creation of the file. 

ADVISORY COMMISSION ON 
INTERGOVERN MENT RELATIONS 

H.R. 7173, 97th Congress, is a bill to authorize 
representatives of the Federal and State judiciaries, elected 
school boards, and towns or other small communities to serve 
on the Advisory Commission on Intergovernment Relations .. 
The Commission was established in 1959 to monitor the 
operation of the American Federal system and to recommend 
ways to improve its functioning, efficiency and effectiveness. 
Upon the advice of the Committee the Conference 
recommended the inclusion of representatives of State and 
Federal judicial systems on the Advisory Commission. 

HABEAS CORPUS REFORM 

The Conference reviewed recommendations formulated 
in response to several bills introduced in both the Senate and 
House of Representatives during the 97th Congress to reform 
habeas corpus procedures. After full discussion the 
Conference returned these recommendations to the Committee 
for further study. 

JUDICIAL REFORM ACT OF 1982 

S. 3018, 97th Congress, is a bill to reform the Federal 
judiciary and promote the separation of powers. Part A. of 
Title I of the bill would withdraw jurisdiction from all Fedleral 
cQurts to consider cases alleging state abridgm ent of rig'hts 
secured by the first eight amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States, presumably on the theory that these 
amendments were intended to bind only the Federal 
government and not the states. As a consequence all such 
claims would have to be brought in state courts. 

Part D of Title I of the bill would amend 42 U .S.C. 1983 
and 28 U .S.C. 1343(a)(3) and (4) in several respects. Amended 
Section 1983 could be used as a basis for seeking the 
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vindication of Constit~tional rights, but not statutory rights, 
unless the statute provIded for equal rights. Thus the Supreme 
Court decision in Maine v. Thiboutot, 448 U.S. 1(1980) would be 
overruled. Immunity from Section 1983 civil actions would be 
restored to local governments, municipal corporations and 
other state political subdivisions, thereby overruling the 
Supreme Court decision in Owen v. City of Independence, 445 
U.S. 622 (1980). Further, the anti-injunction statute would be 
made .applicable to civil actions under Section 1983 thereby 
reversmg the Supreme Court decision in Mitchum v. Foster, 
407 U.S. 225 (1972). Finally, the exhaustion of state remedies 
would be required as a condition precedent to bringing a suit in 
Federal court under Section 1983. -

Part F of Title I of the bill would repeal the general 
statutory grant of Federal question jurisdiction, 28 -U.s.C. 
1331, thus. effectively. abolis.hing the jurisdiction established by 
Congress In 1875. ThIS sectIon of the bill would also invalidate 
recently enacted legislation to eliminate the $10 000 amount-. , 
m-controversy requirement for Federal question cases which 
was supported by the Conference. (Conf. Rept. March 1977 p 
8). ' . 

Part H of Title I of the bill would require that an 
injunction dirlacted against a state or any officer commission 
politic~ subdi,viSi.on, or other agency of a state be heard by ~ 
three-Judge distrIct court under the provisions of 28 U.S.C. 
2284. The Conference has repeatedly recommended the 
elimination of three-judge district courts. (Conf. Rept., Oct. 
1970, p. 78). 

, The Comn~ittee pointed out that Parts A, D and F of 
TI~le I of the bill, considered collectively, involve a radical 
reruignment of jurisdiction between Federal and state courts. 
Part H of Title I of the bill would result in an inefficient 
utilization of presently busy judges. 

These sec~ions so seriously taint S. 3018, 97th Congress, 
that. the CommIttee recommended strong opposition to any 
du~lIca~e or Successor bill in its entirety, viewing such 
legIslatIOn as a hazardous experiment with the vulnerable 
fabric of the nation's judicial systems. This recommendation 
was approved by the Conference. 
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DEPOSIT0RY LIBRARIES 

Since 1971 the library of the Supreme Court and the 
libraries of the courts of appeals in 13 separate locations have 
been designated as depository libraries pursuant to 44 U .S.C. 
1901-16. In 19'71 the Public Printer specifically approved the 
courts' participation in this program, but the Superintendent of 
Documents recEmtly expressed concern over the absence of any 
statutory language explicitly authorizing this participation. He 
thus feels it necessary to terminate the program at the close 
of the current fiscal year. Judge Hunter informed the 
Conference that the continued designation of Federal court 
libraries as depositories is extrem ely valuable and that the 
program provides a speedy and reliable source of much 
Congressional material. 

The Com mit tee therefore recommended that the 
Conference authorize the Administrative Office to draft and 
transmit to Congress an amendment to Title 44 of the United 
States Code to designate specifically the libraries of the 
Supreme Court and of the courts of appeals as depository 
libraries. This recommendation was approved by the 
Conf erence. 

SALARIES OF ARTICLE I JUDGES 
AND SUPPORTING JUDICIAL OFFICERS 

The Conference in March, 1982 (Conf. Rept. p. 16) 
authorized the Director of the Administrative Office to 
prepare and transmit to Congress legislation to authorize the 
Director to fix the salaries of all Article I judges and other 
supporting judi(:ial officers, subject to the supervision and 
direction of the Conference. The Committee then 
recommended that the salaries of these judicial officers not 
exceed the salary fixed for Level II of the Executive Schedule, 
but the ConferEmce in lieu thereof approved a ceiling of 85 
percent of the salary of a district judge. S. 443, 9~th 
Congress, a bill to provide for the reorganization of the 
bankruptcy couirts, contains language to accomplish the 
Judicial Conference's directive. The Committee pointed out, 
however, that CI::mgress had recently increased the salaries of 
various officers ito a level which now exceeds 85 percent of the 
salary of a district judge. Consequently, the enactment of 
S. 443, as introduced, would result in a pay reduction for some 
officers in the Federal Judiciary. 
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The Com mittee pointed out that regardless of the 
ceiling fixed in any statute the salaries fixed by the Director 
of the Administrative Office will have to be approved by the 
Judicial Conference before they become effective. In view of 
this, and in order to prevent the reduction of anyone's salary, 
the Committee recommended that the Conference revise its 
original action, approve the salary ceiling originally 
recommended, i.e., Executive Level II, and authorize the 
Director to notify Congress formally of the revision. This 
recommendation was approved by the Conference. 

PLACES OF HOLDING COURT 

H.R. 6974, 97th Congress, is a bill to establish Boulder, 
Colorado as a place of holding court. The bill has been 
approved by both the Judicial Council of the Tenth Circuit and 
the district court. Upon the recommendation of the 
Committee the Conference approved the purpose to be served 
by any successor bill. 

The United States District Court for the Central 
District of Illinois has requested that Champaign/Urbana be 
statutorily designated as a place of holding court because of its 
central location. The Judicial Council of the Seventh Circuit 
has recommended approval of this request. Upon the 
recommendation of the Committee the Conference approved 
the request and authorized the Director of the Administrative 
Office to transmit it to the Congress. 

The Conference was informed that the district court 
and the Judicial Council of the Eleventh Circuit have recentlv 
recommended the closing of court facilities at Americus in the 
Middle District of Georgia. The Conference approved this 
action. 

SUPERVISORY STAFF ATTORNEYS 

Judge Hunter inform ed the Conference that the 
Committee had reviewed its past practices with regard to the 
review of the classification of each supervisory staff attorney 
position on a case-by-case basis and had concluded that it 
would be advantageous to adopt general p:uidelines for the 
control of the number of such positions to be classified at 
grades JSP-13 or 14. Upon the recommendation of the 
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Committee the Conference thereupon adopted the following 
guideline: 

The Director may authorize the classification of 
s taff attorn ey posi tions at JSP-13 and/or JSP-14 
based upon appropriate criteria contained in the 
Judiciary Salary Plan, subject to the proviso that 
the number of such positions in each court does 
not exceed one for every six attorney positions 
grade JSP-12 or lower. Requests for the 
reclassification of staff attorney positions to 
grades JSP-13 or 14 that would result in a ratio 
of more than one such position for each six 
positions at grade JSP-12 or lower, shall be 
subject to Judicial Conference or Committee 
review and approval. 

COURT REPORTERS 

Judge Hunte,:, informed the Conference that the 
Committee had reviewed and approved a draft of a Court 
Reporters' Manual prepared by a member of the Subcommittee 
on Supporting Personnel with the assistance of a United States 
Magistrate, two clerks of district courts, a representative of 
the United States Court Reporters' Association, a member of 
the staff of the Federal Judicial Center, and two members of 
the staff of the Administrative Office. The Manual is the first 
comprehensive compilation of existing law and Conference 
policies and procedures. It does not establish new policy. 

Judge Hunter pointed out, however, that the Judicial 
Conference policy concerning transcript format, adopted in 
1946, had not been uniformly interpreted so that indenta.tions 
and special headings som etim es substantially reduce the 
volum e of text on the page. As a consequence a separate 
Chapter XVIII was included in the Manual to specify how 
indentations should be spaced and to provide detailed answers 
to other concerns. Upon the recommendation of the 
Committee the Conference specifically approved the contents 
of this Chapter. . 

The Conference in March, 1982 (Conf. Rept. p. 12) 
requested the Committee to reconsider the question of 
whether the Conference should forbid reporters to engage in 
outside reporting work. Judge Hunter pointed out that 
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although 28 U .S.C. 753 clea:-Iy con~e.~plfites tha; reporters 
may engage in outside reportIng activItIes,. some .c<;>urts have 
found it necessary to limit or prohibit outsIde activIty so t~at 
reporters would have the time and energy to produce transcrIpt 
in a timely manner for the parties and the court~ of appeals. 
Other courts have derived benefits from theIr reporters' 
participation in outside firms, finding that they have bee~ 
furnished qualified substitutes and that the prob.le~s 0 

obtaining transcripts in a timely manner had be~n ~lIm~nated 
by virtue of additional resources. Of the 220 dIstrI~t Judges 
who responded to a survey conducted by th~ .C.ommittee, .60 
percent were not in favor of a blanket prohIbItion of o~tsI.de 
reporting work by the Conference. Furthermore, dIstrIct 
courts are now developing court reporter management. plans 
which if properly implemented, should prevent abuse In the 
use of substitutes as well as avoid transcript backl~g cause? by 
outside reporting. Proper management of reportIng servI~es 
and the recently adopted disincentives to late tr:anscrIpt 
production should eliminate any problems that remaIn. The 
Committee therefore recommended that the Conference 
reaffirm its policy adopted in M~rch, 19~0 (Conf. Rept. p. 19) 
that the matter of ovtside reportIng contInue to be left to .the 
discretion of each individual court; however,. where there IS a 
conflict between official and private .reportIng, the reporter 
should be required to postpone any outSIde work. 

ADDITION AL SUPPORTING PERSONNEL 

Judge Hunter informed the Conference that a request of 
the judges of the Southern District of New York for two p~ol 
secretarial positions in order to provide backup secretarIal 
assistance in the event of illness or overflow. of w.ork to be 
done has been approved by the Committee for InClUSIOn b~ the 
Committee on the Budget in the budget request for the fIscal 
year 1985. 

DISTRIBUTION OF REPORTS 

A t the request of Chief Judge Manuel L .. Real ~he 
Committee was authorized to consider whethe~ the Clrc.ulatIon 
of Conference reports or other reports to all Judges mIght be 
curtailed. 
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COMMI'M'EE ON THE BUDGET 

Chief Judge Charles Clark, Chairman of the Committee 
on the Budget, submitted the report of the Committee. 

Judge Clark advised the Conference that hearings on 
the appropriation requests for the Judiciary for the fiscal year 
1984 and requests for supplemental appropriations for the 
fiscal year 1983 were held before the House Appropriations 
subcommittee on March 14: and 15, 1983. The requested funds 
for the fiscal year 1984 were in the amount of $852,650,000, an 
increase of $84,663,000 over the authorized expenditures for 
the fiscal year 1983 including supplemental requests in the 
amount of $32,350,000, of which $24,100,000 is to cover the 
costs of recent pay increases. Judge Clark stated that 
hearings will be held in the Senate during the month of April. 

JUDICIAL ETIDCS COMMITTEE 

Judge Edward A. Tamm, Chairman of the statutory 
Committee on Judicial Ethics1 presented the Committee's report. 

DISTRIBUTION OF REPORTING FORMS 

Judge Tamm informed the Conference that the 
Financial Disclosure Reporting Forms and Instructions for the 
calendar year 1982 were distributed to judicial officers and 
judicial employees early in January, 1983. The Committee 
hopes that this early availability of the forms will make it 
possible for reporting individuals to complete their reports at 
the same time income tax returns are prepared. This year the 
Com mittee requested that disclosure reports be filed with the 
Committee at an early date to avoid the crunch of last minute 
filings which in previous years has overburdened the staff of 
the Chairman. 

REFERENCES TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

The Committee had previously adopted a procedure 
requiring the unanimous affirmative approval of all Committee 
members before a reference would be made to the Attorney 
General for failure to file a disclosure report or failure to file 
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a complete report. Realizing that the illness or ~navailability 
of one Committee member would make thIS procedure 
unworkable, the Committee adopted the following amendment 
to its procedures: 

A reference to the Attorney General requires the 
affirmative vote of at least 10 members of the 
C~mmittee in attendance at a duly noticed 
regular or specially held meeting of the 
Committee. 

Upon the recommendation of the Committee t~e 
Conf erence authorized the inclusion of the above change m 
this report of Conference proceediI,lgs for the information of 
those who are required to file disclosure statements. 

REVIEW OF REPORTS 

Last year the Director of the Admini.strative Of~ice 
provided professional assistance to the CommIttee on a pIlot 
basis for the purpose of conducting a preliminary audit of all 
financial disclosure reports for the calendar year 1981. Judge 
Tamm advised the Conference that the Committee has 
requested the Director to provide this same type of assistance 
to the Committee to conduct a preliminary audit for one more 
year on a continuing pilot basis. 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey, Chairman of the 
Advisory Committee on Codes of Conduct, presented the 
Committee's report. 

ACTIViTIES OF THE COMMITTEE 

Chief Judge Markey informed the Conference that since 
its last report the Committee had received 21 inquiries. from 
persons subject to the various Codes of Conduct ar:td had Issued 
18 advisory responses. Chief Judge Markey also mformed the 
Conference that the Committee had approved the issuance of a 
revised Opinion No. 53 pertaining to the politi~al involveI?ent 
of a judge's spouse and had determined ~o publIsh ~n AdVIsory 
Opinion dealing with requests receIved by Judges for 
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recommendations of individuals. The Conference was also 
advised that the proposed amendment to 28 U.S.C. 455 to 
enable a judge to consider the effect of disqualification on the 
public interest in certain limited circumstances, previously 
~pproved by the Conference, had been scheduled for hearings 
In the Congress. 

CODES OF CONDUCT FOR CLERKS OF COURT 
AND PROBATION OFFICERS 

The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved a change in Canon 5B of the Codes of 
Conduct for clerks of court and probation officers to eliminate 
the uncertainty arising from a diff erence in language in sim ilar 
provisions of ,the Codes of Conduct for Staff Attorneys, Circuit 
Executives, and Law Clerks. 

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
THE FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 

The report of the Committee on the Administration of 
the Federal Magistrates System was presented by the 
Chairman, Judge Otto R. Skopil, Jr. 

JUDICIAL REFORM ACT OF 1982 

Judge Skopil stated that, at the request of the 
Committee on Court Administration, the Committee had 
reviewed two provisions of S. 3018, 97th Congress, the 
proposed JUdicial Reform Act of 1982. 

Section 132 of the bill would restrict the authority of 
district judges to refer habeas corpus petitions filed by state 
prisoners to magistrates for report and recommendation if an 
evidentiary hearing would be required. The bill would permit 
magistrates to be empowered to hear these matters only upon 
the consent of all the parties. The Conference had previously 
expressed its opposition to legislative proposals either 
prohibiting or mandating the reference of specific classes of 
cases to magistrates. The Conference reaffirmed its previous 
action and expressed its opposition to Section 132 of the bill. 
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Part C of Title II of the bill would remove the power of 
district courts to appoint magistrates and would vest that 
authority in the President. The Committee pointed out that 
district judges have the most familiarity with the 
qualifications of the candidates and the most direct self­
interest in the selection of competent magistrates. 
Furthermore, the Supreme Court's decision in the case of 
Northern Pipeline Construction Co. v. Marathon Pipe Line Co., 
102 Sup. Ct. 2858 (1982), has raised the possibility that such a 
change in the appointment process may have adverse 
implications on the constitutionality of the magistrates 
system. Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conf erence expressed its opposition to this provision of the 
bill. 

SALARIES OF PART-TIME MAGISTRATES 

Judge Skopil sta ted that the governm ent-wide 
comparability or cost-of-living salary adjustments are not 
applied automatically to the salaries of part-time magistrates, 
but require the affirmative action of the Conference. The 
salary levels for part-time magistrates (except those at the 
maximum salary level) have not been adjusted since October 1, 
1979. Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference granted the most recent 4 percent comparability 
increase to all part-time magistrates. 

In the light of the recent increase in the salaries of full­
time United States magistrates to $63,600 per annum and the 
recent surv~ys of each of the part-time positions involved, the 
Conference, upon the recommendation of the Committee, 
further increased the maxim um s&lary level now paid to part­
time magistrates to the new statutory maximum of $3r,800 per 
annum. In addition the Conference granted this same salary 
increase to the three part-time bankruptcy judges who also 
serve as part-time magistrates and directed that future salary 
increases for full-time magistrates and bankruptcy judges be 
applied automatically to these combination positions in order 
to maintain the existing parity of their aggregate 
compensation with that of a full-time magistrate or 
bankruptcy judge. 

The new salary levels authorized for part-tim e 
magistrates are as follows: 
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Level 16 • • • • • • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • $ 31,800 
Leve115 • • • • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • $ 27,820 
Level 14 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 • $ 24,024 
Level 13 · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 21,112 
Level 12 · ..................... $ 18,616 
Level 11 · ..................... $ 16,120 
Level 10 · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 14,144 
Level 9 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • a 0 • • • • • • $ 12,272 
Level 8 · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 10,400 
Level 7 · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ $ 8,528 
Level 6 · ...................... $ S,656 
Level 5 · . . . ~ ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 4,680 
Level 4 • 0 ••••••••••••••••••••• $ 3,744 
Level 3 · ...................... $ 2,808 
Level 2 · ...................... $ 1,872 
Levell · ...................... $ 936 

TRAVEL REGULATIONS 

Under existing law the travel expenses of Article III 
judges .and bankruptcy judges are reimbursable according to 
regulatIons promulgated by the Director of the Administrative 
Office under 28 U.S.C. 456, but the travel expenses of 
magistrates are reimbursed under regulations governing other 
court officers and employees. Judge Skopil pointed out that 
the Conference had previously . established a policy of 
according parity of treatment to United States magistrates and 
bankruptcy judges. Upon the recommendation of the 
Committee the Conference recommended the enactment of 
appropriate legislation to permit the Director of the 
Administrative Office and the Conference to establish travel 
regulations for magistrates in a manner similar to that now 
provided for bankruptcy judges. 

CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 

After consideration of the report of the Committee and 
the recommendations of the Director of the Administrative 
Office, the district courts and the judicial councils of the 
circuits, the Conference approved the following changes in 
salaries and arrangements for full-time and part-time 
magistrate positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these 
changes are to become effective when appropriated funds are 
available. The salaries of full-time magistrate positions are to 
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be determined in accordance with the salary plan previously 
adopted by the Conference. The salari~s. for part-time 
magistrate positions include the. comp;9-rabillty adJustments 
authorized by the Conference at thIS seSSIon. 

SECOND CIRCUIT 

Connecticut: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Hartford for an additional eight-year term. 

New York, Southern: 

(1) Continued the three full-time magistrate positions 
at New York City (which are due to expire on 
November 30, 1983, August 2, 1984, and December 
29, 1984 respectively) for additional eight-year 
terms. 

(2) Authorized the appointment of an eighth full-time 
magistrate position at New York City. 

New York, Western: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Rochester from $2,700 per annum to 
$31,800 per annum. 

(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Elmira, Niagara Falls, and Olean, upon the 
increase in salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Rochester. 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

New Jersey: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Newark, which is due to expire on February 1, 

\ 1984, for an additional eight-year term. 

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
A tlantic City for an additional four-year term at 
the currently authorized salary of $1,872 per 
annum. 
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Pennsylvania, Eastern: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Allentown from $3,600 per annum to 
$6,656 per annum. 

(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Reading effective upon the implementation of the 
increase in salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Allentown. 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

South Carolina: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Charleston for an additional eight-year term. 

West Virginia, Southern: 

(1) Designated the existing part-time magistrate 
position at Parkersburg, formerly in the Northern 
District of West Virginia, to serve in the Southern 
District of West Virginia. 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

Mississippi, Northern: 

(1) Continued the authorization for the clerk of court 
at Oxford to perform the duties of a part-time 
magistrate for an additional four-year term at no 
additional compensation. 

Texas, Northern: 

(1) Converted the combination bankruptcy judge­
magistrate position at Lubbock to a full-time 
magistrate position. 

(2) Authorized the court to split the combination 
bankruptcy judge-magistrate position at Lubbock 
and establish a part-time magistrate position at 
Lubbock at a salary of $31,800, to serve until the 
appointment of a full-time magistrate at that 
location. 
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(3) Continued the part-time magistrate posiUon at 
Wichita Falls for an additional four-year term. 

(4) Reduced the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Wichita Falls from $8,200 per annum to 
$6,656 per annum. 

(5) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Abilene for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $936 per annum. 

Texas, Eastern: 

(1) Authorized the appointment of a second full-·time 
magistrate posit jon at Beaumont. 

(2) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Sherman from $10,000 per annum to 
$31,800 per annum. 

Texas, Southern: 

(1) Converted the part-tjime magistrate position at 
Brownsville to a full-time magistrate position. 

Texas, Western: 

(1) Converted the part-time magistrate ppsition at 
Del Rio to a full-time magistrate position to serve 
at Del Rio (or Eagle Pass). 

(2) Authorized a salary of $43,600 per annum for the 
full-time magistrate position at Del Rio (or Eagle 
Pass). 

(3) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Eagle Pass, upon the appointment of a full-time 
magistrate at Del Rio (or Eagle Pass). 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 

Kentucky, Eastern: 

(1) Continued the full-time! magistrate position at 
Ashland (or Catlettsburg) for an additional eight­
year term. 
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Michigan, Eastern: 

(1) Authorized the appointment of a seventh full-time 
magistrate at Detroit. 

Ohio, SQuthern: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Cincinnati for an additional eight-year term. 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Illinois, Northern: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Freeport (or Rockford) for an additional four-year 
term. 

(2) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
at Freeport (or Rockford) from $26,750 per annum 
to $31,800 per annum. 

Illinois, Central: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Peoria from $6,400 per annum to 
$31,800 per annum. 

Indiana, Northern: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Fort Wayne for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $3,744 per annum. 

Wisconsin, Eastern: 

(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position Blt 
Milwa .. ~kee to a full-time magistrate position. 

(2) Authorized the clerk of court to serve as a back­
up, part-time magistrate, at no additionBll 
compensation until the appointment of a new full­
time magistrate at Milwaukee. 

(3) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Fond du Lac. 
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EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

Minnesota: 

(1) Converted the combination bankruptcy judge­
magistrate position at Duluth to a full-time 
magistrate position. 

Nebraska: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Omaha for an additional eigh~-year term. 

North Dakota: 

. (1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Fargo for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $4,680 per annum. 

(2) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Minot from $2,700 per annum to $4,680 
per annum. 

NINTH CIRCUIT 

Calif ornia, Northern: 

(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at 
Oakland to a full-time magistrate position at 
Oakland or San Francisco. 

Calif ornia, Southern: 

Idaho: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at El 
Centro for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $27,820 per annum. 

(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at 
Boise to a full-time magistrate position. 

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Boise for an additional four-year term or until the 
appointment of a full-time magistrate, at the 
currently authorized salary of $27,820 per annum. 
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(3) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Pocatello from $3,600 per annum to 
$8,528 per annum. 

(4) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Coeur d'Alene from $2~ 700 per annum 
to $8,528 per annum. ' 

(5) Changed the location of the part-time magistrate 
position at Coeur d'Alene to "Coeur d'Alene or 
Moscow." 

(6) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Lewiston effective upon implementation of the 
increase in salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Coeur d'Alene. 

(7) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Twin Falls effective upon implementation of the 
incr:e.ase in salary of the part-time magistrate 
posItion at Pocatello. 

Nevada: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Las Vegas from $900 per annum to 
$24,024 per annum. 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

Colorado: 

Utah: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Denver, which is due to expire on October 5, 1983 
for an additional eight-year term. ' 

(1) 

(2) 

Authorized a part-time magistrate position at Salt 
Lake City, at a salary of $31,800 Der annum. 

Discontinued the authority of the clerk of court at 
Salt Lake City to perform magistrate duties upon 
the appointment of a part-time magistrate at that 
location. 
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Wyoming: 

(1) 

(2) 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Jackson for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $4,680 per annum. 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Rawlins for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $936 per annum. 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Alabama, Northern: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Decatur (or Huntsville) for an additional four-year 
term at the currently authorized salary of $4,680 
per annum. 

Florida, Southern: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Key West from $6,400 per annum to 
$21,112 per annum. 

Georgia, Northern: 

(1) 

(2) 

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Gainesville from $6,400 per annum to 
$8,528 per annum. 

Authorized the part-time magistrate at 
Gainesville to exercise jurisdiction in the adjoining 
Middle District of Georgia. 

Georgia, Middle: 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Columbus for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $16,120 per annum. 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Macon for an additional four-year term. 

Reduced the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Macon from $15,500 p'er annum to 
$10,400 per annum. 
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(4) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Albany for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $4,680 per annum. 

(5) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Athens. 

Georgia, Southern: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Brunswick (or Waycross) for an additional four­
year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$6,656 per annum. 

At the request of Chief Judge Godbold, the Executive 
Committee of the Conference was authorized to consider 
promptly any recommendation emanating from the next 
meeting of the Magistrates Committee for an additional full­
time magistrate position at Montgomery in the Middle District 
of Alabama. 

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 

Judge Robert E. DeMascio, Chairman of the Committee 
on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System, presented the 
Commmittee's report. 

ARRANGEMENTS FOR BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 

The Conference upon the recommendation of the 
Committee took the following action with respect to changes 
in arrangements for bankruptcy judges. These changes are to 
become effective when appropriated funds are available. 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

Nortlhern and Southern Districts of West Virginia: 

(1) Authorized concurrent State-wide jurisdiction for 
the bankruptcy judges of the Northern and 
Southern Districts of West Virginia. 
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NINTH CIRCUIT 

District of Oregon: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time bankruptcy 
judge at Eugene from $28,800 per annum to 
$31,800 per annum. 

GUIDELINES FOR CHAPTER 13 
ADMINISTRATION 

The Guidelines for the administration of Chapter 13 
cases, previously adopted by the Conference, require Standing 
Chapter 13 Trustees with receipts in excess of $100,000 per 
annum to have an annual audit of their accounts by an 
independent auditor. The Committee pointed out that the cost 
of such an audit has risen substantially over the past ten years 
and, as a consequence, a trustee whose receipts are in the 
range of $100,000 is unable to pay for an audit and remain 
within the five percent limit on costs imposed by the 
Bankruptcy Code. It was the view of the Committee that the 
Guidelines should be modified to require an annual audit only 
when the receipts of the Standing Trustee for a l2-month 
period exceed $200,000. Upon the recommendation of the 
Committee the Conference amended Guideline No.2 to read as 
follows: 

Where the annual receipts of the Standing 
Chapter 13 trustee are equal to or exceed 
$200,000, there should be an annual audit by an 
independent auditor. 

BANKRUPTCY WORKLOAD 

Judge DeMascio informed the Conference that the 
Committee had requested the Administrative Office to develop 
statistical information on bankruptcy case filings and workload 
on a county-by-county 'basis. The Committee believes this 
information will be useful in determining whether to expand or 
reduce the number of places of holding bankruptcy court. This 
information is scheduled to be reviewed at the next meeting 
and the Committee hopes to present an analysis at the next 
session of the Conference. 
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BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION 

The Conference reviewed the various proposals pending 
in the 98th Congress which address the issue of bankruptcy 
jurisdiction arising out of the Supreme Court decision in the 
Northern Pi1eline case. After full discussion the Conference 
adopted the ollowing statement: 

There is no prescnt crisis in the operation 
of the bankruptcy court system. Members of the 
Judicial Conference of the United States 
unanimously agree that the Model Rule for the 
Continued Operation of the Bankruptcy Court 
System is working well. The district and 
bankruptcy judges are administering the business 
of the bankruptcy courts effectively. 

Since March of 1977 the Judicial 
Conference has strongly opposed the creation of 
a separate court for bankruptcy proceedings 
whether constituted under Article I or Article III 
of the Consti tution. The Conf erence 
recommends that the Congress not enact H.R. 3, 
98th Congress, or any bill, that creates separate 
Article m bankruptcy courts. 

The Supreme Court in Northern Pipeline 
invalidated part of the jurisdiction conferred 
upon existing departmental bankruptcy courts in 
the 1978 Bankruptcy Reform Act. Congress must 
decide whether ,to clarify bankruptcy jurisdiction 
or restructure bankruptcy courts. 

If Congress decides to clarify jurisdiction 
the Judicial Conference recommends "legislation 
that will statutorily authorize those procedures 
now employed under the Model Rule for the 
Continued Operation' of the Bankruptcy Court 
System. 

If Congress decides to restructure the 
bankruptcy courts, the Judicial Conference 
supports the concepts embodied in S. 443, 98th 
Congress, and opposes those embodied in H.R. 3. 
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The ,Judicial Conference reaffirms its 
September 1982 recommendati~:m. for 24 
additional appellate and 51 distrIct cou~t 
judgeships previously requested by thiS 
Conference independent of any bankruptcy 
amendments. 

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE PROBATION SYSTEM 

Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat, Chairman of the Committee on 
the Administration of the Probation System, presented the 
report of the Committee. 

SENTENCING REFORM 

The Conference in September, 1982 (Conf. Rept .. p. 88) 
thorized the Committee to draft legislative alterna~lVes to 

~~e creation of an independent commission on sentenc~ng, the 
appellate review of sentences and the creatl.on <;>f 
comprehensive statutory sentencing pr?cedures contamed In 
various bills introduced in the Congress In recent years •. Judge 
Tjoflat reviewed the history of the proposals relating to 
sentencing reform and submitted to th~ Conf.erence a 
Committee-approved draft bill which would, m. the view of the 
Committee, prescribe a more workable s~ntencm~ model.at far 
less cost than any of the bills now bel.ng conslde~ed m the 
Congress. The proposed bill has three major features. 

1. A requirement that the court at the time ?lfl 
sentencing state how long a defe.nda~t WI 
serve if the rules of the institutIOn on 
confinement are observed. 

2. The promulgation of sentencing guide~inesfbY 
the Judicial Conference upon t~e a?VlCe o. a 
Committee on Senteneing GUldelmes With 
authority in the sentencing judge to depart 
from the guidelines if the purposes of 
sentencing are best served by departure. 

3. Authority for either the Government or the 
def endant to apoeal a sentence on the ground 
it was imposed as a result of incorrect 
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application of the guidelines, or in violation 
of prescribed procedures, or otherwise in 
violation of the laws or Constitution. A 
sentence imposed outside the guidelines 
would be reviewable only if "plainly 
inappropriate." An appeal by the government 
would require the personal approval of the 
A ttorney General or the Solicitor General. 

The Conference approved the draft bill submitted by the 
Committee and authorized its transmission to the Congress. 

SENTENCING INSTITUTES 

The Conference in September, 1982 (Conf. Rept. p. 87) 
approved the time, place, participants, and tentative agenda 
for a Joint Institute on Sentencing for the judges of the Fourth 
and Eleventh Circuits to be held at a location near the Federal 
Correctional Institution at Butner, North Carolina, April 18-20, 
1983. The Committee submitted the final agenda for the 
Sentencing Institute which the Conference approved. 

Judge Tjoflat informed the Conference that the 
Committee is also considering plans for an Institute for the 
First, Third and District of Columbia Circuits to be held at the 
Federal Correctional Institu tion at Otisville, New York, in the 
Spring of 1984. The Committee has asked the chief judges in 
all three circuits to appoint judges to a planning committee. 

COMMl'ITEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
THE CRIMINAL LAW 

,Judge Alexander Harvey II, Ch&irman of the Committee 
on the Administration of the Criminal Law, presented the 
report of the Committee. 

BAIL REFORM LEGISLATION 

Judge Harvey informed the Conference that the 
Committee had reviewed a draft bill, submitted for its 
consideration by the Chairman of the House Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the 
Administration of Justice, which would amend the Bail Reform 
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Act of 1966. The draft bill would authorize a judicial officer 
in setting bail to consider "dang~r. to other p~rsons or the 
community" in the setting of condItIons of pretrIal release, as 
previously recommended by the Conference. (Conf. R.ept. 
September 1971, p. 80; March 1977, p. 17; a~d September 1981, 
p. 92). The Committee suggested the follOWing amendments to 
the draft bill: 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

That the judicial officer be permitted to 
state his reasons for imposing any special 
conditions of release orally on the record as 
well as in writing. 

That a hearing upon a government motion 
that a person be detained for violation of a 
condition of release imposed to assure the 
safety of other persons and the community 
be held promptly rather than within a 
specific time period and tha.t the order 
following the hearing also be entered 
promptly. 

That a judicial officer not be required to 
find that there was "substantial probability 
that the accused committed the original 
off ense with respect to which release was 
originaUy granted" before ordering the 
pretrial detention of a person fouqd to have 
violated a condition of his release. 

That the provision of the bill requiring a 
pretrial detainee to be brought to trial 
within a specified number of days be 
eliminated as duplicative of provisions of 
the Speedy Trial Act. 

That the bill not include a requirement that 
discovery bef ore a pretrial deteI'!tion 
hearing be "as full and free as pOSSIble, 
consistent with the defendant's rights under 
the Fifth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution." 

That specific provisions for the place and 
condi tions of confinem ent of a person 
ordered detained pending trial not be 
included in the bill. 
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(7) That the provision making disclosure of 
pretrial detention to the jury grounds for a 
mistrial in all cases not be included in the 
bill. 

(8) That the provision that a defendant 
convicted of an offense be given credit 
.against any term of imprisonment for time 
spent in custody pursuant to an order of 
pretrial detention be stricken as duplicative 
of existing law. 

The Conference thereupon approved the Committee's 
report. 

COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION OF 
THE JURY SYSTEM 

Judge T. Emmet Clarie, Chairman of th~ Committee on 
the Operation of the Jury System, presented the Committee's 
report. 

GRAND JURY REFORM LEGISLATION 

Judge Clarie informed the Conference that the House of 
Delegates of the American Bar Association, at its meeting in 
January 1982, approved a Model Grand Jury Act which 
incorporates many of the reforms in grand jury procedures 
recently proposed in Congress and elsewhere. Judge Clarie 
stated that a subcommittee of the Jury Committee had 
concluded, after a thoroug-h review of the Model Act, that 
although certain provisions were desirable, many others were 
undesirable and were in conflict with positions previously taken 
by the Conference. The Committee therefore recommended 
that the Model Act be disapproved by the Conference. 

After full discussion the Conference accepted the 
Subcommittee's report on the Model Grand Jury Act and voted 
to recommend that the Model Act not be enacted into law. 
The Subcommittee's report should be a valuable resource to 
those considering Grand Jury Reform and is availa.ble to 
Congress or others who wish to address the issue. 
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COMMITTEE ON lNTBRCIRCurr ASSIGNMENTS 

The written report of the Committee on Intercircuit 
Assignments, submitted by the Chairman, Judge George L. 
Hart, Jr., was received by the Conference. 

The rel)ort indicated that during the period August 15, 
1982 to February 15, 1983, the Committee recommended 83 
intercircuit assignments to be undertaken by 64 judges. Of this 
number 14 were senior circuit judges, 6 were active circuit 
judges, 30 were senior district judges, 10 were active dis~rict 
judges, 3 were active judges of the Court of InternatlOrtal 
Trade and 1 was an active bankruptcy judge. 

Thirty-six judges undertook 46 assignm ents to the courts 
of appeals and 31 judges undertook 36 assignments to district 
courts., In addition, one active bankruptcy judge was assigned 
to assist a bankruptcy court outside the circuit. 

COMMtI'TEE TO IMPLEMENT THE 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 

Judge Thomas J. MacBride, Chairman of the Committee 
to Implement the Criminal Justice Act, presented the report of 
the Committee. 

APPOINTMENTS AND PA YMENTS 

Judge MacBride submitted to the Conference a report 
on appointments and payments under the Criminal Justice Act 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1982. The report 
indicated that Congress appropriated $28,670,000 for 
"Defender Services" for the fiscal year 1982 and that an 
unobligated balance of approximately $2,000,000 had been 
carried forward from the fiscal year 1981 making a total of 
$30,670,000 available for obligations during the year. The 
Committee estimated that the entire amount available for the 
fiscal year 1982 will be expended. 

During the year approximately 46,000 persons wer·e 
represented under the Criminal Justice Act, compared to 
44,410 persons represented during the fiscal year 1981, an 
increase of 3.6 percent. Of these persons Federal Public and 
Community Defender Organizations represented 22,677 or 49.3 
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percent of the total representations, compared to 50.7 percent 
in the fiscal year 1981, and 49.5 percent in the fiscal year 
1980. 

The Conference authorized the Director of the 
Administrative Office to distribute copies of the report to all 
chief judges, to all Federal Defender Organizations, and to 
others who may request copies. 

BUDGET REQUESTS -
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS 

The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved supplemental funding for the Federal 
Public Defender Organization for the Eastern District of 
California for the fiscal year 1983 in the amount of $25,343 for 
the purpose of adding one attorney position to the staff of the 
branch office located in Fresno. 

GRANT REQUESTS - COMMUNITY DEFENDER 
ORGANIZATIONS 

At its session in September, 1982 (Conf. Rept. p. 110) 
the Conference deferred consideration of the funding level for 
the Community Defender Organization in the District of 
Oregon. Judge MacBride informed the Conference that since 
then the Executive Director of the Community Defender 
Organization has submitted his resignation to be effective May 
31, 1983 and that the judges of the District of Oregon have 
decided to amend their Criminal Justice Act plan to provide 
for the establishment of a Federal Public Defender 
Organization to replace the existing Community Defender 
Organization. The amended plan has been submitted to the 
JUdicial Council of the Ninth Circuit for approval. Because of 
these developments the Committee recommended that the 
Confefence approve supplemental funds for the fiscal year 
1983 in the amount of $77,766 and funds for the fiscal year 
1984 in the amount of $516,260 fot' "Federal Defender" 
Organization activities within the District of Oregon, with the 
proviso that the Director of the Administrative Office will be 
authorized to direct or redirect all or any part of available 
past or future approved funding to any newly established 
Federal Defender Organization for the district, and to make 
such adjustm ents to the funding levels as is necessary or 
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appropriate to meet the needs of providing for the effective 
implementation of the Criminal Justice Act in that district, 
consistent with the Director's authority to approve and modify 
supplemental funding. This recommendation was approved by 
the Conference. 

GUIDELINES 

The Committee submitted to the Conference the 
following amendments to the Guidelines for the Administration 
of the Criminal Justice Act which were approved by the 
Conf erence: 

1. An amendment to Paragraph 2.01 D., and a 
new Appendix G to include a referen',!e to 
and the t~xt of the "Model Plan for the 
Compensation, Administration, and 
Management of the Panel of Private 
Attorneys under the Criminal Justice Act". 

2. Amendments to Paragraphs 2.18 and 4.04 to 
provide that Criminal Justice Act 
appointments be made in the name of the 
Federal Defender Organization, rather than 
in the name of individual staff attorneys 
within the Federal Defender Organization. 

3. An amendment to Paragraph 4.02 A. to 
conf orm this section to a recent statutory 
change placing the power to appoint Federal 
Public Def enders in the courts of appeals 
rather than the judicial councils of the 
circuits. 

COMMrl'TEE ON PACIFIC TERRITORIES 

Judge Anthony M. Kennedy, Chairman of the 
Committee on Pacific Territories, presented the Committee's 
report. 

Judge Kennedy informed the Conference that the 
Committee held public hearings in Guam and Saipan during 
January, 1982, on court structure and jurisdiction in these 
territories. Various problems relating to the courts in these 
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territories and s~lutions thereto were presented at the hearing 
and ~umerous wrItten comments were received from concerned 
parties. Based upon this study the Committee recommended 
the enactment of legislation to accomplish the fOllowing: 

(1) Authorize the Guam legislature in its 
discretion to establish a local appellate 
court. 

(2) Grant diversity-type jurisdiction to the 
District Court of Guam. 

(3) Authorize appeals from decisions of the 
District Court of the Northern Mariana 
Islands directly to the Court of Appeals for 
the Ninth Circuit without a previous review 
by the appellate division of the district 
court. 

(4) Authorize appeals from decisions of the 
local courts on Guam and the Northern 
Mariana Islands, as well as the District 
Court for the Northern Mariana Islands, to 
the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. 

(5) Maintain jUrisdiction of the District Court 
for the Northern Mariana Islands over the 
Trust Territory'.' of the Pacific Islands 
without s.tatuto~y alteration until the case 
law exploring existing jurisdiction is more 
fully developed. 

(6) Provide for a study of the United States 
Code as it relates to these. territories so 
that any anomalies in the judicial process 
may be eliminated or other statutory 
changes made. 

These recommendations of the Committee were 
approved by the Conference. 
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AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE LAW CLERK 
SELECTION PROCESS 

Judge Carl McGowan, Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on the Law Clerk Selection Process, reported that 
the Committee had met with representatives of law schools 
and had explored with them, and with other judges, the 
prospects of coordinating the selection of law clerks by 
Federal judges to avoid the confusion that now exists. The 
Committee proposed a resolution establishing a policy with 
respect to the selection of law clerks by the Federal judiciary 
which was agreed to by the Conference and authorized to be 
distributed immediately to all judges together with an 
appropriate explanation. The resolution adopted by the 
Conf erence is as follows: 

Applications for law clerkships will neither be 
received nor considered prior to September 15 in 
a student's third year of law school. This policy 
shall be effective immediately for a trial period 
of two years, at which time it will be reexamined 
by the Conference at its March 1985 meeting in 
light of the experience under it and with the 
benefit of the views of all federal judges formed 
by reference to that experience. 

COMMn'*l'HE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT COUNCn. 
CONDUCT AND DISABILITY ORDERS 

The written report of the Committee to Review Circuit 
Council Conduct and Disability Orders, submitted by the 
Chairman, Judge Cleme:t1t F. Haynsworth, Jr., was received by 
the Conference. Since its last report to the Conference the 
Committee has issued only one opinion which concluded that 
under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(IO) only the judicial council of the 
circuit has jurisdiction to review dismissals of complaints by 
chief circuit judges under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(3). No further 
review is provided. Accordingly the Committee advised that 
all petitions to the Conference to review dismissal orders of 
chief circuit judges will be dismissed for want of jurisdiction. 
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COURTROOM PHOTOGRAPHS 

The Chief Justice informed the Conference that a group 
of television and news media ,. rganizations had formally 
petitioned the Conference to review the provisions of the Code 
of ,Judicial Conduct and the Federal Rules of Criminal 
Procedure prohibiting the use of cameras in the c:ourtroom 
during the conduct of court proceedings. The petition will be 
referred to an appropriate Committee of the Conference. 

ELECTIONS 

The Conference, pursuant to 28 U .S.C. 62 I(a)(2), elected 
Judge Howard C. Bratton to membership on the Board of the 
Federal Judicial Center for a term of four years succeeding 
Judge Donald S.! Voorhees whose term expires on March 28, 
1983. The Conference also elected Judge Daniel M. Friedman 
to membershJp on the Board of the Federal JUdicial Center to 
succeed Judge John D. Butzner, Jr., who has become a senior 
judge. 

The Conference, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 332(f), elected 
Judge John H. Pratt to membership on the Board of 
Certification for Circuit Executives to succeed Judge George 
E. MacKinnon who has resigned effective March 31, 1983, and 
to serve until July 1, 1986; and reelected Mr. John W. Macy, 
Jr., for a term of three years, until July 1, 1986. 

PRETER~ION OF TERMS 
OF THE COURTS OF APPEALS 

The Conference, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 48, approved the 
pretermission of terms of the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Tenth Circuit at Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, and 
Wichita, Kansas during the calendar year 1983. 
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RELEASE OF CONFERENCE AC110N 

The Conference authorized tt., 'mmediate release of 
matters considered at this session ...,here necessary for 
legislative or administrative action. 

Warren E. Burger 
Chief Justice of the United States 

May 27, 1983 
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 

OF THE UNITED STATES 

September 21-22, 1983 

The JUdicial Conference of the United States convened 
on September 21, 1983, pursuant to the call of the Chief 
Justice of the United States, issued under 28 U .S.C. 331, and 
continued in session on September 22nd. The Chief Justice 
presided and the following members of the Conference were 
present: 

First Circuit: 
. , 

Chief Judge Levin H. Campb~h-) 
Judge W. Arthur Garrit~) Jr., District of Massachusetts 

Second Circuit: 

Chief Judge Wilfred Feinberg 
Chief Judge Jack B. Weinstein, Eastern District of 

New York 

Third Circuit: 

Chief Judge Collins J. Seitz 
Judge Gerald J. Weber, Western District of Pennsylvania 

Fourth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter 
Judge Robert R. Merhige, Jr., Eastern District of Virginia 

Fifth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Charles Clark 
Judge Adrian G. Duplantier, Eastern District of Louisiana 

Sixth Circuit: 

Chief Judge George C. Edwards, Jr. 
Chief Judge Frank J. Battisti, Northern District of Ohio 
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Seventh Circuit: 

Chief Judge Walter J. Cummings 
Chief Judge John W. Reynolds, Eastern District of 

Wisconsin 

Eighth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Donald P. Lay 
Judge Albert G. Schatz, District of Nebraska 

Ninth Circuit: 

Chief Judge James R. Browning 
Chief Judge Manuel L. Real, Central District of 

California 

Tenth Circuit: 

Chief Judge Oliver Seth 
Chief Judge Luther B. Eubanks, Western District of 

Oklahoma 

Eleventh Circuit: 

Chief Judge John C. Godbold 
Judge William C. O'Kelley, Northern District of 

Georgia 

District of Columbia Circuit: 

Judge J. Skelly Wright* 
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr 0, District of 

Columbia 

Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey 

* Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge 
Spottswood W. Robinson III who was unable to attend. 
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Circuit Judges Irving R. Kaufman, Otto R. Skopil, Jr., 
Edward A. Tamm, and Gerald B. Tjoflat; Senior Circuit Judges 
John D. Butzner, Jr. and Carl McGowan; Senior District Judges 
Edward T. Gignoux, George L. Hart, Jr., Elmo B. Hunter, and 
Thomas J. MacBride; and District Judges Robert E. De Mascio, 
June L. Green, and James R. Miller, Jr., attended all or some 
of the sessions of the Conference. 

The Attornev General of the United States, Honorable 
William French Smith, Jr., and the Solicitor General of the 
United States, Honorable Rex E. Lee, addressed the 
Conference briefly on matters of mutual interest to the 
Department of Justice and the Conference. 

Alan A. Parker, Counsel to the House Judiciary 
Committee, presented a message from the Chairman, Peter W. 
Rodino, Jr. 

William E. Foley, Director of the Administrative Office 
of the United States Courts; Joseph F. Spaniol, Jr., Deputy 
Director; James E. Macklin, Executive Assistant Director; 
William J. Weller, Legislative Affairs Officer; Daniel R. 
Cavan, Deputy Legislative Affairs Officer; Deborah H. Kirk, 
Chief, Office of Management Review; Professor A. Leo Levin, 
Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Charles W. Nihan, 
Deputy Director, and Gordon Bermant, Director of the Division 
of Innovations and Systems, attended the sessions of the 
Conference. Mark W. Cannon, Administrative Assistant to the 
Chief Justice, also attended the sessions of the Conference. 

The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, A. Leo 
Levin, p"esented his annual report on the activities of the 
Center. 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 

The Director of the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, William E. Foley, submitted to the Conference 
the Annual Report of the Director for the year ended June 30, 
1983. The Conference authorized the Director to release the 
Annu8J. Report immediately in preliminary form and to revise 
and sU!pplement the final printed edition. 
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A separate report on the operation, of the ,Eql:1al 
Employment Opportunity Plans in the circmt and ~Istrlct 
courts, was also received by the Conference and authorIzed to 
be released. 

JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 

Mr. Foley reported that during its first nine ,months of 
operation the newly established Court of Appeals. for the 
Federal Circuit docketed 694 new appeals. There were 429 
appeals disposed of during the period and 528 appeals we~e 
pending on June 30, 1983. In the other, 12 .~ourts of appeals 
there were 29,630 appeals dock~ted dur10g we twelve-month 
period ending June 30, 1983, an mcrease of 6 per~ent over ~he 
previous year. There were 28,660 appeals t~rm1Oated durmg 
the vear, a 2.4 percent increase, and the pendmg caseload rose 
to 22,480 on June 30th~ an increase of 4.5 percent. 

In the United States district courts 241,842 civil actions 
were commenced during the year, a 17.3 per,c~nt in~rease over 
the previous year. There were 215,356 CIVIl actIons closed 
during the year, a 13.7 percent increa~e, and ,?n June 30, 1983 
there were 231,920 civil actions pend1Og, an mcrease of 12.9 
percent. The increased civil filings during, 198? .resulted 
primarily from a 37.6 percent increase 10 CIVIl cases 
commen'ced by the Government to recover defaulted student 
loans and overpayment of veterans' benefits, and. a 5~.6 
percent increase in s~its agaipst the Government mvolvmg 
claims for social securIty benefIts. 

Criminal cases filed in the district courts during 1983 
were 35,872, a 9.8 percent increase over the pr7vious. Y7ar• 
There were 33 985 criminal cases closed and pendmg crlmmal 
cases rose to 18,546, thE' highest level since 1976. 

During the year ended June 30, 1983 there were 375,~24 
bankruptcv cases representing 535,597 separate estates, filed 
in the United St"tes bankruptcy courts, an increase of 1.5 
percent in estat'..:. '::'.1.ings as compared with the previous year. 
There were 44f:i,u29 bankruptcy estates closed during the year 
and the number of estates pending on the dockets of the 
bankruptcy courts on June 30, 1983 increased to a record 
812,190. 

From January 1 to June 30, 1983, there were 3,903 
matters transferred from the bankruptcy courts to the district 
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courts under the Model Interim Bankruptcy Rule. The district 
courts disposed of 2,402 matters during this poriod of which 
1,901 were disposed of finally without remand to the 
bankruptcy courts. There were 205 matters referred back to 
bankruptcy judges for final disposition and 296 matters were 
referred back for additional, but not final, action. 

JUDICIAL PANEL ON 
MULTIDISTRl[CT LITIGATION 

A written statement fned with the Conference by the 
Judicial Panel on Multidistriet Litigation indicated that during 
the year ended June 30, 1983, the Panel had acted on 1,060 
civil actions pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1407. Of that number, 496 
actions were centralized for consolidated pretrial proceedings 
with 564 actions already pending in the various transferee 
districts at the time of transfer. The Panel denied transfer of 
123 actions. 

Since its creation in 1968 the Panel has transferred 
12,154 civil actions for centralized pretrial proceedings in 
cai'fying out its responsibilities. As of June 30, 1983, 
approximately 9,420 cases had been remanded for trial, 
reassigned within the transferee district, or terminated in the 
transferee court. On June 30, 1982 there were 2,731 
transferred civil actions being processed by transferee judges. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 

Judge Irving R. Kaufman, Chairman of the Committee 
on the JUdicial Branch, submitted the Committee's report. 

SOCIAL SECURITY AMENDMENTS ACT OF 1983 

The So~ial Security Amendments Act of 1983, Sec. 
lOl(c), brings senior judges who continue to accept assignments 
under 28 U.S.C. 294 into the Social Security system effective 
January 1, 1984. Senior judges who contir.iue to perform 
judicial work under assignment will thus be required to pay the 
Social Security tax, be ineligible to receive Social Security 
benefits until age 70, and be potentially liable for state and 
local income taxes in those states which currently consider 
senior judge compensation "retirement income" exempt from 
state income taxes. Senior judges who continue to work after 
January 1, 1984, will, in effect, be paying' for the privilege of 
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performing judicial duties which they are not required .to 
undertake. The new legIslation thus creates a ~ubstantI~l 
financial disincentive for senior judges to continue theIr 
activities. 

Judge Kaufman informed the Confer~nce that at its last 
meeting the Committee had considered thIs problem and had 
adopted the following resolution which was subsequently 
approved by the Executive Committee of the Conference. 

Federal judges who have qualified by length of 
service and age can elect to ass~m~ the status of 
"Senior Judge." By statute, senior J~dges are not 
required to render any judicial serVIce at all and 
receive no additional compensation when they do. 
Yet over 200 senior judges have volunteered and 
are 'at work regularly at all levels of the federal 
court system. They provide the. equivalent of 
anproximately 66 full-time ~ed~ral Judges. To 10S~ 
their services would be a crIppling blow. Scores 0 
new judgeships would have to be created to 
replace them. 

Certain prOVISIons of the Social ~ecurity 
Amendments Act of 1983 i:npose a ~eal rIsk th~t 
most if not all senior Judges WIll end theIr 
volu~tary service' on January l~ 1984. . On that 
date senior judges will have SOCIal Se.curity taxes 
taken from their retirement pay If they are 
working in the courts. If they are between ages ?5 
and 70 and have earned Social Se~urity ~eneflts 
from contributions made before theIr appointment 
as jud!:;es, they will lose those benefits if they are 
working in the courts. If th~y ch?ose not to work, 
no taxes and no loss of benefIts WIll occur. 

This disincentive to productive and useful wor.k ~s 
unreasonable and wrong. We are aware that It IS 
an altogether unforeseen and unintended aspect of 
the 1983 statute. We urgeI?tly request. that 
appropriate legislation, removmg senior Jud~es 
from the impact of the Social SecurIty 
Amendments Act of 1983 be passed. as soon as 
possible and well before the deadlme date of 
January 1, 1984. 
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Legislation has been introduced to repeal the 
problem provision (Sec. 101 (c». if Congress finds 
that solution satisfactory we fully endorse it. 
Legislation has also been suggested postponing 
implementation of this provision of the Act until 
its consequences can be ascertained precisely. If 
~ongress should choose that approach, we endorse 
It. 

QUADRENNIAL SALARY COMMISSION 

The Act creating the quadrennial "Commission on 
Executive, Legislative, and Judicial Salaries," 2 U .S.C. 351, 
requires the appointment of a new Commission in 1984. Judge 
Kaufman informed the Conference that the Administrative 
Office would commence work this Fall on the preparation of a 
statement and information concerning judicial salaries to be 
presented to the new Commission when it is appointed. The 
Committee will consider these materials at its next meeting 
and prepare plans for presentations to be made to the 
Commission. 

COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 

Judge Elmo B. Hunter, Chairman of the Committee on 
Court Administration, presented the report of the Committee. 

ELECTRONIC SOUND RECORDING 

Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the Federal 
JUdicial Center, pursuant to Sec. 401 of the Federal Courts' 
Improvement Act of 1982, had conducted an experiment to 
determine whether electronic sound recordings would be a 
viable alternative to shorthand, stenotype, or other methods of 
recording proceedings in a district court. The experiment was 
conducted to assist the Conference in considering whether to 
promulgate regulations authorizing the use of electronic sound 
recording equipment as a means of recording proceedings in 
the district courts. The report concluded that, under 
approp~'iate management and supervision, electronic sound 
recording can provide an accurate record of proceedings in a 
district court at less cost to the Government, without delay or 
interruption, and can provide the basis for accurate and timely 
transcript delivery. After full discussion the Conference 
adopted the following recommendation of the Committee: 

47 



i· 
~. 
f 
I, 

r 

\ 

. ~-- - ------~ 

Considering the results of the study, your 
Committee recommends that the Judicial 
Conference adopt the following regulations under 
28 U.S.C. § 753(b) to authorize electronic sound 
recording of proceedings by each court. Your 
Committee also recommends that these 
regulations not become effective until ~a!1uary, 1, 
1984, so that the Director of the AdminIstra~lVe 
Office will have time to procure reqUIred 
equipment and issue procedural guidelines. The 
proposed regulations follow: 

1. Effective January 1, 1984, pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. 753(b), individual United States district 
court judges may direct the use of shorth~nd, 
mechanical means, electronic sound recordmg, 
or any other suitable method, as the mean~ of 
producing a verbatim record of proceedmgs 
required by law or by rule or order of the 
court. The judge should consider the nature of 
the proceedings, the availability of 
transcription services, and any other factors 
that may be relevant in d:termining t~e 
method to be used in producmg a verbatlm 
record that will best serve the court and the 
litigants. 

2. Electronic sound recording equipment, for 
purposes of this regulation" shall b~ multi­
channel audio equipment. ThIS regulatlOn shall 
be augmented by guidelines issued by ,the 
Director of the Administra tive OffIce, 
containing technical standards for equipment 
and procedures for implementation. 

3. In the event the need for shorthand, stenotype, 
or other reporter services should dim,inish by 
ften"'''n ,..,f' tho utm'7otinn nf electronIc sound 1 Q.ClV 1 VL '" '"" ... .L.I..LLJ\A. "' ... _... - -

recording equipment, any reduction in 
personnel, where feasible, shall be 
accomplished through attrition. 

The Conference further authorized the Chief Justice to 
apooint an ad hoc committee of members of the Conferenc~ to 
monitor, on behalf of the Conference, ?etwe,en me~tmgs 
thereof, the implementation by the AdmmistratIve OffIce of 
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the regulations adopted on September 21, 1983 with respect to 
electronic sound recordings of court proceedings. 

COURT REPORTERS' ANNUAL LEAVE 

At its session in March, 1982 (Conf. Rept., p. 12), the 
Conference adopted a policy relating to sick leave for court 
reporters and requested the Committee to study the question 
of granting: "mual leave to court reporters. Judge Hunter 
stated that \\nile the Conference has never adopted a policy 
granting annual leave to court reporters, some courts have 
been granting administrative leave to reporters on an 
individual basis who have been assigned to a "regular tour of 
duty" encompassing a formal 40-hour work week in the 
courthouse with a prohibition against engaging in private 
reporting activities during those hours. The General Counsel 
of the Administrative Office has concluded that court 
reporters who are assigned a "regular tour of duty," of 
whatever length, must come under the Leave Act, 5 U .S.C. § 
6301 eta seq. Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference adopted the following guideline: 

Beginning with the 1984 leave year (effective 
January 8, 1984) a reporter who has been placed on 
a re'gular tour of duty consisting of a set number 
of work hours per week in the courthouse, 
specified in advance, during which hours the 
reporter may generate transcripts but may not 
perform any private (free-lance) work of any kind, 
the reporter is to earn annual leave in accordance 
with the Leave Act, 5 U.S.C. §6301 eta seq. 

The Committee also advised that a court must state in 
its court reporter management plan whether reporters are 
assigned a regular tour of duty, and specify the re-gular hours 
of attendance. Leave records should be maintained by the 
clerk of the court. 

ANNUAL AND SICK LEAVE FOR LAW CLERKS 
AND SECRETARIES 

The Committee has concluded, on advice of the General 
Counsel of the Administrative Office, that all employees of 
the Judiciary, except judges, are entitled to both annual and 
sick leave benefits under the provisions of Chapter 63 of Title 
5, United States Code. For many years, however, judges have 
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been given the opportunity to elect whether or not members of 
their personal staffs should be given leave benefits. A survey 
conducted by the Federal Judicial Secretaries Association 
indicated that a majority of secretaries would prefer to be 
placed under the Leave Act and not excluded from benefits by 
an amendment to existing law. The Committee recognized 
that secretaries to judges should be entitled to the benefits of 
the l,eave Act, but did not wish to require changes in regard to 
those already employe "'I. Accordingly, the Committee 
presented the following lecommendation which was approved 
by the Conference: 

It is therefore recommended that the Judicial 
Conference require all new secretaries of circuit 
and district judges to be placed under the Leave 
Act, but allow judges' secretaries who are not now 
under the Leave Act to continue as in the past. 

Judge Hunter advised the Conference that because of 
the temporary nature of the appointment of law clerks and of 
their work habits, the Committee has held for further 
evaluation any action regarding application of the Leave Act 
to law clerks and will study the question further. Judge Hunter 
further advised that the Com mittee did not reconsider the 
matter of the Leave Act's application to United States 
magistrates or bankruptcy judges in view of previous 
Conference action endorsing legislation to exempt these 
officers from coverage under the Leave Act. 

COURTROOM FACILITIES 

The Chief Judge of the United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Alabama, after obtaining the approval 
of the JUdicial Council of the Eleventh Circuit, had requested 
the Committee to consider and recommend to the Judicial 
Conference a variance from the Conference's guidelines 
regarding sizes of courtrooms. 

Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference voted to deny the requested variance for the 
courtrooms to be constructed in the new courthouse at 
Birmingham, Alabama. 
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FEES OF COURT REPORTERS 

Judge Hunter reported that the court reporters in the 
Ninth ~nd T~mth Circuits charge parties $2.50 per page for a 
tra.nscrlpt 01 a case on appeal, which is $.50 per page more 
than the maximum fee approved by the Conference. The 
reporters and other court officials justify this additional fee 
bec~use of the requirements of these two circuits that two 
copIes of a transcript be filed on c:tppeal one of which is 
retained in the district court and thl: othe; forwarded to the 
court of appeals. The Committee is of the view that parties 
who ord:-r ~ranscripts for cases on appeal to the Ninth and 
Tent~ Clr:Ults should not be made to pay higher rates than are 
reoUIred In the othe!-, circuits. According-ly, the Committee 
presented the followmg resolution which was approved by the 
Conference: 

That the JUdicial Conference reaffirm its 
September 1963, decision that no court reporter is 
auth?r!zed to rec,eive payment of a fee for 
provIdIng a transcrIpt for the clerk's office in the 
preparation or perfection of an appeal. It is also 
rec,ommended that the Conference approve the 
policy ~hat a reporter may charge a party only for 
transcrIpt ordered by and delivered to the party 
and ,t~at the reporter must bear the expense o'f 
provIdIng a copy of a transcript to be filed with 
the c:lerk of the district court and a copy to be 
~ubmltted to the court of appeals, if required. It 
IS further sugg-ested thHt the Ninth and Tenth 
Circuit Courts of App'dals should review their 
requ!rem~nts tha~ a, copy of the transcript be 
retamed In the dIstrICt court since it duplicates 
the copy of the transcript that is submitted to the 
court of appeals. 

COURT REPORTER POSITIONS 

At its session in March, 1982 (Conf. Rept., p. 9) the 
Conference adopte? a policy that "permanent swing reporters 
may only, be au~horlzed when a court in fact has implemented a 
system In ,WhICh each reporter is fully utilized. Swing 
reporters wIll be granted only on a showing of demonstrated 
need an~ the full use of existing personnel ••• ". In response to 
t~e ~prIl, 1983 budget call by the Administrative Office, 32 
dIstrIct courts requested 55 additional court reporters, of 
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which 44 are swing reporters already employed and 11 are new 
positions. The judicial councils of the circuits have approved 
these requests. 

The Committee reviewed the justifications submitted 
and determined that not all courts have adopted court reporter 
mana~ement plans. Those that have adopted plans have done 
so too recently to provide experience. Only six courts provide 
for a pooling of reporters and most have each rep' ... ter assigned 
to a specific judge. Very few reporters appear to be working 
to capacity. 

The Committee accordingly recommended that none of 
the requests for additional reporters be approved. The use of 
contractors - or, in the case of land commissioners, the use of 
electronic sound recording equipment - combined with better 
utilization of authorized reporters should be sufficient to meet 
the courts' needs. The Committee further recommended that 
Conference approval of the requested additional reporter 
positions be continued to September, 1984, but that requests 
for the continuation of, or for additional positions, should be 
submitted to the Subcommittee on Supporting Personnel by 
June, 1984. In the interim, swing court reporter positions that 
become vacant should be abolished, unless the Director of the 
Administrative Office determines the position is necessary and 
approves a temporary appointment pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
753(a). These recommendations were approved by the 
Conference. 

AUTOMATION 

The Conference of Chief Circuit Judges had 
recommended the appointment of a standing committee of the 
Conference to review what is being done in the Judiciary on 
automation and particularly in the Administrative Office and 
the Federal Judicial Center. Subsequently, the Chief Justice 
established an ad hoc subcommittee of the Committee on 
Court Administration to study the advisability and feasibility 
of establishing a standing committee and to report to the 
Committee on Court Administration. 

Judge Hunter stated that the Committee had concluded 
that the choice of appropriate technology should be left to 
experts, but that it was the consensus of the Committee that 
there should be input from judges with regard to the 
automation needs and priorities of the courts. The Committee 
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~elt tha! an additional level of scrutiny provided by judicial 
mput wIll produce a greater level of understanding in the 
courts as well as in the Congress. 

While agreeing that the appointment of a Committee to 
oversee automation development in the Judiciary was 
desirable, the Committee reported that it is opposed to the 
proliferation of Judicial Conference Committees. The 
Committee therefore recommended that the function c,f 
overs~ght of techn?logy or automation be assigned, on a.t 
experImental basIs, to the Court Administration's 
Subcommittee on JUdicial Improvements; that the Chief 
Jus!i~e be authorized to appoint, as he may determine, 
addItIonal members to the Subcommittee; and further that the 
Subcommittee recommend to the Court Administration 
Committee within two years whether there is a need to 
continue the special oversight function. The Committee was 
further of the view that the Subcommittee should review the 
five-year plan for automation in the United States courts 
developed by the Administrative Office and the Federal 
Ju~icial Center, monitor its implementation, approve budget 
estlmates for automation in the courts prior to submission to 
the Budget Committee of the JUdicial Conference, determine 
the timing an<:l priorities for installation of equipment to 
support opera.tIonal systems, considE.'r suggestions received 
from the courts, and approve guidelines. These 
recommendati9ns were approved by the Conference. 

RETIREMENT COVERAGE FOR LAW CLERKS 

Judge Hunter informed the Confetence that the 
participation of law clerks and legal assistants in the Civil 
Serv!c~ R.etirem~n~ program has proved costly and 
admmistratlvely dIffICUlt. Approximately 2,400 law clerks and 
legal assistants are employed in the Federal Judiciary 
(excluding the Supreme Court) of which about 1,800 turn over 
each. year. These employees are given permanent, excepted 
appomtments, and are entitled to the full range of employee 
benefits.. Considerable effort is annually expended in 
establishmg and maintaining retirement records and in 
processing approximately 1,800 applications for refunds of 
retirement contributions. The Office of Personnel 
Management and the Administrative Office jointly spend in 
excess of three man years of effort in this area at a cost of 
over $60,000 per year. The Committee therefore 
recommended that the Administrative Office be authorized to 
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exclude law clerks and legal assistants from the Civil Servi~e 
Retirement System and leave them solely under the SOCIal 
Security system, with the exception of "career law c~erks", 
provided that the change be made prospectively, and wIth t,he 
understanding that it will not adversely affect health or lIfe 
insurance benefits. This recommendation was approved by the 
Conference with the understanding that a law cler~ ,would ,be 
given the option of electing to participate ,i~ th~ CIV~ ServI~e 
retirement system in addition to partICIpatmg m SOCIal 
Security. 

COURT QUARTERS AND ACCOMMODATIONS 

Judge Hunter stated that the House Committ~e ,on 
Appropriations in its report on the Supplemental ApproprIatIon 
Bill for the fiscal year 1983, H.Rept. 98-207, called for a 
review by circuit judicial councils of all reque~ts for 
alterations to new or existing court space that ~I~l C?st 
$500,000 or more, and any changes in the scope or modIfI,catIon 
of a project that will increase the cost of construction by 
$100 000 or 5 percent over the original estimate. The repc;>rt 
further requested the judiciary to enter into a,n ~greement wIth 
the General Services Administration establIshmg procedures 
for reviewing and processing these requests. 

Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the 
Director of the Budget in the central, ~ffice, of the, General 
Services Administration and the AdminIstratIve OffIce have 
agreed upon the following proposed memorandum of 
understanding: 

This Memorandum of Understanding is entered into 
between the Director of the Administrative Office 
of the United States Courts (AOUSC), on behalf of 
the Judicial Conference of the United States, and 
the Administrator of General Services (GSA) in 
order to avoid unnecessary cost overruns ,and 
project delays in providing facilities for ~h~ Umted 
States courts. It establishes polICIes and 
procedures to be followed by the courts (except 
the Supreme Court) in processing requests for any 
proposed change in an approved, and, funded 
prospectus project which will ~esult m an mcrease 
in the design and/or constructIon cost by $100,000 
or 5% of the original estimate. These procedures 
are as follows: 
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1. Any change, regardless of cost, initiated 
within a JUdicial Circuit shall be submitted to 
the AOUSC. Where necessary, the AOUSC 
will seek assistance from the appropriate GSA 
~egio~al Office to de~ermine the cost impact, 
mcludmg costs assoCIated with the potential 
desi~n/construction delay, and the cost impact 
on other portions of the project which may not 
be court related. 

2. When a proposed change exceeds the cost 
thresholds, the AOUSC will refer the chanO'e 
to the Circuit Council for its review a~d 
approval/ disapproval. 

3. If approved, the AOUSC will forward 
certification of approval to the appropriate 
GSA Regional Administrator. 

Under no circumstances will GSA or a GSA 
contractor effect any change to a court project 
unless the above procedures are followed. If 
c~anges are instituted t~~t are not in compliance 
WIth the above, the JudICIary will not be liable or 
responsible for any costs involved. 

This ~g~.eement is effective upon signing and will 
remam m full force until cancelled or superseded. 

Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Confer~n,ce approved the memorandum of understanding with 
the addItion of an Item 4 to the list of procedures as follows: 

4. GSA will then accomplish the certified 
changes, as approved, in accordance with 28 
U.S.C. 462(f). 

PLACES OF HOLDING COURT 

H.R. 1579, 98th Congress, would transfer two counties 
from the Eastern to the Western Division of the Northern 
District of ~li!10is. H. R. 3604" 98th Congress, would designate 
Houma? LOUISIana as an additIonal statutory place of holding 
cou:t m the Eastern District of Louisiana. Judge Hunter 
adVIsed the Conference that the district courts and judicial 
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councils concerned had approved the proposals contained in 
these bills. Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference approved the bills and authorized the Director of 
the Administrative Office to notify the Congress. 

FRIVOLOUS LITIGATION 

Judge Hunter stated that the Subcommittee on JUdicial 
Improvements, at the request of Judge Alfred T. Goodwin, had 
explored ways and means to reduce frivolous or meritless 
litigation in the courts and had canvassed the various courts 
for ideas and suggestions. After consideration of the 
suggestions received, the Subcommittee concluded, as did 
many judges, that the existing tools are sufficient, but perhaps 
not fully understood or utilized. The Committee has therefore 
asked the Federal Judicial Center to provide instruution to 
judges so that they will know what the tools are and when to 
use them ann how. The Committee also noted that the JUdicial 
Center Committee on Prisoner Civil Rights Litigation had 
suggested the enactment of legislation to require the 
exhaustion of state remedies in cases brought under 42 U .S.C. 
1983 in situations where the plaintiff has an available state 
remedy. Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference; approved the concept of the exhaustion of state 
administrative remedies in Section 1983 cases and authorized 
the Committee to develop and submit appropriate legislation 
for further consideration by the Conference. 

HABEAS CORPUS REFORM 

At its session in March, 1983 (Conf. Rept., p. 7), the 
Conference authorized the Committee to conduct a further 
study of the several bills introduced in the 97th Congress to 
reform habeas corpus procedures. Judge Hunter r'eported that 
similar legislation is contained in S. 217, Title VI of S. 829, 
S. 1763 and H.R. 50, 98th Congress. After full discussion the 
Conference decided to take no action on the proposals 
contained in these bills, except to express its disapproval of a 
provision contained in H.R. 50 which would prohibit a United 
States magistrate from conducting evidentiary hearings in 
habeas corpus proceedings. 
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CERTIFICATION OF QUESTIONS OF 
STATE LAW 

In 1967, the Commissioners on Uniform State Laws 
promulgated a Uniform Certification of Questions of Law Act 
~2 . U:L.? 49, to pro.vide State courts of last resort with 
JurIsdIction to determIne questions of state law certified to 
them by United States courts. Approximately one-half of the 
States now have such provisions, either in their constitution, 
sta.tutes, or rules of court. Some States provide that only 
Umted States courts of appeals may certify questions of State 
law, other~ permit any Article III court to certify questions 
some reqUIr~ that the qu~stion certified must dispose of th~ 
c~se, and stIll others provIde that the certified question must 
dIspose only of Ii particular issue. 

In February, 1983 the American Bar Association adopted 
a res?lution urging "each State to adopt a procedure whereby 
the hIghest court of the State may answer a question of State 
laVI cartifiad from an Article lIT court 6f the United Sta.tes 
whe~ ~he answer wili be controlling in an action in th~ 
certIfYing court and cannot in the opinion of the certifying 
court be satisfactorily determined in light of State 
authorities." A study by the Federal JUdicial Center concluded 
that. although c:ases involving questions of unsettled State law 
reqUIre more tIme from filing to disposition than more typical 
c~ses, only. a relatively small proportjon of' that time is 
directl~ attrIbutable to use of the certification procedure, and 
tha t thIS delay should decrease with greater experience. The 
~enter report also noted that the delay attending certification 
IS mo~e tha!1 compensated by subsequent expedition of other 
cases involving the same or related questions of State law. 

The Committee therefore recommended that the 
JUdicial Conference support the American Bar Association in 
its efforts to provide a uniform procedure for certification of 
nll~~til"\ns nf Sta+g 10 ..... '" n Q.4-"te'''' h~g~ __ 40 _ 40 L. " .... , 
~~~~~&~.. '"'~ "'" ........ n LV r~ >JLa "11 ln~"1. l.;our-1. uy any .nfl.iCle 
TIl Federal court when a definitive answer to a question of 
State law will dispose of an issue before the court and 
mat~r~ally contribute to the resolution of the litigation, 
retaInmg on the part of the State the right to decline to 
answer any certified question. This recommendation was 
approved by the Conference. 
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RACE TO THE COURTHOUSE 

The Administrative Conference of the United States had 
recommended that 28 U.S.C. 2112(a) be amended to provide 
that if petitions to review the same order of an administr~ti~e 
agency have been filed in two or more courts of ~ppeals ~lthm 
ten days after the order was issued, the a~e~cy IS, to not~fy an 
appropriate official body, such as the Admmistratlve OffIce of 
the United States Courts, of that fact; that the official body, 
on t'l1e eleventh day after the issuance of the order, is to 
choose from among'the circuits in which the petitio,ns have 
been filed according to a scheme of random selectIOn, and 
notify the ~gency of that choice; and that the agency is then to 
file the record of the proceeding in the court so chosen. That 
particular court of appeals would tdke jurisdiction and conduct 
review proceedings, subject to its existing power to transfer 
the case to any other court of appeals for the convenience of 
the parties in the interest of justice. 

The American Bar Association has endorsed the concept 
of random selection, but has suggested that the selection be 
made on the basis of appeals filed through the fifth business 
day after the day an agency action becomes reviewable., This 
proposal was embodied in legislative proposals prevIously 
considered by the Conference (Conf. Rept., Mar. 1980, p.ll; 
Conf. RepL. Sept. 1982, p. 69). 

The Committee po:nted out that the Administrative 
Office does not have, nor should it be vested with judicial 
powers. On the other hand, the Judicial Panel on Multidistr~ct 
Litia-ation has exercised a similar power for many years WIth 
respOect to the consolidation of cases for pretrial discov,e~y. 
The Committee therefore recommended that the JudICIal 
Conference continue to endorse a scheme of random selection 
of a court of appeals to review simultaneously filed petitions 
to review agency orders, but with the additional proviso that 
the selection of a court of appeals to hear the appeal be vested 
in the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. This 
recommendation was approved by the Conference. 

LIMITATION ON THE JURISDICTION OF 
FEDERAL COURTS OVER STATE CASES 

H.R. 46, 98th Congress, would add a new Section 1621 
to Title 28, United States Code, providing as follows: "No court 
of the United States that is established by Act of Congress 
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under Article III of the Constitution of the United States shall 
have any jurisdiction to modify, directly or indirectly, any 
order of a court of a state if such urder is, will be, or was, 
subject to review by the highest court of such state." The 
Chairman of the House Judiciary Committee has requested 
Conference views on this bill. 

The Committee reported that the purposes and intent of 
the bill are not clear and that it is drawn in such broad terms 
that its potential effect and consequences cannot be 
ascertained. As written, the bill would severely restrict 
jurisdiction in an area in which Federal courts have been 
thought to have special competence in the protection of 
Constitutional and Federal statutory rights. Furthermore, the 
Committee believed that the bill is unnecessary in view of the 
abstention doctrine enunciated by the Supreme Court in 
Youn er v. Harris, and other cases. Upon the recommendation 
o the CommIttee, the Conference strongly opposed the 
enactment of the bill. 

FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT 

H.R. 490, H.R. 595, H.R. 3142 and Title XIII of S. 829, 
98th Congress, are bills to amend the Federal Tort Claims Act 
to provide for an exclusive remedy against the United States in 
suits based uI?on acts or omissions of United States employees, 
and to provide an exclusive remedy against th~ United States 
with respect to constitutional and other torts. Some of the 
bills would require a jury trial with respect to alleged 
constitutional torts. 

The Committee was advised that H.R. 3142 has been 
introduced as a suc!essor bill to H.R. 490 and H.R. 595. The 
Committee recommended that the JUdicial Conference advise 
the Congress that the enactment of these measures is a matter 
of policy for the consideration of the Congress, but, if enacted, 
the bill would probably increase the workload of the district 
courts and the judicial system generally. 

DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT 

H.R. 415, 98th Congress, would amend the Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act of 1967 to permit persons 
to bring suits under the Act in Federal district courts without 
regard to whether any proceedings have been commenced by or 
on behalf of such persons under State law. S. 686, 98th 
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parties on one side of a civil or criminal case to be tried in a 
Federal district court or bankruptcy court file an application 
requesting the reassignment of the case, the case shall be 
reassigned to anotr.er appropriate judicial officer for trial." 
The application must be filed within 20 days after the initial 
assignment of the case or within 20 days of the date of service 
of process on the most currently joined party filing the 
application. Only one such application may be filed by the 
parties on . 'ne side of the litigation. It was the view of the 
Committee that this bill would introduce undesirable judge­
shopping and would make it virtually impossible to maintain 
individual calendars. Upon the recommendation of the 
Committee the Conference strongly opposed enactment of the 
bill. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 

Judgoe Hunter informed the Conference that the 
Subcommittee on Judicial Statistics had developed a schedule 
for conducting the 1984 Biennial Survey of judgeship needs. In 
this regard the Subcommittee plans to consider, in more detail 
than' in past surveys, the use of magistrates in evaluating 
judg-eship needs in the district courts. The Subcommittee also 
plans to explore the possibility of recommending decreases as 
well as increases in the number of authori'?ed judgeships. The 
Subcommittee will meet in May, 1984 to formulate its final 
judgeship recommendations. Copies of the Subcommittee's 
report and analysis will be submitted to the courts concerned 
and to the judicial councils prior to filing a complete report 
with the Committee on Court Administration. 

The Committee has decided to defer consideration of 
the need for an additional judgeship for the District of Utah 
until the completion of the 1984 survey. 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 

Judge Charles Clark, 8hairman of the Committee on 
the Budget, submitted the Committee's report. 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE 
FISCAL YEAR 1984 

The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, authorized the Director of the Administrative 
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Office to submit to the Congress requests for supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1984 in the amount of 
$21,308,000. The request will include funds for an anticipated 
4 percent pay increase in salaries to become effective in 
January, 1984; funds to provide for a contribution to the Social 
Security system as mandated by Public Law 98-21; additional 
funds in the amount of $4,500,000 for "Defender Services" due 
to the increased Criminal Justice Act caseload and related 
costs; ano an additional $4,580,000 for the bankruptcy courts 
to cover additional po' age and printing costs and to replace 
the United States Trustee program for six months in 1984 in 
the event that program is terminated. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1985 

The Conference approved the budget estimates for the 
fiscal year 1985, prepared by the Director of the 
Administrative Office and submitted by the Committee. The 
estimates, exclusive of the Supreme Court, the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, the Court of 
International Trade, and the Federal Judicial Center total 
$986,706,000, an increase of $106,984,000 over the amount 
recommended by the Appropriations Committees of the 
Congress for the fiscal year 1984, adjusted to reflect proposed 
supplemental al')propriations requests. Approximately 50 
oercent of the increases in the budget requests are for 
mandatory or uncontrollable costs such as within-grade salary 
advancements, promotions, increases in contract rates, and 
charges for equipment, services, and supplies and the continued 
demend for large increases in the charges for space rental by 
the U'eneral Serv.ices Administration. Provision has been made 
in the budget for an additional 1,289 permanent personnel 
positions. The Director was authorized to amend the budget 
estimates because of new legislation, action taken by the 
JUdicial Conference, or for any other reason the Director and 
the Budget Committee consider necessary and appropriate. 

The Conference also gave approval to including in the 
budget funds necessary to cover changes in the magistrates 
program that may be recommended by the Magistrates 
Committee at its meeting to be held in December, subject to 
any adjustments that may be necessary by reason of action of 
the Conference at its next session. 

The Conference also approved the conversion of 250 
authorized temporary bankruptcy clerical positions to 
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permanent posi.tions ~n? the conversion of 160 temporary 
bankruptcy clerIcal posItIons to temporary-indefinite. 

BUDGET CALL 

At the request of Judge Clark the Conference also 
approved changes in the Judiciary budget call to reflect 
current requirements and to provide for the allocation of 
pel'sonnel and other resources for court operations. Judge 
Clark noted that the formulatioT of budget estimates for 
sUbmission to the Cong-ress should be based on caseload 
projections nationwide and on staffing formulas approved by 
the JUdicial Conference. 

JUDICIAL ETIDCS COMMITTEE 

Judge Edward A. Tamm, Chairman of the statutory 
JUrlicial Ethics Committee, presented the report of the 
Committee. 

ACTIVITIES OF THE COMMITTEE 

Judge Tamm informed the Conference that the 
Committee had received 1,867 financial disclosure reports for 
the. calendar year 1982, including 953 reports from "judicial 
offIcers" and 914 reports from "judicial employees". Since 
Janu.ary 1, 1983. the Committee has also received 32 reports 
reqUIred to ~e flIed by nominees to judgeship positions. All 
reports su~mltt~d to the Committee are being reviewed by at 
~,e~st o~e Co~mIttee member to determine whether they were 
flIed In a tImely manner, are complete, and are in proper 

form" as required by 28 U.S.C. App. I 306(a). 

The Conference was informed that five judiciai 
employees had not yet filed reports for the calendar year 
1982. In the. absence of filing, the Committee, acting in 
accord~nce wIth the procedures previously adopted by the 
CommIttee and replorted to the Conference in Sept. 1980 
(Conf. Rept., p. 76), will consider a reference to the Attorney 
General under 213 U.S.C. App" I 304(b). 

REPORTING FORM AND INSTRUCTIONS 

The C~mmittee has endeavOl'ed to limit future changes 
in the reportmg form and instructions in ,order to facilitate 
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comparison of reports with those submitted in prior years, and 
to ease the burden on reporting individuals in preparing their 
reports. Consequently, the Committee has decided to retain 
the current form and instructions for use in making reports for 
the calendar year 1983 with only minor modifications. Th~se 
include an addition to Parts II and III of the form to permIt a 
reporting' individual to state affirmatively that the 
"Differences between investments reported last year and those 
reported this year, which are not explainE 4 in Part VII 
(Transactions) of the report, reflect changes in investments 
that the Act exempts from disclosure"; a certificatiop 
pertaining to participation in litig~tion to make i~ cle.ar ~~at It 
applies only to litig-ation in WhICh the reportIng IndIVIdual 
participated as a judicial officer or ~ judicia~ employee} ~nd an 
amendment to Section VII of the mstructIons pE"rtammg to 
trusts. 

Upon the recommendation of the Committee,. t~e 
Conference, in accordance with Section 303(c) of the EthICS m 
Government Act of 1978, approved the revised reporting form 
and instructions submitted by the Com mittee. 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey, Chairman of the 
Advisory Committee on Codes of Conduct, presented the 
report of the Committee. 

ACTIVITIES OF THE COMMITTEE 

Judge Markey informed the Conference that since its 
last report the Committee had received 17 inquiries. from 
persons subject to the various Codes o~ Cond~ct and had ~ss~ed 
13 advisory responses. The CommIttee IS also publIshIng 
Advisory Opinion 73 relating to Requests to Judges fO.r Letters 
of Recommendation. Judge Markey also adVIsed the 
Conference that the amendment to 28 U.S.C. 455, the 
disqualification statute, to enable a judge to consider the 
effect of disqualification on the public interest in certain 
limited circumstances, as previously approvr.;..: by the 
Conference, had been modified slightly and is expected to be 
acted upon by the Congress in the current session. 
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1 COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 

The written report of the Committee on Intercircuit 
Assignments, submitted by the Chairman Judge George L 
Hart, Jr., was received by the Conference. ' . 

The report indicated that during the period February 15 
19~3 to August 20, 1983 the Committee recommended si 
asslg'nments to .be undertaken by 59 judges. Of this numt ~r, 
o~e ~a~ a retired Supreme Court Justice, 16 were seluor 
c~rc~It J~dges, 9 were active circuit judges, 29 were senior 
dISt.rIC~ Judges, two were active district judges, one was a 
sen~or J.udge of the Court of International Trade and one was an 
active Judge of the Court of International Trade. 

Forty-three judges undertook 59 assignments to the 
~our~s of Appeals and 19 judges undertook 22 assignments to 
dIstrIct courts. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES OF 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 

Judge Edward T. Gignoux, Chairman of the Committee 
on Rules ?f Practice and Procedure, presented the report of 
the CommIttee. 

RULES ENABLING ACTS 

On April 21, 1983 the House Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Co?rts, Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice, of 
WhICh Congressman Robert W. Kastenmeier is the Chairman 
conducted hearings on the operation of the JUdicial Conferenc~ 
rules program. The witnesses included the Chairman of the' 
Standing Committee and representatives of the American Bar 
Association and the Public Citizen' Litigation Group. 
Subsequent to the hearing, Co:r:.'jressman Kastenmeier 
forwarded to the Chief Justice and to the Chairman of the 
Standing Committee a draft bill which would amend the Rules 
Enabling. A:t~ to modify the present rulemaking process in 
several SIgnifIcant respects. Mr. Kastenmeier made clear that 
the purpose of the draft bill was "to solicit formal comments 
prior to introduction." 

The draft bill would amend the Rules Enabling Acts to 
vest rulemaking authority in the Judicial Conference, rather 
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than in the Supreme Court, increase the time for Congressional 
consideration of proposed rules changes from 90 days (180 days 
for Evidence Rules) to nine months, and would specify how 
Committee members are to be selected and the procedures to 
be followed by the Committees. In response to Congressman 
Kastenmeier's inquiry, the Chief Justice advised that "the 
members of the Court see no reason to oppose legislation to 
eliminate this Court from the rulemaking process." 

After full consideration the Committee advised 
Congressman Kastenmeier of its views that the question of 
whether the Supreme Court should continue to promulgate 
rules amendments is a question of policy for the Supreme 
Court and the Congress, but that if a change is to be made, the 
authority to promulgate rules and rules ~mendm~nts should be 
vested in the Judicial Conference, eIther dIrectly or by 
deleO'ation from the Supreme Court. The Committee was 
further of the view that it is for Congress to determine the 
amount of time it needs to review proposed rules changes, but 
that a uniform waiting period should be provided for a.Il r~l~s. 
The Committee questioned, however, the need or desIrabIlIty 
for a nine-month waiting period? which would further extend 
the already lengthy time required to effect rules chang~s" and 
sug~ested that a 180 day waiting per:iod should b~ suffI,ment. 
The Committee was further of the VIew that the inClUSIOn of 
provisions in the statute on rules committee, membership and 
opera ting procedures would create an undeSIrable degree of 
inflexibiiity and suggested that these matters be left to the 
discretion of the JUdicial Conference. 

The Conference thereupon endorsed the views expressed 
in the Committee's letter to Congressman Kastenmeier. 

OPERATING PROCEDURES 

The testimony presented at the oversight he~rin~s 
indicated that some members of the bench, bar, and publIc, In 

spite of efforts to inform them, are unfamiliar with the 
functioning of the existing rulemaking ~rocess. ,T~~ result has 
been to create confusion and occaSIOnal crItICIsm. The 
Committee therefore developed a written statement of 
Procedures for the Conduct of Business by the Judicial 
Conference Committees on Rules of Practice and Procedure, 
which incorporates long-standing practices of the rulet: 
committees and most of the suggested procedural 
improvements. The statement, however, does not include a 
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requirement of open committee meetings which the 
Committee deemed to be neither necessary nor desirable. 
Judge Gignoux advised the Conference that the procedural 
statement will be widely published and will be included in any 
future submission of proposed rules amendments to the bench 
and bar for comment. 

LOCAL RULES OF COURT 

Judge Gignoux advised the Conference that the 
Com mittee has decided to initiate a study of local court rules, 
which have proliferated in recent years and have been 
increasingly criticized. In the meantime, the Advisory 
Committees on Civil and Appellate Rules have already begun 
stUdies of local rules of the district courts and the courts of 
appeals. 

ADVISORY COMMITTEES 

Judge Gignoux also informed the Conference that the 
amendments to the Federal Rules of Civil and Criminal 
Procedure and the new Bankruptcy Rules, approved by the 
Conference in September, 1982 (Conf. Rept., p. 85), and 
transmitted to the Congress by the Chief Justice in April, 
1983, became effective on August 1. 

At the last Committee meeting the Advisory 
Committees on Appellate, Civil and Criminal Rules presented 
to the Committee additional proposed rules amendments. The 
Committee decided to withhold the distribution of these 
propop;ed a.mendments to the bench and bar for comment until 
the rules changes then pending became effective. 
Subsequently, the proposed amendments to the rules of Civil 
and Criminal Procedure were transmitted to the bench and bar 
for comment. The publication of the proposed amendments to 
the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure for public comment 
has, however, been withheld to determine whether any further 
changes will be required when the Congress takes further 
action on the jurisdiction of bankruptcy courts. 

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
THE PROBATION SYSTEM 

Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat, Chairman of the Committee on 
the Administration of the Probation System, presented the 
Committee's report. 
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SENTENCING REFORM 

At its session in March, 1983 (Conf. Rept. p. 28) the 
Conference approved draft legislation, submitte~ b~ the 
Committee as an alterna.tive to proposals then pendI~g ,m the 
Congress which would create an independent commISSIon on 
sentenci~g, authorize the appellate review ?f sentences and 
create comprehensive statutor:y sentenc~ng procedures. 
Subsequently the draft bill was mtroduced m the Senate by 
Senator Dole as S. 1182, 98th Congress, and in the House of 
Representatives by Congressman Rodino as H.R. 3128, 98th 
Congress. At Senate hearings conducted last May on S', ~29, 
98th Congress, Judge Tjoflat recommend~d that the prOVISI?nS 
of S. 1182 be substituted as an alternative to the sentencmg 
provisions of S. 829. 

Thereafter the Senate Judiciary Committee favorably 
reDorted a new bill, the "Comprehensive Crime Control ~c~ of 
1983", S. 1762, 98th Congress, as a sUbstitute for the orIgI~al 
bill, S. 829. Title II of the new bill, relating to, sentencmg 
reform, incorporates some of the ~ecommendat~ons of the 
Conference, but continues to provIde for an mdependent 
Sentencing Commission within the JUdicial Bran,ch, rat~er ,than 
a JUdicial Conference Committee on Sentenc:mg GUldelm~s. 
The Commission would be a permanent body WIth seven VOtI~g 
members at least two of whom would be federal judges m 
regular dctive service. For the first six years the members 
would serve full-time but thereafter all members, except the 
Chairman would ser~e on a part-time basis. The function of 
developing guidelines for sentencing w,?uld ,remain the sa~e as 
in previous versions, but a sentencmg Jud~e, and a J~dge 
reviewing a sentence on appeal, would be, reqUIred t~, subm,It to 
the Commission as to each sentence Imposed, a wrItten 
report of the se~tence; the offense for which it is imposed; ~he 
age race and sex of the offender; information regardmg 
factors ~ade relevant by the guidelines, and such other 
information as the Commission finds appropriate." ~he 
Commission would also "monitor" the sentencmg 
recommendations that probation officers make to judges and 
would be empowered to "request such information, data, and 
reports from any .•• judicial officer as the, C?mmission may 
from time to time require." The CommISSIon would ~so 
assume the work of training probation officers, conduct~ng 
sentencing institutes, ~ollecting and disseminatin~ s~ntencmg 
data, and conducting r~search. Thus the CommISSIon would 
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unn~~essarily duplicate functions already performed by the 
JudICIal Conference, the Federal Judicial Center and the 
Administrative Office of the United States Courts. ' 

It was the view of the Committee that an independent 
SentenCing Comm,ission charged with extensive supervision and 
contro~ over, trIal and appeUa te sentencing judges and 
probation offIcers would constitute a substantial intrusion into 
a judicial function and would unnecessarily duplicate work 
cur~e~tly performed by the Judicial Conference, the Federal 
JudICIal Center and the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts. Upon the recommendation of the Committee 
the C0!lference reaffirmed its SUpport of the alternativ~ 
sentencmg proposals embodied in S. 1182 and H.R. 3128. 

SENTENCING INSTITUTES 

The Conference upon the recommendation of the 
Committee authorized the convening of a Joint Institute on 
SentenCing for the judges of the First Third and District of 
Columbia Circuits to be held at th~ Fede~al Correctional 
Ins~itution at OtiSVille, New York, April 30 to May 2nd, 1984, 
subject to approval of an agenda to be presented at the next 
session of the Conference. 

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 

Judge Robert E. DeMascio, Chairman of the Committee 
on the Bankruotcy System, presented the Committee's report. 

SURVEY OF THE NEED FOR BANKR UPTCY JUDGES 

At its session in September, 1982 (Conf. Rept., p. 88), 
the Conference, pursuant to Section 406(d) of the Bankruptcy 
Reform Act of 1978, recommended the creation of 304 
bankruptcy judges to be appointed under this statute and the 
location of their official stations. Upon the l'eCOm~endation 
of the Committee the Conference amended its 
recommendation in the followin~ respects: 

1. The: ~reation of one full-time bankruptcy judge 
POSItion for the Middle District of Louisiana in 
addition to the 304 positions previously 
recom mended. 
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2. The transfer of the regular place of office for 
the bankruptcy judge for the Western District 
of Louisiana from Lafayette to Opelousas. 

3. The elimination of the requirem<::nt that the 
bankruptcy judge for the Eastern District of 
Texas spend half of his time working in the 
Northern District of Texas. 

ARRANGEMENTS FOR BANKRUPTCY JUDGEB 

~ ----~--

The Conference upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, with the concurrence of the Judicial Council of 
the Seventh Circuit and the United States District Court for 
the Central District of Illinois, converted the part-time 
bankruptcy judge position at Danville from part-tim1e t~ full­
time status and directed that this change become effectIve as 
soon as possible. 

BANKRUPTCY INTERIM RULE 

Judge De Mascio informed the Conference that the 
Committee had reviewed and discussed the experience of the 
district courts and bankruptcy courts under the Interim Rule 
procedures recommended by the Judicial Conf~rence and 
adopted in all courts. He stated that the relatIvely small 
number of references of bankruptcy matters to the district 
courts and their subsequent disposition clearly demonstrates 
that the district courts are capable of disposing of all such 
matters in a timely fashion. The Interim Rule has thus averted 
the potential crisis resulting from the Supreme Court's decision 
on the constitutional limitation on the bankruptcy court's 
jurisdiction in the Northern Pipeline case. 

COMMl'ITEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 

Judg-e Otto R. Skopil, Jr., Chairman of the Committee 
on the Administration of the Federal Magistrates System, 
presented the Committee's report. 

CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 

At its session in March, 1983 (Coni'. Rept., p. 25), the 
Conference authorized the Executive Committee to consider 
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promptly any recommendation emanatinO' from the next 
meeting of the Magistrates Committee for

o 
an additional full­

time magistrate position at Montgomery in the Middle District 
of Alabama. Judge Skopil informed the Conference that the 
Executive Com mittee had approved the creation of this 
position. Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference ratified the action taken by its Executive 
Committee. 

Judge Skopil also stated that the Committee had 
commenced a study of all part-time magistrate positions at the 
two .lowest standard salary levels and had made inquiry to the 
magIstrates affected and the chief judges of their courts as to 
the need to re.tain each of the positions and the adequacy of 
the compensatIon. The responses are being compiled and will 
be analyzed by the Committee at its next meetinrr. In the 
meanwhile the Committee recommended that the bpart-time 
magistrate positions in these categories tha.t will expire before 
the ~ommittee and the Conference can act on the study be 
contm~ed for a?ditiona! four-year terms at the currently 
auth?rIZed salarIes, subject to later review as part of the 
speCIal study. The Conference approved this recommendation. 

After consideration of the report of the Committee and 
the recommendations of the Director of the Administrative 
Office, the district courts and the JUdicial Councils of the 
circu!ts, the Conference approved the following changes in 
sala~Ies and arrang-ements for full-time and part-time 
magIstrate positions, including the above recommendations. 
Unless. otherwise indicated, these changes are to become 
effective when appropriated funds are available. The salaries 
of full-time magistrate positions are to be determined in 
accordance with the salary plan previously adopted by the 
Conference. 

Maine: 

(1) 

FIRST CIRCUIT 

Authorized the clerk of court at Portland to 
perform the duties of a part-time magistrate for 
an additional four-year term at the currently 
authorized additional compensation of $936 per 
annum. 

-
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Massachusetts: 

(1) 

(2) 

Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Boston which is due to expire on June 13, 1984, for 
an additional eight-year term. 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Cape Cod National Seashore for an additional 
four-year term at the currently authorized salary 
of $4:680 per annum. 

SECOND CIRCUIT 

New York, Northern: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Watertown from $1,872 per annum to 
$10,400 per annum. 

New York, Southern: 

(1) Authorized a ninth full-time magistrate position at 
White Plains or New York City. 

New York, Eastern: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Brooklyn which is due to expire on May 13, 1984, 
for an additional eight-year term. 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

Virgin Islands: 

(1) 

Maryland: 

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Christiansted from $21,112 per annum 
to $31,800 per annum. 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Baltimore which is due to expire on September 30, 
1984, for an additional eight-year term. 
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(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Upper Marlboro for an additional four-year term 
at the currently authorized salary of $31,800 per 
annum. 

North Carolina, Western: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Charlotte for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $31,800 per annum. 

South Carolina: 

(1) 

(2) 

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

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Columbia for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $12,272 per annum, 
until conversion of the position to full-time status. 

West Virginia, Southern: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Huntington for an additional eight-year term. 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Lewisburg for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $936 per annum, 
subject to later review. 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

Louisiana, Eastern: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
N ew Orleans which is due to expire on August 31, 
1985, for an additional eight-year term. 

(2) Authorized a sixth full-time magistrate position at 
New Orleans. 

Louisiana, Western: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Lake Charles from $18,616 per annum 
to $21,112 per annum. 
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Mississippi, Northern: 

(1) Increased the aggregate compensation of the 
combination clerk-magistrate position at Oxford 
to that of a clerk of a large district court. 

Texas, Eastern: 

(1) Authoriz, j a second full-time magistrate position 
at Tyler. 

(2) Reduced the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Sherman from $31,800 per annum to 
$2,808 per annum upon the appointment of the 
second full-time magistrate at Tyler. 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 

Kentucky, Eastern: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Covington for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $6,656 per annum. 

Michigan, Western: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Kalamazoo from $6,656 per annum to 
$31,800 per annum. 

Ohio, Southern: 

(1) Authorized a second full-time magistrate position 
at Cincinnati. 

Tennessee, Middle: 

(1) Authorized a second full-time magistrate position 
at Nashville. 

(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Columbia upon the appointment of the second full­
time magistrate at Nashville. 
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SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Illinois, Central: 

(1) Converted the combination bankruptcy judge­
magistra~e position at Danville to a fUll-time 
magistrate position at Danville or Peoria. 

(2) Authorized the court to split the combination 
bankruptey judge-mL j'istrate position at Danville 
and to establish a part-time magistrate position at 
tha t location at a salary of $ 3,744 per annum, to 
serve until the full-time magistrate at Danville or 
Peoria is appointed. 

(3) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Peoria upon the appointment of the full-time 
magistrate at Danville or Peoria. 

Indiana, Northern: 

(1) Changed the location of the full-time magistrate 
position at South Bend to Fort Wayne. 

(2) Established a part-time magistrate position at 
South Bend at a salary of $21,112 per annum. 

(3) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Fort Wayne effective upon the appointment of the 
part-time magistrate at South Bend. 

(4) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Lafayette. 

Indiana, Southern: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Evansville for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $4,680 per annum. 

Wisconsin, Western: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Tomah for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $936 per annum, 
subject to later review. 
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EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

Arkansas, Western: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Texarkana for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $1,872 per annum, 
subject to later review. 

Iowa, Southern: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Burlington for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $3,744 per annum. 

Missouri, Eastern: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at St. 
Louis which is due to expire on September 30, 
1984, for an additional eight-year term. 

North Dakota: 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Fargo from $4,680 per annum to 
$31,800 per annum. 

(2) 

(3) 

Authorized the part-time magistrate at Fargo to 
perform the duties of bankruptcy judge at no 
actditional compensation. 

Waived the requirement of a full-field background 
investigation and authorized a complete review of 
the arrangements at Fargo next year. 

South Dakota: 

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Pierre and Rapid City for additional four-year 
terms at the currently authorized salary of 
$14,144 per annum for each position. 
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Arizona: 

NINTH CIRCUIT 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Flagstaff for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $4,680 per annum. 

California, Central: 

(1) 

Hawaii: 

(1) 

(2) 

Oregon: 

(1) 

(2~ 

Colorado: 

Continued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Santa Ana and San Luis Obispo for additional four­
year terms at the currently authorized salary of 
$16,120 per annum for each position. 

"~ 

Increased the salar~l of the pe.rt-time magistrate 
position at Honolulu from $,16';120 per annum to 
$31,800 per annum. 'fit 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Johnston Island for an additional four-year term at 
the currently authorized salary of $936 per annum, 
subject to later review. 

Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Portland which is due to expire on October 17, 
1984, for an additional eight-year term. 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Pendleton for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $2,808 per annum. 

TENTH CIRCUIT 

(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Colorado Springs from $21,112 per 
annum to $31,800 per annum. 

(2) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Grand Junction from $27,820 per 
annum to $31,i;00 per annum. 
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Kansas: 

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Kansas City for an additional eight-year term. 

New Mexico: 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Albuquerque for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary of the position from $27,820 
per annum to $31,800 per annum. 

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Santa Fe from $1,872 per annum to an 
annual rate of $31 1,800, for a three-month period. 
Following the three-month period, the salary of 
the position will be set temporarily at an annual 
rate of $3,744 per annum until the vacant part­
time positions at Roswell and Clovis (or Portales) 
are filled, abolished, or consolidated with other 
magistrate positions. At that time the salary ?f 
the part-time magistrate position at Santa Fe WIll 
revert to $1,872 per annum. 

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Las Cruces from $16,120 per annum to 
$18,616 per annum. 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Roswell for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $936 per annum, 
subject to later review. 

Oklahoma, Eastern: 

0) 

(2) 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Muskogee for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary of the position from $21,112 
per annum to $31,800 per annum. 

Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
McAlester for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary of the position from $1,B72 
per annum to $3,744 per annum. 
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(3) Dis(!ontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Sulphur. 

Oklahoma, Western: 

(1) Authorized a third full-time magistrate position at 
Olklahoma City, and authorized a review of the 
p()sition in two years or when an additional judge is 
appointed for the district, whichever is later. 

(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Altus. 

Wyoming: 

0) Fixed the salary of the magistrate position at 
Yellowstone National Park ,at 52 percent of the 
maximum salary of a full-time magistrate. 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Alabama, Middle: 

0) Ratified the action of the Executive Committee 
authorizing a second full-time magistrate position 
at Montgomery. 

Georgia, Northern: 

0) Continued the full-time magistrate p.:>sition at 
Atlanta which is due to expire on November 30, 
1985, for an additional eight-year term. 

(2) Authorized a fifth full-time magistrate position at 
Atlanta. 

(3) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Newnan (or La Grange) upon the appointment of 
the fifth full-time magistrate in Atlanta. 

Judge Skopil noted that the above changes in salaries 
and the creation of new positions are subject to the availability 
of funds. On behalf of the Committee he submitted a list of 
priorities for implementing changes which was approved by the 
Conference. 
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COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT THE 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 

Judg-e Thomas J. MacBride, Chairman of the Committee 
to Implement the Criminal Justice Act, presented the report of 
the Committee. 

APPOINTMENTS AND PA YMENTS 

Judge MacBride submitted to the Conference a 
su~~ary rep~rt on appointments and payments under the 
CrImmal JustIce Act for the six-month period ending March 
31, 1983. The report indicated that Congress had appropriated 
$32,215,000 for "Defender Services" for the fiscal year 1983 
and that projected obligations for the year are $34,215,000. A 
supplemental appropriations bill in the amount of $2,000,000 
was signed into 79.W on July 29, 1983. A recent revised 
projection of exp .::nditures indicates the need for an additional 
$900,000 for the current fiscal year and funds to offset this 
additional projected deficiency have been included in a 
supplemental request for the fiscal year 1984. 

During the first half of the fiscal year 1983, 
approximately 20,700 persons were represented under the 
Criminal Justice Act, compared to 19,4DO in the first half of 
the fiscal year 1982, an increase of 6.7 percent. The increase 
in appointments under the Act oarallels an 8.9 percent increase 
in crill}~.nal case filings during ~the twelve month period ending 
March 31, 1983. Of these persons, Federal Public and 
Community Defender Organizations represented 12,576 
persons, ,or 61 percent of the total representations, a 16.4 
percent Increase from the 10,805 appointments received by 
federal defenders during the first half of the fiscal year 1982. 

Judge MacBride stated that a comprehensive report for 
the entire fiscal year 1983 will be presented to the Conference 
at its session in March. 

BUDGET REQUESTS -
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS 

The Criminal Justice Act, as amended, requires each 
Federal Public Defender organization, established pursuant to 
18 U.S.C. 3006A(h)(2)(A), to submit a proposed budget to be 
approved by the Judicial Conference in accordance with 28 
U.S.C. 605. Judge MacBride stated that the Committee had 
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reviewed 15 requests for supplemental funding for the fiscal 
year 1984 and had reviewed requests for 33 of the 34 public 
defender organizations for the fiscal year 1985. The Federal 
Public Defender Organization for the District of Oregon, which 
was recently converted from a Com munity Defender 
Organization, will submit its fiscal year 1985 budget request 
for consideration by the Committee at its next meeting. 

The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved supplemental budget requests for the 
fiscal year 1984 for Federal Public Defender organizations as 
follows: 

California, Northern •••••••••. $ 
California, Eastern ••••••••••• 
Connecticut ••••••••••••••••••• 
Florida, Northern ••••••••••••• 
Hawai i ....................... . 
Illinois, Central & 

Southern & Missouri, 
Ea s t ern ........ ~ ........... . 

Kansas .......•...•..•. . , ..•.... 
Louisiana, Eastern •••••••••••• 
fvla r y 1 and. • • • • • . II • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Minnesota .................... . 
Nevada ..•..•... 0 •••••••••••••• 

New Mexico ................... . 
Tennessee, Middle ••••••••••••• 
Texas, Southern ••••••••••••••• 
Virgin Islands •••••••••••••••• 

TOTAL ...... 0' •••••••••••••• $ 

66,561 
51,267 
37,753 

7,336 
97,342 

101,709 
28,1772 
41,588 
26,329 
39,760 
58,161 
37,279 
54,667 
41,116 
12,518 

702,158 

The Conference, also upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved budget requests for the fiscal year 1985 
for Federal Public Defender organizations as follows: 

Arizona ....... o ••••••••••••••• $ 
California, Northern •••••••••• 
California, Eastern ••••••••••• 
Ca 1 i for n i a, Ce n t r a 1 • • • • • • • • • • • 
Co lor ado. e _ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Co nne c tic u t ••••••••••••••••••• 
Florida, Northern ••••••••••••• 
Florida, Middle ••••••••••••••• 
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880,045 
941,722 
798,588 

1,655,090 
382,038 
387,631 
246,042 
558,492 
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Florida, Southern ••••••••••••• 
Georgia, Southern ••••••••••••• 
Hawaii ....................... . 
Illinois 9 Central & 

Southern & Missouri, 
Ea s t ern ..•.•.•••..••..••.•. •. 

Kansas .....•..•...•...•....... 
Kentucky, Eastern ••••••••••••• 
Louisiana, Eastern •••••••••••• 
Ma r y 1 and. . . . . . • . . . . . . . • . • 0 • • • • 

l\1a s sac h use t t s • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Minnesota ..........•.......... 
Missouri, Western •.••••••••••• 
Nevada .............. 0 ••••••••• 

New J e r s e y ................... . 
New Me x i co ....•..•. 0 •••••••••• 

Ohio, Northern •••••••••••••••• 
Pennsylvania, Western ••••••••• 
Puerto Rico .................. . 
South Carolina •••••••••• ,J ••••• 

Tennessee, Middle ••••••••••••• 
Tennessee, Western •••••••••••• 
Texas, Southern .••••••.••••••• 
Texas, Western •••••••••••••••• 
Virgin Islands •••••••••••••••• 
Wa s h i n g ton, We s t ern ••••••••••• 
West Virginia, Southern ••••••• 

1,139,420 
310,651 
424,027 

315,495 
359,149 
285,541 
382,504 
734,785 
315,100 
254,618 
530,223 
443,864 
702,277 
331,396 
308,888 
317,200 
351,116 
308,840 
306,662 
197,939 
716 ,651. 
634,445 
432,490 
428,696 
211,618 

TOTi\L •••••••••••••••••••• $ 1 6,593,243 

Judge MacBride informed the Conference that the 
above budgets for the fiscal year 1985 were based on projected 
caseloads and that the Committee will entertain requests for 
supplemental funding if workloads or other factors warrant 
reconsidera tion of funding needs. 

GRANT REQUESTS -
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGi\NIZATIONS 

The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved supplemental sustaining grants for the 
fiscal year 1984 for the following Community Defender 
Organizations: 
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Federal Defender Program, 
Inc., Georgia, 
Nor the ~' n. • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • $ 

Federal Defender Program, 
Inc., Illinois, 
Northern ................ . 

TOTAL ............... $ 

21,813 

68,20 I. 

90,014 

The Conference also approved sustaining grants for the 
fiscal year 1985 for five of the six Community Defender 
Organizations as follows: 

Federal Defenders of San 
Diego, Inc. - California, 
Southern ••••••••••••••••• $ 

Federal Defender Program, 
Inc. - Georgia, 
Northern ................ . 

Federal Defender Program, 
Inc. - Illinois, 
Northern ................ . 

Legal Aid and Defender 
i\ssn. of Detroit, 
Federal Defender 
Division - Michigan, 
Ea s t ern ..•••.....•...••• 0 

Defender Assn. of Phila­
delphia, Federal Court 
Division - Pennsylvania, 
r.~a s t ern, .................. . 

TOTAL ..•......•..... $ 

1,256,495 

430,638 

730,914 

747,478 

_~l ,707 

3,717,232 

Judge MacBride stated that the Committee will 
consider the fiscal year 1985 grant request of the Commut?ity 
Defender Organization for the Eastern and Southern Districts 
of New York at its next meeting. 
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GUIDELINES 

The Committee submitted to the Conference the 
following amendments to the Guidelines for the Administration 
of the Criminal Justice Act which were approved by the 
Conference: 

1. An amendment to paragraph 2.22A to require 
counsel claiming I"ompensa tion in excess of $750 
to attach to the CJA10ucher a memorandum 
detailing t.he services provided (an increase from 
the existing $400 threshhold level) and to 
authorize a judicial officer to require the 
submission of such a. memorandum for a claim less 
than $750 in a district court and any amount in the 
court of appeals. 

2. An amendment to paragraph 2.22B to make it 
clear that the maximum compensation that may be 
paid under the Act is to be determined on the basis 
of the offense originally charged. " 

3. A new paragraph 2.22C, to encourage, in 
appropriate circumstances, a judicial officer to 
provide an explanation to appointed counsel of the 
reasons why a claim for compensation has been 
reduced, and redesignated paragraphs 2.22C and 
2.22D as paragraphs 2.22D and 2.22E, respectively. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 

H.R. 3233, 98th Congress, is a bill to vest authority in 
the Judicial Conference to establish hourly rates of 
compensa tion payable to counsel appointed under the Criminal 
Justice Act and to make periodic adjustments in these hourly 
rates for fair and reasonable compensation of counsel in the 
light of changing economic conditions. 

Judge MacBride informed the Conference that the 
Executive Committee had approved the following resolution 
which was subsequently transmitted to the Congress: 

The Judicial Conference of' the United States, 
through its Executive Committee, favors an 
amendment to the Criminal Justice Act which 
would authorize the JUdicial Conference to 
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establish and modify all dollar limitations on 
compensa tion under the Act. This would include 
the ,hourly rates of compensation for attorneys, 
the per-case compensation maxima for attorneys, 
and the limits relating to the compensation for 
investiga tive, expert and other services. 

Judge MacBride further stated, however, that the staff 
of the House Judiciary Com mittee was considering a proposal 
to incr ase the maximum hourly rates to $75 per hour for 
services performed by appointed counsel both in and out of 
court and to increase the maximum allowable compensation for 
various proceedings to a level below those contained in H.R. 
3233. After full discussion the Conference reaffirmed the 
action of its Executive Committee. The Conference also 
indicated that an increase in the hourly rate to $75 per hour, 
both in and out of court, and increasing the maximum 
compensation to $5,000 for a felony case, $1,500 for a 
misdemeanor, $3,000 for an appeal, and $1,000 for other 
proceedings, with authority in the judicial council of the 
circuit to set rates on a district-by-district basis within the 
maximum hourly rates and maximum allowable compensation 
established by the statute or the JUdicial Conference, would be 
acceptable. 

RATIFICATION OF EXPENSES INCURRED PRIOR 
TO AUTHORIZATION 

At its session in September, 1982 (Conf. Rept. p. 111) 
the Conference, upon the recommendation of the Committee, 
amended paragraph 3.02B of the Guidelines for the 
Administration of the Criminal Justice Act to reflect the 
present language of the Act prohibiting nunc pro tunc 
approvals of payments for investigative, expert, or other 
services costing in excess of $150. The Committee is of the 
view, however, that judges and magistrates should have the 
flexibility to give retroactive approval of expenses incurred for 
these services. Upon the recommendation of the Committee, 
the Conference approved and authorized the transmittal to 
Congress of proposed legislation~ submitted by the Committee, 
to allow a judge or magistrate to approve in the interest of 
justice and upon a finding that timely procurement of 
necessary services could not await prior authorization, 
payment' for such services, after they have been obtained, even 
where the cost of such services exceeds $300. 
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LEGAL MALPE,ACTICE 

The Conference authorized the Committee to give 
further consideration to a provision contained in H.R. 3233, 
98th Congress, to authorize the Director of the Administrative 
Office to obtain legal malpractice insurance or hold harmless 
defenders sued in legal malpractice actions. 

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE CRIMINAL LAW 

Judge John D. Butzner, Jr., Chairman of the Committee 
on the Administration of the Criminal Law, presented the 
report of the Committee. 

BAIL REFORM 

The Conference in March, 1983 (Conf. Rept., p. 29), 
approved the various suggestions of the Committee to amend a 
draft bill, submitted for consideration by the House Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the 
Administration of Justice, to reform the Bail Act of 1966. 
Judge Butzner stated that the draft bill was subsequently 
amended to conform in all substa.ntial respects with the 
position taken by the Conference and was then introduced by 
Congressman Kastenmeier as H.R. 3005, 98th Congress. 

Judge Butzner reported that the Committee had again 
considered the proposals contained in this bill and had reviewed 
S. 215, 98th Congress, and the bail reform provisions contained 
in S. 829, 98th Congress, the "Comprehensive Crime Control 
Act of 1983." The principal difference between the Senate 
bills and the House bill is a provision in the pl'ocedures 
established for the preventive detention of persons accused of 
Federal criminal law offenses. While the Committee considers 
these provisions to be matters of policy for Congressional 
determination, it was concerned that a provision in the Senate 
bills prohibiting a judicial officer from imposing a financial 
condition that results in the pretrial detention of a person may 
require the release of a person who claims he is unable to meet 
a financial condition of release which the court had determined 
was required in order to assure the person's future 
appearance. The Senate Committee report on S. 215, S. Rept. 
98-147, indicated that this was not the intended effect of the 
provision. The Conference thereupon approved a 
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recommendation of the Committee that this provision in S. 215 
and S. 829 be amended to conform with the legislative intent 
expressed in the Senate report. 

COMPREHENSIVE CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1983 

S. 829, 98th Congress, the "Comprehensive Crime 
Control Act of 1983" does not attempt an overall revision of 
Title 18, United States Code, as had prior criminal code reform 
bills. Rather it provides for a number of reforms in the 
Federal criminal justice system including, inter alia, reforms in 
bail as discussed above, sentencing, forfeiture, the formulation 
of the insanity defense, and procedures for civil commitment. 
The bill also contains SUbstantive and procedural amendments 
to specific criminal offenses. Judge Butzner informed the 
Conference that the Committee had reviewed the provisions of 
S. 8'29 and had comments with respect to only two of its 
provisions. 

The bill would amend Rule 704, Federal Rules of 
Evidence, to prohibit an expert witness, who testifies with 
respect to the mental state or condition of a defendant, from 
stating an opinion or inference as to whether the defendant did 
or did not have the mental state or condition constituting an 
element of the crime charged or of a defense thereto. The 
Committee expressed concern that the language, as drafted, 
failed to address lay witnesses and noted that the amendment, 
if adopted, was likely to produce difficult questions on appeal 
as to whether the Rule had in fact been violated. The 
Committee, however, made no recommendation concerning 
this provision of the bill. 

The bill also includes a provision making it a crime to 
threaten or injure a family member of a United States judge in 
circumstances relating to the performance of the judge's 
duties. The Committee recommended that the Conference 
endorse this provision as well as reiterate its endorsement of 
legislation to make it a crime for a person to threaten with 
bodily harm or seek to intimidate officers and employees of 
the United States courts. (See Conf. Repts. Sept. 1980, p. 105, 
and Sept. 1981, p. 94). The Conference approved the 
recommendation of the Committee. 
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WITNESS SECURITY 

S. 474, 98th Congress, would provide for the protection 
of Government witnesses in criminal cases and S. 1178, 98th 
Congress, would provide for the rights of third parties seeking 
to enforce court judgm ents directed against protected 
witnesses. Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference endorsed the provisions of S. 474 making an 
ag-reement entered into between the Attorney General and a 
protected witness not legally enforceable. and authorizing a 
district court to overturn the Attorney General's decision not 
to disclose the identity and location of a protected witness to a 
judgment creditor only upon a finding that the Attorney 
General's decision was arbitrary and capricious. 

NATIONAL VIOLENT CRIME PROGRAM 

S. 889, 98th Congress, is a bill to authorize 
appropriations to the Department of Justice to carry out the 
National Violent Crime Program. The Committee concluded 
that the bill was primarily concerned with matters of policy 
with respect to which the Conference should not take a 
position other than to support the general purposes of the bill. 
The Committee recommended that the Conference take no 
position with respect to the specific provisions of the bill, but 
tha t it encourage Congress to consider the bill hI conjunction 
with the effect it would have on the Federal criminal caseload 
and the needs of the Federal judiciary. This recommendation 
was approved by the Conference. 

COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION OF THE 
JURY SYS1'EM 

Judge June L. Green, a member of the Committee on 
the Operation of the Jury System, presented the report of the 
Committee, in the absence of the Chairman, Judge T. Emmet 
Clarie. 

JUROR QUALIFICATION QUESTIONNAIRE 

The Committee submitted to the Conference a revised 
juror qualification form for Conference approval as required by 
28 U.S.C. l869(h). Judge Green explained that the form has 
been reduced in size to avoid the necessity of paying additional 
postage charges for oversized material. The content of the 
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form remains the same except that it includes a provision for a 
prospective juror to indicate whether or not the juror is 
Hispanic. The Conference thereupon approved the new form. 

IMPLEMENTATION COMMI'M'EE ON ADMISSION 
OF ATTORNEYS TO FEDERAL PRACTICE 

Judge James R. Miller, Jr., in the absence of Judge 
James Lawrence King, Chairman of the Implem( .tation 
Committee on Admission of Attorneys to Federal Practice, 
presented the Committee's report. 

Judge Miller stated that the Committee had spent 
considerable time in discussing the timing and appropriate 
methods of performing an evaluation of the pilot program now 
being conducted among the 13 United States district courts 
experimenting with the implementation of Federal attorney 
admission standards and had received advice and assistance 
from Professor Levin and the staff of the Federal JUdicial 
Center. After consideration of the various purposes to be 
served by the evaluation, as originally envisioned by the 
Conference in 1979 (Conf. Rept., p. 103), the Committee 
determined to commence an evaluation in the near future with 
a targeted completion date of July 1, 1985. The eValuation 
will address the following issues: 

1. Have the projections of certain negative 
effects stem ming from the pilot program 
been realized? 

2. 

3. 

4. 

What have been the economic and resource 
costs of implementing and applying 
separate Federal admission standards? 

What have been the most significant 
developments in each facet of the pilot 
program as conceived by the Devitt 
Committee in its 1979 report to the 
Judicial Conference? 

Is it now possible to assess the causes of 
whatever change there has been in the state 
of Federal trial advocacy on either an 
objective or subjective basis? If so, what 
have been those causes? 
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The Conference thereupon authorized the Committee to 
undertake an evaluation, with the assistance of the Federal 
Judicial Center, to be completed on or about July 1, 1985. 

COMMITTEE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT COUNCIL 
CONDUCT AND DISABILITY ORDERS 

The written report of the Committee to Review Circuit 
Council Conduct and Disability Orders, submitted by the 
Cha.irman, Judge Clement F. Haynsworth, Jr., was received by 
the" Conference. 

The report indicated that the Committee, since its last 
meeting, had received a petition to review an order of the 
United States Claims Court affirming the dismissal of a 
complaint by its Chief Judge. Consistent with its position, 
stated in its last report to the Conference, that the Committee 
had no authority to review court action approving the dismissal 
of a complaint by its Chief Judge (Conf. Rept., Mar. 1983 p. 
36), the Committee reported that the petition had been 
dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. 

AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE LAW CLERK 
SELECTION PROCESS 

Judge Carl McGowan, Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on the Law Clerk Selection Process, reported that 
because of the short period of time the March, 1983 
Conference resolution on the selection of law clerks has been 
in effect (Conf. Rept. p. 36), the Committee has not had an 
opportunity to consider its operation. 

Members of the Conference, however, related their" 
experiences in considering law clerk applications and some of 
the difficulties involved in postponing the review of law clet'k 
applications until September 15th when many applicants have 
already returned to school. After full discussion the 
Conference voted to change the date for considering law clerk 
apf.>lications from September 15th to July 15th. The resolution, 
as amended, is as follows: 
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Applications for law clerkships will neither be 
received nor considered prior to July 15 after 
completion of the student's second year of law 
school. This policy shall be effective imm edia tely 
for a trial period of two years, at which time it 
will be reexamined by the Conference at its March 
1985 meeting in light of the experience under it 
and with the benefit of the views of all federal 
judges formed by reference to that experience. 

ELECTIONS 

The Conference, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 62I(a)(2), elected 
Bankruptcy Judge John J. Galgay to membership on the Board 
of the Federal Judicial Center for a term of four years 
succeeding Bankruptcy Judge Lloyd George whose term e~pires 
on October 1, 1983. 

PRETERMISSION OF TERMS 
OF THE COURTS OF APPEALS 

The Conference, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 48, approved the 
pretermission of terms of court of the United States Court of 
Appe~s ~or the Tenth Circuit at OklaholllJ. City, Oklahoma, 
and WIChIta, Kansas during the calendar year 1984. 

RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 

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

Warren E. Burger 
Chief Justice of the United States 

October 28, 1983 
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Accommodations; Court Quarters and •..••••••••••.• 
Additional Judgeships ••••..•.•••.••••••••.•••••• 
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States ................................... . 
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Admission of Attorneys to Federal Practice: 

Equal Employment Opportunity Report ••••••••••.• 
JUdicial Business of the Courts ••...•••••.••••.•• 
Report of the Director •.••..••••••.•.••••••••• 
Statistical Records .•.••.••••••.••••.••••••••. 

Committee on; Report of ••...•••••••••••.•.••• 
Advisory Commission on Inter:governmental 

Rela tions ................................. . 
Age Discrimination in Employment Act 

of 1967 ... ~ ..................... 0 ••••••••• 

American Bar Association •••••.•••••••••••••••••• 
Appellate Rules, Advisory Committee on •.•••.••.•..• 
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Attorney General ............................. . 
Automation .................. G •••• 0 ••••••• ,' •• 
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Bail Reform Legislation .•••.••..••.••••••••••••• 
Bankruptcy Clerical Positions ••.••••.••••••••••••• 
Bankruptcy Interim Rules .•.•••••••••••••..•.•..• 
Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1978 •••.••..••.••••.••• 
Bankruptcy Rules; Advisory Committee on •.•••••••••• 
Bankruptcy System: 

Arrangements for Bankruptcy Judges •••••••••••••• 
Bankruptcy Interim Rules ••.••••••••.•••••••••. 
Bankruptcy Legislation .•••• '! !' ~ •••••••••••••• 

Bankruptcy Workload •• 0 •••••••••••• 0 ••••••••• 

Committee on, Report of ••• 0 •••••••••••••••••• 

Chapter 13 Administration; Guidelines 
on •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••• 

Survey of the Need for Bankruptcy 
Judges •••••••••••••••••••.••••••••..••• 

Biennial Survey of Judgeship Needs •.••••••••••••••• 
Boards: 

Certification; Election to •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Federal Judicial Center; Election to .••••••••••••• 

Budget: 
Additional Supporting Personnel ••••••••••••••••• 
Appropriations for FY 1985 ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Budget Call .................................. . 
Committee on; Report of •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Requests, Federal Public Defenders •••••••. " ••••••• 
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Budget (continued) 
Supplemental Appropriations for FY 1984 •••..••.•.• 

Cameras in Courtroom (see Photographs) 
Cases cited: 

Maine v. Thiboutot ......... It ................... . 

Mitchum v. Foster .. 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Northern Pipeline v. Marathon .•••••.......•..... 
Owen v. City of Independence •.•••••.........•.. 
Younger v. Harr is . • • . • • . . . • . . • • . • . • • • • . • • • • . • 

Certification Board, Election to ....•..•..•••..•.•. 
Circuit Councils (see JUdicia! Councils) 
Civil Rules, Advisory Committee on ••.•...•••.••.•• 
Claims Court ................... 0 ••••••••• t'I ••• 

Clerks of Courts: 
Codes of Conduct for ••.•.••.•.•...••••.••••••• 
Leave Records of Court Reporters ...••.••••.••••. 

Codes of Conduct: 
Activities of Committee •.....•••••••..•....••. 
Advisory Committee on; Report of •••••••....•..• 
Clerks of Court and Probation Officers ...•..••..•. 

Commission on Executive, Legislative and 
JUdicial Salaries •.••..••••..•••••.•....•••••. 

Community Defender Organizations; Grant 
Requests .................................. . 

Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1983 .•.•••.••••• 
Conduct and Disability Orders; Committee 

to Review Circuit Council •••..•.•••.•.••..••••• 
Court Administration: 

Additional Judgeships ••..•.••.••.•••..•••.••.• 
Administrative Office Statistical 

Records ... -:. ............................. . 
Advisory Commission on Intergovernment 

Relations ..................................................... .. 
Annual and Sick Leave for Law Clerks and 

Secre taries ........................................... II ........ .. 

Appeals from the International Trade Commission 
and Certifications from District Courts to 
the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit ............................................................ .. 

Automation ............................................................. .. 
Certification of Questions of State Law •..•.••••••• 
Committee on; Report of •••.••••.•••••.•.•••.• 
Court Quarters and Accommodations •••.•• ~ ••••••• 
Court Reporters ............................................... ~ ... , .. .. 

Annual Leave .................. ~ ...................... . 
Fees .............. co ••••••••••••••••••• 

Posi tions .... 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Courtroom Facilities •••.•••••••••.•••••••••.• 
Depository Libraries •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Discrimination in Employment. •••••.••••••••••.• 
Distribution of Reports ••••••••••..•.••••••••.• 
Electronic Sound Recording ••••••.•••••••••••••. 
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Court Administration (continued) 
Federal Tort Claims Act .••.••..••.••.••.•.•••• 
Frivolous Litigation •...•••.•.•.•.••.•••.••••. 
Habes Corpus Reform •.•.•.•••..•.•.•.•..•.••• 
Judgeships; Additional •.•.•.••..•.•••...••.•.• 
Judicial Reform Act of 1982 •.•••.•.••••••••• 0 •• 

Limitation on the Jurisdiction of Federal 
Courts over State Cases .•••••••.••.••••.••• 

Peremptory Challenges of Judges •••.•.••..•••••• 
Places of Holding Court ••.•••...•••.•..•.•.••. 
Race to the Courthouse •.•••...••••.••••.•.••• 
Retirement Coverage for Law Clerks •••.••••••• 0 •• 

Salaries of Article I Judges and Supporting 
Judicial Officers •••••••••.••••.•.•••••.•. 

Supervisory Staff Attorneys •.•••••.••••• Q ...... . 

Supporting Personnel •.••.••.••••••••..••••••. 
Court Facilities .............................. . 
Court Quarters and Accommodations ••• • •••.•••.•.•• 
Court Reporters: . 

Annual Leave .............................. . 
Electronic Sound Recording •••.••••.•.•.•.•••••. 
Fees of ............... 0 ••••••••• 0 • •••••••• 

Manual for ... 0 ••••••••••••••• • • " ••••••••••• 

Outside Employment ..••••••••.•.•••.•..• • •..• 
Positions ......... 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Transcript Format .•••.•••..•••.••••••••.••.. 
Courtroom Photographs ••.•.•.••.•••••••.•.••••• 
Courts: 

Appeals 
Federal Circuit, Certifications from district 

courts ............................... . 
Pretermission of Terms .••.•.•.•.••.•.••.••. 

District 
Places of Holding Court .....••.•..•.•..•••. 

Criminal Justice Act: 
Amendments ........ ~ 0 ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Appointments and Payments •.••••••••.••••.•.•. 
Budget Requests, Federal Public 

Defenders ............................. . 
Committee on; Report of •••••.•..••••••••..•.• 
Grant Requests, Community Defender 

Organizations .................. ~ ........... . 
Guidelines ................................ . 
Legal Malpractice •..••.••.••••••••••.••••.•• 
Ratification of Expenses Incurred Prior to 

Authorization ................... 0 •••••• 0 • 

Criminal Law: 
Bail Reform Legislation •.•••.••••••••••••••••• 
Committee on; Report of .••••••••••• • ••.•••••• 
Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1983 .•••••••. 0 

National Violent Crime Program •••••• • •.•• • ••••• 
Witness Security •••••••••• • ••• • • • •.•••••••••• 
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Criminal Rules; Advisory Committee on •••••...••.... 
Depository Libraries .......•..•••••....••••...•• 
Discrimina tion in Employment ..••••....•••.•.•••.. 
Distribu tion of Reports •..•••.•..•.•.•.....••.••. 
Elections ........................... w ............ . 

Electronic Sound Recording .•.•.•.••••••••••.••••• 
Ad Hoc Committee to Monitor Regulations .•.•..••• 

Equal Employment Opport~mity P~ans •...•••.•••••.•• 
Ethics (see JUdicial Ethics CommIttee) 
Evidence Rules ........................... _ . 0 .... . 

Executive Committee Actions ..•....•••...•••..••. 
Changes in Magistrates Positions •••.•••..•..•..•• 
Criminal Justice Act Amendments ..•..•..••.••••• 
Social Security Amendments A(~t of 1983 ••.•••••••• 

Federal Courts Impro'/ement Act of 1982 •••••••••••.• 
Federal JUdicial Center: 

Board; Election to ............... t.' ................ .. 

Electronic Sound Recording; Report of 
study .................................... .. 

Frivolous Litigation ..••••••.•.•••..•.•.•...•• 
Questions of State Law; Study on •.•.••..••••.•••• 
Report of the Director •....•••.••.•..•.•...••• 

Federal Public Defenders 
Budget Requests ................................. t..' ..... . 

Legal Malpractice Insurance ••.•••..••.•..•. ' •••. 
Oregon; District of ......................... 0 ...... • ' ••• 

Fees of Court Reporters ...•.•.••...••.•.•.•..••. 
Financial Disclosure Reports •..•••.....•••••••••.• 

Distribu tion of .................... r. ............... .. 

References to Attorney General •••••.•.••.•.•..• 
Review of Reports ...... ;:, ........ " . e ............. . 

Frivolous Litigation ...•...••.•...••....•••.•..• 
General Services Administration: 

Memorandum of Understanding .••.••.•..••.••.•. 
Space Rental Appropriations; FY 1985 .•••••••••••• 

Grand Jury Reform Legislation •••.••.•.•••.••••..• 
Grant Requests, Community Defender 

Organizations .............................. . 
Guidelines: 

Chapter 13 Administration ••••••..••••••••..•••• 
Criminal Justice Act ••••••••.•••••••••••••••• 
Sen tenc ing . . .. .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . ", . . ," 
Staff Attorneys ........................... 0 • 

Habeas Corpus Reform •••••••••••••••.••.••••.•• 
Intercircuit Assignments; Committee on, 

Report of ..................... _ . e __ •• 7' •• 

Interlocutory Appeals; Corrective 
legislation ......................... 0 ••••••• 

Intergovernment Relations; Advisory 
Commission on ..•••••••••••••••••••••• ' .•• 

International Trade Commission; App~als 
_fro m the ................ ff • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
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Judges: 
Article I; Salaries of ..•.•••.••.••••...•.•.••.• 
Bankruptcy: 

Arrangments for ••.•• , ...•••.••.••.••••••• 
Salaries of part-tim e ..••..•......••.••...• 
Survey of the Need for .•.•...••••.•••..•..• 

Peremptory Challenges of ...................... . 
Senior; Social Security •..•...•••..•.•••.••..•• 
Supporting Personnel •.•...•....•...••...•...• 

Judgeships, Additional ..•......••.•.•..•...••.•. 
JUdicial Branch: 

Committee on; Report of ..•.......••.••.••.•.. 
Quadrennial Salary Commission .•.•••......•••••• 
Social Security Amendments Act of 1983 ••••••••••• 

Judicial Business of the Courts .•....•.•..••.....•• 
JUdicial Conference: 

Call of .................................... . 
Release of Action ............................ . 

JUdicial Councils: 
Court Quarters and Accommodations •••...••.•.•.. 

JUdicial Ethics: 
Activities of the Committee .•..••••.•••..•••••• 
A ttorney General; R~erences to .•..•••.••••••••. 
Committee on; Report of .•••..••••••.••••••••• 
Reporting Forms and Instructions ••..•.•••••••••• 

Distribu tion of •••••••••••••••••••••.••••• 
Review of Reports •.••.••••.••.••••.•••••.••.• 

JUdicial Improvements; Subcommittee on •••.••.•.•••. 
JUdicial Panel on Multidistrict 

Litiga tion •..••••••••••••.•••.•••••••••..•• 
Judi~ial Reform Act of 1982 •••••••••••••••••••••• 
,Judicial Survivors Annuity Act •••.••.••.•••.•••••• 
Jurisdiction of Federal Courts over State Cases; 

Limitation on the .•.•••••••..•...•.••.••••..• 
Juror Qualifications; Questionnaire ••.••••..•.•..••• 
Jury System: 

Committee on; Report of ••.••••••••••••••••••• 
Grand Jury Reform Legislation ••••.•••.•••.••••• 
Juror Qualification Questionnaire .•.••.••••••.••• 

Law Clerks: 
Ad Hoc Committee on Selection Process ••..••••.•• 
Annual Leave for .••.••.•••••••.••...•••.•••. 
Retirement Coverage for ••••••••••.•••.••••••• 

Law Clerk Selection Process: 
Committee on, Report of .•••••••••.•.••••.•••• 

Leave Act ••.•••••••••.••••••••.••••••••••••• 
Legislation: 

Additional Judgeships •.•.••••••••••••••••••••• 
Appeals fr9m the International Trade Commission 

and Certifications from District Courts to the 
Courts of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit ••••••••••.••••••••••••••.••••.• 
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Legislation (continued) 
Bail Reform ............................... . 
Bankruptcy ............................... . 
Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1983 •.••••.••. 
Criminal Justice Act; Amendments to ..••••.•...•. 
Discrimina tion in Employment •..•••••..•.•• • •.•• 
Depository Libraries ..•..•.•.•..•.••.••.••••.•. 
Frivolous Litigation; Exhaust State 

Remedi(Js .•••..•. 0 •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Grand Jury Reform ........•....•....•... • .•.. 
Habeas Corpus Reform ••.•.••.••••.••••••.•••. 
Intergover~m~nt Relations; Advisory 

CommIssIon on •••..•.••.•.••••••••.•..•.• 
Judicial Reform Act of 1982 .••.••. ~ .•.••..•. • .. 
Judicial Survivors Annuity Act .•..•.•••••.•••.•• 
Jurisdiction of Federal Courts over State 

Cai)'es; Limitation on the ..•..•.•.••••.•...•• 
Legal Malprac tice ..... t, ••••••••••••••••••••• 

National Violent Crime Program .•.••..•..••••.•• 
Pacific Territories •.•••...••.•.••••.•• • •.•.•• 
Peremptory Challenges of Judges •..•.••.••••.••• 
Places of Holding Court ••.•.•..••••.••.•.•.••• 
Ratification of Expenses Incurred Prior to @ 

Authorization; Under CJA ...•....••••.•••••• 
Rules Enabling Acts ..... 0 •••••••••••••••••••• 

Salaries of Article I Judges and Supporting 
JUdicial Officers •.••.•.••.••.•.••..•.•••. 

Sent:::-ncing Reform ..•••.•••.••••..••••••.••.•. 
Social Security Amendments Act of 1983 .••••.• '" ••• 
Tra.vel Regulations for Magistrates ..•.••.••••.•.• 
Witness Security ...................... · ..... . 

Libraries ..... eo ............................. . 

Magistrates System: 
Changes in Magistrates Positions .....• , ••.••••.•. 
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Places of Holding Court ••••••••.•.•.••••.•.••..• 
Pretermission of Terms of the Courts of 

Appeals ......... It _ •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Probation Officers; Code of Conduct for ••.•••..•..•• 
Probation System: 
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Release of Conference Action •.•.••.•...••.•....•• 
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Evidence Rules .............................. . 
Local Rules of Court ...••.••...••.•..•...••.. 
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Magistra tes ............................... . 
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Com missior •.. tt •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 

Institu tes ................................. . 
Reform ....................... ~ .......... . 
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Staff Attorneys, Supervisory .••....•.•..•••••••••. 
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Statistics: 

Bankrup tcy Workload •••.•••••••.•••••.•.••..• 
Records of the Administrative Office ••••...•••••• 

Supporting Personnel: 
Additional ...... 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 • 

Salaries of Judicial Officers ••••.••.•••••••.•••• 
Territorial Courts •••..•.••••••.••••.•••.••••••• 
Threa ts to judicial employees ••••••.•.••..•••••••. 
Torts Claims Act; Federal ••••••.•..•••.•••.•.•••• 
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ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 

FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1983 

To: The Chief Justice of the United States, Chairman, and Pilembers 
of the JUdicial Conference of the United States 

Pursuant to the provisions of Title 28 Section 604(a)(3) of the 
United States Code, I have the honor to report on the business of the 
courts and activities of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. This report is 
submitted in the following subdivisions: 

JUdicial Business 

JUdicial Ad ministra tion 

JUdicial Appropriations and Expenditures 

Report of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under Title 
28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) 

Report of Fees and Expenses Awarded Under the Equal 
Access to Justice Act of 1980 

Equal Employment Opportunity Program of the JUdicial 
Conference 

JUDICIAL BUSINm3S 

COUR'ffi OF APPEALS 

The Federal Courts Improvement Act of 1982 established a new 
court of appeals under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 41, tfii~ Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit. This court, which was created by joining the 
appellate division of the U.S. Court of Claims with the U.S. Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals, began operations on October 1, 1982. 
The court also has jurisdiction over patent infringement decisions 
appealed from district courts and final orders and decisions of the 
Merit Systems Protection Board and the various agency boards of 
contract appeals. Because of the unique nature of the workload of the 
new court, statistics have been maintained separately from all other 
courts of appeals. 

During the first nine months of the court's operations, there 
were 694 appeals filed. There was an increase in filings during each 
successive quarter. The court disposed of 429 appeals during the 
period, 126 of which were withdrawn prior to decision with 303 decided 
by the court. This left 528 appeals pending on the court's docket on 
June 30, 1983. By comparison, there were 263 cases on the court's 
docket when it beg~n operations on October 1, 1982. 
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Within the other 12 courts of appeals, filings continued to in­
crease during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. There 
were 29,630 appeals filed during the year, 6.0 percent above filings in 
1982. Filings per authorized three-judge panel rose to 673 this year, its 
highest level ever. 

The courts of appeals also saw an increase in dispositions this 
year with 28,660 appeals terminated. This was an increase of 2.4 
percent over 1982. Last year the courts increased their disposition 
rate by nearly 12.0 percent. Since the courts did not manage to dispose 
of cases at the same rate new appeals were filed, the pending caseload 
rose this year. The 22,480 appeals pending on June 30, 1983, was 4.5 
percent above the 21,510 pending one year ago. 

Table 1 
U.s. Courts of Appeals 

Apptals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1976 through 1983 

Commenced 

Author-
ized Gases 

Judge- Per Termi- Pend-
Year ships Number Panel nated ing 

1976 · . 97 18,408 569 16,426 14,110 
1977 · . 97 19,118 591 17,784 15,444 
1978 · . 97 18,918 585 17,714 16,648 
1979 · . 132 20,219 460 18,928 17,939 
1980 · . 132 23,200 527 20,887 20,252 
1981 · . 132 26,362 599 25,066 21,548 
1982 · . 132 27,946 635 27,984 21,510 
1983 · . 132 29,630 673 28,660 22,480 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1976 · . 36.1 61.0 18.3 74.5 59.3 
1982 •• - 6.0 6.0 2.4 4.5 

The overall 6.0 percent increase in appeals filed resulted 
primarily from a 7.8 percent rise in appeals of civil decisions from 
district courts. Appeals of U.S. civil actions rose 5.5 percent while 
appeals of private civil actions rose by 8.8 percent. Appeals of bank­
ruptcy decisions rose a SUbstantial 35.2 percent but represented an 
increase of only 179 cases. Appeals of criminal cases from district 
courts were up only 0.5 percant while appeals of administrative agency 
decisions were down 1.6 percent compared with the previous year. 
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Table 2 
U.s. Courts of Appeals 

Source of Appeals 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Percent 
Source 1982 1983 Change 

Thi:s.I •.••.....•......••• 27,946 29,630 6.0 

U.S. District Courts 
Criminal ................ 4,767 4,790 0.5 
Civil 

U.S. Orlly •...........• 5,517 5,820 5.5 
Priva te Only •••••• 0 ••• 13,267 14,429 8.8 

Other Appeals 
Bankruptcy •••••••••••••• 509 688 35.2 
Administrative Agency •••••• 3,118 3,069 -1.6 
Original Proceedings •••••••• 768 834 8.6 

STATUS OF JUDGESHIP POSITIONS 

On June 30, 1983, there were 144 judgeship positions authorized 
for the U.S. courts of appeals. This includes the 12 positions author­
ize~ .for the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. Only 4 of the 
pOSItions were vacant at the end of the year. These vacancies ranged 
In length from 1 to 18 months. In addition to the authorized positions 
there were 55 senior judges in courts of appeals on June 30,1983. 

In 'U.S. district courts there were 515 authorized positions on 
June 30, 1983, the same as last year. There were 25 vacant positions 
at the end of the year which had been vacant from 1 to 17 months. The 
two positions reported last year as vacant since their creation in 1978 
were filled during the current reporting year. Therefore, all positions 
created by the Judgeship Act of 1978 have been filled. In addition to 
the authorized positions in district courts, there were 175 senior dis­
trict judges on June 30,1983. 

Year 

1976 ••• 
1977 ••• 
1978 ••• 
1979 ••• 
1980 ••• 
1981 ... 
1982 ••• 
1983 ••• 

Table 3 
U.S. Courts of Appeals and U.S. District Courts 

Status of Judgcship Positions 
On June 30, 1976 through 1983 

U.S. Courts of Appeals U.S. District Courts 
Author- Author-

ized ized 
Judge- Yacan- Senior Judge- Yacan- Senior 
ships cies Judges ships cies Judges 

97 3 43 399 24 109 
97 10 48 398 25 120 97 2 46 399 15 119 

132 381 46 516 1191 127 132 6 45 516 32 126 
132 9 45 516 41 149 132 7 54 515 20 163 
1442 42 552 515 25 175 

1 Of the 38 vacancies in courts of appeals, 35 were in judgeships 
created in October 1978. In district courts, 100 of the vacancies 
were in positions created in October 1978. 

2 Includes positions in the new Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit. 
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DISTRI(,"T COURTS 

Civil Cases 

Civil cases were filed in record numbers in U.S. district courts 
in 1983 as 241 842 actions were docketed. This was 17.3 percent above 
the number 01 cases filed in 1982 and more than 85.0 percent higher 
than filings in. 1976. The 1983 level of filings represented 470 civil 
cases for each of the 515 authorized judgeship positions. 

In response to the rise in filings the district courts increase.d 
their disposition rate by 13.7 perce~t to 215,356 cases.. Ev.en thIS 
sUbstantial increase was not suffiCIent to offset the rIse In case 
filings. As a result the pending caseload grew by 12.9 percent to 
231,920 cases on June 30, 1983, an average of 450 per authorized 
judgeship. 

-. 

Year 

1976 · . 
1977 · . 
1978 · . 
1979 · . 
1980 · . 
1981 · . 
1982 · . 
1983 · . 

Table 4 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1976 through 1983 

Commenced 
Author- Cases 

ized Per 
Judge- Judge- Termi- Pend-
ships Number ship nated ing 

399 130,597 327 110,175 140,189 
398 130,567 328 117,150 153,606 
399 138,770 348 125,914 166,462 
516 154,666 300 143,323 177,805 
516 168,789 327 160,481 186,113 
516 180,576 350 177,975 188,714 
515 206,193 400 189,473 205,434 
515 241,842 470 215,356 231,920 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1976 · . 29.1 85.2 43.7 95.5 65.4 
1982 •• - 17.3 17.5 13.7 12.9 

The overall rise in filings this year resulted from increases in all 
major bases of jurisdiction. U.S. plaintiff filings rose by 22.6 perc~nt 
while U.S. defendant cases were up by 33.4 percent. Federal questIon 
cases which represent the largest jurisdictional class, rose by 11.0 
percent and accounted for 87 ,935 cases. Cases involving diversity of 
citizenship were also up substantially, by 13.6 percent to 57,421 
filings. Local jurisdiction cases which represent only 0.3 percent of all 
civil actions rose by 2.2 percent. 
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Table 5 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil Cases Piled By Jurisdiction 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30 1977 through 1983 , 

U.S. Cases Priva te Cases 
Diver-

sity 
Federal of Local 

Plain- Defend- Ques- Citizen- Juris-Year Total tiff ant tion ship diction 

1977 · . . . 130,567 16,320 23,890 57,011 31,678 1,668 1978 · . . . 138,770 22,534 124,277 59,271 31,625 1,063 1979 · ... 154,666 31,003 2~,837 63,221 34,491 1,114 1980 
• • It • 168,789 39,810 23'~818 64,928 39,315 918 1981 · ... 180,576 37,598 24,247 72,514 45,444 773 1982 · . . . 206,193 48,868 26,905 79,197 50,555 668 1983 · . . . 241,842 59,922 35,881 87,935 57,421 683 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1982 •••• 17.3 22.6 33.4 11.0 13.6 2.2 , 

. The. increa~~ in civil filings this year can be attributed to major 
Increases In speC1fIc natures of suit. Cases filed by the U.S. govern­
ment for recovery of overpayments and enforl.:!ement of judgments rose 
by 37.6 percent. Most of these cases involve ()verpayments of veterans' 
e?~cational benefits and defaulted student loans. Social Security 
~Ilings ~~re ~lso ~p a s~bstantial 58.6 percent during 1983 due primar­
Ily to litIgatIon InvolvIng claims for disability insurance benefits (up 
89.6 percent) and supplemental security income claims (up 51.2 per­
c~nt): There were also substantial increases in bankruptcy appeals to 
dIstrIct courts (up 47.5 percent); employment civil rights (up 18.3 
percent); and copyright cases (up 27.5 percent). 

Criminal Cases 

. Criminal case filings in U.S. district courts rose by 9.8 percent 
thIS year as 35,872 new cases were filed. This level of filings repre­
sented 70 new cases for each of the 515 authorized judgeships. 

Criminal case terminations did not match the increased rate of 
filings with only 33,985 case dispositions. This level represented an 
increase of 6.6 percent compared with last year. As a result of the 
disposition rate being below the rate of case filings, the pending case­
load on June 30, 1983 rose by 11.3 percent. The 18,546 criminal cases 
pending on June 30,1983, is the highest since 1976 for an average of 36 
,per authorized judgeship. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES FILED 

Total Cases: 277,714 

Civil: 241,842 

Criminal: 35,872 

12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

Diversity 
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Table 6 
U.S. District Courts 

Criminal cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1976 through 1983 

Commenced 
Author- Cases 

ized Per 
Ju~e- Ju~e,,:" Termi-

Year ships Number ship nated 

1976 .00 399 41,020 103 43,675 
1977 • • • 398 41,589 104 44,233 
1978 • •• 399 35,983 90 37,286 
1979 · . . 516 32,688 63 33,442 
1980 · .. 516 28,921 56 29,297 
1981 • • • 516 31,287 61 30,221 
1982 • •• 515 32,682 63 31,889 
1983 · . . 515 35,872 70 33,985 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1976 o • • 29.1 -12.5 -32.0 -2202 
1982 ••• - 9.8 11.1 6.6 

Pending 

19,756 
17,150 
15,847 
15,124 
14,759 
15,850 
16,659 
18,546 

-6.1 
11.3 

The rise in criminal filings this year can be attributed to in­
creases in most major offense classifications. Case filings under the 
Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act were up 19.8 percent with 
offenses inVOlving marihuana (up 20.1 percent), narcotics (up 26.3 
percent), and controlled substances (up 6.1 percent) all contributing to 
the rise. Other major increases in filings were recorded for fraud 
violations (up 18.0 percent); larceny and theft (up 17.2 percent); and 
forgery and counterfeiting (up 9.1 percent). 

Petit Jurors 

In previous years, petit juror statistics reflected overall juror 
iIlttendance. This year the statistics also reflect juror attendance on 
jury selection days. This change in data collection and publication was 
suggested by the Government Accounting Office (GAO) as a more 
appropriate means of measuring the efficiency of the juror system. 
The House Appropriations Committee and the JUdicial Conference 
Committee on the Operation of the Jury System agreed that the statis­
tics should highlight jury selection day activity. The AO began data 
collection under a, revised system July 1, 1982. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

PETIT JUROR SERVICE 

12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

NOTE: Thirty-two people are pictured because the average number of jurors present for 
jury selection in 1983 was 32.43. 

SELECTED OR SERVING 30.1% 

CHALLENGED 32.4% 

NOT SELECTED, SERVING, 
OR CHALLENGED 37.4%* 

• Does not :ncJude those jurors reported ;n travel status. 
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Statistics on overall juror attendance and jury selection day 
attendance are shown in Table 7. The total number of jurors serving in 
district courts was up by 1.4 percent in 1983 as 640,577 jurors were 
called for service. This increase was a direct result of the 6.6 percent 
increase in the number of jury trial days. The percentage of jurors who 
were selected for service or continuing service on a trial rose to 64.6 
percent compared to 61.6 percent in the previous year. The percentage 
of jurors who were challenged also rose this year to 16.0 percent com­
pared to 15.6 percent in 1982. As a result of these increases the per­
centage of jurors reporting for jury duty who were not selected, serv­
ing, or challenged fell to 19.4 percent, the lowest percentage since the 
AO resumed collection of juror data in 1971. The average number of 
jurors present for day of the trial (formerly known as the Juror Usage 
Index) was also at the lowest level ever at 17.04. 

Table 7 
U.S. District Courts 

National Petit Juror Service 
During the Twelve Month Pel'iods Ended June 30, 1980 through 1983 

Service 

OVerall Juror Service 

Jury Trial Days •••••••••••••••••• 

Percent Criminal ••••••••••••••• 
Percent Civil .. " .............. . 

Juror Days ..................... . 
Percent Selected or 

Serving ..........•......... 
Percent Challenged ••••••••••••• 
Percent Not Selected 

Serving or Challenged •••••••••• 

Average Jurors Per Day 
of Trial ...........•.......... 

Jury Selection Day 

Jurors present for Voir Dire .•••••••• 
Percent Selected ••••••••••••••• 
Percent. Challenged ••••••••••••• 
Percent Not Selected 

or Challenged ............... . 

Number of Juries Selected •••••••••• 

Average Jurors Present 
for Jury Selection ••••••.•••••••• 

1980 I 

32,159 

48.7 
51.3 

605,547 

60.9 
15.2 

23.9 

18.83 

1981 I 1982 

35,596 35,263 

44.7 44.2 
55.3 55.8 

648,929 631,606 

61.1 61.6 
15.4 15.6 

23.4 22.8 

18.23 17.91 

I 1983 

37,589 

44.0 
56.0 

640,577 

64.6 
16.0 

19.4 

17.04 

316,821 
30.1 
32.4 

37.4 

9,769 

32.43 

Of the total 640,577 petit jurors in service this year, 316,821 
were pl~esent for jury selection and 323,756 were jurors returning for 
service on continuing trials or jurors in travel status. There were 9,769 
juries selected from the 316,821 jurors present. The average number of 
jurors present for jury selection was 32.43~ The percentage of jurors 
who were selected was 30.1 percent while an additional 32.4 percent 
was challenged. The remaining 37.4 percent of those present for jury 
selection was not selected or challenged. This includes any jurors who 
were called to cover anticipated challenges which were, in fact, not 
exercised. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
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GRAND JURY SESSIONS CONVENED 
AND DEFENDANTS INDICTED 
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Grand Jurors 

Grand juror activity increased slightly in 1983 as 11,157 sessions 
were convened. This was 6.2 percent above the 1982 level of 10,508. 
The total number of jurors in session was also up by more than 6.0 
percent with 222,980 jurors. The number of hours that grand jurors 
were in session also rose in 1983 to 58,769 hours. Average jurors per 
session and average hours per session remained virtually the same as in 
the last two years. 

Year 

1976 
• • 0 

1977 · .. 
1978 o • • 

1979 
• • 0 

1980 · .. 
1981 · .. 
1982 · .. 
1983 Q •• 

Table 8 
U.S. District Courts 

National Grand Juror Statistics 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1975 through 1983 

Jurors Hours 
Juries Average Average 
Serv- Sessions Per Per 
ing Convened Total Session Total Session 

603 8,404 167,185 19.9 44,765 5.33 
641 8,849 175,687 1!?9 47,094 5.32 
659 8,929 176,459 19.8 46,739 5.23 
674 9,791 194,168 19.8 50,896 5.20 
699 10,338 206,627 20.0 54,163 5.24 
738 10,997 219,860 20.0 58,278 5.30 
739 10,508 210,213 20.0 55,569 5.29 
732 11,157 222,980 20.0 58,769 5.27 

BANKRUPTCY COURTS 

Bankruptcy Filings 

The twelve month period ended June 30, 1983 was the third full 
statistical year under the revised bankruptcy code which became 
effective October 1, 1979. Table 9 shows bankruptcy filings since 
1979, the last fr-ll statistical year before the Code went into effect. 

A total of 535,597 estates were filed in the bankruptcy courts 
during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. This figure 
includes 374,734 Code cases, 160,573 of which were joint petitions 
resulting in a total of 535,307 estates filed under the Code. The re­
maining 290 estates were petitions originally filed under the 
Bankruptcy Act prior to October 1, 1979 and re-opened during the year. 

Although 535,597 estate filings in 1983 represent the largest 
number of bankruptcy estates filed in any statistical year, the increase 
in the number of estates in 1983 was only 7,786 -or 1.5 percent, over the 
527,811 estate filings in 1982. This is even less than the slight 1.7 
per~efit rate of increase in bankruptcy filings seen a year ago, suggest­
ing that the dramatic increases in bankruptcy filings from 1979 through 
1981 are continuing to level off. 

n n 
fi 
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Table 9 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

Bankruptcy Filings (By Estate)· 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1979 through 1983 

Number 
of Percent 

Year Esta.tes Increase Change 

1979 · . . 226,476 23,525 11.6 
1980 · . . 360,957 134,481 59.4 
1981 · . . 519,063 158,106 43.8 
1982 · . . 527,811 8,748 1.7 
1983 · . . 535,597 7,786 1.5 

-
$ Uncler the Code, a husband and a wife are afforded the 

option of riling jointly, incorporating two estates into a 
single case. It is, therefore, necessary to use the number 
of separate estates in bankruptcy after October 1, 1979 to 
provide a comparative basis with all statistical data 
presented prior to October 1, 1979. 

-~~---~~---

While the overall rate of increase in the number of bankruptcy 
estates was 1.5 percent during 1983, the changes in individual circuits 
varied widely, as indicated by the comparison in Table 10. Seven of the 
12 circuits showed an increase in the number of filings, while the other 
5 showed a decrease. Four of the six circuits experiencing an increase 
in filings showed a percentage increase greater than 10.0 percent, with 
the largest percentage increase of 17.3 percent in the Fifth Circuit. 
The greatest numerical increase was in the Ninth Circuit, with an 
increase of 14,057 estates. On the other hand, the Second Circuit 
showed the greatest percentage decrease, with a reduction of 19.0 
percent. The greatest numerical decrease in filings was in the Sixth 
Circuit, with 8,115 fewer estates than last year. 

Table 10 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

Bankruptcy Filings (By Estate) 
DJring the 'twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Increase 
or 

Circuit 1982 1983 Decrease 

Total •••••• 527,811 535,597 7,786 

District of 
Columbia ••• 815 906 91 

First .•••.••• 10,687 10,874 187 
Second ••••••• 33,512 27,157 -6,355 
Third •••••••• 32,404 29,999 -2,405 
Fourth ••••••• 36,086 34,839 -1,247 
Fifth ........ 31,719 S7,211 5,492 
Sixth •••••••• 90,425 82,310 -8,115 
Seventh •••••• 82,209 64,104 1,895 
Eighth ••••••• 34,738 33,616 -1,122 
Ninth •••••••• 12:f,621 137,678 14,057 
Tenth ....... 28,951 33,327 4,376 
Eleventh ••••• 42,644 43,576 932 
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Percent 
Change 

1.5 

11.2 
1.7 

-19.0 
-7.4 
-3.5 
17.3 
-9.0 
3.0 

-3.2 
11.4 
15.1 

2.2 

..------~ - -

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCV COURTS 
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Bankruptcy Terminations 

The number of bankruptcy terminations continued to increase, 
rISIng from 412,852 during the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1982 to 449,029 during the same period this year. This is the largest 
number of bankruptcy estates ever closed in any twelve month period. 
The 449,029 estates terminated in 1983 included 427,671 Code estates 
and 21,358 Act estates. 

Pending Estates 

The record high number of bankruptcy estates terminated in 
1983 did not keep pace with the number of new bankruptcy estates 
filed. As a result, the number of pending estates also hit a record high 
level in 1983. The pending estate workload jumped from 725,622 
estates in 1982 to 812,190 estates in 1983, a rise of 11.9 percent. The 
number of pending Act estates, however, dropped significantly this past 
year, from 59,412 in 1982 to only 38,344 in 1983, a decrease of 35.5 
percent. The remaining 773,846 pending estates in 198.3 are Code 
estates, representing 95.3 percent of the total pendmg estates. 
Although the total pending estate workload rose by 11.9 percent, the 
rate of increase is down from the 18.6 percent increase of a year ago. 
Table 11 compares the bankruptcy estate workload during the twelve 
month periods ended June 30, 1982 and 1983. 

Table 11 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

Bankruptcy Estates Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Termi-
Yt3ar Filings nations Pending 

1982 o • • • • • 527,811 412,852 725,622* 
1983 . . . . . . 535,597 449,029 812,190 

Percent 
Change ••..• 1.5 8.8 11.9 

* Revised 

Business Bankruptcies 

The number of business bankruptcies has increased in 1983, 
continuing a trend shown since 1979. The jump in. the number of busi­
ness bankruptcies has been significant, from 77,503 estates in 1982 to 
95,439 estates in 1983. Business bankruptcy estates filed in 1983 
represented 17.8 percent of the total estate filings, an increase from 
the 14.7 percent recorded in 1982. Table 12 shows the number of 
business and non-business estates filed and their percentage of the 
total filings from 1979 through 1983. 
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Year 

1979 •• 
1980 •• 
1981 •• 
1982 •• 
1983 •• 

Table 12 
U.S. Bankrupcty Courts 

Business and Non-Business Bankruptcies 
Durf~ the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1979 through 1983 

Percent 
Total Non- of 

Filill?:s· Business Total Business 

226,476 196,976 87.0 29,500 
360,957 314,856 87.2 45,857 
519,063 452,145 87.3 66,006 
527,811 449,839 85.3 77,503 
535,597 439,868 82.2 95,439 

Percent 
of 

Total 

18.0 
12.8 
12.7 
14.7 
17.8 

• Included in the totals for 1980, 1981, 1982, and 1983 are 
reopened Bankruptcy Act estates and Section 304 estates 
fil~ under the Code, not included in the breakdown of 
bUSIness and non-business. 

Filings by Chapter 

T~e dec~ease in Chapter 7 estate filings between 1981 and 1982 
has contmued m 1983. The number of Chapter 7 bankruptcies dropped 
from 367 ,141 estates in 1982 to 361,538 estates this year, a slight 
decrease of 1.5 per~ent. On the other hand, the steady increase in 
Chapte~s 11 ar:d ~~ estate filings recorded since 1979 has continued in 
1983 WIth a sIgmfIcant increase in the Chapter 11 filings. Between 
1982 and 1983, Chapter 11 estate filings jumped 55.5 percent and 
Chapter 13 estate filings increased 3.0 percent. A breakdown of filinC"i'~ 
by Chapter from 1979 through 1983 is shown in Table 13. at> 

Year 

Table 13 
U.S. Bankrupcty Courts 

Fill~s, by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Act 
Duri~ the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1979 through 1983 

Straight 
Chapter Bank-

Total ruptcy 11 I 13 

1979 •••••••• 226,476 183,259 3,774 39,442 

Act •••• 67,517 55,013 1,182 11,322 1980 Code ••• 293,440 220,087 4,684 68,674 Total ••• 360,957 275,090 5,866 79,996 

Act •••• 911 822 33 56 1981 Code ••• 518,152 381,174 8,752 128,225 
Total. ", 519,063 381,996 8,785 128,281 

Act •••• 469 439 8 19 1982 Code ••• 527,342 366,702 16,207 144,425 
Total ••• 527,811 367,141 16,215 144,444 

Act •••• 290 -264 9 17 1983 ~e ••• 535,307 361,274 25,203 148,822 Total. ~. 535,597 361,538 25,212 148,839 

Other 

1 

-
5 
5 

-
1 
1 

3 
8 

11 

-
8 
8 

·Note: For pUrposes of uniformity, case fill~s In 1979 are 
reported under tho new Olapters provided by the 
Bankrupt~y Reform· Act, f.e., Chapters X, XI, and XJI 
under the Act are shown in the aggregate under Chapter 
11 of the Code. 
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Involuntary Bankrup1tcies 

Only a small minority of the total bankruptcy est~tes .filed in 
1983 were filed involuntarily. Of the 535,597 estates flIed In 1983, 
there were 1,670 or 0.3 percent filed involuntarily. The remaining 
533,927 estates were filed voluntarily. 

Adversary Proceedings 

Adversary proceedings are civil actions which arise. out of 
bankruptcy cases filed under the Code. Although there was an Increase 
of only 7,965 estates filed under th~ Cod~ this ~ear, adversary proceed­
ings filings jumped by 32,660 during thIS perIod. A su.mJ?ary of t~e 
adversary proceeding workload during the three full statistIcal years In 

which the Code has been in effect is provided in Table 14. 

1981 
1982 
1983 

Table 14 
U.S~ Bankruptcy Courts 

Bankruptcy Adversar-y Proceedings 
Filed, Terminated, and Pending 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
«June 30, 1981 through 1983 

Termi-
Year Filings nations Pending 

· . . . . . . 94,632 58,753 58,280 

• ••• 0 0 • 
138,963 93,467 103,776 

· . . . . . . 171,623 128,429 146,970 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1982 0 •••••• 23.5 37.4 41.6 

The number of adversary proceedings has increased steadily 
since 1981. Although there were a record number of adversary pro­
ceedings filed in 198'3, the 23.5 percent. rate ~f in.c;ease in 1983 is down 
significantly from the 46.8 percent Jump In filmgs last year. The 
number of adversary proceedings termina.tions has increased from 
93,467 in 1982 to 128,429 in 1983, an increase of 37.4 percent. Since 
terminations have not kept up with filings, the pending workload is also 
higher than it has ever been at 146!970. ~he 41.6 percent r~te of 
increase in pending adversary proceedIngs during 1983, however, IS also 
significantly less than the 78.1 percent rate of increase of a year ago. 

Additional data on the bankruptcy workload for the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1983, are provided in Appendix Table 
F-l. For a discussion of the operation of the bankruptcy system under 
the Judicial Conference Model Interim Rule for Continued Operation of 
the Bankruptcy System, see poge 57. 
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MAGISTRATES 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, U.S. 
magistrates continued to provide increasing assistance to the district 
courts. The number of matters handled by magistrates rose from 
325,563 last year to 363,710 this year, an increase of 11.7 percent, with 
the bulk of the increase in the more time consuming "additional duties" 
under Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(b) and (c). The changing volume and 
nature of services rendered by magistrates during 1972 (the first full 
year of national operation of the system), 1977, and during the last four 
years are reflected in Table 15. 

Table 15 
U.s. District Courts 

Matters Disposed of by u.s. Magistrates 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30,1972,1977, and 1980 through 1983 

Activity 

Trial Jurisdictim Cases ••••••••• 

Misdemeanors other than 
Petty offenses •••••••••••••••• 

Petty offenses ••••••••••••••••• 

Preliminary Proeeed~ ••••••••• 

Search Warrants. , •••••••••••••• 
Arrest Warrants •••••••••••••••• 
Initial Appearances •••••••••••••• 
Material Witnesses •••••••••••••• 
Bail Review ••••••••••••••••••• 

Preliminary Examinations ••••••••• 
Grand jury Returns ••••••••••••• 
Arraignments •••••••••••••••••• 
Other ....................... 

Additional Duties •••••••••••••• 

Criminal ••••••••••••••••••••• 
MotiQns (A) •••••••••••••••••• 
Motions (B) ••••••••• 1 •..••.•. 

(Evidentiary Hearings) •• , ••••• 

Pretrial Conferences ........... 
Calendar Calls •••••••••••••••• 
Other ...................... 

Civil •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pretrial Conferences ............ 
Motions (A) •••••••••••••••••• 
Moti~s (S), •••••• : •• 1 .•.••••• 

(Evidentiary Hearings) •• ,.; ••• 

Social Security •••••••••••••••• 
Special Mastershlps ............. 
Calendar Calls •••••••••••••••• 
Other •• , •••••••• , •••••••••• 

Prisoner Litlgatlm •••••••••••••• 
State habeas .................. 
Federal habeas •• , ••••••••••••• 
Civil rlgh ts •••••••• '1 •....•.. 

(Evi~'llti9.ry Hear~s) , ••••••• 

CiYD c:onaent ~ ....... ~ .... 

Without Trial ........ , , ••••••••• 
Jury Trial •••• , ••••••••••••••• 
Non-Jury Trial ••••••••••••••••• 

i Not separately reported. 
2 Not Included in totals. 

Includes both jury and non-jury trials. 

1972 1977 

72,082 103,061 

9,167 17,181 
62,915 85,880 

131,522 105,677 

7,338 5,203 
36,833 20,467 
66,998 40,980 

• 3,230 
• 7,975 

9,554 5,502 
" 521 

10,799 21,799 
• • 

33,918 74,676 

11 ,537 17,986 
5,870 7,301 

• • 
• • 

5,279 4,787 
• • 

388 5,898 

15,595 48,175 
7,168 22,787 
8,077 17,687 

• • 
• air 

334 3,449 
256 546 

Ill< • 
1,760 3,706 

6,786 8,515 
• 4,208 
00 1,529 
• 2,778 
• • 
• • 
• • • 3252 

• '" 
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1980 1981 1982 1983 

90,402 95,152 86,725 93,543 

12,622 14,208 13,589 14,504 
77,780 80,944 73,136 79,039 

87,031 92,359 93,458 102,450 

4,756 5,442 6,170 6,555 
11,273 11,634 11,702 12,010 
31,923 33,285 31,844 35,023 

8,221 6,865 6,833 5,085 
5,458 6,828 8,301 8,408 

3,966 3,570 4,650 4,681 
2,261 2,626 3,082 3,179 

17,512 18,981 21,296 22,995 
1,661 3,128 4,580 4,514 

102,718 121,715 137,928 164,590 

19,643 25,241 26,983 28,336 
11,293 16,547 17,799 18,991 
1,485 2,105 2,320 2,339 
(719) (857) (975) (916) 

3,433 3,199 3,214 3,529 
867 884 857 700 

2,565 2,506 2,793 2,777 

71,497 81,657 94,394 (17,711 
22,531 23,109 28,314 29,695 
35,890 43,691 51,970 65,742 
5,810 7,324 6,180 7,071 
(977) (928) (898) (863) 

4,213 4,101 4,532 6,588 
475 564 588 545 
876 812 1,174 912 

1,702 2,056 1,636 7,158 

11,578 14,817 16,551 18,543 
4,334 5,513 5,960 5,632 
1,736 1,854 2,113 2,350 
5,508 7,450 8,478 10,561 
(773) (776) (1,162} (1,099) 

• 1,933 2,452 3,127 

01: 1,322 1,627 2,237 
139 181 262 307 
458 430 563 583 

Percent 
Change 

1983/1982 

7.9 

6.7 
8.1 

4.1 

6.2 
2.6 

10.0 
-25.6 

1.3 

0.7 
3.1 
8.0 

-1.4 

19.3 

5.0 
6.7 
0.8 

-6.1 

9.8 
-18.3 
~.G 

24.7 
4.9 

26.5 
14.4 
-3.9 

45.4 
-7.3 

-22.3 
337.5 

12.0 
-5.5 
11.2 
24.6 
-5.4 

27.5 

37.5 
17.2 

3.6 
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i:~ROBATION 

The number of persons received for superVISIon (excluding 
transfers) by the Federal Probation System increased by 7.1 percent in 
1982 to 33,784. The number removed from supervision declined slightly 
by 0.9 percent to 32,151. As a result of the number received exceeding 
the number removed, total persons under supervision on June 30, 1983 
rose to 60,180 or 3.1 percent above the number undeT.' supervision one 
year ago. This was the first increase in persons under supervision since 
1978. Table 16 

Persons Received, Removed and Under Supervision 
In the Federal Probation System 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1976 through 1983 

Received Removed Persons 
Total Total Under 
Less Less SUper-
Trans .. Trans- vision 

Year Total ters Total fers June 30 

1976 · .. «,620 35,102 44,635 35,086 64,246 
1977 · .. 44,529 35,098 44,348 34,979 64,427 
1978 · .. 43,060 34,808 42,339 34,102 66,681 
1979 · .. 41,863 33,839 44,049 35,852 66,087 
1980 · .. 39,040 31,410 41,964 34,318 64,450 
1981 · .. 36,723 29,575 43,550 36,550 59,016 
1982 · .. 38,773 31,531 39,678 32,439 58,373 
1983 · .. 41,019 33,784 39,177 32,151 60,180 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1982 · .. 5.8 7.1 -1.3 -0.9 3.1 

Persons received for superVISIon from court and magistrate 
imposed probation terms accounted for nearly 65.0 percent of the total 
received and contributed 94.0 percent of the increase in total pe-:.'sons 
re~eived for supervision. Persons received on parole, military parole, 
and sped&l ~.,~role all showed decreases this year. 

Table 17 
Federal Probation System 

Persons Received for &Jpervision 
(Excluding Transfers) 

Duril1I the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 

1982 1983 

Type of Num- Per- Num- Per-
Supervision ber cent ber cent 

1'otal ~ ••••••••••••••••• 31,531 100.0 33,784 100.0 

Probation, Distl1'ict Court ••••••••• 13,286 42.1 14,588 43.2 
Probation, u,s. Magistrate •••••••• 6,455 20.5 'l,280 21.5 
Pretrial Diversion ••••••••••••••• 2,013 6.4 2,170 6.4 
Parole 0 •••••••••••••••••••••• 5,906 18.7 5,899 17.5 
Manda tory Release •••••••••••••• 1,962 8.2 2,016 6.0 
Military Parole ••••••••••••••••• 297 0.9 276 0.8 
Special Parole ••••••••••••••••• 1,612 5.1 1,555 4.6 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

PE~SONS UNDER SUPERVISION 
OF THE FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 

BY TYPE OF SUPERVISION 

12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

Total Number of Persons Under Supervision: 60/180 

FROM INSTITUTlDrJ - _________ ~"------------

Mandatory Release (1.9%) 

I 
Other Parole (18.5%) 

FROM COURT 

\ Court Probation (55.7%) 

Special 
Parole (4.7%) _ 

Military 
Parole (0.7%) 

-Pretrial Diversion (3.7%) 

/ 
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The overall increase in persons under supervision on June 30, 
1983, resulted primarily from increases of 5.3 percent in persons under 
probation supervision from district courts and 12.6 percent in persons 
under U.S. magistrates probation supervision. The number of persons 
serving parole terms, mandatory release terms, and special parole 
declined 7.0, 5.1, and 3.3 percent, respectively. 

Table 18 
.... Federal Probation System 

Persons Under SUpervision On June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Under Increase 
Type of Supervision or Percent 

SUpervision 1982 I 1983 Decrease Change 

'I'otal .•.......•.....••...•.• 58,373 60,180 1,807 3.1 

Probation, District Courts •••••••••• 31,816 33,502 1,686 5.3 
Probation, U.S. Magistrates ••••••••• 7,896 8,887 991 12.6 
Pretrial Diversion •••••••••••••••• 2,117 2,245 128 6.0 
Parole ........................ 12,003 11,159 -844 -7.0 
Manda tory Release •••••••••••.••• 1,202 1,141 -61 -5.1 
Military Parole •••••••••••••••••• 410 413 3 0.7 
Special Parole ••••••••••••••••• e 2,929 2,833 -96 -3.3 

Work Measurement Staffing Formula 

Tn 10gn tho 11. () rot th"" A; ...... C+; ....... -~ +b ..... T •• A~~~_1 r.V~-11~J.""-1-""-11l">"'" 
.L.l.l ""'''''vv "'JIC "-1'-', 0.'" "-lIe U.1.1.C -"'LVII V..L '-lit:: UUU1\';.1a.~ _ _ __ _ 

initiated a work measurement study to re-evaluate the formula used to 
staff probation offices. This action was based on the recognition that a 
number of significant changes had affected the work responsibilities of 
probation officers. 

The work measurement study of probation offic~s was com­
pleted in June 1981. This study developed a staffing ratio based on the 
number of offenders supervised and the level of supervision required 
(high aot~th.dty/low activity). The level of supervision is determined by a 
syste m of classifying cases using prediction devices and accompanying 
guidelines that were initiated in 1980. 

The staffing ratio also takes into account the number of pre­
sentence, postsentence, collateral and violation reports completed; and 
the number of clients receiving drug aftercare services. In addition, 
the staffing ratio considers requirements for clerical support, manage­
ment support, and miles traveled while on official business. The staff­
ing ratios shown in Table 19 represent the staffing requirements based 
on data for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 

The Federa.l Probation System prepared 125,613 investigative 
reports during 1983, an increase of 8.2 percent over 1982. Of these, 
30,323 were presentence investigations and 23,135 were collateral 
investigations for another district. An additional 21,859 were parole 
supervision reports. As shown in Table 20, the largest percentage 
increase involved bail investigations which were up 251.7 percent above 
the number of such reports prepared in 1982. Collateral bail investiga­
tion reports were up also a sUbstantial 108 .6 percent but accounted for 
only 922 reports in 1983. 
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Table 19 
Federal Probation System 

Workload of Federal Probation Officers 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended 

June 30,1983 

Workload 
Workload Volume 

Clients Under Supervision 
High Activity Cases ••••••••••••••• 23,016 
Low Activity Cases ............... 37,164 

Pre- and Post-Sentence Reports •• " I!I •••• 31,560 
Collateral Reports •••••••••••••••••• 23,135 
Violation Reports ••••••••••••••••••• 12,436 
Drug Aftercare Clients ••••••••••••••• 4,643 

Subtotal .. I!' •••••••••••••••• 'J •••• -
Management and Support .............. 1464.7 

Factor 

41 
90 
97 

357 
212 
112 

-
7.09 

Travel Mileage .... to ................. ~ • 7,377,217 60,000 

Sub total. . I' ~ .. • • • 0 .. • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • - -
Clerical Functions .................. 1794.1 1.66 

Total Staff by Formula 
(Officers and Clerks) ........... - -

Total Authorized Positions .......... - -

Personnel 
Need 

561.4 
412.9 
325.4 
64.8 
58.7 
41.5 

1,464.7 

206.6 
123.0 

1794.1 

H)80.8 

2,875 

2,808* 

* This figure also includes 40 probation officer assistant positions. Theil' work cuts 
across both officer and cleritlal work category descriptions. 

Table 20 
Investigative Reports by Probation Officers 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Increase 
or 

Type of Investigation 1982 1983 Decrease 

ToW ..••....•............ 116,084 125,613 9,529 

Presentence Investigation •••••••• 27,463 30,323 2,860 
Collateral Investigation 

for another district ••••••••••• 21,233 
Prellminary Investigation 

23,135 1,902 

to assist U.S. Attorney •••••••• 2,158 2,121 -37 
Postsentence Investigation 

for Institution .............. 919 1,237 318 
Pretransfer Investigation 

(Probation and Parole) •••••••• 8,256 7,689 -567 
Alleged Violation Investigation 

(Probation and Parole) •••••••• 12,241 12,436 195 
Prerelease Investigation for 

a Federal or 
Military Institution •• , •••••••• 6,996 6,958 -38 

Special Investigation regarding 
a prisoner in 
confinement •••••••••••••••• 5,755 5,961 206 

Furlough and Work-Release 
Reports for Bureau of 
Prisons Institutions ••••••••••• 5,301 5,734 433 

Parole Supervision 
Reports ••••••••••••••••••• 21,898 21,859 -39 

Parole Revocation Hearing 
Reports ••••••••••••••••••• 1,909 1,917 8 

Ban .....•.•................ 1,513 5,321 3,808 
Collateral Bail •••••••••••••••• 442 922 480 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION 
OF THE FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTElVl 

BY OFFENse I 

Homicide, Robbery, 
Assault & Burglary 

Larceny & Theft 

Embezzlement & 
Fraud 

Auto Theft 

Forgery & 

ON JUNE 30, 1983 

Total Persons Under Supervision· 60,180 

Counterfeiting Controlled 

Drug Abuse 

Immigration 

Weapons & Firearms 

Postal Offenses 
(other than theft) 

Drunk Driving & 
Traffic 

All Other 

. ".~ , .. IiIlflJ.I 

Substances 

Tom I Persons 
from District 
Court 2 • 44,634 

Substances 

Toml Persons 
from Institution' 
.15,546 

o 2,500 5,000 7,500 10,000 12,500 

1 Classified by most serious offen .. at time of conviction or protrlal diversion. 
Z Includes probation terms Imposed by U.s. district court Judge or U.s. magistrate and pretrial diversion. 
3 Includes parole, military parole, mandatory relo.se, end special parole. 
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JUDXCIAL ADMINISTRATION 

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS AND REPORTS DIVlSION 

Paramount in the administration of justice is a sound statistical 
system which provides timely, accurate, and comparable data. The 
judicial statistics program operated by the Federal Courts has its 
policy established by the JUdicial Conference of the United States 
through the recommendations of the Committee on Court Administra­
tion which depends upon the efforts of the Subcommittee on Judicial 
Statistics. The continued success of the data collection is due, in no 
small part, to the effoi"ts of the judges, magistrates, clerks of court, 
probation officers, and public defenders, and theil' .staffs, all of whom 
provide reports directly to the AO. The comparability of the resulting 
statistics depends on instructions which appear in the Statistical 
Analysis Manual of the Guide to Judiciary Policies lL."ld Procedures, 
Vo~ume XI. 

This is the 44th year that the AO has provided judicial statis­
tics. The program has grown from four major efforts to several pro­
grams required by statute or the JUdicial Conference of the United 
States. The statistical programs are designed primarily to meet the 
needs of the Federal Judiciary and to respond to the requests of the 
Congress, other Federal agencies, and the public. 

During the year new programs were initiated, new technolQgy 
was utilized, and greater currency was achieved in pUblication of 
reports. These are described as follows: 

Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision Information System 

In September 1977, the JUdicial Conference endorsed the con­
cept of a new Probation Information Management System (PIMS). One 
of the four goals of the new system was to provide up-to-date informa­
tion to guide district judges in selecting sentences for convicted 
defendants. 

On January 10. 1983, the Joint Development Planning 
Committee, composed of senior staff from the AO and the FJC, de­
termined that this goal should be given top priority because of 
Congressional interest and the need for sentencing data by the judici­
ary generally. To devE;!lop a fully operational PIMS syste m would 
requ~re SUbstantial funds as well as computer hardware that could not 
be budgeted in the foreseeable future. It was then decided to add 
information requirements to the current Federal probation statistics 
syste m which has been operational since 1945. 

The new reporting system, the Federal Probation Sentencing and 
Supervision Information System (FPSSIS), which commenced July 1, 
1983, will provide expanded defendant characteristics and identifica­
tion, circumstances of the offense and sentencing factors, information 
on sentence, and amendments per Rule 35 F .. R.Cr.P. This will be in 
addition to the information collected by the Federal Probation System 
on persons received for supervision. The new system will also provide 
greater detail regarding persons removed from supervision. 
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Utlli.'~atlon of Courtran Criminal, STARS, Civil, 
and AIMS Computer Tapes For JUdicial Statistics 

In October 1982, the FJC transferred computerized case man­
agement systems for district courts and courts of appeals to the AO's 
Systems Services Division (SSD). The Court Systems Branch of SSD is 
responsible for further implementation of these systems, providing 
maIntenance and enhancing them when new requirements are devel­
oped. The Statistical Analysis and Reports Division (SARD) uses the 
computer technology for both its manual and computer Judicial 
Statistics (JS) applications. 

For the twelve courts with the full Courtran criminal docketing 
system, a progra.m was developed to provide computerized JS forms in 
place of manually typed forms. Eleven district courts now provide 
computer tape submissions rather than forms. The remaining court 
should submit computer tape transactions before January 1984. 

Nineteen district courts operate a computer-based Speedy Trial 
Accounting and Reporting System (STARS). On June 30, 1983 five 
STARS courts were furnishing computerized criminal filing forms. 

The Courtran civil case management program is less than a full 
docketing system; however, it serves the court as a case management 
t~ol .and can pr~vide JS statistics for the AO. There are now eight 
dIstrIcts submIttIng computer generated civil JS forms to SARD. Use 
of computer generated forms has been extended to one bankruptcy 
court. 

The third case management system under development, AIMS is 
moying at a rapid pace. It is now being tested in three courts of ~p­
peals. By 1984, depending on equipment availability, several of the 
courts of appeals should provide computerized JS submissions in com­
pu ter tape format. 

Statistics Collected from the U.S. Court of Appeals 
Fo~ the Federal Circuit 

Public Law 97-164 established the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit, which began operations on October 1, 1982. The 
Federal Circuit was created by joining the appellate division of the 
U.S. Court of Claims with the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals. 

Although the Federal Circuit is an appellate court, the budget 
requirements and judicial workload are not the same as that of the 
other twelve circuit courts of appeals. The caseload of the Federal 
Circuit involves only four of the eight types of appeals (as shown in the 
AO statistics) decided by the other circuit courts. Since the overall 
number and types of appeals from the Federal Circuit would not be 
directly comparable to the other twelve circuits, the statistics for the 
Federal Circuit are shown separately in published reports. 
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With the assistance of the clerk of the new court a special 
quarterly summary table was developed to show all the types of filing, 
termination, and pending activity within the court. This table, along 
with corresponding text, will be included in the beginning of the section 
of the analysis of the workload of courts of appeals in all future Annual 
Reports and Federal Judicial Workload Statistics. 

Study of Courts of Appeals Statistics 

In September 1982, the Conference of Chief Circuit Judges 
appointed a special committee of circuit executives and clerks of 
courts of appeals to review the a.ppellate statistical reporting system. 
The Division has worked closely with the committee in evaluating 
procedures. The recommendations of the special committee were 
reviewed by the Judicial Statistics Subcommittee of the JUdicial 
Conference Committee on Court Administration at its June 1983 
meeting. Instructions to the clerks of the courts of appeals that im­
plemented the recommendations were approved by the Subcommittee. 
The Subcommittee further approved on-site visits by Division personnel 
to determine the progress in the implementation of the instructions. 

New Bankruptcy Reporting Requirement 

Following the approval of the Model Bankruptcy Rule by the 
JUdicial Conference in September 1982, in response to Northern 
Pipeline Construction Company vs. Marathon Pipe Line Company, et 
al., a special reporting program was prescribed which required the 
Clerks of the bankruptcy courts to record all matters transmitted to 
the district courts under the Rule. The new reporting program became 
effective January 1,1983. 

Civil Citations Manual Introduced 

During the year a Civil Citations Manual was distributed to the 
clerks of the district courts to assist in the assignment of statistical 
classifications of natures of suit at the time of the filing of a civil 
case. The Division eventually plans to utilize the Title and Section of 
the civil action for classification of cases rather than the more general 
classification now in use. A similar system was adopted for criminal 
off ense reporting in 1976 . 

Juror Utilization 

The Division staff worked with other members of the AO to 
assist the district courts in improving their juror utilization. This was 
in response to the House of Representatives Report, No. 97-180, 
Committee on Appropriations, which expressed concern with the lack 
of improvement in juror utilization. It further recommended that 
every effort should be made to reduce the cost of unused jurors and the 
AO should collect statistics on first day use of jurors, as recommended 
by GAO. 
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The petit juror reporting form (JS-11) and instructions were 
revised to obtain jury activity on juror selection days since according 
to GAO most juror wastage occurred then. Division staff also partici­
pated at three Juror Seminars sponsored by the Federal Judicial 
Center. 

The first statistics based on the revised reporting program 
appeared in the December 1982 issue of Federal Judicial Workload 
Statistics and covered the first six months of the new reporting pro­
gram. Statistics for the full twelve months ended June 30, 1983 will be 
presented in this Annual Report. 

As part of the effort to provide current data, beginning in July 
1983, the JS-11 information will be entered into the AO computer. The 
automation of the jury data is expected to speed up the pUblication of 
the various jury tables which appear in this report, as well as the 
Federal Judicial Workload Reports and the report on Grand and Petit 
Juror Service in U.S. District Courts. 

Publications 

Currency in pUblications was reached this year when both the 
1981 and 1982 Federal Offenders in U.S. District Courts were pub­
lished. Also, for the second year, the Sentences Imposed Chart was 
published. This 1982 edition is available from the Government Printing 
Office. A companion publication for use with the Sentences Imposed 
Chart is the U.S. Title and Code Criminal Offense Citations revised in 
September 1982 which shows the maximum sentence that can be im­
posed by the district courts. 

Statistieal Services 

The requests from the courts, the Congress, Executive 
Departments and Agencies and the public reached a new high. During 
the year, the Division instituted a questionnaire which is sent with 
responses for publication requests. The AO statistics are used princi­
pally for research, legal briefs, newspaper articles, text books, as well 
as special reports. A majority of the users found the information 
useful, current, and received in a reasonable amount of time. 

Forecasti~ Future Judicial Workload 

During the year, the Division discussed various prl)secution 
policies with the Department of Justice as well as agencies involved in 
making complaints to the Department in an effort to improve on the 
estimates of future caseload. Since a high volume of agency investiga­
tions will eventually affect the Federal courts, the Department policy 
on such matters as the backlog of investigations of non-payment of 
student loans or educational benefits which the United States seeks to 
recover is an important factor in estimating future needs. These cases 
already impact on the civil filing caseload. In the criminal area the 
recent designation of Drug Task Forces is an example of information 
obtained from the Department that has resulted in increases in the 
forecasts of future criminal prosecutions in the district courts. 
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Quality Control 

. The Division, through actual review of statistical records re-
ceIved fro~ the courts, ~n site reviews, and computerized edit proce­
dures, continues to provIde quality control of statistical data. This 
program assures comparability of information from year-to-year and 
from court to court. 

SYSTEMS SERVICES DIVISION 

Court Systems Branch 

Activities Completed 

Responsibility for six operational Courtran systems was 
transf~rred t? t~e Court Systems Branch during the year. 
The SIX applicatIons are: Criminal, Index Speedy Trial 
Accounti.ng and Reporting System (STARS), Appellate 
I~for~atIon Management System (AIMS)~ Central 
V~olatIons Bureau (CVB), and the Electronic Mail System. 
SIX progr~r:nr:ners. from the FJC transferred to Court 
S¥stems, JOIning SIX programmers who had previously been 
hIred. 

A moderate t;tmount o~ expansion of the Courtran systems 
was accomplIShed during the first half of the fiscal year 
Twelv~ ad?itional courts were added as CVB users through 
consolidatIng courts. Six courts were added as Index users' 
and . ~hree courts. became full Criminal system users: 
AddItIonal expa.nsion has been delayed during the second 
half of the f~scal year because computer hardware re­
sources are being used at full capacity. 

The Small and Medium Court Automation Project 
(SAMCAP) was initiated in October of 1982. Personnel 
from the FJC, Court Systems, other AD elements and the 
t~rgeted courts have been involved in this project. Func­
tIonal specifications for five initial application systems 
were developed; a request for proposals for computer 
hard.war~ was i~sued, and the FJC began to program the 
applIcatIons. PIlot court implementation is now targeted 
for fall of 1983. 

:rhe Court System~ Branch recently took over responsibil­
Ity !or the Court Financial Management System project. A 
project plan wa.s .d~veloped and is being implemented. The 
plan calls for inItIal operation of the system to begin in 
two courts at the end of 1983. 

~rogram~ing of an Index store-and-forward data collec­
tIon facilIty for use on Xerox 820 microcomputers is in 
progress. This facility will be used by Bankruptcy courts 
tha~ . alr~a~y h~ve an 820. Installation and use of the 
faCility In ItS fIrst courts is scheduled for late summer of 
1983. 
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Development of a totally decentralized CVB system is near 
completion with initial installation already started in two 
districts. 

Activities Planned for Next Year 

The Court Syste ms Branch plans to hire two 
programmer/analysts in fiscal year 1984 to work closely 
with the FJC Courtran Civil project team. Once these 
people gain familiarization with the application, responsi­
bility for operational support of Civil will be assumed by 
the AO This will complete the transfer of all computer 
systems which operate under the umbrella name of 
Courtran. 

In late summer 1983, branch personnel will b2gin training 
in the use of the Unix computer operating environment. 
This activity is designed to prepare them to work with FJC 
personnel in current and future projects involving the use 
of Unix and to accept responsibility for these projects as 
they become operational during 1984. 

In accord with the five-year automation plan developed 
with the FJC, Court Systems will work with other AO 
personnel, FJC personnel, and court representatives on the 
Large Metropolitan Court Automation Project 
(LAM CAP). The primary goal of this project will be to 
meet the targeted courts' automation needs. A major 
project requirement will be the provision of functional 
replacements for the existing Criminal, Civil, and Index 
Courtran systems. Activity in 1984 will center around the 
preparation of requirements documentation and hardware 
procurement material. 

After pilot implementation of the SAMCAP applications is 
~suc~essful, Court Systems personnel will take over opera­

tional responsibility for this project and install SAMCAP 
computers in a number of additional courts. 

Administrative Office Systems Branch 

Activities Completed 

An automated statistical reporting system for Magistrates 
was completed. 

Production of the INDEX reports for the Courts was trans­
ferred from the DEC-I0 systems to the IBM systems. 

The centralized accounting system has been stabilized and 
processing is current. 

Extensive changes were made to the payroll system with­
out degrading service or production. 
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The AO assumed operational responsibility for the 
Bankruptcy Noticing project. The system, which was 
developed and operated under contract, was converted to 
run on the AO computers. The AO is now printing and 
mailing notices for the Districts of New Jersey and 
Kentucky, Eastern. Procurement of data entry equipment 
for the courts and the laser printer to allow the expansion 
of the system to additional courts is completed. 

Activities Undertaken and Still in Pl'O'gress 

Development of the new Organization/Personnel Database 
System continues. Due to a variety of other requirements 
the development was delayed. Implementation is now 
scheduled for the first and second quarters of fiscal year 
1984. 

Due to the length of time required for procurement actions 
the Bankruptcy Noticing System extension was delayed. 
Extension is now planned to begin in September 1983. 

Development of a new Financial Management Database 
System was deferred pending determination of require­
ments by the Financial Management Division. 

Development of the Federal Probation Sentencing and 
Supervision Information System (FPSSIS) and Pretrial 
Services Agency (PSA) systems was begun. 

Activities Planned for Next Year 

The Bankruptcy Noticing System will be extended to a 
total of 15 bankruptcy courts. Installation will be at the 
ra te of one court per month. 

The FPSSIS system will be installed at the AO and the data 
entry operation for FPSSIS will be installed in the 30 
largest probation offices. 

The new PSA system will be installed at the AO. Plans 
will be made to create a reporting mechanism similar to 
that for FPSSIS in those offices equipped with terminals 
connected to the AO. 

The Organization/Personnel Database System (OPDS) will 
be installed in the AO in two phases: the personnel portion 
in the first quarter of fiscal year 1984, and the payroll 
portion in the second quarter. 
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Office Systems Branch 

Activities Completed 

Completed the preliminary phase of the work n:easurem~nt 
study up-date of u.s. bankruptcy clerk's offIce staff~ng 
formula. Further activity is held in abe¥ance pendm~ 
legislation which may impact the operatIon of clerks 
offices. 

Completed a review of new or additional I!leasurement 
criteria associated with bankruptcy clerk's offIces. 

Completed eight on-site systems studi~s in. u.s. district 
clerk's offices and U.S. bankruptcy clerk s offIces. 

Completed the implementation and training for .automated 
applications to provide notice, docket, and mdex. card 
preparation using Xerox 820-11 equipment systems In 15 
bankruptcy courts. 

Completed the implementation of an automated case 
information management system in five U.S. district court 
clerk's offices. This system is supported by ~erox 820-11 
equipment systems and is the pilot applicatIon for the 
SAMCAP project presently under development by SSD and 
FJC. 

Completed a major program to pro",:ide. a basic .level of 
word processing to all appellate and dIstrIct court Judges. 

Processed 489 requests for word processing equipment, 236 
requests for copier equipment purchases, 190 :equ:ssts ~or 
mail handling eqUipment, 84 requ.ests for mlc.r0grap~Ics 
equipment, and two requests for mechamzed flIes 
equipment. 

Acquired standardized word processing systems permitting 
development of electronic mail systems for appellate 
opinion circulation in five circuits. 

Replaced 125 leased modems with purchased equipm~nt, a 
projected savings of $437,500 over the seven-year lIfe of 
this equipment. 

The Office Systems Branch was transfe~red to the Systems 
Services Division to provide for consolIdated management 
of technology. 
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Activities Undertaken and Still Underway 

Plans are being developed to upgrade word processing 
systems for judges' chambers, to improve equipment capa­
bilities, and to continue ev·;luation of the courts' automa­
tion needs. 

A work measurement study of the U.S. Probation Office of 
Ohio, Northern is in progress. The purpose of this study is 
to determine the impact of a Probation Information 
Management System (PIMS) on the probation offices by 
measurement of the pilot office prior to implementation of 
an automated system and then to measure again, after 
implementation of PIMS. Results of the studies will be 
used as a decision tool for future expansion of PIMS. 

Acquisition of office automation systems in the Ninth and 
Tenth Circuits - providing word processing and electronic 
mail along with other office automation capabilities - has 
begun and should be compl(~ted this fiscal year. This 
system will also be compatible with the decentralized 
Appellate Information Systems being developed by the 
FJC. 

Implementation of a point to point elel:!tronic mail system 
in the five circuits that acquired word processing systems 
has begun. A full mail system will be implemented by the 
end of this calendar year depending on the availability of 
computer resources. 

Plans for a four-year program to update the Judiciary's 
telephone systems - in light of deregulation and divesti­
ture - have been developed. As a first step, a modern 
telephone system integrated voice and data communica­
tions is being acquired for the AO and FJC to coincide 
with the relocation planned later this calendar year. 

Activities Planned for Next Year 

An evaluation of the Xerox 820-11 equipment system appli­
cations within the 15 bankruptcy clerk's offices will be 
conducted to determine the overall effectiveness of the 
project. 

The Branch plans on conducting 15 office systems stUdies 
of circuit, district, and bankruptcy clerk's offices and will 
implement the plan for upgrading judges' word processing 
equipment. 

There are plans to complete the work measurement study 
update of the bankruptcy clerk's offices if pending legisla­
tion is enacted. 
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The word processing/electronic mail systems acquired for 
the Ninth and Tenth Circuits will be . Illy imple?1ented, 
and office automation systems may (~. be acqUIred for 
large and medium size;d distr!ct courts that have a concen­
tration of judges in one locatIon. 

A five-year telecommunications plan ~ill be final~ed in 
conjunction with the five-year automatIon plan WhICh has 
been adopted, and f.lcquisition of modern te~eph?ne sy~tems 
for the courts will begin. Data communicatIons WIll be 
acquired for the AO and FJC to coincide with the reloca­
tion planned later in 1983. 

Combined Operations Branch 

Activities Completed 

AO Computer Systems: The National Advanced Systems 
(NAS) 6130 computer system was replaced with a newer 
model 6620 in April. This system, with high spee? options 
included on a trial basis1 is proving to be quite reliable and 
much more powerful than the 6130. 

Courtran DECsystem-l0 Equipment: Because of increasing 
telecommunications costs and decreasing hardware costs, 
the direction of the five-year automation plan 'Yas changed 
from centralized to decentralized data processIng. Rat~er 
than awaiting replacement of the DE <?system-l0 . eqUIp­
ment in fiscal years 1984 and 1985, It was decIded. to 
extend the life of the present equipment by upgradmg 
those parts of the central systems most likely to cause 
failures" 

Activities Undertaken and Still in Progress 

AO Computer Systems: The disk an~ tape ~ubs~stems are 
being increased significantly in caPE!-Clty du:mg fIscal years 
1983 through 1985 to keep pace wIth the mcreased ~o:k­
load imposed by the growth of the bankruptcy not.Icmg 
project and by the transfer of the monthly Courtran I.ndex 
report production load from the DECsystem-l0 computers. 

Courtran DECsystem-l0 Equipment: . The first phase .of the 
semi-conductor memory units are bemg ordered and mstal­
lation will take place in August 1983. Afte.r accep~anc~, 
the remaining units will be purchased for mstallatIon m 
fiscal year 1984. 
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Activities Planned for 1983 through 1984 

AO Computer Systems: Disk capacity will be further 
increased and a third computer system, an NAS 6120, is 
being acquired to ensure the ability to keep pace with the 
inc~e~sing ~orkload imposed primarily by the bankruptcy 
notIcmg proJect. 

Courtran DECsystem-l0 Equipment: Work will continue on 
extending the life of the DEC centralized equipment while 
dec~ntralize? systems are being developed and prototype 
eqUIpment IS procured. The following activities are 
planned: 

Complete the purchase of the se mi-conduc tor 
memory units, and replace another one-third of the 
older disk units with newer units. 

Consolidate all of the DECsystem-l0 computers to 
the courthouse computer room. This is expected to 
be possible due to the dramatic decrease in floor­
space requirements of the semi-conductor memory 
from that required by the old core memory units. 
This will allow staffing of a third shift of operators 
with no increase in personnel. 

Operating system software will be enhanced with 
the release of a new version which will increase 
performance of the equipment, allow better control 
of magnetic tape operations, and provide more 
complete usage accounting data. 

ADMIN1STRATIVE SERVICES DIV1SION 

Impact of Legislation 

The workload associated with the acquisition, expansion and 
renova tion/ altera tion of court faclli ties as a consequence of the pas­
sage of the Omnibus Judgeship Act and the Bankruptcy Reform Act 
re mains large. 

Activities During the Year Ended June 30, 1983 

At the direction of the JUdicial Conference, arrangements 
were made to release to the General Services 
Administration (GSA) space at the following locations: 
Globe, Arizona; Fort Scott, Kansas; Littleton, New 
Hampshire; Miami, Oklahoma; and Americus, Georgia. The 
release of this space has resulted in a reduction in annual 
rental payments of $150,000. 

33 

iI 



\ 

The comments of the circuit judicial councils were ob­
tained with regard to the United States Courts Design 
Guide and were provided, along with comments by the 
Space and Facilities Branch, to the Subcommittee on 
Judicial Improvements. The Subcommittee approved the 
Guide and submitted it to the Committee on Court 
Administration with a request that the Guide be formally 
adopted by the Judicial Conference. 

There are now 78 Federal Employee Health Units in which 
Judiciary employees participate. 

The Division is now providing consultant service to the 
courts with regard to the design and acquisition of sound 
systems us(;:j in courtrooms. This service is very cost 
effective and is being requested frequently. 

As a consequence of having negotiated with GSA on the 
cost of reimbursable projects and having monitored reim­
bursable work authorizations, expenditures of approxi­
mately $529,000 were avoided. 

The courts frequently request interior decorator/design 
services. Heretofore, the AO has had to reimburse GSA 
for these services which are expensive. Recently, the 
Division has undertaken to provide the courts with these 
services and these efforts have proven to be very cost 
effective. For example, in one instance the work was 
accomplished for $26,000 less than the cost that the pro­
ject architect/engineer had e~tablished. 

The Records Management and Printing Branch worked with 
the Ad Hoc Committee to revise the records disposition 
program and schedules for the courts. The revised sche­
dules were approved by the Judicial Conference and the 
Archivist of the U.S.; and they were printed and issued to 
the courts in December 1982. 

Implementation of the Judicial Conference resolution 
regarding the elimination of legal-size forms throughout 
the Federal Judiciary was completed. Many of the 180 
forms and stencils which were downsized were redesigned 
to facilitate more efficient use and consolidated to elim­
inate duplication. For example, during this project, it was 
determined that the AO printed and stocked 17 versions of 
pleading papers and minute sheets. Two forms were then 
developed and implemented to replace these 17 ver .. :ons at 
a savings of $40,775. 
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The AO entered into an interagency agreement with the 
CO.Ul~t of Appeals for the Federal Circuit to print their 
op~mons. at the Forestville facility. The first opinion was 
prmted In October 1982. Since then, 75 opinions have been 
printed for the Court. 

Procedures we:e developed and implemented to process 
bankrup.tcy not~ces at the Forestville facility which began 
processIng notIces for the New Jersey and Kentucky 
Eastern Bankruptcy Courts. ' 

A waiver. was obtained for fiscal year 1984 to procure 
commercIally the printing of slip opinions for the courts of 
appeals. 

A files review of all AO offices was conducted to deter­
mine space requirements for records to be transferred to 
1750 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., when the AO relocates to 
this building. As part of this survey, the Division worked 
with various offices to t(~1ntify temporary records which 
could be destroyed and permanent records which should be 
retained or transferred to the records center. 

As part of the Forms Management Program, the Division 
deSIgned 97 new forms, revised 261 existing forms re­
viewed. and reprinted 998 forms, and canceled 92 f~rms. 
Canceling these. ?bsolete. forms resulted in a savings of 
$61!61? In addItIon, aSSIstance was provided to courts in 
desIgmng and/or printing 998 local forms. 

Com~leted and sub mitted the Annual Summary of Rooords 
Hold~s for records of the Judiciary to the National 
ArchIves and Records Service. 

In the Printing Management activity, the Division 
processed ~ ,71~ requests for printing services, 702 requests 
for a~thor1Z~tIon for local printing and 1,126 requests for 
graphIC serVIces. By careful review, the Division reduced 
the printing requests which resulted in $477,417 in postage 
and printing savings. 

The Printing and Distribution Facility produced 19 000 000 
printed units;. m.ailed 2,000,000 envelopes cO~ltai~ing 
2,800 ,000 'publlcatI~ns, an? 33,000 boxes containing forms 
and supplIes: By Improvmg procedures, systems, equip­
ment, and Inventory control, the facility reduced the 
average time required to fill forms requests from one 
month to one week; reduced the time required to distribute 
Supreme Court opinions; and improved the quality of in­
house binding. 
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The Lawbook Section has issued 9,366 purchase orders 
covering new lawbook material, or the renewal of existing 
lawbook subscriptions. Additionally, 2,647 letters from 
court officials asking the Section to transfer or cancel 
subscriptions have been processed. It is significant to note 
that a single letter from the cou:ts can often a~d,ress an 
entire library collection of a particular court offICIal, and 
can require the Section to prepare as many as 10-12 letters 
to notify vendors to adjust their subscription records. 

The experimental program of having some lawbook pur­
chase orders prepared locally, begun in 1981 with the 
Fourth Circuit Library, was extended over the past yea,r to 
include aU other circuit libraries. Training was provIded 
by key personnel of the Lawbook Sectio~. Wh~le these 
orders must still be sent to the AO for reVIew, thIS proce­
dure has expedited the acquisition of some lawbook ma:­
terial. The circuit librarian now has an advisory role in the 
lawbook selection process. 

A Lawbook Disposal Policy draft was submitted for review 
to the Court Librarians' User Group in November 1982. 
Much of the draft was used by the Group in fashioning an 
AD Excess Lawbook Disposal Policy which was then imple­
mented on an experimental basis in December 19~2. 
Delegating authority to circuit librarians to locally adVIse 
court officials on the disposition of excess lawbook proper­
tv has reduced the time required to communicate lawbook 
ciisposal authorization to court officials. Provisi~ns exist 
within the Policy for certain excess lawbook materIal tO,be 
transferred from one circuit to another; as such, the PolIcy 
supports the AD's mandate to first ~~e an effo,rt, to 
transfer existing lawbook property withm the JudICIary 
before purchasing new lawbook sets. 

The Contracting Section has awarded 711 contracts includ­
ing a contract for Computer Assisted Legal Research. 

The Supplies and Equipment Section has processed 2,~ 73 
requests for equipment purchases. Through the selection 
of alternative equipment, $155,311 has been saved. 

The inventory of lawbooks has been automated! as have the 
AD's furniture inventory, and the courts' copIer and word 
processing equipment inventories. For, the first. time 
essential information can be retrIeved qUlckly. 
Consequently, the analysis of records vital to the prop1er 
management of these resources is now possible. 
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The Supplies and Equipment Section has been restructured, 
consolidating procurement and property management 
functions for supplies, equipment and furniture in one 
section with one management control. In addition, primary 
responsibility for processing requests for copiers, micr9.­
graphic, mail-handling and word processing equipment ha~ 
been transferred from the Office Systems Branch to the 
Supplies and Equipment Section. These changes have 
eliminated over-lapping responsibilities, have provided a 
single contact point for the courts thereby enabling more 
efficient and quicker service, and have streamlined the 
management requirements for these resources. 

New guidelines for the procurement and management of 
furniture were published in the Guide to Judiciary Policies 
and Procedures. 

PERSONNEL 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, the 
Division of Personnel accomplished the following: 

In conjunction with the Probation Division, developed and 
circula ted new standards for specialized prob~Jtion officer 
positions, including drug and alcohol treatment specialists; 
mental health treatment specialists; and specialized senior 
probation officers. 

Developed and circulated standards for positions in the 
circuit clerks' offices which are not yet implemented and 
awaiting budget approval. 

Division reorganized to incorporate the payroll function. 

Continuing projects include revision of portions of the 
Judiciary Salary Plan as needed; updating the Judges' 
Manual; writing the Personnel Chapter of the Guide to 
Judiciary Policies and Procedures; providing support to the 
Subcommittee on Supporting Personnel; and providIng 
information and answering questions on health and life 
insurance and on the new law bringing Federal officers and 
employees under the provisions of the Medicare System. 

Table 21 shows personnel in the Federal Judiciary as of June 30, 
1983. Table 22 reflects participation in the JUdicial Survivor's 
Annuities System and Table 23 is a comparative statement of receipts, 
disbursements, and balances in the fund of the System. Table 24 re­
flects investment holdings in the System as of June 30, 1983. 
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Table 21 
Personnel in the Federal Judiciary 

On June 30, 1982 and 1983 _._----_._---------,,----,---
Personnel 1982 1983 

Total Personnel. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 15,278 
1---"1----Judges: 

16,139 

Circuit . olI .................... ....... fI 

District •••.•••••••••••••••••••••••• 
National Cour~ ••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
Territorial Courts ••• " ••••••••••••••••• 
Retired - Resigned •••••••••••••••••••• 

124 
496 
19 

4 
228 

140 
482 

27-
4 

248 

Total •••••• - ••••••••••••••••••••••• t-__ 8--:7_1_t-___ 9~!-
Circuit executivell ••••••••••••• • • • • • • • • • 11 11 
Staff to circuit executives •••••••••••••••• 32 45 
District executives" • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 3 
Staff to district executives •••••••• 0 ••• 0 • • • 3 3 
Secretaries to judges o. 0 • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • 759 80'1 
Secretaries to retired judges ••••••• 0 • • • • • • • 197 202 
Court secretaries and other 

I:!ourt staff. 0 ••• 0 • 0 ••• 0 ••• 0 • 0 • • • • • • • • 60 51 
Law clerks to judges •••• 0 0 0 • 0 ••••••••••• 0 1,359 1,408 
Law clerks to retired judges o. 0 •••••• 0 0 • 0 • 0 277 286 
Senior staff attorneys. 0 0 0 • 0 ••••• 0 0 •• 0 0 • • • 10 12 
Supervisory staff attorneys •• 0 0 0 ••• 0 • 0 •• 0 • 0 6 11 
Staff attorneys. 0 • 0 •• 0 • 0 0 •• , ••••• 0 ••••• 0 88 108 
Total personnel for clerks' 

offices ••••••••• 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 ••••• 0 0 •••• " 

Total .•• 0 •• 0.0 •••••••• 0 •••• 0 ••• 0 ••• 

3,012 

5,816 

3,467 

6,414 
Members of Probation staffs: 1----1----

Probation officers 0 •••••• 0 •• 0 •• 0 •• 0 ••• 

Probation officer assistants. 0 • 0 •••••• 0 .0' 

Pretrial services officers ••••••• 0 ••••••• 

Cle~ks . 0 ••• 0 0 •• 0 •••• 0 •••••• 0 0 ••• 0 • 0 

1,637 
40 
68 

1,074 

1,574 
40 
71 

1,077 

2,76Z 'I'otal. 0 • 0 •• 0 ••••••• 0 • 0 0 ••••• 0 • • • • • • 2,819 
I----!----

Members of Bankruptcy staffs: 
Judges •••••••••• 0 •• 0 • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • 236 243 
Secretaries to Bankruptcy judges ••••••• 209 221 
Law clerks to Bankruptcy judges. . • • . • • • • • 210 240 
Clerks. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1,985 2,253 

Total. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . 2,640 2,957 
I---:-:-::---t---:-::-::--

U.S. Magistrates. . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • . 485 435 
Secretaries t( .. Magistrates •••••••••••••••• 211 223 
Legal assistants to Magistrates. . • • • • • • • • • • • 108 146 
Clerical assistants to Magistrates • • . • • • •. • • • • 119 99 
Federal Public Defenders and 

Assistant.'i •••••••••••••.•••••.•••••• 
Staff to Federal Public Deft.uders ••••.•••••• 
Court criers ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , • 
Court reporters •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Court reporters - secretaries ••••••••••••••• 
Supporting personnel of the 

national courts ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Miscelln: .... eous /er '. . :p.I in the 

District of 0r'~ '. ", .'11. ••••••••••••••••••• 
Me~"ertge!'s ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Librariiulli •••..••••••••••••••••• 0 •••••• 

Nurses ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Cour~ interpreters •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ter;lporary Emergency 

Court of Appeals ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Members of the staff of the 

146 
159 
61 
5~3 

1 

232 

2 
1 

109 
1 

29 

4 

Administrative Office. • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • 510 
Members of the Staff of the 

152 
181 

63 
559 

1 

163 

.2 
5 

131$ 
1 

28 

4 

531 

Federal Judicial C{mter •••••••••••••••• 98 106 
Membets of the Judicial Panel c-n 

Multidistrict Litigation ••••••••• " • • • • • • • 10 9 
Jury Commissioner's staff. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 4 4 
Speedy Trhl Planning Group 

Reporters and staff •••• ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 59 45 
Land Commissioners. • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • 212 185 
Jury Commissioners •• , • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 31J 32 

J----t----
Total •••••••••••••••••• 0, , • • • • • • • • • 3,132 3,105 

- ThIS figure Includes the mne Judges from the Court of Interllatlonal 
Trade (Article ill), however, it is a National Court. 
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UNITED STATES COURTS 

PERSONNEL IN THE U.S. JUDICIARY 
ON JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL PERSONNEL: 16,139 

Federal Public Defenders and Staff: 333 (2.1 %) 

I Other Federal Courts Staff: 167 (1.0%) 

\ I Administrative Office and 

_....-:"-::".""a'l<"""" / Federal JUdicial Center: 637 (3.9%) 

U.S. Magistrates and Staff: 903 (5.6%) 

Bankruptcy Judges and Staff; 2,957 

(18.3%) 

Probation Officers and 
Staff: 2,752 (17.1%) 

'" 

CI(lrks' Offices; 3,467 (21.5%) 

• CirCUit, District and Other Fedoral Court JUdges. 

•• Se.cretarle-.• Law Clerks, and Cdors for Circuit and District Judges. 

•.•• Circuit Executives, Court and SpeedV Trial Roporters, Intarpreters. and Librarians. 

iIIate: ExclUdes U.S. Supreme COUrt. 
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Other Court Personnel:*** 

/ 1,064 (6.6%) 

* 901 (5.6%) 

JUdge's Staff: ** 
2,948 (18.3%) 
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Table 22 
'U.s. District Courts 

Judicial Survivors' Annuities System 
Comparative Statement of Judicial Participation 

And the Number of Survivor Annuitants 
nJring the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1976 through 1983 

Judicial Survivor 
Officials Annuitants 

Per- Aver-
On the Partic- cent- Num- ~6e 

Year Roll ipating age ber· Annuity 

1976 ••• 669 603 90 177 7,133 
1977 ••• 672 598 89 180 9,892 
1978 ••• 690 608 88 183 10,046 
1979 ••• 709 613 86 192 10,368 
1980 ... 814 667 82 197 10,673 
1981 ... 838 683 82 195 11,156 
1982 .. . 875 687 79 197 12,19'1 
1983 ... 889 680 77 198 12,862 

• Spouses only. As of June 30, 1982, there were 11 
children receiving an annuity; as of June 30, 1983, 
there were 10 children receiving an annuity. 

Table 23 
U,S. District Courts 

Judicial Survivors' Annuities System 
Comparotive Statement of Receipts, Disbursements, 

And Balances in the Judicial Survivors' Annuities Fund 
nJring the Tw<!lve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1976 through 1983 

(In Thousands of Dollars) 

Judicial Survivors' 
19761 19771 19781 19791 1980 1 1981 1 Annuities Fund 

Balance July 1: 
Investments (face amount) ........ $9,956 $10,691 $39,887 $44,292 $49,195 $56,076 
Undisbursed balance ••••••••••••• -71 56 337 122 69 370 

Balance July 1 ••••••••••••••• 9,885 10,747 40,224 44,414 49,264 56,446 

Jieceipts: 
Direct appropriation 

(P.L.95-26) ••••••••••••••••• 31,100 616 
Salary deductions ••••••••••••••• 774 1,019 1,501 1,517 1,716 1,889 
Agency contributions •••••••••••• 774 1,019 1,501 1,517 1,716 1,889 
Service credit payments •••••••••• 15 93 49 91 63 19 
Interest on investments ••••••••••• 652 699 3,291 3,614 4,716 4,053 
Discounts on investments 

(net) •••••••••••••••••••••• -7 -1,783 -151 317 1,193 983 
Repayments of accrued 

interest •••••••••••••••••••• 
Total receipts ••••••••••••• 2,209 32,148 6,192 7,056 9,404 9,449 

Disbursements: 
Payments to annuitants ••••••••••• 1,211 1,515 1,816 1,974 2,095 2,175 
Death claims •••••••••••••••••• 83 24 1 32 4 
Refunds •••••••••••••••••••••• 35 477 112 130 35 38 
Accrued interest purchases •••••••• 18 655 72 'iil 91 115 

Total disbursements ••••••••• 1,347 2,671 2,002 2,20b 2,221 2,332 

Balance June 30: 
Investments (face amount) ........ 10,691 39,887 44,292 49,195 56,076 63,387 
Undisbursed balance ••••• , ••••••• 56 337 122 69 370 176 

Balance June 30 •••••••••••• 10,747 40,224 44,414 49,264 56,446 63,563 

40 

19821 1983 

$63,387 $71,069 
176 185 

63,563 71,254 

2,485 2,237 
2,485 2,237 

20 15 
6,031 6,939 

-343 -1,374 

10,678 10,054 

2,502 2,557 
52 32 
27 77 

406 246 
2,987 2,912 

71,069 78,171 
185 225 

71,254 78,396 

I 
I; 
fl, 
rf 
" j! n 
1 

{ 

I 
I 
i 

I 
I 
t 

I 
J 

Interest Rate 

4-1/4 percent 
6-3/8 percent 

. 6-1/8 percent 
4-1/4 percent 
4-1/8 percent 
3~1/2 percent 
6-3/4 percent 
7-1/2 percent 
8-1/2 percent 
3 percent 
7 percent 
3-1/2 percent 
7-1/4 percent 
8-1/2 percent 
8-3/8 percent 
8 percent 
8-1/4 percent 
7-7/8 percent 
7-5/8 percent 
11-3/4 percent 
11-3/4 percent 
13-1/8 percent 
13-3/8 percent 
15-3/4 percent 
14-1/4 percent 
10-3/4 percent 

$ 4 

Table 24 
U.S. District Courts 

JudIcial Survivors' Annuity Fund 
Investment Holdings as of June 30, 1983 

Type of Investment 

U.S. Treasury Bonds OS /15 /75-85 •••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 08/15/84 •••••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 11/15/86 •••••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 08/15/87-92 •••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15/89-94 •••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 02/15/90 •••••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 02/15/93 •••••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 08/15/93 •••••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15/94-99 •••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 02/15/95 •••••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15/93-98 •••••••••••• 
U.S. Treasury Bonds 11/15/98 •••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 08/15/92 •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 05/15/94-99 ••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 08/15/95-00 ••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 08/15/96-{}1 ••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 05/15/00-05 ••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 02/15/95-00 ••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 02/15/02-07 ••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 02/15/01 •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 02/15/05-10 ••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 5/15/01 •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 8 /1S /01 •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 11/15/01 •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 2/15/02 •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MK Bonds 2/15/03 •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Par 
Amount 

$ 755,000 
416,000 
239,000 
722,000 
167,000 
188,500 
281,000 

1,054,000 
1,738,000 

51,000 
195,000 
113,500 
693,000 

2,571,000 
46,552,000 

222,000 
1,144,000 

101,000 
550,000 

2,676,000 
866,000 

1,480,000 
3,134,000 
6,964,000 
3,342,000 
1,956,000 

Total Investment Holdil1tS (Par Value) ••••••••••••••••••• $78,171,000 

LIBRARY AND LEGAL RESEARCH SERVICES 

During the year this office monitored the Computer Assisted 
Legal Research System changeover from LEXIS to WESTLAW. There 
are now 45 terminals in Circuit and district courts. The office also 
conducted the JURIS Automated Legal Research Pilot Project in four 
courts. Special projects included the development of the Library 
Procedures Manual for the Federal Court library program, the 
Legislative History Reference Guide, and the Office's Development 
Source Documents from 1978 to date. 
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COURT INTERPRETERS PROGRAM 

Since July 1, 1982, the Court Interpr~.'~ters. PrograI? c~mplete 
the third cycle of certification testing for Spamsh/.Engbsh Interpre 
terse The oral portion was administere.d to 331 cand~d~tes: Of thes~ 
26 were successful and certified. A lIst of all certIfIed Interpreter 
was issued in Dece mber 1982. 

The staff continued its research for developing a certificatioI 
program for Navaho. 

The staff have informally assisted ~ive official aI?d u.nofficia 
state and local groups interested in upgrading or developing interpre-
ting services in their courts. 

Interpreters were used in 47 languages in Federal. co~rts this 
year. A review of the use of interpreters shows the following In terms 
of docketable events in the courts during the year. 

As Reported By 
District Courts 

Number of 
Language Times Used 

Spanish ••••••• 
Serbo-Croatian.. I 
Haitian Creole •• 
French •••••••• 
Urdu ••••••••• 
Chinese ••••••• 
Chamorro ••••• 
111ai .•••••.•• 
Korean ••••••• 
Armenian •••••• 
Japanese •••••• 
Russian ••••••• 
Navaho ••••••• 
Italian •••••••• 
Sicilian ••••••• 
Arabic .•...... 
Greek •••••••• 
Portuguese ••••• 
German ...•... 
Apache ••••••• 
Hebrew ••••••• 
Hindoustani •• " • 
Sign ........... . 
Farsi .•....... 
Vietnamese •••• 
Hungarian ••••• 
Punjabi ••••••• 
Turkish ••••••• 

30,372 
341 
327 
165 
155 
131 

75 
72 
67 
62 
61 
56 
53 
47 
43 
40 
37 
37 
28 
26 
23 
18 
18 
17 
17 
15 
10 
10 

As Reported By 
District Courts 

Number of 
Language Times Used 

Tagalog ••••••• 
Dutch •••••••• 
Czech •••••••• 
Filipino ••••••• 
Hmong •••••••• 
Rumanian ••••• 
Indonesian ••••• 
Polish •••••••• 
Finnish ••••••• 
Latvian ••••••• 
Swedish ••••••• 
Calabrese ••••• 
Chaldean •••••• 
Guamaynese •••• 
Neapolitan ••••• 
Persian ••••••• 
Pima •••.•..•• 
Sioux Lakota ••• 
Yiddish ••••••• 

8 
6 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

As reported by Bankruptcy 
Courts 
Spanish .....•. 
Sign .•.•.....• 
German ••••••• 
Italian •••••••• 
Russian ...... . 
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3 
1 
1 
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OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT REVIEW 

During the Congressional budget hearings in the House of 
Representatives in the spring of 1983, the members continued to ex­
press their concern and interest in the Judiciary's taking a more active 
role in overseeing the administration of the Federal courts. Pursuant 
to the interest of the Appropriations Committees and the Judiciary 
Committees of both houses of Congress, and the interest of the 
Judicial Conference in identifying problems quickly and targeting 
appropriate resources to resolve such problems, the Office of 
Management Review was reorganized. Full-scale field operations 
under the recently reorganized operational format started during fiscal 
year 1982. 

Pursuant to the authority of the Judicial Conference under 
Chapter 15, and the authority of the Director of the AO under Chapter 
41 of Title 28 U.S.C., the Office of Management Review performs the 
function of inspecting and auditing the administration and fiscal ac­
countability of the Federal courts. In doing so, this Office acts as a 
representative of the Judicial Conference (1973 September Judicial 
Conference proceedings) and as an independent reviewing agent of the 
Director. The Office also serves the Judicial Conference and the 
Director in identifying, evaluating, documenting, and reporting prob­
lems to the appropriate responsible officials: the courts of the United 
States reviewed, the JUdicial Councils of the Circuits, the AO, the 
FJC, and the Judicial Conference. This Office reports directly to the 
Director and through him to the Chief Justice of the U.S. as Presiding 
Officer of the JUdicial Conference. 

The audits include a review and appraisal of the nature and 
extent of compliance with applicable statutes, regulations, policies, 
plans and procedures; management controls over operations and re­
sources; reliability of statistical data and reports; the integrity of a 
court's financial records; and the adequacy of a court's lnternal con­
trols. The examination procedures are directed toward improving the 
economy and efficiency of a court's operation and identifying changes 
needed to bring about increased effectiveness at minimum cost. 

The Office's primary function is to conduct management and 
financial audits of the Federal courts on a systematic and recurring 
basis. Currently, the Office is projecting 8. 2.7-year audit cycle for 
financial audits for each of the 201 district, bankruptcy and specialized 
Federal courts. Management audits will occur at much more widely 
separated intervals. In addition, the Office performs audits when there 
is a change of clerk, when a court so requests, and in response to AO 
and FJC program needs. Since the reorganization of the functional 
responsibilities and the creation of the Office of Management Review 
in September 1981, the Office has issued a total of 245 audit reports 
through June 30, 1983. The reports issued include audits of the U.S. 
courts of appeals and clerks' offices, the circuit executives' offices, the 
U.S. district courts and clerks' offices, the district court executive 
offices, U.S. probation offices, U.S. magistrates, U.S. bankruptcy 
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courts and clerks' offices, and court reporters, in addition to the 
special courts such as the U.S. Claims Court, U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Federal Circuit, U.S. Court of International Trade and the 
Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals. 

The Office issued 137 separate audit reports during the 12 
month period ended June 30,1983 (76 financial,23 management, and 38 
court reporter). There were an additional 31 audit reports in process as 
of June 30, 1983. Report production time, exclusive of time spent in 
the courts auditing, is approximately eight weeks. Audit reports were 
produced at an a~erage of 11.5 per month. Any increase ~n t.h<: ~otal 
number of financIal, management, and court reporter audIts InItIated 
by this Office will continue to be limited by available resources includ­
ing both personnel and travel funds. 

The problems identified in the audit reports have been addressed 
routinely by the courts, the judicial councils of the circuits, the AO, 
and the FJC. There have also been a significant number of matters 
identified through the audits which have been documented and referred 
to the Judicial Conference for policy consideration, to the judicial 
councils for action under Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 332(d) and 372(c), and 
to the Department of Justice fOl~ criminal investigation. 

u.s. MAGISTRATES 

u.S. magistrates continued to play an integral role in disposing 
of the cases filed in the district courts. The growing role and increas­
ing importance of the Federal magistrates system is reflected in part 
by the fact that the Judicial Conference expanded the number of 
authorized full-time magistrate positions (from 223 to 238) and reduced 
the number of part-time positions from (241 to 225). These figures 
reveal the continued movement toward the system of full-time judicial 
officers envisioned by the Congress to assist the courts in handling 
their growing caseloads and are indicative of the continued develop­
ment and maturation of the system. 

During the year, the Division of Magistrates continued to admin­
ister the Federal magistrates system. Below is a summary of the 
duties of the Division and the various accomplishments during the past 
year. 

Legal Manual for u.s. Magis.trates 

In accordance with Title 28 U.S.C. 604(d)(4), the staff prepared 
and distributed several new chapters of the Legal Manual. The manual 
is a legal treatise on SUbstantive and procederal law pertaining' to 
magistrates, including the jurisdiction and authority of magistrates, 
preliminary felony procedures, civil and criminal pretrial procedure, 
sentencing, proba.tion, and other judicial prl)ceedings. During the year, 
sections were completed on "The United States Magistrate in the 
Federal Court System", "The History of the Federal Magistrate 
System", "Legislative History of the Federal Magistrates Act", and 
suggested checklists for llse during judicial proceedings. In addition, a 
thoroughly revised chapter on "Search Warrants" was issued. 
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Legal, Administrative, and Policy Advice to the Judicial Conference 

The staff serves as counsel to the Committee on the 
Administration of the Federal Magistrates System of the JUdicial 
Conference. During the year, this role required the Division to provide 
advice and prepare written agenda reports and recommendations on all 
aspects of the administration of the magistrates system, including 
legislation, GAO studies, Federal rule::; of procedure. jurisdictional 
developments, conflicts of interest, legal forms, regulations of the 
Director, legal assistant positions, support services, and the salary 
structure for magistrates. In this connection, the Division: (1) a.dvised 
the Magistrates Committee on GAO studies affecting the Federal 
magistrates system; and (2) prepared a new and more comprehensive 
package for use by the Committee in reviewing magistrate legal assist­
ant requests. The Division also assisted in the preparation of testimony 
and correspondence for the members of the Committee and prepared 
the Committee's ,Reports to the Judicial Conference. The Division also 
implemented actions of the Committee and the JUdicial Conference 
taken during the year. 

Legal, Administrative, and Policy Advice to Administrative Office, 
Court, and Other Government Officirus 

The Magistrates Division continued to provide advice and con­
duct legal and policy research in response to inquiries of AO officials, 
judges, magistrates, circuit executives, clerks of court, members of 
Congress, aild Executive agencies regarding the jurisdiction and use of 
magistrates, regulations of the Director and the JUdicial Conference, 
and other aspects of the administration of the Federal magistrates 
system. 

Legislation and Civil and Cr~minal Rules of Procedure 

The staff reviewed proposed legislation and Federal rules of 
procedure, prepared position papers for the Director and the 
Magistrates Committee, recommended legislative and rule-mE.'king 
changes, and drafted statutory language and supporting analyses. 
These responsibilities included all proposed or enacted jurisdictional, 
administrative, civil and criminal legislation and rules affecting the 
magistrates system. 

In particular, the Division reviewed and commented on proposed 
FetJeral Rules of Civil Procedure 72 through 76 which pertain exclu­
sively to proceedings held before magistrates, Rule 16 which deals with 
pretrial procedure, and pending legislation on bankruptcy and sentenc­
ing reform. The staff also advised the Conference on proposed legisla­
tion to limit the jurisdiction of magistrates in habeas corpus cases. 

The Division drafted statutory language on matters affecting 
magistrates, such as the salary setting mechanism, retirement systems, 
the recall of retired magistrates to active service, age limitations on 
magistrate service, and qualification requirements for magistrates. 
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Surveys of Magistrate Positions 

Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 633(b), the Division provided the 
district courts, circuit councils, and the JUdicial Conference with 
recommendations concerning the number of full-time and part-time 
magistrate positions, their respective salaries and locations, and other 
arrangements. In so doing, the staff conducted studies which required 
legal, statistical, and management analysis. 

In the past year, the Division issued 80 reports concerning the 
needs in the district courts for existing or expanded magistrate ser­
vices. In addition, a special study was conducted to determine the 
continued need and appropriate salaries of 80 part-time magistrate 
positions at the lowest standard salary levels. This project will result 
in numerous changes in low salaried part-time magistrate positions. 

Management ~istanee for the Administration 
of the Federal Magisu"ates System 

The Division continued to perform its functions in providing day­
to-day administration for the Federal magistrates system. In this 
capacity it allocated courtroom and clerical staff positions for magis­
trates and conducted procedural studies of magistrates' offices. The 
Division also assisted in the development and review of policies of the 
AO regarding magistrate support service requirements and revised the 
Administrative Manual for magistrates. The staff assisted newly­
appointed full-time and part-time magistrates in establishing their 
offices. It also provided procedural and management advice to judges, 
magistrates, clerks of court, and other officials regarding the adminis­
tration of the Federal magistrates system. 

Administration of the Magistrates Statistical System 

In order to fully comply with Title 28 U.S.C. 604(d)(3), the 
Division continued to refine and operate the automated magistrate 
statistical system. During the year, approximately 5,000 individual 
statistical reports were received, analyzed, and tabulated by the 
Division. Much of the data collected is included in this report. The 
statistical data has also been provided to the Magistrates Committee, 
officials in the AO, courts, and other government officials. 

Appointment Procedures and Regulations 

The Division continued to administer and monitor the magistrate 
merit selection and appointment process to ensure compliance with the 
procedures mandated by the Fedet'al Magistrate Act of 1979 and the 
regulations promulgated by the Judicial Conference. During the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1983, there were 14 new full-time magis­
trates appointed and 7 full-time magistrates ra-appointed to new terms 
in office under the merit selection procedures. During the same 
period,14 individuals were appointed to part-time magistrate positions 
and 79 part-time magistrates were re-appointed to their positions. 
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Among the new appointments made during the year the average 
age ?f the full-time appointees was 48, and that of the n~w part-time 
magIstrates was 38. New full-time magistrates had been admitted to 
the bar for an average of 18 years, and new part-time magistrates for 
an. average. of 10 years •. Of the ?ew full-time magistrates, four had 
p!,10r experIence. as part-hme magIstrates, one served as a state judge, 
fIve were appomted to the bench after having served as Federal 
government attorneys, and four had been in private practice. 

1970 

1971 

1972 

1973 

1974 

1975 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1981 

1982 

1983 

Table 25 
U.s. District C'..ourts 

U.S. Magistrate Positions 
Authorized by the JUdicial Conference 

1970 through 1983 

Full- Part-
Year Total Time Time 

Spring ••• 518 61 449 
Fall ••••• 542 82 449 

Spring ••• 546 83 450 
Fall ••••• 558 88 455 

Spring ••• 561 90 455 
Fall •.••• 572 103 452 

Spring ••• 567 103 447 
Fall ••••• 542 112 414 

Spring ••• 541 112 411 
Fall ••••• 482 130 336 

Spring ••• 487 133 337 
Fall ••••• 482 143 322 

Spring ••• 482 150 316 
Fall ••••• 483 159 306 

Spring ••• 487 164 305 
Fall ••••• 484 166 300 

Spring ••• 487 176 290 
Fall ••••• 486 187 278 

Spring ••• 488 196 271 
Fall ••••• 485 201 264 

Spring ••• 488 204 263 
Fall ••••• 495 210 263 

Spring ••• 490 217 253 
Fall ••••• 489 219 250 

Spring ••• 483 223 241 
Fall ••••• 482 228 238 

Spring ••• 476 238 225 
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CLERKS DIVISION 

The Clerks Division serves as the liaison between the AO and 
the clerks of the district and circuit courts. Some of the significant 
projects of the Division for this year are in the following areas: juror 
usage, civil case management, automation, the pro se law clerk pro­
gram, and allocation of positions to clerks offices, including the im­
plementation of the work measurement formula. In addition, the 
Clerks Division is involved in ongoing projects, such as the Information 
and Management Bulletin and the District Court Local Rules Index. 
Some of the significant projects are described below. 

Juror Usage 

The Clerks Division, working with the special assistant for jury 
matters and the General Counsel's Office, is the focal point for efforts 
to improve juror usage in the district courts. The Division has concen­
trated efforts in three areas: (1) providing management information to 
the JUdicial Conference committees, the circuit executives, and the 
district courts; (2) organizing and supporting training efforts of clerks 
and jury clerks at the circuit and national levels; and (3) providing 
management assistance to the courts for improvement of their juror 
management systems through analyses of their procedures by on-site 
visits and review of the JS-11 reports submitted by the courts. 
Working through the Clerks Division, the Clerks Committee on Jury has 
played an instrumental role in juror management, including producing a 
training manual for jury deputies, proposing improvements for the 
collection of jury statistics, and making suggestions for improvement in 
a number of juror management areas. As a result of these efforts and 
those of the district courts themselves, juror usage continues to im­
prove resulting in a substantial savings to the judiciary. 

Civil Case Management 

In March, 1982, the Judicial Conference directed the AO to 
study and make available information on case management practices. 
In response to this request, the Clerks Division and the F JC have 
conducted seven workshops on district court civil case management 
which were attended by judges, magistrates, clerks of court, and court­
room deputies. The primary objectives of these workshops were to 
define general principles of effectiv~ and efficient case managment 
and to identify and document successful case management systems. 
The seminars have provided the participants with many practical 
suggestions for improvement in calendar management, and many courts 
have already implemented changes in procedures. For example, at 
least nine courts which were represented at the seminars subsequently 
a.dopted local rules providing for the non-filing of undisputed discovery 
material. The result is a substantial savings of time and space for the 
clerks' offices and a reduction in costs to the litigants. (One court 
estimated that the new rule would reduce the number of pleadings filed 
with the clerk by approximately 40,000 per year.) In addition to the 
seminars, the Clerks Division has established and is working with the 
clerks' committee which is in the process of developing a paper 
describing calendar management procedures and practices. 
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Prisoner Litigation 

The Clerks Division administers and monitors the pro se law 
clerk program. This program provides an additional law clerk to courts 
with heavy prisoner ciyil. ca~eloads to consolidate the processing of 
t?:se cases. thereby eliminating problems of duplicate research and 
fIlings. ThIS year 15 new pro se law clerk positions have been allo­
cated, based on ~riteria developed from JUdicial Conference guidelines 
and from a reVIew of the experiences of existing pro se law clerk 
programs. The Division has offered assistance to the courts in estab­
lishing new prisoner pro se programs and has continued to act for all 
courts as a clearinghouse for forms, procedures and other relevant 
information in the prisoner litigation area. ' 

Allocation of Positions 

This year the Clerks Division applied the new work measurement 
formulas for district courts in making its allocations of district court 
deputy clerk positions. Although the new allocation formulas are a 
great improvement over the previously used 100/1 ratio further re­
fi.nem~nt is necessary. For example, currently no expli~it credit is 
glVen In the new formulas for the work associated with senior judges. 
There are other areas where the new formulas simply do not provide 
the proper staffing credit and further study is required. -

Because of the wide variety of case types filed in the district 
courts, and the constantly changing mix of the number of each differ­
ent type being filed over time, it is necessary to weight certain case 
types to avoid providing more people than necessary to particular 
courts. Of mo~t importance are. student loan and veterans overpay­
ments cases WhICh ge11erally reqUIre less effort in clerks' offices than 
the average cases. Because of the large numbers of these cases now 
being filed in most district courts, a weighting system has been devel­
oped which enables the Division to estimate the manpower needs of the 
courts more accurately. 

Local Rules Index 

. . . The Distric~ Cou~ ~al Rules Index, developed by the Clerks 
DIVISIon, enables It to Identlfy rules dealing with a specific subject 
matter readily. Since its development in 1980, the Division has re­
sponded to over 110 requests for information in such areas as .qttorney 
a?!llissions! attorney discipli~e, sanctions, discovery limitations, non­
fIling of dIScovery, and taxatIon of costs. The Index has been particu­
larly .helpful in. c?~junction wi~h the civil case management project, 
allowmg the DIVISIon to prOVIde samples of rules oriented toward 
strong case management to interested courts. The Index has also 
enabled the Division to assist a court in the complete revision of its 
local rules. 
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PROBATION 

Pretrial Services 

The Pretrial Services Act of 1982, passed September 27, 1982, 
requires that the Director, under the supervision of the Judicial 
Conference, establish pretrial services in each judicial district other 
than the District of Columbia. 

The Act provides that, for an 18-month period following enact­
ment, any pretrial services beyond the existing ten demonstration 
districts are to be provided under the supervision of the chief probation 
officers, using existing probation resources, with no authority for 
additional appropriations. The Act also specifically authorizes appro­
priations necessary to continue pretrial services in the ten demonstra­
tion districts for a period of 18 months. 

After the 18 month period pretrial services may be provided by 
existing proba.tion offices, or under supervision of a chief pretrial 
services officer. The district court initially determines the type of 
organization to be used - either probation office or pretrial services 
office. If the district court and circuit council concur, a pretrial 
services office under Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3152(b) may be 
established. The Act expressly authorizes additional appropriations to 
support the pretrial services offices. The additional staff that will be 
needed is being sought through an amendment to the 1984 appropriatfun 
request. Since the Division does not know the final determinations of 
the district courts, a request has been submitted to cover the staffing 
needs regardless of the form of organization chosen by the courts. 
Nationally, the cost of establishing pretrial services is essentially the 
same regardless of the method selected. 

The major provision's of pretrial 'services include the following: 

- Prepare verified prebail reports for judicial officers on all 
individuals charged with an offen'se prior to the release hearing; 

- Review and modify bail reports and recommendations; 

- Supervise persons released to its custody; 

- Operate or contract for facilities for the custody and care of 
persons released including temporary residence, treatlilent~ for 
alcohol and drug abuse~ and counseling; 

- Inform the court and U.S. attorney of all violation's of conditions 
of release or danger to any other person or the community; 

- Serve as coordinator for other local agencies which can provide 
similar services; 

- Assist persons released in securing supportive services; 
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- Prepare in cooperation with the U.S. marshal and the U.S. 
attorney pretrial detention reports; 

- Collect information, evaluate bail activities and prepare reports 
to improve the bail process; and -

- Provide reports to U.S. attorneys for diversion purposes and 
supervise persons diverted under an agreement with the u.s. 
attorney. 

General Activities 

The Pretrial Services Branch of the Probation Division has 
completed a number of tasks related to establishing pretrial services 
throughou t the district courts. The staff has revised the operational 
manual so that it is consistent with the Pretrial Services Act and 
incorporates practical lessons learned by the ten pilot pretrial services 
agencies created under the Speedy Trial Act. A draft copy has been 
distributed to the field. With assistance from the General Counsel's 
Office of the AO, the Pretrial Services Branch has also prepared and 
distributed the statutorily mandated confidentiaiity regulations which 
control the use of pretrial services information. 

Members of the Pretrial Services Branch have also met with the 
annual conference of the Federal Public and Community Defenders, the 
Attorney General's Advisory Committee, the U.S. Marshal's Service, 
and representatives of the Bureau of Prisons, on matters relating to 
implementation of the Act. 

. To comply with the statutory requirements to "develop and 
Implement a system to monitor and evaluate bail activities, provide 
information to judicial officers on the results of bail decisions, and 
prepare periodic reports to assist in the improvement of the bail proc­
cess," new statistical reporting procedures have been developed and 
were implemented on July 1, 1983. 

An assessment has begun of each individual district to determine 
the needs of pretria.l services and the resources that will be required to 
provide the services. The present schedule calls for the assessments to 
be completed and available to each district court and the Judicial 
Conference, prior to the March 1984 meeting of the Conference. 

A series of five regional training seminars was held for chief 
probation officers to aquaint them with pretrial services functions 
required by the Act. With the assistance of the FJC, technical training 
in pretrial services was arranged for all probation officers. As of June 
30, 1983, training had been provided in 58 of the 84 districts and the 
remaining 26 are scheduled to be completed by September 30,1983. In 
a number of districts, training sessions were attended by members of 
the judiciary, law enforcement officers, prosecutors, public defenders, 
and U.S. marshals. 
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Statistics 

Most of the di;;tricts reported little pretrial services activities 
during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. Many of the 
djstricts had not established pretrial services by June 30 or established 
services sometime during the year. Only 11 districts were operational 
for the full twelve month period: the 10 demonstration districts and 
the Southern District of Florida, which had an emergency pretrial 
services program established in February 1982. 

During the year, pretr.ial services organizations interviewed 
15,050 defendants, 12,417 of which were interviewed before the initial 
bail hearing. Slightly more than 40.0 percent of those interviewed 
were released to pretrial services supervision at the initial bail hear­
ing. For those interviewed, initia~ money bail was set for 46.0 percen.t 
of the defendants, non-money bail was set for 50.2 percent, and ball 
was not set at the initial appearance for the remaining 3.8 percent. 

Of the total 15 ,G50 defendants interviewed, the ten demonstra.­
tion districts accounted for 8,648 or 57.5 percent. The emergency 
pretrial services operation in the Southern District of Florida 
accounted for an additional 1,325 interviews or 8.8 percent of the 
total. 

Statistics on pretrial services for the twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1983, are shown in Appendix Table H-l, by district. The 
following table summarizeS pretrial services activities nationwide: 

Summary of Defendants Interviewed by Pretrial Services 
During the Year Ended tTune 30, 1983 

Category Number Percent 

Total. . . . . . . , \I • 0 • • • • ,. • • • • • • • • • 15,050 100.0 

Type of Interview: 

Pre-bail ........ It ........ :-. •••• It ••• 12,417 82.5 
Post-bail .............. 0 ••• " •••••• 

1,965 13.1 
Refused/other • • • e _ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 668 4.4 

Type of Bail: 

Pers.onal recognazance •..•.••..• • ••• 2,778 18.5 
Unsecured :"ond . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,768 31.7 
Ten percent bond ..•••.•••..•.••.•• 878 5.8 
Surety bond ......... eo 0 ••••••••••• 5,465 36.3 
Collateral bond • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 0 • • ~ • 594 3.9 
Bail not set . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . 567 3.8 

Total released to PSA supervision 
at the intial bail hearing ..••..••••. 6,056 40.2 
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Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision Information System 

In order to meet the immediate need for improved sentencing 
data to aid sentencing judges and probation officers, the AO is imple:" 
menting the Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision Information 
System (FPSSIS). The data collection process began in probation 
offices in July 1983. 

The system will rely upon expanded versions of the Probation 
Form 3 and also upon a 58 item worksheet. The workSheet is to be 
completed by the probation officer who wrote the presentence investi­
gation report or the officer assigned to supervise the case, if no pre­
sentence investigation was completed. Clerical staff will code the 
information from the worksheet onto modified versions of tlte 
Probation Form 3. The Probation Form 3 will be forwarded to the AO 
for computer processing. 

The information sought is of three general categories: (1) 
offender and offense characteristics as well as sentencing information 
to be collected at the time of sentencing; (2) supervision status 
changes, if any, to be collected during supervision; and (3) supervision 
adjustment or outcome information to be collected at the close of 
supervision. 

Reports will be provided to each district which will permit 
comparisons of sentences imposed for' similar offenses and offenders of 
similar characteristics. These district reports, along with national 
summaries, will be published by the AO approximately every seven 
months. 

These data will alSo be used in evaluating the effectivenesS of 
supervision by comparing offender and' sentencing data with supervision 
adjustment and outcome. Such evaluatioils are expected to provide 
guidance to judges in imposing future sentences. 

Drug Aftercare 

Nearing completion of the fourth year of operation, the drug 
aftercare program provides drug treatment services to nearly 4,500 
drug dependent Federal offenders. The program is administered by the 
AO through its Probation Division, a's provided by the Contract­
Services for Drug Dependent Federal Offenders Act of 19781Title 18 
U.S.C. 3651). 1"01' the current fiscal year, nearly all of the $4 million 
appropriated by Congress for the program was obligated to over 235 
treatment and urinalysis contractors with anticipated expenditures for 
the fiscal year of nearly 80 percent of that amount. 'The contractors 
provided drug treatment and urinalysis services for drug dependent 
Federal offenders under supervision of the probation system. As of 
March 1983, there were 2,107 Federal offenders receiving contract 
treatment services with 2,372 drug dependent offenders receiving non­
contract services from community treatment agencies and probation 
staff. 
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Anticipating passage of legislation that will extend the 1978 Act 
through fiscal year 1986, the Probation Division has committed monies 
to the districts for treatment services for the forthcoming fiscal 
year. As in the past, the balance of funds will be used for urinalysis 
services, a second phase of an evaluation of the drug afterc8.re·program 
by the FJC, and a reserve fund for treatment and urinalysis services. 

On May 9, 1983 the House of RepresentatiVes passed H.R. 2173 
to exten.erthe drug aftercare program for an additional three years. 
Pending in the Senate, itis anticipated that-H.R. 2173 will be approved 
and the program extended. H.R. 2173 was introduced following the 
veto of H.R. 3963, a similar bill introduced in the last sessIon of 
Congress to extend the aftercare program through fiscal year 1985. 
The Presidential veto followed several amendments to the original bill 
that the -White House found unacceptable. With no authorization to 
continue the program, the Director ordered that all aftercare contract 
services end as of September 30, 1982. After a 19-day shutdown, 
Congress informed the AO that the program could be re-ac~~iVated 
under the terms of the continuing resolution that authorized operation 
of the program through the completion of fiscal year 1983. 

Drug Aftercare Evaluation Study 

At the request of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Probation System and the Probation Division of the AO, the Research 
Division of the FJC has been involved in evaluating the Federal dru~ 
aftercare program. 

During fiscal year 1983, the Center, working with an outside 
contractor, has developed a preliminary design for evaluating various 
aspects of the drug aftercare program. At present, further evaluation 
design work continues. It is anticipated that the Center's final evalua­
tion design will be implemented in a sample of probation districts in 
the near future. In addition, the results of the Center's initial process­
oriented evaluation of the drug aftercare program in ten selected 
probation offices will be contained in a report that will be issued in the 

near fu ture. 

publication 105 and Victim and Witness Protection Act 

The Probation Division has prepared a revision of publication 
105, The Presentence Investigation Report. Intended as a guide for 
preparation of presentence investigation reports, publication 105 
introduces a "core concept" which requires the probation officer to 
develop a core of essential information which is supplemented by 
additional pertinent data. Application of the core concept will result 
in reports that are more succinct and germane to the sentencing deci­
sion process. A victim impact state ment, as required by the Victim 
and Witness Protection Act of 1982, has been added to the presentence 
investigation report. Thi~ statement will provide the sentencing court 
with information regarding any financial, physical, psychological, or 
social harm or loss suffered by any victim of the offense. The new 
report format also requires a review and signature by the supervising 
probation officer to insure accuracy and quality control. 
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Plans are being developed t all 
attorney who is responsible for 0 ,ow" upon, re,quest fro~ the U.S. 
vices, probation officers to cO,ordma!I?g ?IctIm a~d WItness ser-
consultation, or agency referraf~~v~~:d:~~lS InterventIon counseling, 

The Supervision Proce~: Publication 106 

The Supervision Process Publl t' 106 ' 
years, is currently being print~d E c~ Ion d ' a project spanning five 
Administration of the Probation S s norse by t~e .c.ommlttee on the 
the supervision of offenders and t~ tern for the SIgnIfICanCe it gives to 
monograph sets the authoritative e numerous technique,s provided, the 
their work with offender~~. pUblica~::~~r~ ,for p,roba,tlOn of~icers in 
Federal probation on the i ,." f " IS a ~Irst In the hIStory of 
that "the most important ~:l °of s~ervls1.on .. !t IS built upon the tenet 
the available comm ' e supervIsIon process is to engage 
offenders in organizUi~~Yt~:~;t~::: ~r provide assistance directly to aid 
of life in comformity with the law." 0 successfully meet the challenges 

Witness Protection Program 

and th~he lu~~~~tio~ SY;:~~n~o~~er~es ~~: the U.S. Ma:shals Service 
Supervision services are provided fo: 1 e~ ProtectIon Program. 
and 200 parolees who have been i approxIm~tely, ~OO probationers 
reasons following their testimony i g ve,n ne~ IdentItIes for security 
Division of the AO maintains a Ii ~ maJo: crIme, c~ses: The Probation 
provides administrative support aIso~,wltt~ partIcIpatmg agencies and 
services. " coor Ina lOn, and oversight for field 

s. 1182, The Sentencing Reform Act of 1983 

S. 1182, The Sentencing Refor A t f 
Committee on the Administration ormth c p 096 19~3, prepared by the 
approval of the JUdicial Conference e 1'0 atIo,n Sy~tem~ h~s the 
by Congress. In view of the fact th t~~ pre?ently IS beIng consIdered 
Congress in favor of a sent ,a ~re ,IS a broad consensus in the 
submitted for consideration. encmg guIdeline system, the bill was 

The bill provides 1) that th d' t' , within the guidelines in th e IS rlCt Judg~ impose a sentence 
appellate review of outside_;lid~~~enc~ ~f, speCIal justification; 2) 

:~~~/~! c::: !':. :hich t~ere is no ~~~lic~~~~O;ld!1m~/::~~~f ~td::~ 
tionship ~o sente:!~opr;!!~r~e:Jence, h,avi~g due re~ard for its rela­
offenses and offenders P~d to th by gUIdelmes applicable to similar 
the bill. e purposes of sentencing set forth in 

S. 1182 also has a provision th t ld 11 
some offenses to state onI that. a. wou a?w the guidelines for 
sentence. This is to assist d1strict ~~~:tI:~~~en~lilS not a~ appropr~ate 
matters where the level of sanction is left t aln ngl d~ varl,ety of mmor . 0 oca IscretIon. The bill 
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requires the court- to state the reason for imposing ~ particular sen­
tence and requires the court to hold a sen tencmg hea.rmg to mak~ such 
findings and conclusions as are necessary to determme the applIcable 
sentencing guideline. 

S. 1182 would establish a sentencing guid~li~es comn;ittee 
within the Judicial Conference which would use eXIstmg agencIes f:O 
staff the development effort, provide training, and monitor complI-, 
ance. The part-time committee would be a seven-member body ~p­
pointed by the Judicial Conference. Four members shall be a~tlVe 
judges of the U.S. and three members shall be persons who are neither 
judges nor former judges, and at least .one of whom shall not, be a 
lawyer. Existing judiciary staff will provI~e support to the commIttee, 
although some additional staff may be reqUIred. 

Alternative Sentencing Project 

The Probation Division has worked with the Bureau of Prisons, in 
implementing a pilot project to provide a community-based ~lternatIve 
to incarceration in prison facilities, known as the "commumty correc­
tional center." The purpose of this program is to develop a ,model 
Community-Based Residential Corre<:tional Program that wIll, b~ 
viewed as providing punishment eqUIvalent ,to short-term co~fm~­
mente Locat~d in Washington, DC, the proJect began operatIon m 
February 1983. The target population is persons who would normally 
receive a sentence of 12 months or less, including split sentences. 

The overall objectives are to provide a place in the, offend~:'s 
home community to carry out the sentence of the court WIth PUnISh­
me~\'1: that is appropriate for the crime comm~tted, and to prep,are each 
inmate for a law abiding life in the comm,u~Ity. To accompl~~h these 
objectives, the program emphasizes supervI~Ion and ,account~bil~t¥ ov~r 
the inmate's behavior and, at the same tIme, enlIsts the mdividual s 
own capabilities and resources for self improvement. 

The operational philosophy is to provid~ punishme!lt thr0l!gh 
restricted movement in the community, unpaI~ .c?!11mumt~ se~vlc~ 
work, and restitution. Habilitation programs are mgh~Y structured and 
emphasize accountability, employment, and c~unse~mg for proble,ms 
related to drugs, alcohol abuse, family re~atIon~hIps, ,work ha~Its, 
personal financial management, and constructIve leISure-tIme pursUIts. 

The court must give explicit approyal for each designa!ion. ~he 
Bureau of Prisons will conduct an extensIve program e.valuatIon ~hICh 
will examine the referral process, the program quality, ~eneflts to 
society and the offender, and the offender's record follOWing release 
from the program. 

56 

I 

~i 
;1 

~ 
11 
:1 
11 
!{ 
q 
I; 

~ , 
!t 
II 

ii 
II 
:1 
:1 
" j 
-I -, 
-I 
}-1 

n 
I{ 

~ 
~ 
M 
If 

~ 
! 
M 

I 
i 
~ 

( 
~: 

I' 

I 
I 

r , 
1 
L 
I 
I 

): 
I' 
I 
I' 

BANKRUPTCY 

Public Law 95-598, commonly referred to as the Bankruptcy 
Reform Act of 1978, created a new Federal court of record with 
grea. tly expanded jurisdiction. On June 28, 1982, two days be.:.'ore the 
beginning of the twelve month period covered by this report, the U.S. 
Supreme Court held in the decision Northern Pipeline Construction Co. 
V. Marathon Pipe Line Co., (102 S. Ct. 2858 (1982» that the pervasive 
grant of jurisdiction to bankruptcy court judges provided by the 
Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1978 is an unconstitutional grant of author­
ity to non-Article in judges. Much of the time of the staff of the 
Bankruptcy Division during the twelve month period from ,July 1, 1982 
through June 30, 1983 has been devoted to administrative matters 
genera ted by this landmark Supreme Court decision. 

In addition, the Bankruptcy Division has continued to spend a 
SUbstantial amount of time in attempting to resolve the staffing, 
equipment, space, and budgetary problems caused by the continual 
increase in the bankruptcy court workload and an acknowledged inade­
quate staffing formula. 

Experience Under the Model Interim Rule for the 
Continued Operation of the Bankruptcy System 

The Supreme Court initially stayed its judgment in the Northern 
Pipeline Construction Co. v. Marathon Pipe Line Co. case until October 
4, 1982 to provide Congress with an opportunity to respond to the 
decision by fashioning jurisdictional or structural modifications in the 
arrangement authorized by the 1978 Act for the administration and 
adjudication of bankruptcy matters. The stay was subsequently 
extended through December 24,1982. 

Aware of the possibility that Congress might not be able to 
enact remedial legislation by a date certain, the Judicial Conference 
prepared a Model Interim Rule for the Continued Operation of the 
Bankruptcy System during' any period following expiration of the stay 
and preceding Congressiona.l enactment of appropriate remedial legis­
lation. By action of the circuit councils and district courts, that rule 
became effective in all districts on December 25, 1982. 

A special statistical reporting system was implemented on 
January 1, 1983 to collect information on the operation of the bank­
ruptcy system under the Model Interim Rule to assist Congress and the 
Judicial.Conference in considering alternative remedial proposals in 
the context of actual experience. 

During the six month period from January 1 through June 30, 
1983, a total of 3,903 matters were transmitted to the U.S. district 
courts under the Model Interim Rule, including 2,532 adversary pro­
ceedings or motions within adversary proceedings (64.9 percent), 1,285 
motions or other matters within bankruptcy cases (32.9 percent) and 86 
complete bankruptcy cases (2.2 percent). 
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Through June 30,1983, a total of 2,402 matters were di~posed of 
by the district courts, including 1,476 adversary proceedIngs, 886 
motions or other matters within bankruptcy cases, and 40 complete 
bankruptcy cases. Of the 2,402 matters, there were 1,901 (79.1 per­
cent) disposed of by a district judg~ without any r~~erenee back to a 
bankruptcy judge for additional actIon. The remaInIng matters were 
either disposed of in part by a district judge or returned to a bank­
ruptcy judge for some,preliminary (but not final) action. 

As of June 30 1983 there were 1,501 matters pending before 
district judges, including 1 :056 adversary proceedings, 399 motions or 
other matters, and 46 complete bankruptcy cases. Thz''1:mgh . June 30, 
1983, action had been completed on 68.9 percent of the motIons, 5~.3 
percent of the adversary proceedings, and 46.5 percent of the entIre 
bankruptcy cases transmitted. 

Data on the number of appeals taken in bankruptcy matters to 
both district courts and courts of appeals have been collected routinely 
over the last several years. Over the last year, the rate of appeals 
taken to the district courts of decisions in the bankruptcy courts has 
increased somewhat. During the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1982 a total of 2 171 such appeals were filed in the district courts, 
repr~senting 7.2 a~peals per 1,000 bankruptcy cases terr:ninated. In 
1983 the number of appeab rose 47.5 percent to 3,203; thIS represents 
a rat~ of 10.0 appeals per 1,000 bankruptcy cases terminated. 

The rate of appeals taken to the U.S. courts of appeals remai~ed 
relatively constant during the year~ During the twelve month perI~ 
ended June 30, 1983, a total of 688 bankruptcy appeals were flIed I,n 
the courts of appeals, representing 2.1 appeals per ~ ,00.0 cases termI­
nated in the bankruptcy courts. During the serne perIod In 1982, a total 
of 509 bankruptcy appeals were filed, representing 1.7 appeals per 
1,000 bankruptcy court terminations. 

Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 

On April 26, 1982, the Supreme Court transmitte~ ru~es of 
bankruptcy procedure to Congress. These rules became eftecbve ~n 
August 1~ 1983. The Bankruptcy Division is currently studying theIr 
impact on the administration o~ t~~ b~k~uptcy ?~urt system. As p~rt 
of this study, the Bankruptcy DIVIsIon IS Involved In an effort to reVIse 
a large number of bankruptc.'Y forms that are affected by ine new rules. 

Advisory Committee Activities 

The Bankruptcy Division has met several times this past year 
with members of the Clerks' Advisory Committee to discuss a. vilde 
variety of matters related to the operation of the clerks' offices. 
Greater input has been sought from the c~urts, through t~e Clerk,s' 
Advisory Committee, in the budget preparatIon process, partwularly In 
areas that have been troublesome in recent years such as personnel, 
postage, and workload forecasting. 
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In addition, the Bankruptcy Division has continued to work with 
the Director's Transition Advisory Committee. This Committee is 
comprised of seven bankruptcy judges appointed by the Director pur­
suant to the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1978 for the purpose of advis­
ing him on bankruptcy matters related to the transition period. 

Work Measurement 

The Bankruptcy Division continues to work closely with the 
Office Systems Branch of the AO and the Clerks' Advisory Committee 
in an effort to improve the present work measurement staffing form­
ula. Due to the uncertainty created by the Supreme Court decision in 
Northern Pipeline, plans to begin field'studies for a new work mea­
sure ment -formula have been postponed. In addition, plans have been 
made to factor a number of additives into the present formula as an 
interim measure to improve the present work measurement formula 
before'studies leading to the development of a new formula can be 
completed. Implementation of the formula to allocate positions among 
the bankruptcy courts remahts a function of the Bankruptcy Division. 

Automated Notice and Claims Project 

There have been a number of significant developments in the 
project to computerize variou's bankruptcy clerical functions in the 
past year. At' the present time, the automated bankruptcy noticing 
system has the capability to do all the noticing for a court, and to 
produce a claims register on microfiche. SUbstantial progress has been 
made in establishing a centralized AO facility for processing bank­
ruptcy notices and claims. In addition, the' system can prepare a dock­
et 'set; various management reports, calculate the distribution of 
dividends in asset cases, and count the number of notices produced· so 
the court can calculate the excess notice fee if appropriate. 

As of June 30,1983, there were two districts on the automated 
noticing system. The District of New Jersey was the first to use the 
system and after a long delay due to equipment acquisition problems, 
the Eastern District of Kentucky was r,laced on the system. The 
Central District of California will be placed on the system by 
September 1, 1983 and thereafter, it-is expected that a new court will 
be added every one or two months. At this time, plans have been made 
to implement the system in 20 courts. 

A Users' Committee comprised of representatives from the first 
five cour'ts to be placed on the system, the Bankruptcy Division, and 
the Systems Services Division has been formed. A meeting of the 
Users' Committee was held in May of 1983 b discuss future enhance­
ments to the" system. 
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Bankruptcy Judge Survey 

In the fall of 1982, the Judicial Conference Committee on 
Administration of the Bankruptcy System completed its responsibilities 
related to a congressionally mandated survey conducted by the 
Bankruptcy Division to assess the number of bankruptcy judges needed, 
their principal places of office, and the places where bankruptcy court 
should be held when: the transition period ends on March 31,1984. As 
required by Congress, the Judicial Conference reporteci its recom­
mendations to the President and the Congress by January 3, 1983. 
Specifically, the JUdicial Conference recommended that 75 additional 
judges will be needed in 1984 if the structural and jurisdictional ar­
rangement authorized by the Bankruptcy Reform Act remains un­
changed. Since these recommendations were made, the Bankruptcy 
Division has continued to work with the Judicial Conference 
Committee on Administration of the Bankruptcy System in re-assessing 
the needs and locations for bankruptcy court offices and places of 
holding court, with a view towards advising Congress during its current 
deliberations and in the future. 

Trustee Oversight 

Under the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1978, the Director has the 
responsibility to appoint and ' maintain panels of qualified private 
trm~tees from which the court appoints interim trustees to serve in 
Chac)ter 7 liquidation cases in 74 judicial districts that are not part of 
the U.S. Trustee pilot program. Maintaining these panels through 
addit\\ons and removals continues to be a major on-going activity of the 
Bankr'Uptcy Division. 

The Bankruptcy Division also continues to audit annual reports 
of Chapter 13 Trustees in the non-pilot districts to ensure compliance 
with the Judicial Conference Guidelines for Chapter 13 Trustees. 

During the past year, the position of deputy clerk for estate 
administration has been filled in an increasing number of courts. The 
establishment of this position has not only been instrumental in assist­
ing the Bankruptcy Division in supervising trustees in Chapters 7 and 13 
cases, but it has facilitated case administration in Chapter 11 cases in 
non-pilot districts. The Bankruptcy Division continues to assist the 
deputy clerks for estate administration in establishing procedures for 
supervising trustees and facilitating case administration. In June of 
1983, a seminar planned by the Bankruptcy Division and the FJC was 
held to provide training and guidance for the deputy clerks for estate 
administration. ... 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 

, During the p~st year, the Criminal Justice Act Division (CJA) 
contmued to a~rr!Imster the Fe?e~al program for providing counsel 
unde~ the prOVISIons of the CrIminal Justice Act (Title 18 U.S.C. 
SectIon aOOBA) and the Prisoner Transfer Treaty statute (Title 18 
U.S.C. Section 4100), and to serve as the staff for the JUdicial 
Conference Committee to Implement the Criminal Justice Act. 

Assigned Counsel- Federal Defender Program 

For the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, the AO re­
corded 50,581 appointments of counsel under the Criminal Justice 
Act. Of this number 26,381 persons or 52.2 percent were represented 
by attorneys furnished by Federal Defender Organizations and 24,200 
persons, or 47.8 percent were represented by private panel attorneys. 
The 50,581 appointments represent an increase of 12.4 percent over the 
45,000 appointments recol"ded for the twelve month period encied June 
30,1982. 

Federal Public Defender Office, District of Hawaii 

A Federal Public Defender Organization for the District of 
Hawaii was created in September of 1982, thus raising the total number 
of Federal Defender Organizations to 40. 

Prisoner "1'ransfer Program 

The CJ A Division has continued to provide liaison and coordina­
tion in connection with the transfer of prisoners between the U.S. and 
foreign countries pursuant to Prisoner Transfer Treaties with Canada 
Bolivia, Mexico, Peru, Panama, and T'ilrkey. ' 

, Since the c?mmencement of the transfer program, representa-
tIon has been prOVIded to a total of 1,189 prisoners, 725 of whom were 
U.S. citizens being returned to this country. 

Prisoner transfer treaties were signed with Thailand on October 
29, 1982; France on January 25, 1983; and the Council of Europe on 
March 21,1983. 

The Council of Europe Treaty will enable transfers between the 
U:8. and 19 countries thr~ughout Europe not having a separate treaty 
WIth thIS country. "Entry Into force" of all of these treaties will follow 
advice a~d consent. by ,the Senate (anticipated in 1983), ratification by 
the foreIgn countrIes Involved, and formal exchange of ratifications. 
Transfers pursuant to the new treaties are expected to begin in 1984. 
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• Exlcudes court directed prisoner representations of inmates of the U.S. Madical Center for Federal Prisoners 

at Springfield, Missouri. 
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JUDICIAL APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDITURES 

FISCAL YEAR 1983 

Once again, the Judiciary opera ted without an appropriation bill 
in fiscal year 1983. Funding was provided through passage of two joint 
resolutions. The first resolution (P.L. 97-276), approved October 2, 
1982, provided spending authority in the amount of $179,767,000, 
exclusive of the Supreme Court, to operate until December 17, 1982. 
The second resolution (P.L. 97-377), approved December 21, 1982, 
provided funding authority through the end of the fiscal year. The 
total spending authority for 1983, exclusive of the Supreme Court, 
amounted to $776,332,000. This represents an increase of approxi­
mately 10.0 percent above the budget authority for fiscal year 1982. 

The Congress had not, as of June 30, 1983, approved the 
Judiciary's supplemental appropriation requests for pay costs and 
program requirements for fiscal year 1983. The amounts of the sup­
plemental appropriations approved by both the House and the Senate 
are detailed in Table 26. 

In order to avoid a projected deficiency in the appropriation 
"Bankruptcy Courts, Salaries and Expenses," it was necessary to impose 
a hiring freeze on the filling of vacancies and other controllable ex­
penditures during 1983. Since a portion of the program supplemental 
for this appropriation was disallowed and savings did not materialize as 
anticipated, it was necessary to continue the freeze through the end of 
the fiscal year. 

Public Law 97-377, authorizes St. Elizabeth's Hospital in the 
District of Columbia to "bill and collect from (prospectively or other­
wise) individuals, the District of Columbia, Executive agencies and 
other entities for any services so provided (for inpatient and outpatient 
services)." This represents a shift away from direct funding of many 
hospital services through the U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services. The vast majority of the charges for which the AD has been 
billed represents inpatient care of patients committed by the U.S. 
District Court under the mandatory commitment provision of D.C. 
Code Section 24-301(d). The AO has requested a decision from the 
Comptroller General of the U.S. as to whether or not the Judiciary is 
liable for this expense. If an affirmative decision is received, the 
Judiciary will have an unbudgeted liability of as much as $2.7 million in 
1983 and possibly more in 1984. If the Judiciary is liable for this 
expense, funding is available in fiscal year 1983. In subsequent years, a 
budget request will be necessary to offset the cost of this activity. 

As displayed in Table 26, the total budget authority for fiscal 
year 1983, assuming final Congressional approval of the pay cost and 
program supplemental appropriations, is $796,044,000. The JUdicial 
Dollar graph reflects the cost of various programs and activities in the 
JUdiciary. 
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Table 26 
Statement of Appropriation Accounts for the Judicia~, 

(Exclusive of the Supreme Court), Fiscal Year 1983 
(Amounts in Thou!lsnds of Dollars) 

Budget Supplemental 
Authority Appropriations 

Fiscal 

I Other 
Year Pay 

Appropriation Accounts 1983 Cost 

Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit: I 
Salaries and Expenses ••••••••••••••••••••••••• $ 4,309 $ 97 $ -

Court of International Trade: 
Salaries and Expenses ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5,372 129 -

Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and Otht;;r 
Judicial Services: 

Salaries of Judges ••••••••••••••••• ....... 64,500 2,510
1 

1,400 
Salaries of Supporting Personnel ....... ~ ....... 294,000 15,250 -
Defendt" !'vices (Criminal Justice 

Act) .............. ,. ................ 32,215 600 1,400 
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners ••••••••••••• 42,500 -2,0002 -
Expenses of Operation and 

-2,0002 Maintenance of the Courts ............... 65,000 -
Bankruptcy Courts, Salaries and 

Expenses •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 89,001! ':i,lCO 2,500 
Services for Drug Dependent 

Offenders ........................... 4,000 -
Space and Facilities ••••••••••••••••••••••• 132,412 -5,0002 -
Court Security ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 12,000 - -
Total for Courts of ft.ppeals, District 

Courts, and Other Judicial 
Sen~et'!S f • • " • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 735,627 13,460 5,300 

Administrative Office, U.S. Courts: 
Salaries and Expenses •••••••••••••••••••••• 23,406 660 -

Federal Judicial Center: 
Salaries and Expenses •••••••••••••••••.•••• 7,618 66 -
Grand Total ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 776,332 14,412 5,300 

Total 
Budget 
Author-

ity 

$ 4,406 

5,501 

68,410 
309,250 

34,215 
40,500 

63,000 

95,600 

4,000 
127,412 
12,000 

754,387 

24,066 

7,684 

796,044 

1 Includes $9,000 transferred from the appropriations "Fees of Jurors and Commissioners" ($2,000), 
2 Expenses of Operations and Maintenance of the Courts" ($2,000), and "Space and Facilities" ($5,000) 

Transferred to the appropriations "Salaries of Supporting Personnel". 
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UNITED STATES COURTS 

THE JUDICIAL DOLLAR 
FISCAL YEAR: 1983 

TOTAL BUDGET: $796,044,000 

National Courts· 1 ¢ 
Administrative Office and 

Federal JUdicial Center - 4 ¢ 

\ I Salaries of Judges - 9 ¢ 

Salaries and Expenses, 
Bankruptcy Courts, 
Judges-12¢ 

Salaries of 

Defender 
Services 
(Criminal 
Justice 
Act! -4¢ 

Maintenance / 
of the Courts -

8¢ 

Salarir.s of Probation Officers 
and Staff - 11 ¢ 

Note: Excludes U.S. Supreme COUrt. 

6 

/ 

Spa,'::e and Facilities 
(incl. furniture and 

furnishings! - 16¢ 

Court 

Salaries of Supporting Personnel - 24¢ 



FISCAL YEAR 1984 

The House Appropriations Subcommittee has recommended 
appropriations (excluding the Supreme Court) for fiscal year 1984 in 
the total amount of $867,434,000. This represents an increase of 
$7l,390,000 or 9.0 percent above the amount available for 1983, but is 
$42,945,000 less than the original amount requested. Almost 
$31,000,000 of the reduction is -associated with Congress placing a 7.0 
percent cap on payments to the General Services Administration (GSA) 
for space rental and a projected lower rate of inflation. The only item 
appealed to the Senate Appropriations Subcommittee was for restora­
tion of $700,000 in order to provide for the necessary rental charges 
associated with the relocation of the AD to a consolidated site. The 
following summary, by appropriation, addresses the 1984 request as 
approved by the Hou'se Appropriations Subcommittee. 

Salaries of Judges 

The 1984 allowance of $69,500,000 reflects an increase of 
$1,090,000 over the amount available for 1983 and provides for six 
additional senior judges. 

Table 27 
Comparative Statement of New Budget (Obligational) Authority For Fiscal Year 1983 

And Budget Estimates and Amounts Approved for Fiscal Year 1984 
(Amounts in Thousands of Dollars) 

, 
Budget Change From 

Authority Estima~es ~t983 Budget 
Appropriation Accounts 1983 1984 Authority 

Court ot Appeals for the Federal Circuit: 
Selaries and Expenses ..................... $ 4,406 $ 4,680 $ 274 

Court of International Trade: 
Salaries and Expenses •••••••••••••••••••••• 5,501 5,675 174 

Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and 
Other Judicial Services: 

Salaries of judges •••••••••••••••••••••• 68,410 69,500 1,090 
Salaries of Supporting Personnel ••••••••••• 
Defender Services (Criminal Justice 

309,250 330,000 20,750 

Act) ................................. 34,215 37,000 2,785 
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners •••••••••• 40,500 
.Expenses of Operation and 

43,500 3,000 

Maintenance of the Courts •••••••••••• 63,000 75,350 12,350 
Bankruptcy Courts, Salaries and 

Expenses ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Services for Drug Dependent 

95,600 100,895 5,295 

Offenders .......................... 4,000 5,000 1,000 
Space and Facilities •••••••••••••••••••• 127,412 142,624 15,212 
Court Security •••••••••••••••••••••••• 12,000 18,690 6,690 

Total for Courts of Appeals, District Courts, 
and other Judicial Services •••••••••••••••• 754,387 822,559 68,172 

Administrative Office_. U.S. Courts: 
26,0753 Salaries and Expensetl •••••••••••••••••••••• 24,066 2,009 

Federal Judicial Center: 
Salaries and Expenses •••••••••••••••••••••• 7,684 8,445 761 

Grand Total ............................ 796,044 867,434 71,390 

1 Includes pay cost and program supplementals. 
? As allowed by the House Appropriations Committee, H.R. 3222. 
3 Does not include $700 which was appealed to the Senate tor space rental costs associated with the 

relocation of the Administrative Office. 
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Salaries of SUPPm."tibg PerSonnel 

.. The 1984 :equest of $330,000,000 includes funding for 711 
addItIonal supportIng personnel for the courts of appeals and district 
courts. Increased workload in circuit and district court clerks' offices 
accounts for 330 of the additional positions, and an additional 200 
positions would expand the Pretrial Services Program nationwide. 
Based on projected workload and a measurement staffing formula an 
additional 63 positions were approved for the Probation Service. ' An 
additional 15 new full-time magistrates, 28 supporting staff, and 34 
legal assistants will assume many of the judicial matter.s that otherwise 
burden the district court jUdges. An additional 19 positrons were 
approved to expand the national court library system to nine locations 
where library personnel will assist the judges with legal services. The 
~mount approved also includes funds for 12 supporting personnel for 
Judges who take senior status, 9 positions for central legal staffs in the 
courts of appeals, and an additional secretary for the Circuit Executive 
of the Second Circuit. 

~fender Services 

The amount approved for the operation of Federal defender 
organization's and the compen'sation of court-appointed attorneys was 
$37,000,000, an increase of $2,785,000 over the amount available for 
1983, which is mainly a result of the continuing upward trend in the 
number of Criminal Justice Act appointments due to increased criminal 
filings. It is antreipated that the number of repre'sentations will also 
increase in response to the establishment of the 12 Regional Drug Task 
Forces by the Department of Justice. Since the impact of these task 
forces was not included in the fiscal year 1984 budget request, supple­
mental funding may be required to provide for this increase in case­
load. Increased complexity of the cases handled by the public 
defenders and panel attorneys also contributes to the increa'se in aver­
age case cost. 

Fees of JurorS and Commissioners 

The increase of $3,000,000 in 1984 reflects increased costs of 
subsistence and other services provided jurors. In addition, a slight 
increase in petit- jury activity is projected for fiscal year 1984. 

Expenses of OperatiOn and Maintenance of the Courts 

Excluding the adjustments for inflation, an increase of 
$7,195,000 was approved for expenses of operation and maintenance of 
the courts. This increAse consists of $3,348,000 for expenses relating 
to the request for new personnel, $2,987,000 for the expansion of 
existing programs and activities ($1,912,000 - automated systems, 
$490,000 - national court library system, $485,000 - word processing 
systems, and $100,000 - telephone conferencing), $660,000 for the 
purchase of electronic sound recording equipment and related mainten­
ance costs, and $200,000 for continuing the court-annexed arbitration 
pilot programs currently operatmg in the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania and the Northern District of California. 
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Bankruptcy Courts, Salaries and Expenses 

The amount approved, $100,895,000, represents an increase of 
$5 295 000 above the amount authori:z;ed for 1983. This increase in­
cl~des' $875 000 for conversion of seven part-time judgeships to full­
time status ~nd staff, $2,600,000 for 160 temporary clerical personnel, 
$300,000 for 10 temporary law clerks, and $600,000 fo: repair ~nd 
maintenance of equipment and for the purchase of mall processmg 
equipment. 

Services for Drug Dep\endent Offenders 

The 1984 allowance of $5,000,000 includes an additional 
$1,000,000 for increased costs of contract rates and charges for 
services. 

Space and Facilities 

The sum of $142,624,000 was approved for 1984, whlch repre­
sents an increase of $15,212,000 over the amount available in 1983. Of 
this amount $7,561,000 is earmarked for GSA rental charg~~s for space 
currently o~cupied. The remainder of the increase is primarily attri­
buted to the new positions requested for the operation of the courts of 
appeals and district courts, and for space and .f~~nishings required 
incident to the occupancy of new or remodeled faCIlIties. 

Court Security 

The sum of $18,690,000 was approved for 1984, which represents 
an increase of $6,690,000 over the amount available in 1983. This 
increase consists of $600,000 for increased costs of equipment and 
contract services, $1,761,000 for transfer from the Space and Facilities 
appropriation to provide for overtime protective services and 
$4,329,000 for the expansion of the court security program. 

ENHANCEMENTS TO THE FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

Post Judgment Interest Rate Notification 

The Federal Courts Improvement Act which was enacted into 
law in September 1982 contained a provision revising Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 1961 to standa,:,dize the interest rate which would be permitte,d 
on money judgments in civil cases other than Internal Revenu~ tax 
cases. Prior to this enactment, interest to be allowed on such Judg­
ments was based on state laws. The new law permits interest to be 
based on the rate equal to the coupon issue yield equivalent of the 
average accepted auction price for the last auction of 52 weel< U.S. 
Treasury bills settled prior to the date of the judgment. The l!lw 
requires the Director to distribute notices to the courts of the auctIon 
resul ts as soon as they are available. 
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To accomplish this noticing function the Financial Management 
Division initiated procedures in October 1982 whereby Treasury trans­
mits to the AO a certified statement of the coupon issue yield equiva­
lent by electronic mail on the day fonowing the auction. A memoran­
dum of the latest results is then prepared and transmitted to the 
Printing and Distribution Facility in Forestville for printing and mailing 
that same day to each court. Alternatively, this information may be 
obtained by telephone from the Office of Accounting Systems and 
Planning. 

Financial Losses and Irregularities in Accounts 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, there were 
four losses totaling $249.45 reported to the AO by the courts. This 
compares with 11 losses totaling $5,917.00 for the same period in the 
prior year. Of the 15 losses reported during the past two years, the AO 
has recovered the funds in ten cases and granted relief in two cases. 
As of June 30, 1983, there are three losses pending resolution, 
primarily due to awaiting the FBI reports pertaining to them. 

Bankruptcy Seminars 

Three regional bankruptcy seminars were heJd for financial 
deputies in May and June, 1983 to review the fiscal operations of the 
bankruptcy courts. Participants in the workshops discussed internal 
controls, collateralization, accounting reports, procedures for receipt 
and deposit of moneys, and disbursing and fund control. Attendees 
were requested to bring with them an outline of their courts' internal 
control procedures and a completed copy of a bankruptcy accounting 
problem. The bankruptcy accounting problem was the basis for discus­
sing practical aspects of the monthly accounting cycle. In addition, the 
financial clerks contributed their personal experiences and approaches 
to solving problems at their courts during the discussions. 

Financial Audit Follow-up 

The Federal Managers' Financial Integrity Act (P.L. 97-255) 
requires that internal accounting and administrative controls provide 
reasonable assurances that obligations and costs are in compliance with 
the applicable law; funds, property, and other assets are safeguarded; 
and revenues and expenditures applicable to agency operations are 
properly recorded and accounted for. 

As a result, the Financial Management Division has established 
procedures for visiting courts subsequent to a financial audit to deter­
mine whether the court is encountering any problems implementing 
audit recommendations. Special attention is given to the role of man­
agement in strengthening internal controls and supporting the financial 
operations in the courts. District courts and bankruptcy courts have 
been visited in four districts since this initiative was begun earlier this 
year. 
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Payroll Audit 

The payroll function was recently transferred from the Financial 
Management Division to the Per'sonnel Division. As a result of this 
transfer and in order to insure the financial integrity of the system, the 
Audit Branch is expanding and revising its payroll audit procedures. 
The new procedures will include auditing all changes effected by the 
personnel action forms SF 50 and SF 250. The Audit-Branch will con­
tinue its present practice of auditing all monthly and biweekly payrolis 
as well as conducting 'special audits from time to time on such items as 
health and life insurance registrations. 

A questionnaire requesting confirmation of certain payroll data 
was mailed to over 16,200 Judiciary personnel in March 1983. All 
personnel were asked to respond only if the payroll information being 
confirmed was in error. Although 375 questionnaires were returned, 
only 110 questionnaires provided informatIon which required adjusting 
existing personnel or payroll records. Of these 110 only 24 required 
monetary adjustment to the payroll records. This type of confirmation 
procedure will be repeated on an annual basis and is intended to provide 
additional assurance that all Judiciary employees are being paid in a 
proper manner. 

Centralized Collections and Claims 

A new centralized collection function, within the Financial 
Management-Division, is resulting in better recovery of money due the 
Judiciary, particularly in cases such as excess salary payments, out­
stand~.ng travel advances, etc. All money received in the Financial 
Management Division is being deposited into the Treasury in a timely 
manner. For the eleven months ended June 30, 1983 the Financial 
Management Division deposited over 2,500 checks with a total mone­
tary value of almost -$1.2 million. As soon as it has been determined 
that the new collection procedures are fully'satisfactory, they will be 
shared with the various clerks of court to assist them, wherever neces­
sary, with their cash management responsibilities. 

REGISTRY FUNDS 

There is a total of $465,037 ,046 in the registry fund accounts of 
the U.S. courts. This represents an increase of $57.5 million or 8.8 
percent over the prior year. Of the $465,037,046 there is $369,696,049 
in the custody of the district courts and $95,340,997 in the custody of 
the bankruptcy courts. These money's are deposited as follows: 

Deposits Percent 

'lb:ta.l ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $ 465,037,046 100.0 

U.S. 1'reasury •••••••••••••• \'t Ci C! •••••• 57,908,673 12.4 

Local Dep05'jta!'ies: 
Non-Inter-est Beari~ Accounts ........ 5,010,802 1.1 
Interest B'earing Accounts 
(Jncluding U.S. Securities) •••••••••••• 402,117,571 86.5 
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Although the Judicial Conference approved a resolution during 
its September 1976 meeting that registry funds be deposited to either 
interest bearing accounts or the Treasury, some of the' courts continue 
to deposit moneys in non-interest bearing accounts. As of June 30, 
1983, there was $5,010,802 in non-interest bearing accounts. 
Compared to the prior year, this represents a decrease of $326,797 or a 
reduc tion of 6.0 percent. 

Ten courts (six district and four bankruptcy) maintained bal­
ances in excess of $100,000 in non-interest bearing accounts in local 
depositaries. These ten courts accounted for 80.9 percent of the funds 
deposited in non-interest bearing accounts. 

The percentage of funds deposited in local depositary non·-inter­
est bearing accounts was 1.0 percent for the district courts and 1.8 
percent for the bankruptcy courts. The percentagl!' of moneys in non­
interest bearing accounts held by the be.nkruptcy courts has declined 
from 4.0 percent 'in fiscal year 1982 to loB percent f;) fiscal year 1983. 
The majority of the moneys held in these accounts by the bankruptcy 
courts are comprised of unclaimed dividends and distribution checks. 
Since these unclaimed dividends and distribution checks are of rela­
tively smail amounts and seldom claimed, many courts do not consider 
it desirable to deposit them in interest bearing accounts. 

Tables 28 and 29 show the amounts on deposit in the Treasury 
and in local depositaries for the respective district and bankruptcy 
courts. 
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Table 28 
U.S. DIstrict Courts 

Registry FUnds In the CUstody ot the U.S. District Courts 
As ot June 3D 1983 . 

Non-
U.S. Interest Interest U.S. 

DistrIct Treasury Bearl'l1 Bearl'l1 District Treasury 

=' 
1bml ••• $ 57.908.673 $ 3.274.897 $ 308.512.479 NC.M ••••• 122.098 

NC.W ••••• n.773 ,," ....... 605.981 - 94.890 NO ••••••• 178.499 
At." N ••••• 33.592 1 4.703.349 NE ••••••• 274.084 
AL. M ••••• 62.504 - 2.194.184 NH '" •••• 48.768 
AL. 8 •••••• 18.250 - 1.180.025' NJ •••••••• 2.208.~14 
AR. E ••••• 152.738 - 3.520.170 NM ••••••• 847.17:: 
Aft, If ••••• 837.281 - 540.845 NMI ....... 2.000 
AZ ••••••• 706.311 - 2.0~8.S80 NV ....... 792.853 
C/" N ..... 200.322 - 2~.438.577 NY. N ••••• 222.005 
CAt E ••••• 1.451.076 - T.888.305 NY. E ••••• 1.429.224 
CA.C ••••• 2.077.282 - 12.088.268' NY.S ••••• 2.825.924 
CA.S ..... 1.2DO.783 - 1.808.047' NY.W ••••• 299.814 
CN ••••••• - 8.843 404.375 OH. H ••••• 458.232 
CO ....... 4.818.208 - 8.020.911 OH.S ••••• -
DC ....... 877.887 - 15.878.9%S· OK. H ••••• 42.570 
DE ....... 704.474 19.010 11.190.243' OK. E ••••• 104.100 
PL, H ••••• 28.323 - 1.028.818 OK.W ••••• 1.190.549 
PL, M ••••• - 203 J.550.382" OR ••••••• 759.848 

,PL,S ...... - - 13.418.538 PAt E •••• , 848.208 
OA.N ..... 233.783 - 2.959.120" PA, M ••••• 254.000 
OA.M ••••• 10.845 - 871,519" PA.1I' ••••• 274.0SS 
OA.S ••••• 410 - 714.203 PR ....... 2.449.488 
OU ••••••• - - - RI •••••••• 50.714 
HI ........ 175.738 - 1.751.172 Be ........ 1.375,025 
10 ........ 100,033 - 803,549 SO ........ 14.027 
IA.H ...... 152.141 - 228.088 TH. E ••••• 293.497 
IA.S •••••• 193.407 - 35.546 TH,M ••••• 198.338 
!L.H ...... 2.0§9.950 - 21.844,268 " TN." ..... 741.883 
IL, C ...... 161.358 - 8.331.285' n,N ..... 757.203 
/L.S ...... 884.541 - 55.334 TX, E ••••• 2.575.128 
IN. H •••••• 804.569 - 55.1U" n.s ...... 3.075.T=~ 
IN.S ...... 580.500 384 598.455 TX, 'Ii ~ ••• ,' 1.872.643 
KS ........ - 584.925 36.755.930" UT ....... 124.2IT 
KY.E ..... 1,448.077 - 93.108 VA. E ••••• 1.325.794 
KY, W ••••• - 5S1.529 515.982 VA.W ..... 25,ZS8 
LA. E ••••• - - 5.488,725" VI ........ -
LA, M ••••• - - 1.007.880 VT ........ 215.189 
LA.W ..... 56.144 - 1.984,844 WA,E ••••• 716.943 
MA ....... 3.573,018 - 874.717" I¥A, W ••••• 42.810 
MD ....... 1.590.435 - 1.640,709 0 WI. E •••••• 188.704 
ME ....... 519.898 - 73.384 WI.W 88.708 
MI. E •••••• 675,440 - 2.038.955 WV,H ••••• ~ 

MI,W 64,620 - 802.295" WV.!1 ..... 273.534 
MH ....... 206,885 - 228.006 Wy ....... -
MO. E ••••• 556.219 31.8~1 4.426.859' 
MO.W ••••• 213.624 3.5H 2.190.184 
M8, H ..... 10,978 - 1.578.202" Treasury 

~~~:::::: 562.602 - 704.195 Qlly 
370.408 - 5,811.245 

Ne, E ••••• 700,827 - 267,e34 4 

" 'I1le amount Invested In the U.S. Treasury Securities was t1l9.635.442. 

\ 

Non-
Interest Interest 
Bearl'l1 Bearl'l1 

- -- 118.977 - 848.~80· - 8U.30a· - 9.~81 - -- 14.315.903· - ~.219 - 85.878 - -- 780.958 
58.618 4.973.882" - 485.547 - 2.280.487 

4.281 2&5.478 
351.803 873.'12 
825.070 -- 6.113.737 

32.8%5 1.0Ba.741" - 1.828.3890 

- 1.082.583 - 471.484" - 42,183 - -- 11.203,918" - 475.928 - 130.872 - 352.787 
243.714 2.175.998 - 8,815,810" - 4.851,818 - 8,512.821" - 2.847,5U" - 5,002.474" - 1.802.588 - Baa.72P." 
735,083 708.904 - 10.381 

22,152 -- 9R7.878" - 098.5U· - 140.218 
1.454 1.472,511 - 2.078.344" - 8.901.878 

Commercial Both 
lI&nk. Treasury and 
Only Commercial 
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UNITED STATES COURTS 

REGISTRY FUNDS IN THE FEDERAL COURTS 
Million. of DollafB 
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Table 29 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

Registry Funds in the Custody of the U.S. Bankruptcy COUl'ts 
As of June 30, 1983 

Local Depositaries Local Depositaries 

Non- Non- r 
Interest 1ntel'est Interest Interest 

District Bearing Bearing District Bearing Bearing 

Tot.el • ••• $ 1,735,905 $ 93,605,092 MS, N ••••• 18,422 -
MS, S •••••• 17,506 17,571 

AK · ...... 2,145 312,896 MT ...•... - 283,967 
AL, N ••••• 22,930 12,817 NC, E ••••• 2,600 9,3,474 
AL, M ••••• 1,844 74,508 NC, M ••••• - 14,96'7,159* 
AL, S •••• ,. 209 211,095 NC, W ••••• 11,836 -
AR, E ••••• - 239,566 ND ...•... 23 115,307 
AR, W ••••• - - NE ....... 5,303 166,363 
AZ · ...... 50,834 101,891 NH •••.•.• - -
CA, N ••••• 1,212 2,083,779 NJ ........ - 830,771 
CA, E ••••• - 119,256 NM •.•.... 21 211,170 
CA, C ••••• - 37,232 NMI ..•...• - -
CA, S · .... 881 201,185 NV . ...... 276,768 114,599 
eN ....... - 35,700 NY, N ••••• - 286,544 
CO ••••••• 100 8,320,531 NY, E ••••• 2,750 17,637 
DC ••.•••. - - NY, S · .... - 21333,310(t 
DE · ...... - 15,5'73 NY, W ••••• - 57,419 
FL, N · .... 905 18,673 OH, N ••••• 29,414 166~,221 

FL, M ••••• 1,098 349,265 OH,S e •••• 359,476 16~007 
FL, S •••••• - 212,393 OK, N ••••• 3,389 29,000 
GA, N ••••• 110,380 1,301,928 OK, E ••••• - 1,112 
GA, M ••••• 45 24,915 I OK, W ••••• 26,490 530,2'68 
GA, S · .... - 527,637 OR , ......... - 641,471 
GU .•.•... - - PA,t · .... - 660,254 
HI ...•.••• 1,261 213,894 PA, M ••••• - -
lA, N •••••• 10,439 - PA, W ••••• 4,171 257,415* 
.lA, S ...... 67,389 - PR ....... 214,402 14,967,243 
ID •••••••• 8,284 - RI •••••••• - -
IL, N •••••• 11,147 1,348,964 se ........ - 57,841 
IL, C •••••• 13,322 - SD ...•..•. 40 3,349 
IL, S .... s • 6,102 80,812 TN,E · .... 89,728 -
IN, N •••••• 2,627 2,725 TN, M ••••• - 101,343 
IN, S •••••• 22,642 106,227 TN, W ••••• 12,136 92,347 
KS ••••••.• 33,461 752,331 (t TX, N ..•.. 2,038 7,324,092 
KY, E ••••• 6,250 - TX, E · .... 47,672 -
KY, W ••••• 9,052 77,487 TX, S •••••• - 21,684,640 
LA,E · .... 14,936 564,047* TX, W ••••• - 1,193,760 
LA, M ••••• 407 14,096 UT a' ••••• - 10,193 
LA, W ••••• 83,599 2,975,762 VA,E · .... 22,449 -
MA ••••••• 250 - VA, W ••• ' •• - -
MD •.•.••• 41,968 292,997* VI .••••••• - -
ME ........ 4,101 112,991 VT •••••••• - -
MI, E •••••• 750 48,095 WA, E ••••• 938 -
MI, W · .... 30,503 344,492 WA, W ••••• 2,764 4,521 1,488 
MN •.•..•• - 166,398 WI, E •••••• 395 26,298 
MO, E ••••• 21,195 - WI, W -· .... -
MO, W ••••• 10 136,933 wv, N ••••• - -

WV,S · .... 2,896 315,502* 
WY .•.•••• - 70,866 

lie The amount invested in U.S. Treasury Securities was $ 18,457,928. 
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REPORT OF COMPLAINTS FILED AND ACTION TAKEN 
UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. SE;CTION 372(c) 

Any person alleging that a Fede1,oal judge or magistrate has 
engaged in conduct prejudicial to the eff{~ctive and expeditious admin­
istration of the business of the courts, or that such official cannot 
discharge all the duties of the office because of physical or mental 
disability, mtly file a complaint with the clerk of the appropriate court 
of appeals or national court pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
372(c). Such complaints are initially reviewed by the chief judge of the 
court, who may dismiss the complaint if he finds it is (1) not in compli­
ance with the filing provisions of Section 372(c), (2) directly related to 
the merits of a judicial decision, or (3) frivolous. He may also conclude 
the proceeding if he finds that corrective action has been taken, or he 
may appoint a special committee to i.nvestigate the allegations in the 
complaint on behalf of the judicial council. The judicial councils are 
granted power to take appropriate action, except that in no circum­
stances may the council order removal from office of a judge appointed 
to serve during good behavior under Article ill of the Constitution. 

The disposition of complaints shall not be judicially reviewable 
on appeal (as provided by Section -372(c)(10». The complainant or the 
subject of a complaint may, however, petition the judicial council for 
review of any order of a chief judge dismissing a complaint. Petition 
may also be made to the Judicial Conference for review of judicial 
council orders issued after special committee investigation. The 
Conference is permitted to act on such petitions directly or to estab­
lish a sta.nding committee to take final action on its behalf. In July 
1982, the Chief Justice appointed the Judicial Conference Committee 
to Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders, consisting of 
three U.S. judges, who will act for the Conference in its review respon­
sibility under Section 372(c)(10). 

These procedures for filing and consideration of complaints have 
been in operation since October 1, 1981, the effective date of the 
Judicial Councils Reform and Judicial Conduct and Disability Act of 
1980, which established the procedures and the requirement for the 
Director of the AO to report on the nature of complaints filed and 
their disposition. In the Directorrs first report on complaints filed 
under the Act, which covered a nine-month period, there were 89 
complaints filed with clerks of court; 77 of them were concluded during 
that time period, leaving 12 complaints pending on June 30,1982. 

The number of complaints filed a/:; . ..:.~nst Federal judges, magis­
trates and other court staff increased to 148 during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1983. A single complaint involving multiple 
allegations may be lodged against several court officials. In 1983, 
there were 75 allegations that jUdicial personnel engaged in conduct 
prejudicial to the effective and expeditious administration of the 
courts; 2 allegations that a judicial official's physical disability pre­
vented the official from discharging all duties of the office; 111 allega­
tions that were outside the jurisdiction of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372; 
and 2 allegations of mental disability. The 148 complaints were 
directed against 45 court of appeals judges, 124 district judges, 15 
Article I judges, 20 magistrates, and 9 other court personnel. 
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As in 1982, the preponderance of complaints concluded this year 
were handled directly by chief judges of the courts of appeals or na­
tional courts. They ruled that 9 complaints were not in conformity 
with the filing requirements; 15 were frivolous; 66 complaints were dis­
missed because they were directly related to the merits of a decision; 
and they found that appropriate action had already been taken in 7 
complaints. Two complaints were withdrawn. The remaining 30 cases 
were dismissed by the judicial councils of the circuits, following a 
petition for review by the complainant in all but 3 cases. There were 
three referrals to the judicial council by chief judges. 

During 1983, ther,e were five petitions for review to the JUdicial 
Conference Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and 
Disability Orders. The Committee dismissed the five petitions, ruling 
that four complaints were related to the merits of the decision in a 
case and that the JUdicial Conference did not h~ve jurisdiction to hear 
the fifth petition for review. 

Table 30 contains a summary of the complaints pending on July 
1, 1982, and the number filed, disposed of and pending at the end of the 
year for each circuit and the two national courts. 
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Summary of Actlylty 

Table $0 
Report of Complaints Plied and Action Taken 

Ur.der Authority ot Title 28 U.s.C. Seetion 37~(c) 
During the Twelve ldonth Period Ended June 30. 1983 

Clreults 

Total Pedl DC/18t I 2nd 13rd 14th)5thlSth 11th 18th Illthhoth I 11th 

National Courts 

c.c.1 C.LT. 

Complaints Ptr.'dq OIl oluql. 1111 •••• , ••••••• ~=-I-":-"":"""--='--':=--":-""':'---='_=--~""';"'~_=--~-+-~_"':-_ 

NWIIber ot Complal::!: Piled ••••••••••••••••• 

~~------------------------------+-------Number of OrtleJa1s Complained Aboul! 
Article m Judges, 

Clreuit ........................ .. 
District •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• 
National Courts ................... . 

Article 1 Judges ..................... . 
Magistrates ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Others .............. • .. •• .. • .... • .. 

Natura ot Allegatiom: 
Mental Dlsabllty • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 
Physical Dlsabl1Jty • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 
Other Allegations ................. ' .. ' .. • 75 
Allegations Not Within 

Seetlon 372 Jurisdiction •••••••••••••••• 111 

NWIIber of Complaints Concluded 
01' I>IsmIs:aecI ................. • ....... j...:l::.:29~..:..-....:......--=.--=.:........;:........;......:..---=._=--~ _______ -+-___ _ 

By Chle! Judges. 
372(c)(3XA1<O: .. • .. • • .. .. .. .. .. .. • • • • 9 

(lU ........................ 86 
(ll)!..... •••••••••• •••••••• 15 

372(cX3)(B)C • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 7 
Complaint Withdrawn. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 

Subtotal. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 99 

By Judicial Counclb. 
312(cX6XBXO: ..................... .. 

(10 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
(U)' •••• , •••••••••• , ••••••• 
(Iv)' ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
(v) • •••••••••••••••••••••• 
(yOIl ...................... . 
(yill '! ..................... . 

DIsmiel!ls 1\ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 30 

Slbtotal. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 30 0 4 

Referred to Judicial ContereDefll 
372(cX7XA) II'

M 
...................... . 

312(cX7)(BXO ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
(n)~ ••••••• , ••••••••••••••• 

Subtotal •••• , " •••••••••••••••••• , •••• a 

- " 
3 8 3 2 2 1 1 

3 6 3 2 2 0 • 0 • 
.: 

NumberotComplalntal'ePdllJc ••••••••••••••• 1-31-+ ________________ -+-___ _ 
Number of OWcl41s Complained Aboul!' 

Article m Judges. 
Clreult ••••••••••••• '" • • • • • • • • • • • 7 
District.......................... 17 
National Courts •••••••••••••••••••• 

Article I Judges • • • • • • • • .. • • • .. • .. .. • • 5 
Magistrates • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 
Others ............................ . 

~.C. - U.s. Claims Court 
C.LT. - Court of InternatiOnal Trade 

:. ReYised 
Includes 2 complaints reported as terminable! 11;/ the Chief Judge 00 01' beforo JII/III 30, 1982 and zub~Uy reviewed by the Judicial CoIInciL 

""te. See following page for explanation of complaints cone\uded. 
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Footnotes for Table 30 

Not in conformity with requirements of Title 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(I): a 
brief written statement filed with clerk of court of appeals alleg­
ing conduct prejudicial to the effective and expeditious administra­
tion of the business of the courts, or alleging inability to discharge 
all the duties of office by reason of mental or physical disability_ 

Directly related to the merits of a dec!ision or procedm'al ruling. 

Frivolous. 

Appropriate corrective action has been taken. 

Directing the chief judge of the district to take appropriate action 
with regard to a magistrate who is the subject of a complaint. 

Certifying disability of an Article III judge. 

Requesting the voluntary retire ment . of an Article III judge, with 
the provision that the length of service requirements under Title 28 
U.S.C. Section 371 shall not apply. 

Ordering that no further cases be assigned for a temporary or 
time-certain period. 

Censuring Qr reprimanding by means of private communication. 

Censuring or reprimanding by means of public announcement. 

Ordering such other action as is deemed appropriate to assure the 
effective and expeditious administration of the business of the 
courts within the circuit, but not dismissals. 

Dismissals affirming a chief judge's final order, or pursuant to 
petition for review, or based upon an independent council decision. 

13 Discretionary referral to the Judicial Conference. 

14 

15 

Mandatory referral to the JUdicial Conference upon a finding that 
an Article III judge .has engaged in conduct that might constitute a 
ground for impEmchment. 

Mandatory referral to the Judicial Conference upon a finding that 
an Article III judge has engaged ~n conduct which is not amenable 
to resolution by the JUdicial Council. 
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REPORT OF FEES AND EXPENSES 
AWARDED UNDER THE EQUAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE ACT OF 1980 

The Equ~l Access to Justice Act 

The Equal Access to Justice Act, Title IT of P .L. 96 -481, 94 
STAT 2325, lessens the financial burden on private parties who prevail 
against the U.S. in agency adversary adjudications or non-tort civil 
actions by authorizing the award of attorney fees and expert witness 
fees. The Act also covers outlays for any study, analysis, engineering 
report, test, or project necessary in building a case. To be eligible for 
such an award, the party must prevail and meet certain financial 
requirements of the statute. Even when the private party prevails 
against the U.S. and is determined to be financially eligible, however, 
the attorney fees and other expenses requested can be denied if the 
U.S. can demonstrate that its position was "substantially justified." 
Petitions for fees may also be denied if the court finds that the private 
litigant used delaying tactics or if special circumstances exist which 
would malce an award unjust. 

Reporting Requirement 

This is the second report prepared in accordance with Title 28 
U.S.C. Section 2412(d)(5), which requires the Director of the AO to 
include in his Annual Report the amount of fees and other expenses 
awarded by the Federal courts under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2412(d) 
during the preceding fiscal year. The Alh.llual Report, however, is 
prepared for the year ended June 30, not the fiscal year. 
Consequently, last year's report only covel'cd the period from the 
effective date of the Act, October 1, 1981 through June 30, 1982. This 
year's report, therefore, is the first to provide data for an entire year 
(July 1, 1982 through June 30, 1983). 

Amendments to the 1982 ~ort 

In last year's report, two cases where the request for attorney 
fees was denied and only the request for service and filing fees was 
granted, were counted as "Petitions Granted." After reviewing the 
Act, it has been determined that decisions of this type should be re­
ported as "Petitions Denied". An amended table on 1982 awards is 
provided in this report. 

In addition,_ the Department of Justice was identified as the 
govemment agency involved in a district court case when actually they 
were representing the Internal Revenue Service. The amended 1982 
table reports this case under the Internal Revenue Service. 

Finally, data on three additional fee determinations made prior 
to June 30, 1982 were received after the 1982 report was published. 
These three cases are included in the amended table, raising the total 
number of petitions filed and closed to 33. Of these 33 petitions, 21 
(63.6 percent) were denied. Federal courts granted 12 petitions, 
awarding a total of $703,916. 
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Court/Agency 

Total ••••••••••••••.••••••• 

U.S. Court of Claims 
Dept. of the Treasury •••••••••• 

U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Dept. of Labor ••••••••••••••• 
Internal Revenue Service ....... 
Occupational Safety and 

Health Review Comm. ....... 
U.S. District Courts 

Army Corps of Engineers ....... 
Dept. of Agriculture ••••••••••• 
Dept. of Defense ••••••••••••• 
Dept. of Health and Human 

Services •••••••••••••••.•• 
Dept. of Housing and Urban 

Development •••••••••••••• 
Dept. of the Interior ••••••••••• 
Dept. of Transportation ........ 
(iov't. Printing Office •••••••••• 
Internal Revenue Service ....... 

U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

Internal Revenue Service ..... ~ . 
1 Revised 
2 A = Attorney Fees 

___ ~_---------r"' 

Table 31 
Decisions or; :\pplications for Equal Access to Justice Act Awards 1 

By Type of Court and Agency - October I, 1981 through June 30, 1982 

Petitions Denied Petitions Granted 
Total Fees Total Fees Total 

Peti- and Expenses and Expenses Amount 
tions Number Claimed Number Claimed Awarded 

33 21 $285,404 12 $781,244 $703,916 

1 1 10,391 - - -

2 1 51,479 1 12,930 12,930 
1 1 22,917 - - -
1 1 4,610 - - -
1 1 20,82:3 - - -
1 1 - . -
1 - - 1 200,000 200,000 

7 2 12,745 54 534,815 463,649 

1 1 20,550 - - -
6 6 46,860 - - -
1 1 55,000 - - -
1 - - 1 10,832 5,901 
8 5 40,023 3 22,236 21,005 

1 - - 1 431 431 

B= Study, Analysis, Engineering Report, Test or Project 
C = Expert Witness Fees 

3 D = Other, including filing and service fees, telephone expenses, and transportation costs. 

Nature and Amount of Awards2 

-
A B C 0 

$697,222 - - $6,694 

- - - -

12,930 - - -- - - -
- - - -

- - - -- - - -
200,000 - - -
458,976 - - 4,673 

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

5,710 - - 191 
19,235 - - 1,770 

371 - - 60 

Petitioner did not specify an amount in tue request for attorney fees. 
4 Includes one case where $435,999 in attorney fees and other expenses was awarded against the Department of Heltlth and Human Services, the 

Federal Communications Commission, the Department of Education, and the Department of Justice. 
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AneJysis and Summary of 1983 Data 

Durh-€ the year ended June 30, 1983, the Federal courts dis­
posed of 133 petitions for attorney fees and other expenses under the 
Equal Access to Justice Act. Ninety-five petitions (71.4 percent) were 
'termInated in the U.S. district courts, 22 (16.5 percent) in the U.S. 
courts of appeals, 14 (10.5 percent) in the U.S. Claims Court, 1 in the 
U.S. Court of International Trade, and 1 in the U.S. bankruptcy 
courts. Table 32 summarizes equal access to justice data by type of 
court and agency. 

Twenty-eight different government agencies were involved in at 
least one equal access decision. The Department of Health and Human 
Services was involved in more than one-third (50) of the terminated 
petitions. Most of these cases originally involved disputes under the 
Social Security Act. Twenty-two petitions named the Internal Revenue 
Service, while the National Labor Relations Board was involved in eight 
decisions. 

Of the 133 petitions disposed of, 106 (79.7 percent) were original 
applications under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2412(d)(1)(A), after judgment 
in a civil case against the U.S., and 19 (14.3 percent) were original 
applications under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2412(d)(3), after the court 
reviewed an agency decision on the merits of the case. Seven were ap­
peals of attorney fee determinations made by lower courts. In four of 
the seven, the court reversed the lower court decision and denied 
attorney fees. In the other three, the court affirmed the lower court's 
denial of attorney fees. In each case, the court found the U.S. position 
"substantially justified." Cases remanded to lower courts for further 
proceedings are not included in this report. One petition was for leave 
to appeal a fee determination made by the National Labor Relations 
Board (NLRB) under Title 5 U.S.C. Section 504(c)(2). The U.S. court of 
appeals granted the petition but affirmed the NLRB's denial of at­
torney fees. In other cases, U.S. courts of appeals have held that the 
Equal Access to Justice Act does not authorize either agency boards of 
contract appeals or the U.S. Tax Court to award attorney fees and 
expenses against the U.S. 

Over 60.0 percent (81) of the 133 requests for attorney fees and 
expenses were denied. Federal courts denied 77 petitions because they 
found the U.S. position "substantially justified." The Federal agencies 
involved in these cases were able to demonstrate that their positions 
were reasonable in law and in fact. One petition was denied because 
the petitioner unduly protracted the proceedings, and two were denied 
because the petitioners had, earlier in the proceeding, waived all rights 
to attorney fees. Finally, one petition was denied because special 
circumstances made an award unjust. Since the petitioner did not have 
"clean hands", the court held it would not be equitable to award attor­
ney fees. 
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In addition, at least 11 petitions were denied because the peti­
tioner was not determined to be the prevailing party, and at least 3 
petitions were denied because the petitioners did not file within the 30 
day statutory limit. These cases are not included in Table 32 because 
the Federal courts were not required to file reports when petitions are 
denied for one of these two reasons. Beginning July 1, 1983, however, 
the Federal courts will file reports when equal access petitions are 
denied because (1) the petitioner is not determined to be the prevailing 
party; (2) the petitioner did not file within the 30 day statutory limit; 
(3) the petitioner was financially ineligible; and (4) the petitioner 
should have filed under .another fee-shifting statute. These cases will 
be included in the 1984 report. 

Federal courts granted 52 requests for attorney fees and expen­
ses, awarding a total of $1,717,094. This is not the amount received by 
successful petitioners, however, because the U.S. has appealed most of 
the awards. Of the total amount awarded by the courts, $1,691,822 
(98.5 percent) was for attorney fees. The balance was for studies, 
analyses, engineering reports, tests or projects ($11,939), expert wit­
ness fees ($2,303), or other expenses ($11,030), such as photocopying 
and telephone calls. 

One award accounted for 65.8 percent of the total amount 
awarded. This case involved a $60,000,000 damage settlement against 
the Department of Housing and Urban DeveloI;>,llent for failing to carry 
out legislation mandating the creation of a reserve fund to help subsid­
ize low-income tenants' tax and utiEtST costs in certain federally as­
sisted housing projects. The district court granted an interim award of 
$1,129,450 in attorney fees. The following table summarizes the 
number of awards and the total amount awarded against various federal 
agencies, starting with the largest amount awarded: 

Agency 

Total .............................. . 

Dept. of Housing & Urban Development •••••••• 
Dept. of State ......................... . 
Dept. of Health & Human Services •••••••••••• 
Internal Revenue Service •••••••••••••••••• 
Environmental Protection Agency •••••••••••• 
Renegotia tion Board • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ••• 
Dept. of Interior ......... " ............... . 
Dept. of Justice .................. ,. .. 0 •• 0 

Dept. of Transportation ••••••••••••••••••• 
Dept. ot Labor ......................... . 
Federal Bureau of Investigation •••••••••••••• 
Agency for International Development ••••••••• 
Dept. of the Army ............•.......... 
Dept. of Defense ....................... . 
Dept ... .,C Navy ..•.•.•...•...••..••....•• 
Dept. )f Agriculture •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Immigration and Naturalization Service •••••••• 
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Total 
Number Amount 

of Awarded 
Awards (Dollars) 

52 ~,717,094 

2 ~,157 ,916 
1 98,000 

25 82,780 
5 82,607 
2 47,193 
1 43,780 
2 41,701 
2 38,087 
1 33,000 
2 23,408 
1 14,225 
1 12,110 
1 11,680 
2 11,622 
1 8,184 
2 6,336 
1 4,465 

---...---~----- . -----~-



Court/Agency 

Total ••••• , •••••••••••••••• 

U.S. Court of International Trade 
Dept. of the Treasury •••••••••• 

U.S. Claims Court 

Agency for International 
Development •••••••••••••• 

Dept. of the Air Force ••••••••• 
Dept. of the Army •••••••••••• 
Dept. of the Navy ••••••••••••• 
Dept. of the Treasury •••••••••• 
General Services 

Administration ••••••••••••• 
Internal Revenue Service ....... 
Renegotiation Board ••••••••••• 
Small Business 

Administration ••••••••••••• 

U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Dept. of the Army •••••••••••• 
Dept. of Defense ••••••••••••• 
Dept. of Health and Human 

Services •••••••••••••••••• 
Environmental Protection 

Agency •••••••••••••••••• 
Immigration and 

Naturalization Service ....... 
Internal Revenue Service ....... 
National Labor Relations 

Board ................... 
Occupational SaCety and 

Health Administration ....... 
Railroad Retirement 

Board ................... 
Renegotiation Board ••••••••••• 
Tennessee Valley 

Authority ••••••••••••••••• 
Veteran's Administration •••••••• 

\ 

Petitions Denied1 

Table 32 
Decisions on Applications Cor Equal Access to Justice Act Awards 
By Type of Court and Agency - July 1, 1982 through June 30, 1983 

Petitions Granted 
Nature and Amount of Award; Total Fees Total Fees Tota'i-!--C., 

Peti- and Expenses 
tlons1 and Expenses Amount Number Claimed Number Claimed AWarded A B C D -133 81 $1,307,141 52 $2,232,454 $1,717,094 $1,691,822 $11,939 $2,303 $11,030 

1 1 12,748 - - -. - - - -
1 - - 1 230,234 12,110 11,362 - - 748 
2 2 16,067 - - - - - -2 1 5,264 13 11,680 11,680 11,680 - - -1 1 22,552 - - - - - - -2 2 52,738 - - - - - - -1 1 21,769 - - - - - - -3 3 23,397 - - - - - -1 - - 13 96,259 43,780 36,291 4,625 - 2,864 1 1 12,847 - - - - - - -

1 1 11,680
3 - - - - - - -1 1 - - - - - - -4 4 36,446 - - - - - - -1 - - 1 34,376 34,376 34,376 - - -1 1 2,105 - - - - - - -2 2 39,582 - - - - - - -7 7 85,740 - - - - - - -1 1 17,972 - - - - - - -_4 1 1 - - - - - - -1 1 96,259 - - - - - - -1 1 17,122 - - - - - - -1 1 22,195 - - - - - - -



Court! Agency 

U.s. District Courts 
Army Corps of Engineers ....... 
Dept. of Agriculture ••••••••••• 
Dept. Qf the Army •••••••••••• 
Dept. ~!' Defense ••••••••••••• 
Dept. of Health and Human 

Services .•..•....... c: ••••• 

Dept. of Housing and Urban 
Development •••••••••••••• 

Dept. of the Interior ••••••••••• 
Dept. of Justice •••••••••••••• 
Dept. of Labor ••••••••••••••• 
Dept. of the Navy ••••••••••••• 
Dept. of State ••••••••••••••• 
Dept. of Transportation ........ 
Environmental Protection 

Agency •••••••••••••••••• 
Federal Bureau of 

Investigation •••••••••••••• 
Immigration and 

Naturalization Service ....... 
Internal Revenue Service ....... 
National Labor Relations 

Board ................... 
Omce of Patents and 

Trade marks ••••••••••••••• 
Small Business 

Administration ••••••••••••• 

U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Internal Revenue Service ....... -

Table 32 
Decisions on Applications for Equal Access to Justice Act AWB.rds 
By Type of Court and Agency - July 1,1982 through June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Petitions Denied1 Petitions Granted 
Total Fees Total Fees Total 

Petl-
tions1 and Expenses and Expenses Amount 

Number Claimed Number Claimed Awarded 

1 1 13,194 - - -
5 3 279,265 2 6,827 6,336 
1 1 16,901 - - -
2 - - 2 11,622 11,622 

46 21 40,987 25 121,571 82,780 

3 1 28,466 2 1,157,916 1,157,916 
4 2 33,056 2 123,728 41,701 
2 - - 2 120,832 38,087 
2 - . 2 24,033 23,408 
4 3 157,057 1 8,184 8,184 
1 - - 1 100,319 98,000 
1 - - 1 43,000 33,000 

1 - - 1 38,957 12,817 

1 - - 1 14,225 14,225 

2 1 2,105 1 5,755 4,465 
16 11 235,238 5 82,936 82,607 

1 1 _4 - - -
1 1 850 - - -
1 1 3,539 - - -

1 1 3 - - -

Nature and Amount of Awards2 

A B C D 

- - - -
6,336 - - -- - - -

11,622 - - -
79,493 1,754 598 935 

1,157,916 - - -
30,594 5,560 - 5,547 
37,740 - - 347 
23,408 - - -

8,184 - - -
98,000 - - -
33,r;00 - - -
12,659 - - 158 

14,225 - - -
4,365 - - 100 

80,571 - 1,705 331 

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

- - - -
1 Totals do not include at lellllt 11 petitions which Wf.\~e denied because petitioners were not determined to be the prevailln~ party, and at least 3 
2 petitions we~e denied because petitioner did not file for attorney fees within the 30 day statutory deadline. 

A:: Attorney Fees 
B = Study, Analysis, Engineering Report, Test or Projec't 
C = Expert Witness Fees 
D = Other, including photocopying costs, telephone expenses, Ilnd transportation costs. 

3 These awards were subsequently denied on appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
4 Petitioner did not specify an amount in the request for attorney fees. 
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EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 

The twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, marks the 
completion of the third year of operations for the courts under the 
Judiciary Equal Employment Opportunity Program. The program was 
initiated in accordance with the Judicial Conference's September 1979 
resolution (Conf. Rept., p. 58), as amended at its March 1980 session 
(Conf. Rept., p. 5), requiring each court to adopt and implement equal 
employment opportunity plans and to submit annually to the AO statis­
tical and narrative reports on its plan. The Conference's resolution 
reaffirms its 1966 policy statement endorsing the national policy of a 
positive program to provide equal employment opportunity. The courts' 
record of compliance with the reporting requirements continues to be 
outstanding. A two-volume report has been published under separate 
cover and was presented to the Conference. A summary of the two­
volume report is contained below. 

During the twelve month period enc!ed June 3D, 1983, the courts 
have focused on increasing the number of women and minority 
applicants for positions in the federal courts through the expansion of 
their outreach efforts. The courts in general have advertised vacancies 
in newspapers having general circulation and sent notices of vacancies 
to minority and women's organizations and to colleges and universities 
having high minority and women enrollments. In addition, as was the 
case in the previous two years, the AO circulated a letter to all 
accredited law schools reminding them of the courts' adoption of equal 
employment opportunity plans and of employment opportunities in the 
federal courts for law students and law graduates. While these extra 
recruitment efforts are costly and time-consuming, they are 
demonstrative of the judiciary's commitment to attracting highly 
qualified, potential applicants who reflect the makeup of the relevant 
labor markets. 

In addition to publicizing vacancies widely, the courts have 
afforded current employees equal opportunities for advancement and 
promotif.)n by improving the skills, knowledges, and abilities of 
employees through in-house formal and informal cross-training 
programs', training programs under the auspices of the FJC, and outside 
training programs. 

Despite concerted and, in some instances, extra.ordinary recruit­
ing efforts to attract more minority and women applicants, some 
courts have had difficulty in attracting a more representative applicant 
pool. Among those factors inhibiting the recruit~ent, hiring, advance­
ment, and promotion of highly qualified minorities and women are the 
low turnover rates in the courts, coupled with low starting salaries, 
diminished benefits, and slow rates of salary increases in comparison to 
the salary and benefits available in the metropolitan labor markets. 
Also, because of budgetary constraints many courts, especially the 
bankruptcy courts, offered only temporary, short-term appointments 
that were not attractive to highly qualified prospective applicants. 
Thus, many of the temporary positions were difficult to fill, resulting 
in shortages in personnel and increased caseloads for existing 
employees. 
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In order to meet the i d 
services in im lementin . ncrease needs of the courts for support 
AO received ~pproval fr~~eI;h:qUal emp!oyment oppo,:,tunity plans, the 
to reprogram monies to hire a fu~~1ropriate Congress~onal Committee 
courts, as well as the AO· ~.e p~rson to advIse and assist the 
employment 0 ortuni ' m co or matIng and implementing equal 
evaluation andP~ublica~ro%r~f':ms and

l 
to collect information for the 

programs in the courts. annua report on the operation of the 

Overall the reports rec,:! ived fr m th . . 
courts are complying with th;ir f f courts mdicate that the 
and programs. equa emp oyment opportunity plans 
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AN ANALnUS 

OF THE WORKIJOAD 

OF THE FEDERAL COURTS 

FOR THE 

TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED 

JUNE 30, 198~ 

-..,.,- --. 

The statistical analysis of the workload of the Federal judiciary 
which appears in this chapter was prepared by the Statistical 
Analysis and Reports Division. Appendix tables for the courts of 
appeals, civil, criminal, bankruptcy, and probation statistics were 
computer generated by the Systems Services Division. 
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FOREWORD 

The Administrative Office (AO) produces several reports for the 
use of the Federal judiciary, Congress, Executive departments, various 
agencies, and the public. These reports are based on statistics provided 
by judges, magistrates, clerks of court, probation officers, Federal 
public and community defenders, and their staffs. The data are 
entered into computers analyzed, and produced in various reports by 
the Statistical Analysis and Reports Division. 

The judicial statistics appearing in this report continue to offer 
a comprehensive .statement about the workload of the Federal courts. 
Changes in the collection of the statistical data over the 44 year 
history of the AO have not impaired the quality or reliability of the 
information. 

Since October 1982 when the AO undertook the operations of 
various computer systems developed by the Federal JUdicial Center 
(FJC), this agency has moved rapidly but carefully to provide judicial 
statistics (JS) via computerized forms and now computer tapes. The 
success of this venture is due to the hard work of the many persons in 
the courts and the AO. 

Before a court can provide computerized JS forms or tapes, it 
must determine if such information meets the quality standards of 
accuracy, timeliness, and completeness. Clerks then request the AO to 
change from the manual reporting system to computerized reporting. 
Approval is given after a successful compa1 Ison of the quality of the 
statistical reporting. The status of computerized reporting by the 
courts is shown on the accompanying chart. 

In less than nine months, 12 district courts representing 22 
percent of the criminal workload have converted to computer prepara­
tion of JS records. In 11 of these courts, the data are transmitted by 
computer tape and in one district, computer forms are supplied. Out of 
the 19 district courts with Speedy Trial Accounting and Reporting 
Systems (STARS), 5 courts are providing computerized JS filing forms. 

In the coming year, several courts with STARS will commence 
JS reporting. Eventually, as much as 80 percent of criminal statistics 
will be provided by computerized forms or tape. 

Computerized JS civil forms were submitted by seven courts 
representing 13.2 percent of the total civil filings in 1983. Plans for 
extension depend on computer resources. 

In the courts of appeals, all of the review and quality checks 
were carried out this statistical year in preparation for converting to 
computerized reporting in statistical year 1984. In the coming months 
the Second, Seventh, and Tenth Circuits will be providing computerized 
tapes. 
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U,S. District and Bankruptcy Courts 
Computer Applications for Record Keeping 

And Statistical Reporting as of June 30, 1983 

Crim-
District inal STARS* Civil 

Bank­
ruptcy 

Total. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1--1_5-+ __ 19_+-7_;-_1_5_ 

District of Columbia. • • • • • • • JSC - JSA 
~--+----+---~---­First Circuit 

JSC 

X 
JSA 

X 
JSC 

JSC 

JSC 

X 

X 

X 
JSF 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

JSF 

JSF 
X 

X 

JSF 

JSA 

x 
X 

JSF 

JSF 

X 
X 

X 
X 

~'---+-----+----r-----

Eleventh Circuit 
Alabama, Northern ••••••••• 
Florida, Middle •••••••••••• 
Florida, Southern •••••••••• 
Georgia, Northern ••••••••• 

JSC 
JSC 

JSC 
JSC 
JSC 

JSC 

X 

X 
JSF 

X 
JSF 
X 

JSA 

JSA 

JSA 

* - Speedy Trial Accounting and Reportlng System 
JSA - Automated forms 
JSC - Computer tape submissions 
JSF - Automated. filing report 

X 
X 
X 

X 

X Automated or computer tape reporting to commence in 
statistical year 1984 
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Two bankruptcy courts are providing opening bankruptcy filing 
data by computer. Thirteen other bankruptcy courts are automating 
their reporting forms. 

Personnel now devoted to ente.ring manually completed JS 
criminal forms into the AO computer will be retrained to enter the 
reports for the Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision Informa­
tion Systems (FPSSIS) which will be initially supported by temporary 
personnel. Computer tape quality control responsibilities will be 
shared by the Statistical Analysis and Reports Division and the Court 
Opera tions Branch of the Syste ms Services Division. 

By the mid 1980's additional efforts to provide computer tech­
nology to the Federal courts will reward the participants in providing 
JS reporting forms. Throughout this effort changes in how data are 
collected will not impair the quality of the data. The Subcommittee on 
JUdicial Statistics of the JUdicial Confer~nce Committee on Court 
Administration addressed this point at its June 1983 meeting. The 
Subcommittee recognized "the efforts of the AO and FJC in seeking to 
improve the data collection process by the use of new technology. The 
Subcommittee does, however, wish to guard against a change in the 
data base as a result of the new procedures. Therefore, every effort 
should be made to be certain that, with the advancing technology, the 
AO continues to strive for the most accurate information possible so 
proper interpretation can be made by those using the statistics." 

This responsibility requires continuous monitoring of the data 
obtained from computerized systems. This effort is well under way 
with various internal computer checks of information, as well as review 
of data as it is prepared by the court. Because the statistics obtained 
from the computer system are a by-product of the record keeping 
system of the court, such statistics are of the highest quality. 

The adoption of case docket sets (which included statistical 
reporting forms) for civil reporting in 1972 and for criminal reporting 
in 1976 was a great time saver in producing information on jUdicial 
workload. The change to automated dockets and other record proce­
dures were greatly assisted by standardization of information collec­
tion in the 1970's. The 1980's promise continued growth in the use of 
computer technology in the furtherance of case management control 
and judicial statistics. 
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u.s. COUR1S OF APPEAlS 

FEDERAL CmCUIT 

Summary of Workload 

The Federal Courts Improvement Act of 1982 (Public Law 
97-164), established a new appellate court called the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit. This court, headquartered in 
Washington, DC, officially began its operations on October 1, 1982. 
The Federal Circuit was created by joining the appellate division of the 
U.s. Court of Claims with the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals. The court has retained the jurisdietion of both predecessor 
courts. Additionally, it has jurisdiction over final decisions of the U.S. 
district courts in patent infringement actions and final orders and 
decisions of the Merit Systems Protection Board and the various agency 
boards of contract appeals. A summary of the new court's workload 
,during the nine month period ended June 30, 1983 appears in Table 1. 

Table 1 
U.s. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 

Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Nine Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Terminated 

Decided 

Pending Affirmed Reversed Modified Pending 
Num-I,per- Num-I Per- Num-I, Per-Oct. I, With-
ber cent1 ber cent1 ber cent1 

June 30, 
Source of Appeal 1982 Filed Total drawn Total 1983 

I 
'K~~illl •••••••••••••••• 263 694 429 126 303 242 79.9 36 11.9 25 8.3 

Board of Contract 
Appeals ••••••••••••••• 30 33 40 10 30 28 93.3 1 3.3 1 3.3 

CoUi't of International 
'l'rade ................ 16 21 21 1 20 16 80.0 1 5.0 3 15.0 

U.s. Claims Court " ..... , . 74 70 77 12 65 44 67.7 11 16.9 10 15.4 
U.S. District Courts ••••••• - 172 36 27 9 6 66.7 1 11.1 2 22.2 
International Trade 

Commission •••••••••••• 6 2 1 - 1 - - - - 1 100.0 
Merit Systems Protection 

Board ................ 77 242 119 36 83 81 97.6 2 2.4 - -
Patent and;;rademark 

Office •••••••••••••••• 58 141 123 29 94 67 71.3 19 20.2 8 8.5 
Secreiary ot Commerce •••• 1 1 1 - 1 - - 1 100.0 - -
Writs ••••••••••••••••• 1 12 11 11 - - - - - - -

""" 

1 Percents may not add up to 100.0 due to rounding. 
2 This category includes both writs of mandamus and other extraordinary writs. 

The Act also created the U.S. Claims Court, a new Article I 
trial forum with basically the same trial jurisdiction as the former U.S. 
Court of Claims. Statistics for the U.S. Claims Court appear in 
Append ix Table G-3. 

During the nine month period ended June 30, 1983, a total of 694 
appeals were entered on the Federal Circuit's docket. There was an 
increase in filings in each successive quarterly period, with the great­
est influx of new cases (302) occurring in April through June 1983. The 
majority (SO.O percent) of the total filings for the circuit were appeals 
from decisions of the Merit Systems Protection Board (242 cases), the 
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U.S. district courts (172 cases), and the Patent and Trademark Office 
(141 cases). Of these three sources, appeals from the Merit Systems 
Protection Board reflected the largest continual growth, up from 22 
appeals in the first quarter, to 108 appeals in the second quarter, to 
112 appeals in the third quarter. 

Appellate terminations totaled 429 cases during the nine month 
period. The largest number of dispositions, which comprised more than 
half of all terminations, involved appeals arising from the Patent and 
Trademark Office (123 cases) and the Merit Systems Protection Board 
(119 cases). Of the 303 dispositions shown as decided by the court, 79.9 
percent were affirmed, 11.9 percent were reversed, and 8.3 percent 
were modified. A total of 126 cases were withdrawn prior to decision 
or dismissed after consideration by the court, with the greatest number 
of these (36) involving appeals from the Merit Systems Protection 
Board. 

A total of 92 appeals filed on or after October 1, 1982 were 
terminated after oral hearing or submission on briefs during the nine 
month period ended June 30, 1983. For these appeals, the average 
times for various intervals of the termination process were 4.7 months 
from filing to oral hearing or submission on briefs, 1.0 month from oral 
hearing or submission on briefs to decision, and 5.7 months from filing 
to dec ision • 

Since filings exceeded terminations by 265 cases, the pending 
caseload grew significantly during the first nine months of the court's 
operation. A total of 528 appeals were pending on the Federal Circuit's 
docket as of June 30, 1983, up 100.8 percent over the 263 cases trans­
ferred from predecessor courts pending at the beginning of the period. 
The categories showing the largest numbers of pending cases were the 
Merit Systems Protection Board (200), patent infringement cases from 
the U.s. district courts (136), the Patent and Trademark Office (76), 
and the U.S. Claims Court (67). 
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TWELVE CmCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS 

Summary of Workload 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, the num­
ber of appeals filed, terminated, and pending in the U.S. courts of 
appeals reached the highest levels ever recorded in a statistical year. 
A total of 29,630 new appeals were entered on the dockets of the 
twelve courts of appeals, up 6.0 percent from the 27,946 appeals in 
1982. Case terminations rose slightly during this period, up 2.4 percent 
from 27,984 appeals in 1982 to 28,660 in 1983. With the large number 
of new filings being docketed during the year, the overall pending 
caseload in the appellate courts reached 22,480 appeals on June 30, 
1983. This total represents an increase of 4.5 percent over the 21,510 
appeals pending at the same time last year and re-establishes the 
upward annual trend in the growth of the pending caseload. Table 2 
provides a summary of the workload in the U.S. courts of a.ppeals 
during each of the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1960, 1965, 
1970, and 1975 through 1983. Table 3 is a comparison, by circuit, of 
the appellate workload during the twelve month periods ended June 30, 
1982 and 1983. 

Table 2 
U.s. Courts of Appeals 

Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30,1960,1965,1970, and 
1975 through 1983 

Number of 
Judgeships 

as of Termi- Pend-
Year June 30 Filed nated ing 

1960 · . . 68 3,899 3,713 2,220 
1965 · .. 78 6,766 5,771 4,775 
1970 · . . 97 11,662 10,699 8,812 
1975 · .. 97 16,658 16,000 12,128 

1976 · .. 97 18,408 16,426 14,110 
1977 · .. 97 19,118 17,784 15,444 
1978 · . . 97 18,918 17,714 16,648 
1979 · .. 132 20,219 18,928 17,939 

1980 · . . 132 23,200 20,887 20,252 
1981 · . . 132 26,362 25,066 21,548 
1982 · . . 132 27,946 27,984 21,510 
1983 · .. 132 29,630 28,660 22,480 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1978 · .. 36.1 56.6 61.8 35.0 
1982 ••• - 6.0 2.4 4.5 
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Table 3 
U.s. Courts of Appeals 

Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Terminations Pending Filings 

1982 -\1983 
Percent 

1982 \1983 
Percent 

1982 \1983 Circuit Change Change 

Total •••••• 27,946 29,630 6.0 27,984 28,660 2.4 21,510 22,480 

District of 
Columbia •••• 1,447 1,562 7.9 1,656 1,531 -7.6 ] ,386 1,417 

First ••.••.•• 1,040 936 -10.0 981 940 -4.2 554 550 

Second •••••.• 2,827 2,731 -3.4 2,518 2,773 10.1 1,005 963 

Third •..•.••. 2,191 2,513 14.7 2,264 2,456 8.5 1,452 1,509 

Fourth ••••••• 2,651 2,411 -9.1 2,672 2,299 -14.0 1,738 1,850 

Fifth* ••••••• 2,715 3,193 17.6 2,772 2,996 8.1 2,210 2,407 

Sixth •....••• 2,599 2,824 8.7 2,695 2,825 4.8 2,457 2,456 

Seventh •••••. 2,150 2,335 8.6 2,130 2,076 -2.5 1,715 1,974 

Eighth ••••••• 1,596 1,697 6.3 1,586 1,514 -4.5 795 978 

Ninth ••.••••• 4,390 4,583 4.4 4,498 4,878 8.4 4,236 3,941 

Tenth ....... 1,784 1,767 -1.0 2,012 1,584 -21.3 1,403 1,586 

Eleventh* •••• 2,556 3,078 20.4 2,200 2,788 26.7 2,559 2,849 

Percent 
Change 

4.5 

2.2 
-0.7 
-4.2 
3.9 

6.4 
8.9 

-0.1 
15.1 

23.0 
-7.0 
13.0 
11.3 

* For comparison purposes, data is reflected as if the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals 
Reorganization Act of 1980 was in effect during the entire 1982 statistical year. The 
ligures have been approximated based on information provided by the circuits and other 
available material. 

Filings Rise 6.0 Percent 

For the second consecutive year, the overall rate of increase for 
new filings in the U.S. courts of appeals was 6.0 percent. During 1983, 
8 of the 12 courts of appeals reported increases in their docketing 
activity. The largest increase occurred in the Eleventh Circuit, where 
case filings grew 20.4 percent to 3,078 appeals. Most of the growth in 
this circuit can be attributed to a doubling of the number of U.S. and 
sta te prisoner petitions filed during the year. Other notable increases 
in case filings were shown in the Fifth Circuit (up 17.6 percent) and the 
Third Circuit (up 14.7 percent). 

Four circuit COU1'ts (First, Second, Fourth, and Tenth) experi­
enced decreased docketing activity during the past twelve months. The 
most substantial declines were in the First and Fourth Circuits, down 
10.0 percent and 9.1 percent, respectively. The decrease in the First 
Circuit was due mainly to a 25.3 percent drop in new private civil 
appeals (exclusive of prisoner petitions). The reduction in the Fourth 
Circuit was caused by sizable decreases in new criminal (down 19.9 
percent) and state prisoner appeals (down 18.1 percent). 

Nationally, all types of appeals, except for administrative 
agency cases, reflected increases in filings during the past twelve 
months. The largest numeric increase was in non-prisoner civil appeals 
which increased from 13,950 to 14,922, a jump of 972 cases. The most 
significant percentage ris~~ was shown in bankruptcy appeals, up 35.2 
percent from 509 filings in 1982 to 688 filings in 1983. Ten of the 12 
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fJNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 

APPEALS COMMENCED AND PENDING 

Number of Cases 

30,000 

27,000 

24,000 

21,000 

18,000 

15,000 

12,000 

9,000 

6,000 

3,000 

a 
1974 

12 MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1974 THROUGH 1983 

_4_--- Appeals commenced 

II( Appeals pending 

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 

Note: Excludes U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fedoral Circuit. 
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Table 4 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

. Appe~1s Filed by Circuit 
D I In~IVmg Admmistrative Agency Decisions 

ur ng e Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Circuit 

courts experienced increases in the number of new bankruptcy filings 
during the year, with the largest numerical changes occurring in the 
Third Circuit (up 43 appeals) and the Fifth Circuit (up 39 appeals). The 
appellate courts also saw significant increases in appeals of state 
prisoner petitions (up 12.1 percent) and original proceedings (up 8.6 
percent). The total number of administrative agency filings in the U.S. 
courts 9f appeals dropped for the second year in a row, down 1.6 per­
cent from 3,118 cases in 1982 to 3,069 cases in 1983. The largest 
yearly decline was reported by the Seventh Circuit, where new admini-

Agency Total DC list I 2nd 13rd-14th r 5th 16th 17th 18th 19th I 10th I 11th 

strative agency cases dropped 32.0 percent. 

Reviews of Administrative Agency Cases Decline 1.0 Percent 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, reviews of 
administrative agency cases declined 1.6 percent to 3,069 filings. This 
decrease represents the second consecutive yearly drop from the all­
time high of 3,800 administrative agency appeals reported in 1981-
Administrative agency cases comprised only 10.4 percent of the total 
appellate filings for 1983, down slightly from the 11.2 percent recorded 
last year. The largest numbers of filings were recorded in the District 
of Columbia Circuit (672 cases) and the Ninth Circuit (648 cases). 
Together, these two courts comprised 43.0 percent of the total admini-
strative agency filings for 1983. 

Appeals from decisions of the National Labor Relations Board 
accounted for the greatest portion (24.6 percent) of all the new admini­
strative agency cases filed during the year. Compared to last year, 
however, the overall number of appeals from this agency dropped a 
sizable 9.9 percent, from 838 cases in 1982 to 755 cases in 1983. Other 
agencies with relatively large numbers of appealed decisions were the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service (402 cases); the U.S. Tax Court 
(375 cases); the Interstate Commerce Commission (299 cases); and the 
Federal Energy Regulator;{ Commission (273 cases). Table 4 is a sum­
mary, by circuit, of the number of appeals of deci:;;ions from each 
administrative agency during the twelve month period ended June 30, 

1983. 
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Benefits Review Board (BRB) 
Civil Aeronautics Board (CAB) • : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission (CFTR) 

Copyright Royalty Trib~n'ai (CRT) : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Department of Agriculture (AGRI) 
Department or Energy (DOE) •••• : : : : : : : : : : : : 

Department of Health and Human 
Services (HHS) 

Department of In't~;i~~ tOOl) ................ ................ 
Department of Labor (LABR) 
Department of Transportation (TRAN) : : : : : : : : : 
Environmental Protection 

Agency (EPA) ••••••••• Federal Aviation ••••••••••••••••• 

Administration (FAA) . .................... 
Federal Communications 

Commission (FCC) Federal Energy :l.eguis:t~;i ••••••••••••••••• 

Commission (PERC) ..................... 
Federal Labor Relations 

Authority (FLRA) 
Fede~al Mine Safety ~d H~~ith •••••••••••••• 

ReView Commission (MSHR) .......... " .... 
Federal Trade Commission (FTC) 
Immi&:ration and Naturalization ••••••••••••• 

Service (INS) •• ........................ 
mterstate Commerce 

Commission (ICC) 
Merit Systems Prot~dti~ll' •••••••••••••••••• 

Board (MSPB) . •••• "' ••••••••••••••••••• C'I' 

National Labor Relations 
Board (NLRB) 

Nuclear F.egulai~rY·c~~~is'sio·n·6{·RC)·:::::::: 

o ccupational Safety and Health 
Review Commission (OSHC) 
Wee of Workers Compensat1~~ ••••••••••••• u 
Program (OWCP) ....................... 

R 
U 

o 

ailroad Retirement Board (RRRB) 
.S. Tax Court (US Tax Ct) ••••••••••• ......... , ....... 
ther* ................................ 

3,069 672 68 

90 10 3 
23 14 1 

15 7 -
12 11 -
10 2 -
19 2 -

14 - 1 
15 14 -

107 2 5 
17 7 2 

127 49 -
19 7 -

122 117 -
273 123 -

66 40 2 

14 5 -
17 - -

402 2 11 

29.9 146 1 

97 25 1 

755 36 24 
19 15 -

49 4 3 

13 - 1 

22 5 -
375 7 12 

78 22 1 

230 201 170 261 

9 13 14 B 
3 - - -

2 - - 1 
1 - - -
1 1 - -- - 1 -

- 4 - 1 
- - - -
6 8 10 1 
1 - - 1 

2 11 19 2 

3 - - -

- - 1 -
13 1 10 65 

2 - 2 6 

1 1 - -
2 - 10 -

25 22 15 21 

5 28 2 62 

7 6 7 13 

92 72 57 30 
2 - - -

7 6 1 14 

1 - 2 .. 
1 - 1 1 

36 19 16 29 

8 9 2 6 

• Includes all agencies involved in less than ten appeals durin g the twelve month period. 

287 170 108 648 106 148 

21 4 1 - 6 1 - - 3 1 1 -

- 2 1 1 - 1 
- - - - - -
1 2 - 2 1 -
- - 2 14 - -

3 1 2 1 - 1 - - - 1 - -
7 4 3 59 - 2 
1 - .. 4 1 -

15 8 1 14 6 -
- - - 5 2 2 

1 1 - - 2 -
4 2 2 26 19 8 

3 - - 5 1 5 

4 1 - 1 1 -
1 2 1 - 1 -

23 10 10 244 3 16 

4 24 10 5 3 9 

8 2 3 10 5 10 

126 63 36 144 28 47 
1 - - - 1 -

8 1 1 2 1 1 

- - - 3 - 6 

5 3 5 1 - -
49 34 23 93 21 36 

2 6 4 12 3 3 
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Types of Appeals from the District Courts 

Civil and criminal appeals originating from the U.S. district 
courts accounted for 84.5 percent of the total appeals filed in 1983. A 
total of 25,039 such appeals arose from the U.S. district courts, up 6.3 
percent over the 23,551 appe~s reported in 1982. The majority of this 
increase was the result of a 7.8 percent rise in new civil appeals during 
the year. Among these civil cases, the largest numerical growth oc­
curred in appeals involving state prisoner civil rights (up 259 cases); 
Federal question non-prisoner civil rights (up 256 cases); and U.S. 
defendant Social Security laws (up 213 cases). New criminal appeals 
grew by only 0.5 percent in 1983. The highest rates of growth in crimi­
nal were shown in appeals of assault cases (up 21.6 percent) and frug 
Abuse Prevention and Control Act (DAPCA) cases (up 10.5 percent. 

The most substantial declines in civil appeals occurred for U.S. 
defendant environmental matters (down 28.2 percent) and Federal 
question copyright, patent, and trademark cases (down 23.0 percent). 
Of the criminal appeals, the largest reductions in filings were in ap­
peals involving auto theft (down 13.3 percent) and homicide (down 12.9 
percent). 

During 1983, a total of 4,069 appeals from the U.S. district 
courts involved petitions filed by state prisoners. This number repre­
sents a 12.1 percent increase over the 3,631 petitions filed in 1982. On 
a percentage basis, these appeals accounted for 16.3 percent of the 
total from the U.S. district courts and 13.7 percent of the overall 
appella te filings. Among the individual circuits, the largest pm-tion 
(17.2 percent) of all state prisoner petitions were docketed in the 
Fourth Circuit. These appeals comprised 29.0 percent of the circuit's 
total filings for 1983. In relation to total circuit filings, SUbstantial 
amounts of state prisoner petiUons were also docketed in the Fifth 
Circuit (18.4 percent); the Sixth Circuit (16.6 percent); and the Seventh 
Circuit (16.5 percent). The lowest percentage of state prisoner peti­
tions was found in the District of Columbia Circuit. The 30 filings 
comprised 1.9 percent of the District of Columbia Circuit's filings for 
1983. 

Termina tions of civil and criminal appeals which arose from the 
U.S. district courts totaled 24,072 cases during the past year. This 
amount was 4.0 percent higher than the 23,145 appeals disposed of last 
year. These civil and criminal cases represented 84.0 percent of the 
total appellate terminations for 1983, up sightly from the 82.7 percent 
recorded in 1982. Both the civil and criminal appeals terminations 
grew this year. For civil, the biggest changes took place in appeals of 
U.S. defendant environmental matters (up 58.2 percent); Federal ques­
tion contract actions (up 28.7 percent); and U.S. defendant tort actions 
(up 26.2 percent). With the criminal dispositions, the largest increases 
occurred in appeals involving weapons and firearms (up 42.4 percent); 
homicide (up 19.6 percent); and forgery and counterfeiting (up 19.0 
percent). 
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Table 5 
U.S. Courts oC Appeals 

Nature oC SUit or Oeren.se oC Appeals from the U.S. District Courts 
Flied and Termmated In the U.S. Courts oC Appeals 

Durl~ the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Flied ,'ermlnated 

Nature of SUit or OCCense 1982 Jl 1993 ~:c~: I Percent 
1982 1983 Change 

'IOtal Crules •• • • • • • • • • • • •• 23,551 25,039 6 3 23 145 • , 24,072 4.0 

Total Civil CruJea •• • • • •• • • • • • • • •• 18,784 20,249 78 r:~~ __ -t ___ '-t_18~,6_23 ___ 19~,2_9~5 __ 3~.6~ 
U.s. 01_ • . • • • • • • • • . • . . • • . . 5,517 5,820 5.5 5,508 5,585 1".4 

U.S. Plaintiff ••••••••••••••••••••• r--:::8::99:---9:-:6'7"4 -I--7-.2-1--9-44--~---894 -5.3 

Contract Actions •••••••••••••••• 
Real Property Ac tlons •••••••••••• 
Civil Rlgh ts •••••••••••••••••••• 
l.abor •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Tax SUits •••••••••••••••••••••• 
All Other •• , ••••••••••••••••••• 

U.S. DeCendant •••••••••••••••••••• 

~on~ract Actions ••••••••••••• , • ~ 
ea Property Actions •••••••••••• 

Tort Actions ••••••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights ••••••••••••••••••• 
Prisoner Petitions: • 

Motions to Vacate 
Sentence •••••••••••••••••• 

Habeas Corpus ••••••••••••••• 
Prisoner Civil Rlgh ts •••••••••• 
Other Prisoner Petitions •••••••• 

Social Security Laws •••••••••••••• 
Tax SUits •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Environmental Matters •••••••••••• 
Freedom oC Information Act 
All Other .............. :::::::: 

91 96 5.5 
148 136 -8.1 

96 77 -19.8 
87 109 25.3 

179 203 16.8 
298 337 13.1 

4,618 4,856 5.2 

148 136 -8.1 
83 80 -3.6 

44~ 496 12.0 
619 632 2.1 

359 388 8.1 
o!55 440 -3.3 
234 282 20.5 
155 148 -4.5 
779 992 27.3 
248 259 4.4 
124 89 -28.2 

96 103 7.3 
875 811 -7.3 

94 
163 
67 

102 
175 
343 

4,564 

159 
92 

409 
595 

418 
429 
282 
159 
759 
237 

79 
110 
836 

82 -12.8 
132 -19.0 

67 
93 

205 
315 

4,691 

-B.8 
17.1 
-8.2 

2.8 

134 -15.7 
~4 2;2 

516 26.2 
600 0.8 

430 2.9 
454 5.8 
263 -6.7 
139 -12.6 
738 -2.9 
265 11.8 
125 58.2 

88 -20.0 
845 '1.1 

Private Cues. • • • • • • • • • • • . • •• 13,267 14,429 8.8 13,115 13,710 4.5 

Federal Question... • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • 9,994 10,769 7.8 9,878 10,359 4.9 

Contract Actions •••••••••••••••• 
Tort Actions ••••••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rlgh ts •••••••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Prisoner Petitions: 

Habeas Corpus ••••••••••••••• 
Prisoner Civil Rlgh ts •••••••••• 

Lab Other Prisoner Petitions •••••••• 
or ..•.•..•.....•• t •••••••• 

Copyrights, Patent and 
Trademark •••••••••••••••••••• 

Securities, Commodities, 
Exchange ••••••••••••••••••••• 

ConstltutionaUty oC state 
Statutes •••••••••••••••••••••• 

All Other •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Diversity oC CItizenship ••••••••••••• 

Con tract Actions •••••••••••••••• 
Tort Ac tlons ••••••••••••••••••• 
All Other •••••••••••••••••••••• 

General Local Jurlsldlc tlon ••••••••••• 

373 401 7.5 
61i0 6071.2 

2,787 3,043 9.2 
3711 345 -8.7 

1,529 1,683 10.1 
2,038 2,297 12.7 

63 89 41.3 
704 845 20.0 

434 334 -23.0 

305 308 1.0 

117 116 -0.9 
666 701 5.3 

3,217 3,610 

1,808 1,983 
1,240 1,413 

169 214 

12.2 

9.7 
14.0 
26.6 

56 50 -10.7 

298 
617 

2,709 
439 

'1;473 
2,148 

76 
661 

399 

363 

107 
590 

3,176 

1,847 
'1;144 

185 

61 

381 28.7 
610 -1'.1 

2,890 6.7 
361 -17.8 

'1",684 14.3 
2,103 -2.1 

57 -25.0 
790 19.5 

409 2.5 

303 -16.5 

115 7.5 
656 11.2 

3,308 4.2 

1,856 0.5 
'1;246 8.S 

206 n.4 
43 -29.5 

Total Qimllll!l Cases •••• • • • • • • • • • 4,767 4,790 05 <I 522 4777 • , , 5.6 

Homicide •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Assault ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Robbery and Burglary ••••••••••••••• 
~rceny and Theft ••••••••••••••••• 
Embezzlement arid Fraud •••••••••••• 
Auto Theft ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Drug Abuse Prevention and 

Control Act ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Extortion, Racketeering and 

Threats •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Firearms and Weapons •••••••••••••• 
Forgery and CounterCeltl~ ••••••••••• 
Immigration •••••••••••••••••••••• 
All Other •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

62 
74 

362 
285 
912 

6il 

1,605 

158 
281 
194 

99 
675 

54 -12.9 
9(1 21.6 

327 -9.7 
287 0.7 
917 0.5 
52 -13.3 

1,774 10.5 

158 
293 4.3 
191 -1.5 

94 -5.1 
553 -18.1 

56 
71 

326 
300 
920 
63 

1;475 

155 
198 
158 
105 
695 

67 19.6 
75 5.6 

337 3.4 
279 -7.0 
954 3.7 
50 -20.6 

'1;695 14.9 

159 2.6 
282 42.4 
!iJd 19.0 
113 7.6 
578 -16.8 
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Of those civil categories with decreased termination activity, 
the most significant reductions were in appeals of u.s. defendant 
Freedom of Information Act cases (down 20.0 percent); U.S. plaintiff 
real property actions (down 19.0 percent); and Federal question anti­
trust cases (down 17.8 percent). While the majority of the criminal 
offenses recorded increases in terminations, two prominent categories 
of criminal appeals declined during the year. Decreases in case dispo­
sitions were noted in appeals involving auto theft (down 20.6 percent) 
and larceny and theft (down 7.0 percent). Table 5 provides a compari­
son of appeals filed and terminated from the U.S. district courts during 
the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1982 and 1983. Appendix 
Tables B-1A and B-7 provide additional data on appeals from the dis­
trict courts. 

Dispositions Up 2.4 Percent 

During the past twelve months, half of the twelve courts of 
appeals experienced increases in their termination activity. The larg­
est changes in case dispositions occurred in the Eleventh Circuit (up 
26.7 percent) and the Second Circuit (up 10.1 percent). The Second 
Circuit also reported the most substantial turn-around in disposition 
activity during the year. In this circuit, terminations increased by 255 
appeals in 1983 after declining by 478 appeals in 1982. 

In 1983, six circuit courts reported declines in appellate termi­
nations. The biggest reductions were shown in the Tenth and Fourth 
Circuits, down 21.3 percent and 14.0 percent, respectively. In the 
Tenth Circuit, all categories of appeals, except bankruptcy, decreased 
during the year with the greatest drop (45.6 percent) occurring in 
criminal appeals. The decline in the 'Fourth Circuit can be attributed 
largely to a 28.0 percent reduction in terminations of state prisoner 
petitions. 

Cases Disposed of After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

The U.S. courts of appeals disposed of 13,217 cases after oral 
hearing or submission on briefs during the twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1983. This total represents an increase of 3.9 percent over 
the 12,720 appeals terminated in this manner last year. As a percent 
of the yearly dispositions, these appeals rose to 46.1 percent of total 
terminations, up from the 45.5 percent recorded in 1982. The number 
of appeals disposed of without oral hearing or subm ission on briefs grew 
1.8 percent during the year to 11,263 cases, and comprised 39.3 percent 
of total terminations. Terminations by consolidation decreased to 
4,180 appeals during this period, dropping 0.6 percent from the 4,204 
appeals disposed of by this method in 1982. 

During 1983, a total of 2,082 cases were reversed after oral 
hearing or submission on briefs in the U.S. courts of appeals. The 
overall rate of reversal for these appeals was 15.9 percent, down from 
the 16.1 percent recorded last year. For the second consecutive year, 
the category of appeals showing the highest overall rate of reversal 
was bankruptcy appeals at 25.1 percent. Criminal appeals continued 
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~he 13 fear trend of P?sting the lowest reversal ra te among the various 
ypes 0 appeals. Durmg 1983, only 9.4 percent of the criminal appeals 

were reversed after oral hearing or submission on briefs with the 
~~~~!: number (85) occurring in appeals of decisions' involving 

The larges~ reversal rate was found in the Fourth Circuit at 20.8 
pe;ce~t .. ApproxImat~ly two-thirds (65.4 percent) of the reversals in 
t~IS CIrcUlt occurred m non-prisoner civil appeals. Other courts with 
hI.gh ~ates of reversal were the First Circuit (18.6 percent). the Fifth 
C~rcUlt ~17.? percent); the Eleventh Circuit (17.5 percent>; and the 
Nmth CIr:Ult (16.9 percent). Appendix Tables B-1 and B-1A provide 
more detaIled data on the appellate case load in 1983. 

Median Time Intervals 

. !he ~~dian time interval from filing of the complete record to 
fm~ ?J;POSItIOn for cases disposed of ~fter oral hearing or submission 
on rIe s was 8.6 months. This time interval represents a slight de­
crease ~rom ~he ~.9 months recorded a year ago and is the lowest 
reco.rd~d. media? sI~ce 1979,. when the interval was 8.1 months. Amon 
the H~dIvIdu~l CI;CUltS, the hIghest median time intervals were found i~ 
the SIxth CIrcUlt (12.2 months) and the Tenth Circuit (12 1 th ) 
T~e l~west median time intervals were posted by the Second· an~~~gh~h 
CIrcUlts .at 4.9 I??nths, and 5.8 months, respectively. Appendix Table 
~-4. ~rovIde~ addItIOnal data on median time intervals by case type f 
mdIvIdual CIrcuits. " or 

Opinions and Memoranda 

. In .1~83, signed opinions and unsigned opinions (includin er 
cU~Iam opmIOns, memorandum decisions, and decisions from the b!n~h) 
whIch set forth ~easons for a decision, were prepared for 85.6 percent 
of the a~p~als dIsposed of after oral hearing or submission on briefs 
Th~se opmIOns represent a slight decrease from last year's 85.9 percent 
an no change fro~ .the 85.6 percent recorded in 1981. Table (:; is R 

stumlmary of the ~pmIOns and other papers filed, by circuit durin-g th; 
we ve month perIod ended June 30, 1983. ' 
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Total 
cases 

Termi-

Table 6 
\3.5. Courts of Appeals 

Opinions and Other Papers Filed in cases Disposed Of 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1983 

Total 
Disposed of cases 

Term i- Without Oral 
Hearing or Sub-

Disposed of 
After Oral 
Henring or nated 

Less mission on Briefs Submission on Briefs 
Consoli- Consoli-

Circuit nated dations dations Total 
Rea-I 

soned* Other Total 
Signed I Unsigned I 

Opinions Opinions Other 

TotaL ••••• 28,660 4,180 24,480 11,263 1,521 9,742 13,217 5,572 5,737 1,908 

District of 
Columbia •••• 1,531 361 1,170 658 24 634 512 240 44 228 

First •••••••• 940 192 748 333 24 309 415 266 120 29 
Second ••••••• 2,773 303 2,470 1,277 11 1,266 1,193 434 700 59 
Third •••••••• 2,456 190 2,266 1,091 16 1,075 1,175 323 71 781 

Fourth ••••••• 2,299 331 1,968 1,314 869 445 654 286 359 9 
Fifth •••••••• 2,996 344 2,652 999 112 887 1,653 938 633 82 
Sixth •••••••• 2,825 253 2,572 1,001 219 782 1,571 430 1,014 127 
Seventh •••••• 2,076 307 1,769 795 22 773 974 523 441 10 

Eighth ••••••• 1,514 224 1,290 543 67 476 747 413 230 104 
Ninth •••••••• 4,878 986 3,892 1,749 59 1,690 2,143 739 1,178 226 
Tenth ••••••• 1,584 116 1,468 625 51 574 843 503 310 30 
Eleventh ••••• 2,788 573 2,215 878 47 831 1,337 477 637 223 

• Includes cases reported on the JS-34 closing report as ''Signed'' or "Unsigned It opinions. 

Pending Appeals Up 4.5 Percent 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, the num­
ber of new filings exceeded terminations by 970 appeals. This caused 
the overall pending caseload to grow 4.5 percent to 22,480 appeals, 
thus reversing the decline of 0.2 percent noted last year. Despite the 
overall increase, 4 of the 12 circuit courts were able to reduce the 
number of cases pending on their general dockets. The greatest drop 
was recorded by the Ninth Circuit, down 7.0 percent to 3,941 appeals. 
Decreased pending caseloads were also noted in the Second Circuit 
(down 4.2 percent); the First Circuit (down 0.7 percent); and the Sixth 
Circuit (down 0.1 percent). 

Eight courts of appeals reported higher pending caseloads on 
June 30, 1983. The most SUbstantial rise was shown in the Eighth 
Circuit, up 23.0 percent. This growth can be attributed to a 6.3 per­
cent increase in new filings together with a 4.5 percent decrease in 
case terminations during the year. Other sizable increases were re­
flected in the Seventh Circuit (up 15.1 percent); the Tenth Circuit (up 
13.0 percent); and the Eleventh Circuit (up 11.3 percent). 

Of the total pending cases in the U.S. courts of appeals on June 
30, 1983, 20.7 percent had been pending on the dockets for more than 
one year, down from the 23.1 percent recorded in 1982. Among the 
individual circuits, the highest percentages of appeals pending for that 
length of time were in the District of Columbia Circuit (34.0 percent) 
and the Tenth Circuit (32.8 percent). The lowest percentage of appeals 
pending more than one year was shown in the Second Circuit at 4.0 
percent. Three courts experienced large numerical reductions in their 
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older pending cases during 1983. These courts were the Ninth Circuit 
(down 319 appeals); the Third Circuit (down 128 appeals); and the Sixth 
Circuit (down 107 appeals). Table 7 provides a comparison of appeals 
pending, by circuit and length of time pending, as of June 30, 1983. 

Table 7 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Appeals Pending by Circuit and Length of Time 
As of June 30, 1983 

Length of Time Pending 

Grea ter Than 
1 to 3 4 to 6 7 to 9 10 to 12 One Year 

Circuit Total Months Months Months Months Number I Percent 

Total •••••• 22,480 7,046 5,064 3,352 2,370 4,648 20.7 

District of 
Columbia •.•• 1,417 344 226 187 178 482 34.0 

First •••••••• 550 228 15Q 76 33 63 11.5 
Second ••••••• 963 543 246 91 44 39 4.0 
Third .••••••• 1,509 557 398 317 120 117 7.8 

Fourth ••••••• 1,850 547 402 330 199 372 20.1 
Fifth •••••••• 2,407 828 532 368 242 437 18.2 
Sixth •••••••• 2,456 674 526 397 298 561 22.8 
Seventh •••••• 1,974 586 444 295 235 414 21.0 

Eighth ••••••• 978 362 258 175 112 71 7.3 
Ninth •••••••• 3,941 1,188 937 542 356 918 23.3 
Tenth ••••••• 1,586 388 283 189 205 521 32.8 
Eleventh ••••• 2,849 801 662 385 348 653 22.9 

~ 

Oral Hearings and Submissions on Briefs 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, a total of 
13,217 cases were disposed of after oral hearing or submission on 
briefs. This represents an increase of 3.9 percent over the 12,720 cases 
in 1982. While the number of cases disposed of after submission on 
briefs continued to increase (up 15.1 percent over 1982), the number of 
cases disposed of after oral hearing declined in 1983 (down 1.5 per­
cent), the first reduction since 1979. 

During the pec:t year, the appellate courts disposed of 1.5 per­
cent fewer appeals after oral argum ent, dropping from 8 588 cases in 
1982. to 8,4~1 cases in 198~. Seven of the 12 circuit co~rts reported 
declmes durmg the year, WIth the most SUbstantial drops occurring in 
th.e ~!s~rict of Columbia Circuit (down 17.2 percent); the Fourth 
ClrcUl" ,down 13.4 percent); and the Tenth Circuit (down 12.0 percent). 
The largest increases in terminations after oral argument took place in 
the Fir~t and Seventh CirCUits, up 22.8 percent and 13.5 percent, 
respectIvely. For the second consecutive year, the greatest number of 
appeals decided by oral argum ent were reported by the Ninth Circuit 
(~,51~ cases) and the Sixth Circuit (1,030 cases). Together, these two 
CIrCUIts acco~nted for 30.0 percent of these terminations for the year. 
T~ble 8 prOVIdes a comparison, by circuit, of the number of appeals 
dIsposed of after oral hearing, during each of the twelve month periods 
ended June 30, 1979 through 1983. 
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Table 8 
U.S. Courts of Appeals , 

Appeals Disposed of After Or~l Hearmg 
During the Twelve Month PerIods Ended 

June 30 1979 through 1983 , 
Percent 
Change 
1983/ 

1980 1981 1982 1983 1982 
Circuit 1979 

7,246 8,371 8,588 8,461 -1.5 
Total ...... 6,387 

.l 

District of 
463 533 559 463 -17.2 

Columbia .... 354 
259 318 22.8 

233 2tW' 285 First ........ 
906 961 900 952 5.8 

Second ....... 840 475 -7.6 381 504 514 
Third ........ 319 

589 627 674 584 -13.4 
Fourth ....... 594 760 3.8 615* 789* 732 
Fifth ........ 493* 

1,030 -0.1 
739 856 952 1,031 

13.5 Sixth ....•.•. 631 687 780 
Seventh ...... 666 588 

375 467 524 476 -9.2 
Eighth ....... 361 

1,542 1,511 -2.0 
951 1,021 1,500 Ninth ....•... 

449 427 502 442 -12.0 
Tenth 271 

664 670 0.9 ....... 
646* 695* Eleventh ..... 566* 

J , e Fifth d .L, 18 reflected as If th 
* F<?r c~mparison f purpos~, Re~~anization Act of 1980 was in 

C~rcul~ C0,urt, 0 APP.~\. tical years. The figures have ,been 
mect ,durmg these

d 
s a, I~ormation provided by the circUlts. 

approxImated base on m . 

ls were terminated after submission on 
A total of 4,756 appea t the 4 132 appeals terminated 

briefs during 1983, up 15.1 Pbercenf ~~~osition~ with submissions was 
in 1982. The largest ~um ,:r(8~3 c~ses) and the Third Circuit (700 
reported in the Fifth ClrcUl -a.~ , 

cases). 
, d of after oral hearing or submis-

Of the 13,217 appeals d18pose d b anels of three judges. Only 
sion during the year, 13,151 :>er~~e~:arl ~n banco Of all the appeals 
66 such appeals (0.5 pe~c~n "!l he a ellate courts, only ten were 
terminated after submIssIOn m

l 
t f '~~es With appeals terminated 

considered by ~n en ~anc pane ~ ~u totai of 56 cases were hear~ en 
aft~~::: oral hearmg dUl mg th~ yea b' nc hearings was found in the FIfth 
banco The highest number 0 e~ ~ 'on) and the District of Columbia 
Circuit (9 oral hearin~s, 2) on ;u b~IS:1 provides the number of appeals 
Circuit (10 oral hearmgs ., a ~ submission on briefs, by circuit, in 
terminated after oral hearIdng ,an th twelve month period ended June 
the U.S. courts of appeals urmg e 
30, 1983. 
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Table 9 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Appeals Disposed of After Oral Hearing and Submission on Briefs 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

,--
After Oral After Submission 

Hearing on Briefs 

En En 
Circuit Total Total Banc Panel Total Banc Panel 

Total •••.•• 13,217 8,461 56 8,405 4,756 10 4,746 

District of 
Columbia ...• 512 463 10 453 49 - 49 

First ........ 415 318 - 318 97 - 97 
Second .....•. 1,193 952 1 951 241 - 241 
Third ........ 1,175 475 3 472 700 2 698 

Fourth •.•...• 654 584 6 578 70 - 70 
F-ufth •••••••• 1,653 760 9 751 893 2 891 
Sh:th ..... it •• 1,571 1,030 1 1,029 541 2 539 
Seventh •...•• 9i{,4 780 8 772 194 - 194 

Eighth •.••••. 747 476 5 471 271 - 271 
Ninth •..•.... 2,143 1,511 4 1,507 632 - 632 
Tenth ....... 843 442 1 441 401 2 399 
Eleventh ..... 1,337 670 8 662 667 2 665 

Case Participations by Resident, Senior, and Visiting Judges 

Case participations represent involvement in cases terminated 
during the year that were orally argued or submitted on briefs before 
panels of Federal judges in the U.S. courts of appeals. During the year, 
case participations by Federal judges in the 12 courts of appeals to­
taled 39,439. The majority of the participations were conducted by 
resident active circuit judges, who accounted for 78.7 percent of the 
total. Participations by resident senior judges comprised 10.3 percent 
of the overall appellate terminations. Resident senior judges ac­
counted for a significant portion of case participations in several 
circuits: the Second Circuit (18.7 percent); the Sixth Circuit (17.9 
percent); the Fourth Circuit (16.2 percent); and the Eighth Circuit (14.3 
percent). 

The services of visiting Federal judges in the U.S. courts of 
appeals represented 10.9 percent of the total case participations for 
1983. In the Seventh Circuit, visiting judges participated in 20.4 per­
cent of the cases disposed of after hearing or submission. In the First 
Circuit, visiting judges contributed 19.9 percent. In the Fifth and 
Tenth Circuits, visiting judges accounted for only 3.3 percent and 3.8 
percent of their respective circuit participations for the year. Table 
10 provides a summary of the respective activity of the resident ac­
tive, senior, and visiting judges in the U.S. courts of appeals during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 

10.9 
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Table 10 
U.S, Courts of Appeals 

Total Case Participations in Cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Case Participations by 

Resident Active Resident Senior Visiting 
Circuit Ju~es Circuit Ju~es Ju~es 

Num- Per- Num- Per- Num-\,per-

Circuit Total ber cent· ber cent· ber cent· 

-
l'otal ...... 39,439 31,046 78.7 4,076 10.3 4,317 10.,9 

District of 162 10.7 215 14.2 
Columbia •••• 1,512 1,135 75.1 

First ........ 1,243 895 72.0 101 8.1 247 19.9 

Second ••••••• 3,561 2,498 70.1 667 18.7 396 11.1 

Third •••••••• 3,512 2,786 79.3 330 9.4 396 11.3 

Fourth ••••••• 1,945 1,481 76.1 315 16.2 149 7.7 

Fifth •••••••• 4,935 4,302 87.2 470 9.5 163 3.3 

Sixth •••••••• 4,701 3,082 65.6 840 17.9 779 16.6 

Seventh •••••• 2,892 2,172 75.1 129 4.5 591 20.4 

Eighth ••••••• 2,229 1,661 74.5 319 14.3 249 11.2 

Ninth •••••••• 6,410 5,291 82.5 397 6.2 722 11.3 

Tenth 2,513 2,290 91.1 127 5.1 96 3.8 ....... 5.5 314 .. " 
Eleventh ••••• 3,986 3,453 86.6 219 I." 

• All percents may not add up to 100.0 due to rounding. 

OTHER FEDERAL COURTS 

Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals 

Percent by 
Senior and 

Visiting 
Ju~es 

21.3 

24.9 
28.0 
29.9 
20.7 

23.9 
12.8 
34.4 
24.9 

25.5 
17.5 

8.9 
13.4 

The Temporary Emergency Court of Appeall';, which .beg.an 
operation on December 22, 1971, litigates all appeals from the dlstrl<:t 
courts in controversies arising under Section 4{e) of the EconomIc 
Stabilization Act of 1971, as well as those pursuant to the Emergency 
Petroleum Allocation Act of 1973, the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act of 1975, and the Emergency Natural Gas Act of 19'77. 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, the num­
ber of cases filed and terminated in the Temporary Emerglency Court 
of Appeals increased over the previous year. A total of 55 n,~w appeals 
were filed in 1983, up by 1 case over the 54 appeals f~led ,in 1982 but 
still less than the 57 appeals filed in 1981. Case termmations rose to 
54, up 17.4 percent from the 46 appeals d~~pos~d _of las~ year. ASD~_f 
June 30 1983 there were 28 cases pendmg before the Tempor .... ~y 
Emerge~cy C~urt of Appeals. This total represent~ the greatest 
pending caseload since 1979, when 33 appeals were pendIng on June 30. 
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Special Court Established Under The R~ional Rail Reorganizatioo 
Act of 1973 

The Sp\ecial Court was established by the Regional Rail 
Reorganization Act of 1973 (Rail Act) primarily to determine the value 
of properties transferred by seven principal bankrupt railroads and 
numerous other transferor railroads in the Northeast and Midwest 
:egion. T~e . amounts claimed by the transferor railroads had ranged 
mto the bIllIons. of dollars and the proceedings to determine these 
claims necessarily' have been conducted in several stages. The Special 
Court announced the general principles of valuation that it would 
follow in an elaborate opinion dated October 12, 1977, 445 
F. S~p. 994. The initial evidentiary stage began in 1978 with the 
taking of evidencel as to the amount which the transferor railroads 
could have obtained for certain properties for continued rail use in the 
absence of the Rail Act and concluded with the Special Court's lengthy 
opinion with respect to valuation for rail use dated November 24, 1981, 
531 F. Supp.1191. 

The Courtts opinion on principles of valuation and questions 
raised by the Court in connection with the evidentiary hearings, as well 
as its opinion on value for rail use, were perceived by the railroads and 
the governmGnt parties as seHihg benchmarks for settlements, which 
the Court has urged since 1977, see 445 F. SupPa at 1044·-46. Beginning 
with the Penn Central in the fall of 1980, settlement agreements 
between the government parties and six of the seven principal bankrupt 
railroads and thirteen smaller railroads have now been approved by the 
Court. The remaining parties, primarily Central Railroad of New 
Jersey have submitted evidence relating to the realizable non-rail use 
value of these transferors' conveyed properties. During the past year 
briefs were submitted and the Court heard oral argument on the "non~ 
rail use phase" for these transferors in March 1983. On July 12, 1983, 
its opinion on non-rail use value was announced. Some further submis­
sions will be required and the final decision should be rendered in the 
fall of 1983. 

The Court has also continued to dispose of a variety of problems 
relating to the intGrpretaUons and effect of the conveyance orders 
entered in March 1976 and of proposals for supplemental transactions 
under Section 305(d) of the Rl~il Act. 

In August 1981, the Northeast Rail Service Act of 1981 (NRSA) 
was enacted as Subtitle E of Title XI of the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981. Section 1152(a) of NRSA provides addi­
tional original Ilnd exclusive jurisdiction in the S}}6cial Court. A con­
siderable amount of litigation speedily arose. In May 1982, pursuant to 
Section 1152{d) of NRSA, the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
assigned threeadd!tional judges to the Special Court to handle litiga­
!ion under NRSA. The Court is now divided into two panels of three 
Judges each. The General Pan(~l continues to exercise jurisdiction 
found in the Rail Act, including the valuation case, while the Section 
1152 Panel exercises jurisdiction over the expanding number of cases 
arising under NRSA. 



~li" I 

In proceedings arising under its original and exclusive jurisdic­
tion the Special Court reported 23 cases filed and 26 terminated during 
the year leaving 31 cases pending as of June 30, 1983. Of the new 
cases filed, 1 was based on jurisdiction under the Rail Act, and 22 were 
based on jurisdiction under Section 1152(a) of NRSA. 

CASES UNDER SUBMISSION 

Each quarter the clerks of the courts of appeals, and the 
Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals provide information regarding 
cases under submission over 90 days. Cases awaiting additional memo­
randa or briefs, or awaiting an opinion in another case are not included 
in the reports. 

Table 11 provides a summary by circuit of the number of cases 
held under submission over 90 days on June 30, 1983. A total of 927 
cases were reported, a 4.4 percent increase over the 888 cases reported 
on June 30, 1982. There were 597 cases (64.4 percent) held more than 
three months but less than six months; 195 cases (21.0 percent) held 
more than six months but less than nine months; 57 cases (6.1 percent) 
held more than nine months but less than one year; and 78 cases (8.4 
percent) held over one year. These last 78 cases were distributed 
among 8 of 12 the circuits listed. 

Table 11 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

cases Under Submission 
More Than Three Months on June 30, 1983 

Months Under Submission 

3-6 \6-9 Circuit Total 
~.1~~ < 

Tc)ta.l ..•••.•...• #" •••• 927 597 195 

Courts of Appeals 

Federal ............•. 7 6 1 
District of 

Columbia ••••••••••• 111 62 29 
First ................ S 7 1 
Second ••••••••••••••• 42 36 5 
Third •.•...•..••• " ••. 14 9 5 

Fourth ••••••••••••••• 90 76 12 
Fifth ................ 87 71 13 
Former Fifthl ......... 1 1 -
Sixth .. to ••••••••••••• 93 53 26 
Seventh .............. 87 51 13 

Eighth ............... 41 33 5 
Ninth ......•......... 188 91 46 
Tenth .......... '.' ... 118 60 23 
Eleventh ............. 58 40 16 

TECA2 ................ 1 1 -

lIncludes judges from the Fifth and Eleventh Circuits 
2TECA - Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals 
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The Ninth Circuit reported the greatest number of cases with 
1?8 ~ases, fo~lowed by the Tenth Circuit with 118 cases. These two 
Clrcu~ts, combme~ reported 286 cases or 30.9 percent of the total under 
sUbmISS!On for thIS quarter. 

Ten courts reported an increase in the number of cases held 
~nder submission for the quarter ended June 30th. The largest 
mcreas~s compared to last year, were reported by the District of 
ColumbIa and the Fourth Circuits. Each circuit reported 48 case'" over 
1982. ~ 

The Seventh, Ninth, and Eleventh Circuits reported decreases in 
t~e n~mber of cases held under submission over 90 days. The Ninth 
Clrc~It . showed the greatest improvement with 168 cases under 
submIssIOn on June 30, 1983 compared to 290 cases on June 30 1982 
The former Fifth Circuit reported one case held over 90 days: Thi~ 
case was heard before a panel made up of judges who are now in either 
the reorganized Fifth or the new Eleventh Circuit. 

, Table 1,2 shows that the number of cases held under submission 
contmues to rIse. The current total of 927 cases is 57.9 percent higher 
than the 587 cases reported in 1979. 

Table 12 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Cases Under Submission More Than Three Months 
As of June 30, 1979 through 1983 

- .. 
Months Under Submission 

Year 
Over 

Total 3-6 6 - 9 9 -12 12 

1979 · . . . 587 378 128 34 47 1980 · ... 745 490 157 42 56 1981 · ... 817 494 210 32 81 1982 · ... 888 549 217 53 69 1983 · ... 927 597 195 57 78 -

11 ~ 
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Summary of Workload 

u.s. DISTRICT COURTS 

C~CASES 

The U.S .. district courts continued to experience a steady in­
crease in the civil workload during the twelve month period ended June 
30, 1983. A total of 241,842 civil cases were filed during this period, 
representing a 17.3 percent increase over the 206,193 cases filed during 
the same period last year. Filings this year were also 74.3 percent 
above the 138,770 cases filed during the same twelve month period five 
years ago. The number of civil cases terminated reached a total of 
215,356, or 13.7 percent over the 189,473 cases terminated during the 
same period one year ago. Although the number of civil cases disposed 
of in 1983 reached a record high, the volume of civil cases pending also 
rose to a record high of 231,920, up 12.9 percent over the 205,434 civil 
cases pending on June 30, 1982. Table 13 provides a summary of the 
civil workload in the U.S. district courts during each of the twelve 
month periods ended June 30, 1960, 1965, 1970, and 1975 through 1983. 

Table 13 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1960, 1965, 1970, and 
1975 through 1983 

Pending 
Termi- on 

Year Filed nated June 30 

1960 · .. 59,284 61,829 61,251 
1965 · .. 67,678 65,478 74,395 
1970 · .. 87,321 80,435 93,207 
1975 · .. 117,320 104,783 119,767 

1976 · .. 130,597 110,175 140,189 
1977 · . . 130,567 117,150 153,606 
1978 · .. 138,770 125,914 166,462 
1979 · .. 154,666 143,323 177,805 

1980 · . . 168,789 160,481 186,113 
1981 · . . 180,576 177,975 188,714 
1982 · . . 206,193 189,473 205,434 
1983 · . . 241,842 215,356 231,920 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1978 · .. 74.3 71.0 39.3 
1982 •.• 17.3 13.7 12.9 
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This year's increase in the civil workload is highlighted by sub­
stantial rises in the number of recovery of overpayment and enforce­
ment of judgment cases and Social Security Act cases litigated in the 
district courts. Excluding the number of actions litigated under the 
enforcement of judgment and recovery of overpayment and Social 
Security Act cases~ the percent change in filings, terminations, and 
pending cases from 1982 to 1983 would have been 10.4 percent, 8.1 
percent, and 8.4 percent, respectively. The following table illustrates 
the impact of increases in recovery cases and Social Security cases this 
year. 

.'. 
Filings Terminations Pending 

11983 
Percent 

11903 
Percent 

/1983 
Percent 

Nature ot SUit 1982 Change 1982 Change 1982 Change 

Recovery of Over-
payments and 
Enforcement ot 
Ju~ments •••••••• 30,048 41,213 37.2 26,382 36,685 39.1 11,719 16,246 38.6 

Social Security •••••• 12,812 20,315 58.6 10,174 13,409 31.8 14,757 21,661 46.8 

All other Civil •••••• 163,333 180,314 10.4 152,9117 165,262 8.1 118,958 194,013 8.4 

Most of the recovery cases involve complaints filed by the U.S. 
government to recover overpayments of veteran's benefits and de­
faulted student loans. Most of the increase in Social Security cases 
involves claims for disability insurance benefits filed by insured 
workers and widows or widowers. The impact of recovery of overpay­
ment and enforcement of judgment and Social Security cases on the 
civil workload is discussed elsewhere in this report. Table 14 provides 
a comparison, by district, of the civil workload during the twelve 
month periods ended June 30, 1982 and 1983. 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

PERIOD 
ENDED 

JUNE 30. 
1982 

TABLE 14 
U.S. DISTRICT counTS 

CIVIL CASES COMIoIENCED. TERMINATED AND PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 3D. 1982 AND 1983 

FILINGS 

PERIOD 
ENDED 

JUNE 30. 
1983 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

TERMINATIONS 

PERIOD I PERIOD 
ENDED ENDED 

JUNE 3D. JUNE 3D. 
198~ 1983 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

PERIOD 
ENDED 

JUNE 3D. 
1982 

PENDING 

I 
PERIOD 
ENDED 

JUNE 3D. 
1983 

---------

PEnCENT 
CHANGE 

TOTAL •••• ~ __ 2~0~B~1~9~3 ____ 2£4~1W8~4~2+-__ ~IL7~.3~ ____ ~1~89~4~7~3L-__ ~2~1~5~35~B~ __ ~1~3~'L7t-__ ~2~D~5~4~34~ __ ~2~3~1~9~2D~ __ ~12~.~9~ 

DC ••.•••• ~ __ -13~7~2~2 ____ -13W9U6~7+-__ -!B~.6~ ____ ~3~31~4L-____ 3~94~74-__ ~1~9~.~1t-____ ~2~8~90~ ____ ~2~9~10~ __ ~0~.~7_ 

1ST •••• ~ __ -19~4~3~9 _____ 1ll0~3~2~0~ __ -!9~.3~ ____ ~9~7B~4L-____ ~8196~3~ __ ~-~8~.~2t-__ ~1~0~8~8~4 ____ ~1~2~2~4~1r-__ ~12~.~6~ 

ME....... 4.~~~ •. m 20.0 4,m 3m -2~:~ 5,~~g 7.m 2~:~ 
MANH •••·••• 759 a02 1~:~ 628 809 28.8 762 765 -0.9 

• • • • • . • 6 .2.0 1.346 1.040 -22.9 
~L::::: 3.m 3.m -u 3,m J:~~4 -5.3 1.666 2.103 II.' 

2ND •••• ~ __ Jl~6~ .• 1812 ____ J2~1~2~5~5+-__ 11~5J.0~ ____ -U16~2~8Ul~ __ ~18~18~64-__ ~1~1~.74-____ ~2~2~3~44~ __ ~2~5~4~13~ ___ 1~3~.~7_ 

CT....... 2.651 2.686 1.3 2.0n 2,301 11.0 3,897 4.282 9.9 
NYJj ••••• 1.479 1.685 12.6 1.227 1.251 2.0 2.078 2,492 19.9 
NY.E ••••• 4,040 5,276 30.6 3.672 4,145 12.9 5.026 6,157 22.5 
NY.S • .. 8,688 9.754 12.6 8.057 8.956 11.2 9.091 9,B8B B.8 
NY.W 1,199 1.384 15.4 BB8 1,101 27.1 1'~~1 2.~:; lU 
VT....... 447 490 9.8 3aB 432 11.9 

3RD •••• ~ __ J1U5~9~211 ____ J1UB~3~2~6+-__ 11~6~.I~ _____ .~16~3~B~2~ __ ~16~25~64-____ ~5~.~6t-__ -21~3~8~36~ __ -21~5~7~09~ __ ~15~.~2_ 

DE.. .. .. • c,m 4,m 2D.6 4,m 3,m ~U 3,m 4,m 2U 
~~E'::::: 5,767 8.42: g:g 5,908 8.123 3.7 4,930 5,229 6.1 
PA,M ..... 1.554 1,788 15.1 1.488 1.593 B.7 1.258 1.451 15.5 
PA,W ••••• 2.892 3.601 24.5 2.648 3.087 16.6 2.038 2.552 25.2 
Vi....... 666 701 5.3 659 642 -2.6 1.284 1.343 4.6 

4TH •••• ~ __ Jl&9J8~4~2 ____ ~2U1J511L7t-___ 8~.~44-____ J1U9~0~7~5 ____ -U19~9~4~61-____ ~4~.6~ ____ ~16~0~9~2~ __ ~17~66~3~ __ ~9~.~d 

MD....... 3,601 4,309 19.7 3.256 3.766 16.2 3,486 3,969 15.1 
NC.E ••••• 1.966 2.167 9.0 1,662 2,153 30.3 1.460 1,474 1.0 
NC.M •••.• 1,390 1.216 -12.5 1,196 1,207 0.9 900 909 1.0 
NC.W 1.309 1.640 17.6 1,162 1,495 28.7 908 953 6.0 
SC. .. .. .. 3.264 3,348 2.6 3.358 3.396 1.1 2.693 2.845 -1. 7 
VA,E ••••• 3.451 3.338 -3.3 3,495 3.236 -7.4 2.070 2,172 4.9 
VA,W ..... 2,534 2,799 10.5 2,375 2,521 6.1 1,493 1,771 18.6 
WV.tl ••••• 605 866 10.1 617 679 10.0 1.101 1,306 18.8 
WV,S ••••• 1,500 1.914 27.8 1,982 1,473 -24.9 1,801 2.242 24.5 

5TH •••• ~ __ J2~5~5~9~5 ____ J3~1~5Ul~4+-__ 12~3~.I~ ____ J2~2~3~9~3~ ___ 2~5~6~7W71-__ _21~4~.74-____ ~2~9~53~5~ __ ~3~5~37~2~ ___ 1~9~.~8_ 

LA,E 
LAM 
LA,W 
MS.N 
MS,S 
TX.N 
TX.E 
TX,S 
TX,W 

5,493 6,696 21.9 5,~91 8,042 14.2 6.606 7.264 9.9 
1,123 1,366 21.8 949 1,121 18.1 1,189 1,436 20.8 
2,889 3,218 11.3 2,;~~ 2,801 18.4 2,~~~ ~'m JU 
l:m mi ~U 1,445 l:m ~U ~:~~; ~:~:; 28.0 
~:m 2,243 -1.3 un 1,771 1.4 3,262 3,734 lU 
4.810 7,691 59.9 4,237 5,534 30.6 8.186 a.323 35.0 
2.098 3,067 46.3 1,677 2,294 ~3.8 2,338 J,I"1 33.1 

8TH •••. ~ __ ~2~2~1~4~1 ____ ~2U9~7U7~5+-__ 13QOJ.O~ ____ -U19~8~5~9L-__ -L24~68~24-__ ~2~5~.3~ ____ ~2~3~9~85~ __ ~2L7~6L78~ __ ~'O~.~2_ 

KY,e 
KY,W 
IolI,E 
t.:1.W 
g::,~ 
TN,E 
TN.M 
TN.W 

1,402 1,624 30.1 1.831 2,133 16.5 3,170 2,881 -8.8 
1.37C 1,813 31.8 1.171 1,477 26.1 1,772 2.106 19.0 
8,222 6,B28 9.7 5,460 6.102 11.8 5,641 8.Z87 12.9 
1,746 2,295 31.4 2.001 1,908 -4.7 1,113 2,100 22.6 
3,782 ~.112 62.5 2,745 5,049 83.9 4.614 5,077 22.1 
3,336 5,537 86.0 2,886 4.326 60.5 3,779 4.9.a 32.0 
1.71! 1,739 1.6 1.566 1,805 2.5 839 973 16.0 

..... 1,311 1,303 -0.7 1,313 1,294 -1.5 854 883 1.1 

..... L-__ -11~2Lc~V ____ _ll~3L2~4L_ __ ~4~.~Il_ ____ _21~0~7~6 ______ ~9~9~&.L-__ ~-~8L·~2L_ ____ ~1~4~0~3 ____ ~1~7~3~9L_ __ L2~3~.9~ 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

PERIOD 
ENDED 

JUNE 30, 
1982 

TABLE 14 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL CASES COMIIENCED. TERMINATED AND PENDING 
DURINO THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 19B2 ANIl UB3 

FILINOS 

PERIOO 
ENDED 

JUNE 30. 
1983 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

TERMINATIONS 

PERIOD -, PERIOD 
ENDED ENDED 

JUNE 30. JUNE 30. 
19B2 1983 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

PERIOD 
ENDED 

JUNE 30. 
19B2 

PENDING 

peRIOD 
ENDED 

JUNE 30. 
19B3 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

7TH •••• ~ ___ 1~7~9~8~8 ____ -U16~2~4~4+-__ -l1~.4~ ____ ~15~3~6~7~ __ ~18~4~6~24-__ ~2~0~.~I~ __ -21L7~0~56~ __ -l1~6~8~40~ __ ~-~I~.~3_ 

IL.N 
IL.C 
IL,S 
IN,N 
IN,S 
WI,E 
WI,W 

7,752 8.394 8.3 8,960 8,076 18.0 7,172 7,490 4.4 
1.024 1,276 24.6 917 954 5.1 1,050 1.364 29.9 
1,242 1,230 -1.0 1,IIB U13 17.4 1,268 1,185 -6.6 
2,013 1,875 -6.9 1,492 2.~22 35.5 2.404 2,257 -8.1 
3.250 2,830 -19.1 2,291 3,IU8 36.3 2,928 2,450 -16.3 
1,898 1,692 -0.4 1,510 1,619 7.2 1,431 1,504 5.1 
1,009 1,145 13.5 1,089 1,360 24.9 805 590 -28.7 

6TH.... 14183 17286 21.7 12729 15807 24.2 12894 14153 11.5 

AR.E ••••• 2,032 2,109 3.8 1,880 2,026 8.9 1,905 1,988 4.4 
AR.W ..... 1,009 1,123 11.3 1,054 1,041 -1.2 848 928 9.7 
IA,N ••••• 581 747 33.2 478 819 29.5 475 603 28.9 
IA,S 1,029 1.064 5.3 848 917 9.1 1.064 1,231 15.7 
MN....... 3,297 3.817 9.7 2.983 3,438 15.2 2,281 2,462 7.9 
MQ,E ••••• 2,248 3,241 44.2 1.825 2,719 49.0 1.762 2,284 29.8 
MO,W 1,998 2,787 39.& 1,797 2,560 42.5 2.224 2.451 10.2 
HE....... 1,049 1,582 50.8 9~5 1,484 51.7 1,188 1,308 9.9 
ND....... 381 415 B.9 309 389 25.9 377 403 8.9 
SO....... 579 561 -3.1 610 838 4.3 572 497 -13.1 

9TH .... 27555 3379022.7 25062 30147 20.3 28651 3030313.7 

AK ....... 570 70223.2 427 842 50.4 831 891 7.2 A2....... 7,701 3,347 23.9 2.453 3,247 32.4 1,985 2.085 5.0 
CA,N ••••. 5,570 7,173 28.8 5,202 6.865 32.0 4.199 4.507 7.3 
CA,E ..... 1.554 1,897 22.1 1,269 1,318 3.9 2,122 2,701 27.3 
r.A,C ..... 8.754 7,933 17.5 8,421 7,193 12.0 5,375 8,115 13.8 
CA,S 1.558 2,306 48.2 1,540 1,972 28,1 1,673 2.007 20.0 
HI....... 636 1.138 78.8 885 715 4.4 1,020 1.441 41.3 
ID....... 863 904 aO.3 580 930 60.3 651 825 -3.1 
MT....... 783 660 9.8 878 892 2.4 890 1,058 18.9 
NV....... 1,125 1.379 22.8 881 932 5.8 1,336 1,783 33.5 
OR ••••• ,. 2,025 2.359 18.5 1,869 2,221 10.8 1,829 1,967 7.5 
WA,E ..... 909 1.010 11.1 718 808 12,8 875 1.079 23.3 
WA,W..... 2,380 2,822 11.1 2.209 2,458 11.3 2.619 2,783 8.3 
GUAM..... 25~ 100 -80.0 84 85 32.8 9C3 958 1.6 
NMI ...... 99 71 -28.3 70 71 1.4 103 103 0.0 

10TH ••• ~ ___ ILl~O~8~2~ __ ~13~9~4~1+-__ ~2~5~.~8~ ____ ~10~16~7~ __ -lI~I~93~24-__ _21L7~.4~ ____ ~9~4~45.~. __ ~I~I~45~4~ __ ~2~1~.~3 

CO ....... 2,287 2,373 3.3 2,159 2,218 2.8 2.205 2.382 7.1 
KS....... 1,921 2,455 27.8 1,884 2.078 11.5 2,248 2,825 16.8 
NM....... 1,274 1.986 55.9 1,141 1,816 41.0 1,032 1,402 35.9 
DK,N ..... 1,286 1,133 -10.5 1.119 1,033 -7.7 888 988 11.3 
OK.E ..... 547 690 26.1 501 601 20.0 366 455 24.3 
OK.W ..... 1,917 2,999 56.4 1,782 2,451 37.5 1,232 1,780 44.5 !IT....... 1,359 1,765 29.9 1,144 1,419 24.0 1,167 1,513 29.6 wv....... 501 540 7.8 457 518 13.3 307 329 7.2 

11TH... 20243 22918 13.2 20100 21152 5.2 20216 21984 8.7 

AL,N 
AL,M 
AL,S 
FL,N 
FL,M 
FL,S 
GA,N 
GA,M 
GA.S 

3,108 3,617 16.5 2,748 3.275 19.2 2,112 2.454 16.2 
1.335 1,445 8.S 1,051 1,342 27.7 1,057 1,184 10.1 
1,255 1,514 20.8 1,012 1.250 23.5 913 1,177 28.9 

887 1,016 14.5 e63 981 44.9 869 924 8.3 
3,811 3,984 4.5 3.403 3.954 16.2 4,397 4,427 0.7 
4.034 4.492 11. 4 6,24 1 ~,388 -29.7 5.590 5,894 1. 9 
3,304 3,852 16.6 3.024 3,36~ 10.9 3.056 3,553 16.3 
1,184 1,490 25.8 855 1,291 49.2 1,003 1,202 19.8 
1327 1604 13.3 1093 1338 22.2 1221 1389 13.8 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

Number of Cases 
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CIVIL CASES COMMENCED 
12 MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUN! 30, 1U74 T""OUGH 1Q83 

!I .. __ Diversity 

....... __ Federal Question and 
Local Jurisdiction 

U.S. Plaintiff 

~._- U.S. Defendant 

Total Civil Cases Commenced 

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 

118 

Workload Per Authorized Ju~eship 

The Omnibus Judgeship Act of 1978 increased the number of 
authorized judgeships in the district courts to 516. Since the abolish­
ment of the territorial court in the Canal Zone (March 31, 1982), the 
number of authorized judgeships has been reduced to 515. The number 
of civil cases per judgeship rose dramatically from 400 cases in 1982 to 
470 cases this year. The 470 filings per authorized judgeship represents 
a 17.5 percent increase over the 1982 figure. The number of termina­
tions per judgeship increased to 418 cases, a rise of 13.6 percent over 
the 368 cases per judgeship recorded last year. The increase in pending 
civil cases this year caused the number of pending cases per judgeship 
to rise 12.8 percent, from 399 cases in 1982 to 450 cases in 1983 . 
Table 15 summarizes the per judgeship workload for selected years 
1940 through 1983. 

Table 15 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil Cases Per Authorized Judgeship 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1940, 1950, 1960, 1970, and 
1975 through 1983 

Civil Cases Per 
Authorized Judgeship 

Author-
ized Pending 

Judge- Termi- on 
Year ships Filed nated June 30 

1940 ••• 183 190 204 161 
1950 ••• 218 296 244 255 
1960 ••• 245 242 252 250 
1970 ••• 401 218 201 232 
1975 ••• 400 293 262 299 
1978 ••• 399 327 276 351 
1977 ••• 398 328 294 386 
1978 ••• 399 348 316 417 
1979 ••• 516 300 278 345 
1980 ••• 516 327 311 361 
1981 ••• 516 350 345 366 
1982 ••• 515 400 368 399 
1983 ••• 515 470 418 450 

Civil Fili~s Rise 17.3 Percent 

The number of civil cases filed increased 17.3 percent during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. The 241,842 cases filed this 
year are the result of increased filings in 80 districts. Among those 
districts experiencing substantial increases in civil case filings were 
Hawaii (up 78.6 percent); Ohio, Southern (up 66.0 percent); Ohio, 
Northern (up 62.5 percent); and Texas, Southern (up 59.9 percent). The 
primary reason for the substantial rise in filings in all four districts is 
the increase in litigation for recovery of overpayments and enforce­
ment of judgments. 

Although there was an overall increase in the number of civil 
cases filed, 14 districts experienced declines in filing activity. Two 
territorial courts, Guam and Northern Mariana Islands, experienced the 

~ 11.9 
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most sub~tan~ial declines:n~OdO f~~~~~e~:~;i~~ fne~~:n~~::~~:C;:vl~~d 
The decline In Guam res e t and the decline 
condemnation ca.ses filed ~ga.inst t::UIY·~f ~o~:~~:a~~ in the number of 
in Northern MarIana Islan ~ .IS a r also occurJ~ed in Indiana, 
local matters filed. Sigm~~)a~~d d~o~~~s~arolina, Mid~ne {down 12.5 
southern {down 19.1 ?er~e e number of recovery of overpayment of 
percent~. bThe ;~~u~ii~~ :~ ~~ese districts resulted in the s~b~tantial 
vete;an sene 1 d t "l d data on the number and types of CIVIl cases 
declines. More e al e .' d' T bl ~, C-2 and C-3. 
filed in the district courts is provIded In Appen IX a e", 

Civil Filings by Origin 
. . . th U S district courts comprised 89.0 per-

Origina1 ~P~! ~~1 8~2 civil cases filed dur~ng the twelve mont~ 
cen~ or 215,21 30 1983. This represents an Increa.se of 17.5 per 
perIod ended June , ... edin s filed last year. Removals 
cent over the 183,098 or;g~n~l P~~c~02 frlingS, a rise of 18.7 percent 
from state court accou~e 1 ~r ye;r Transfers and reopens increased 
above the 13,230 remov s as • . hile a p(=>als from magis-
15.1 percent and 10.8 percent, respectI~e~~ ~he 54P c;ses recorded in 
trate judgmen~ r~se t~h:9 c~~~~~' o~p ap~eals decreased only slightly, 
1982. Reman s rom es in 1982 to 1181 cases in 1983. 
dropping 0.9 perc~nt fI"?~l 1

f
!11I. 9ng2 s C~y origin during 'eaCh of the twelve 

Table 16 summarIzes CIVIl, , 
month periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1983. 

Table 16 

Du' rIng 

U.S. District Courts 
Civil Filings by Origin 

the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1983 

Re- Remands 
movals From 
From Courts 

Total Orig- state of Re- Tranr 

Filings inal Courts Appeals opens fers 
Year 

6,512 922 1,883 2,298 
1975 ••••• 117,320 105,705 

7,979 961 1,991 2,605 
1976 ••••• 130,597 117,061 

8,209 759 2,743 2,079 
1977 ••••• 130,567 116,777 

8,320 636 3,651 2,504 
1978 ••••• 138,770 123,659 

8,923 707 3,944! 3,012 
1979 ••••• 154,666 138,080 

10,177 977 4,74fi 3,521 
1980 ••••• 168,789 149,369 

936 5,474 3,485 
1981 ••••• 180,576 159,172 11,475 

1982 ••••• 206,193 183,Oa8 13,230 1,192 5,69H 2,921 

1983 ••••• 241,842 215,212 15,702 1,181 6,3n 3,363 

Percent 
of 1983 6.5 0.5 2.\5 1.4 
Total. ••• 100.0 89.0 . 

1 Also includes transfers under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407. 
2 Initial data collection in 1981. 

120 

Appeals 
From 

Magis-
trate 

Judgments2 

-
-----

34 
54 
69 

-

Types of Civil Cases Commenced 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, 95,803 
(39.6 percent) of the 241,842 civil cases filed in the U.S. district courts 
involved the U.S. as either a plaintiff or a defendant. The number of 
U.S. plaintiff and defendant cases filed increased 22.6 percent, and 
33.4 percent, respectively. Cases involving diversity of citizenship 
jurisdiction increased 13.6 percent, from 50,555 cases in 1982 to 57,421 
in 1983. Federal question litigation and cases filed under local jurisdic­
tion rose 11.0 percent and 2.2 percent, respectively. Table 17 provides 
a summary of civil filings by jurisdiction, for each of the twelve month 
periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1983. 

Table 17 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil Cases Filed by Jurisdiction 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1983 

U.S. Cases Private Cases 

Diver-
Fed- sity 
eral of Local 

Plain- Defend- Ques- Citizen- Juris-
Year Total tiff ant tion ship diction 

1975 ".' 117,320 12,742 19,037 52,688 30,631 2,222 
1976 ••• 130,597 15,599 24,265 56,823 31,675 2,2~:; 

1977 ••• 130,567 16,320 23,890 57,011 31,678 1,668 
1978 ••• 138,770 22,534 24,277 59,271 31,625 1,063 
1979 ••• 154,666 31,003 24,827 63,221 34,491 1,114 
1980 ••• 168,789 39,810 23,818 64,928 39,315 918 
1981 ••• 180,576 37,598 24,247 72,514 45,444 773 
1982 ••• 206,193 48,868 26,905 79,197 50,555 668 
1983 ••• 241,842 59,922 35,881 87,935 57,421 683 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1978 ••• 74.3 165.9 47.8 48.4 81.6 -35.7 
1982 ••• 17.3 22.6 33.4 11.0 13.6 2.2 

There were significant increases in several case types during 
1983. The most notable increases again occurred in recovery of over­
payment and enforcement of judgment cases. Overall, actions to 
recover overpayments rose 37.2 percent, from 30,048 in 1982 to 41,213 
in 1983. Substantial increases were also recorded in Social Security 
cases, which rose from 12,812 cases in 1982 to 20,315 cases in 1983. 
This increase is due, in part, to the 89.6 percent rise in disability 
insurance cases. Other notable increases were in bankruptcy suits (up 
1,435 cases); employment civil rights cases (up 1,408 cases); and nego­
tiable inswuments (up 1,305 cases). 

Despite the overall increase in the number of civil cases filed 
during 1983, declines occurred in several categories. The most signifi­
cant declines included Fair Labor Standards Act cases (down 9.4 per­
cent); marine personal injury cases (down 7.4 percent); and land con­
demnation cases (down 6.6 percent). A summary of civil cases com­
m enced, by nature of suit, during each of the twelve month periods 
ended June 30, 1978 through 1983 is provided in Table 18. Additional 
data on civil cases commenced, by case type, during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1983 is provided in Appendix Tables C-2 and C-3. 
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Table 18 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil cases Commenced by Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1978 through 1983 

Nature of Suit 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 

Total •••••••••••••••••••••••• 138,770 154,666 168,789 180,576 206,193 

Contracts ......................... 25,728 36,898 49,052 51,159 67,276 

Insurance •••••••••••••••••••••••• 3,265 3,343 3,733 4,234 5,324 
Marine •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4,013 4,681 4,762 5,143 5,552 
Miller Act ••••••••••••••••••••••• 971 886 799 754 866 
Negotiable Instruments •••••••••••••• 2,139 2,266 4,072 3,332 3,987 
Recovery of Overpayments and 

Enforcement of Judgments •••••••••• 1,856 9,254 15,588 18,161 30,048 
other IlOIlO •••••••••••••••••••••••• 13,484 16,468 20,098 19,535 21,499 

Real Property Actions IlOIlO •••••••••••••• 12,781 11,876 11,067 8,887 8,812 

Mortgage Foreclosure ••••••••••••••• 4,159 4,711 4,674 4,725 5,754 
Land Condemnation •••••••••••••••• 7,021 5,599 4,763 2,179 1,055 
Other .......................... 1,601 1,566 1,630 1,983 2,003 

Tort Actions IlOIlO ••••••••••••••••••••• 26,375 28,901 32,539 33,767 34,218 

Employers' Liability Act ••••••••••••• 1,494 1,540 1,990 1,876 2,017 
Airplane •••••••••••••••••••••••• 975 1,231 943 801 963 
Marine •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4,843 4,905 5,006 5,235 5,394 
Motor Vehicle IlOIlO ................... 5,839 5,991 6,321 6,199 6,651 
other Personal Injury ••••••••••••••• 5,921 6,255 7,288 7,997 8,253 
Personal Injury Product 

Liability IlOIlO ••••••••••••••••••••• 2,874 4,034 5,969 7,212 6,856 
Property Damage •••••••••••••••••• 4,429 4,945 5,022 4,447 4,084 

Actions Under Statutes •••••••••••••••• 73,034 76,067 75,574 86,172 95,294 

Antitrust •••••••••••••••••••••••• 1,477 1,284 1,496 1,352 1,066 
Bankruptcy Suits ................... 1,712 
Civil Rights: 

1,731 1,688 1,985 2,340 

Accommodations ••••••••••••••• 497 434 342 336 237 
Employment ••••••••••••••••••• 5,504 5,477 5,017 6,245 7,689 
Voting ••••••••••••••••• " •••• 139 145 160 152 170 
Welfare •••••••••••••••••••••• 214 195 212 253 215 
Other Civil Rights •••••••••••••• 6,~75 6,917 7,213 8,433 8,727 

Commerce (ICC rates, etc.) IlOIlO •••••••• 2,365 1,395 1,105 1,080 1,057 
Deportations ••••••••••••••••••••• 163 141 139 113 134 
Economic Stabilization Act ••••••••••• 40 50 35 47 27 
Energy Allocation Act IlOIlO ....... ;; ••••• 79 121 153 104 47 
Environmental Matters •••••••••••••• 519 559 557 582 394 
Forfeiture and Penalty Suits •••••••••• 2,988 2,779 3,019 2,963 3,340 
Freedom of Information Act •••••••••• 532 627 627 507 381 
Labor Laws •••••••••••••••••••••• 7,461 8,404 8,640 9,300 10,227 
Patent, Copyright, Trademark ••••••••• 3,265 3,374 3,783 4,027 4,592 
Prisoner Petitions: 

Federal •••••••••••••••••••••• 4,955 4,499 3,713 4,104 4,328 
State •••••••••••••••••••••••• 16,969 18,502 19,574 23,607 24,975 

Securities, Commodities and 
Exchange ••••••••••••••••••••••• 1,703 1,589 1,694 1,768 2,376 

Social Security Laws •••••••••••••••• 9,950 9,947 9,043 9,780 12,812 
Tax SUits •••••••••••••••••••••••• 2,669 3,52 3,271 3,930 4,234 
other .......................... 3,358 4,375 4,093 5,504 5,926 

Other Actions ...................... 852 924 557 591 593 

Domestic Relations (Local 
Jurisdiction) ••••••••••••••••••••• 304 269 94 12 5 

Insanity (Local Jurisdiction) .......... 101 116 123 135 113 
other .......................... 447 539 340 444 475 
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1983 

241,842 

84,017 

6,184 
5,721 
1,168 
5,292 

41,213 
24,439 

9,667 

6,382 
985 

2,300 

36,484 

2,102 
1,129 
4,993 
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9,990 

6,951 
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111,100 

1,213 
3,775 

293 
9,097 

175 
229 ' 

9,938 
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141 
42 
35 

465 
3,463 

454 
11,033 

5,413 

4,-354 
26,421 

2,915 
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4,187 
6,096 
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5 
162 
407 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

TYPES OF CIVIL CASES COMMENCED 

12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL CIVIL CASES: 241,842 

STATUTORY ACiIOJ\lS: 111,100 (45.9%) -----rr-----------
TORTS: 36,484 (15.1%) 

MOTOR VEHICLE: 2.9% 

STATE PRISONER PETITIONS: 10.9% I 

MARINE: 2.1% 

/ 

OTHER PEf!SONAL 
INJURY: 8.3% 

FEDERAL PRISONER 

PETITIONS: 1.8% ~ 

CIVIL RIGHTS: 8.2% 

-SOCIAL SECURITY: 
8.4% 

TAX SUITS: 

~ 

OTHER STATUTORY: 9.9% 

Does not add to 1 00,0% because of rounding. 

~ / 

REAL 
PROPERTY: 

9,667 (4.0%) 

OTHER CONTRACT 
ACTIONS: 17.7% 

RECOVERY OF 
OVERPAYMENTS 
& ENFORCEMENT 
OF JUDGMENTS: 
17.0% 

"'--------- CONTRACT: 84,017 (34.7%) 
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Recovery of Overpayments and EnfQl'Cement of Jucgments Increase 
37.2 Percent 

During the twelve month period endeu June 30, 1983, the num­
ber of recovery of overpayment and enforcement of judgment cases 
rose from 30,048 to 41,213. The 41,213 cases represent 17.0 percent of 
all civil cases filed and nearly one-half of all contract cases filed 
during the year. Of the 41,213 recovery of overpayment cases filed, 
40,866 were original proceedings in the district courts. Due to the 
Federal government's increasing efforts to recover overpayments of 
veteran's benefits and defaulted student loans, these cases now repre­
sent 68.5 percent of all U.S. plaintiff cases and 42.9 percent of all 
cases involving the Federal government. The number of civil actions 
filed to recover overpayments of veteran's benefits account for 34,517 
or 83.8 percent of all recovery of overpayment cases filed. Attempts 
to recover on defaulted student loans comprised 5,319 or 12.9 percent 
of all cases filed in the recovery of overpayments category during the 
year. 

Those districts reporting the largest numbers of recovery of 
overpayment and enforcement of judgment cases filed by the U.S. were 
California, Northern (3,155 cases); Texas, Southern (2,437 cases); Ohio, 
Northern (2,113 cases); Ohio, Southern (1,873 cases); and Minnesota 
(1,711 cases). 'The most notable decline in such cases occurred in 
Indiana, Southern, where recovery of overpayment and enforcement of 
judgment filings dropped from 1,633 cases in 1982 to 823 cases in 1983. 

Summaries of recovery of overpayment and enforcement of 
judgment cases filed, terminated, and pending for the twelve month 
periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1983 are provided in Tables 19 and 
20. 

Table 19 
U.S. Distril.!t Courts 

Civil Actions for Recovery of Overpayments and Enforcement of Judgments 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1983 

Civil 
Actions 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 

~ 

FiUngs ••••••••• 681 1,087 865 1,856 9,254 15,588 18,161 30,048 41,213 

Terminations •••• 470 905 809 1,279 5,773 13,613 16,804 26,382 36,685 

Pending •••••••• 425 607 663 1,240 4,721 6,696 8,053 11,719 16,246 
.' 

124 

Percent 
Change 
1983/ 
1982 

37.2 

39.1 

38.6 

Table 20 
U.S. District Courts 

Recovery of Overpayments and 
Enforcement of Judgment Cases Filed 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1975 through 1983 

Civil Ca.ses For 
Recovery of 

Overpayments Other 
and Enforcement Civil 

of Judgments Cases -
Percent Percent 

of of 
Year Total Filed Total Filed 'Total 

1975 · .. 117,320 681 0.6 116,639 99.4 
1976 · . . 130,597 1,087 0.8 129,510 99.2 
1977 · .. 130,567 865 0.7 129,702 99.3 
1978 · . . 138,770 1,856 1.3 136,914 98.7 
1979 · .. 154,666 9,254 6.0 145,412 94.0 
1980 · . . 168,789 15,588 9.2 153,201 90.8 
1981 · . . 180,576 18,161 10.1 162,415 89.9 
1982 · . . 206,193 30,048 14.6 176,145 85.4 
1983 · .. 241,842 41,213 17.0 200,629 83.0 

Prisoner Petitions 

-~--- ---. ~~-- -

Pe~itions filed .b~ Federal and state prisoners comprise a signifi­
can~ portIon of the CIVIl workload. The 30,775 prisoner petitions filed 
durIng the twelv7 ~onth period ended June 30, 1983 accounted for 12.~1 
percent of all, CIVIl c~~es filed du:i~g the year. Overall, the largest 
category of prISoner fIlIngs were CIVIl rights cases, which increased 5.1 
percent over the total number filed during the same period last year 
Habeas corpus petitions, the second largest category of cases, rose 4.6 
percent over last year's total. 

, Th~ 4,354 petitions filed by Federal prisoners represented only a 
~argmal Increas~ (0.6 percent) over the 4,328 cases filed in 1982. The 
hIghest rate ?f mc:ease (10.5 percent) occurred in motions to vacate 
sentence,. w~lCh c~mbed from 1,186 cases in 1982 to 1,311 cases in 
1983. DIStrIcts wIth the largest number of filings for motions to va­
cate sent~nce w~re California, Central (62) and New York, Southern 
(60). While, ~oh.ons to vacate sentence increased, Federal prisoner 
mandamus, CIVIl rIghts, and habeas corpus suits decreased 11.0 percent, 
5.3 percent, and 0.7 percent, respectively. 
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Table 21 
U.S. District Courts 

Prisoner Petitions Filed 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1970 ahd 1975 through 1983 

-

Type of Petition 1970 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 

,ro ta.l • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • .15,997 19,307 19,809 19,537 21,924 23,001 23,287 27,711 

Petitions by Federal Prisoners •••••••••• 4,185 5,047 4,780 4,691 4,95fl 4,49S 3,113 4,104 

Motions to Vacate Sentenl!e ......... 1,729 1,690 1,693 1,921 1,924 1,907 1,322 1,248 
Habeas Corpus ................... 1,832 2,344 1,959 1,745 1,851 1,664 1,465 1,680 
Mandamus, etc. • ••••••••••••••••• 488 535 626 542 544 340 323 342 
Civil Rights .. _ .................. 136 478 502 483 636 588 603 834 

Petitions by State Prisoners ........ !t ••• 11,812 14,260 15,029 14,846 16,969 18,502 19,574 23,607 

Habeas Corpus .................... 9,063 7,843 7,833 6,866 7,033 7,123 7,031 7,790 
Mandamus, etc •. II •••••••••••••••• 719 289 238 228 206 184 146 178 
Civil High ts ..... fI • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2,030 6,128 6,958 7,752 9,730 11,H15 12,397 15~o39 

Percent 
Change 

1983 over 

1982 1983 197811982 

29,303 30,775 40.4 5.0 

4,328 4,354 -12.1 0.6 

1,186 1,311 -31.9 ~0.5 
1,927 1,914 3.4 -0.7 

381 339 -37.7 -11.0 
834 790 24.2 -5.3 

24,975 26,421 55.7 5.8 

8,059 8,532 21.3 5.9 
175 202 -1.9 15.4 

16,741 17,687 81.8 5.7 
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Most of the 26 421 state prisoner petitions filed were civil rights 
suits. Civil rights p~titions represented 66.9 percent of all petitions 
filed by state prisoners. The districts experi~ncing. the largest ~u~b.er 
of state prisoner civil rights filings were FlorIda, MIddle (873); VIrginIa, 
Eastern (778)· and New York Southern (535). State habeas corpus and 
mandamus p;titions rose 473 cases and 27 cases, respectively. Table 
21 is a summary, by type, of prisoner petitions filed during each of the 
twelve month periods ended June 30, 1970 and 1975 through 1983. 

Antitrust Litigation Up 12.1 Percent 

A total of 1 287 antitrust cases were filed in the U.S. district 
courts duri.ng the h';elve month period ended June 30, 1983. This. figure 
is up significantly (12.1 percent) from the 1,148 cases filed during the 
same period last year. Civil antitrust litigation involving the U.S. 
declined 14.4 percent, from 29 cases in 1982 to 21 cases in 1983. The 
number of criminal antitrust cases dropped 9.8 percent, from 82 cases 
in 1982 to 74 cases in 1983. Although antitrust cases involving the U.~. 
declined, the number of private cases increased from ?-,037 ca~es In 
1982 to 1192 cases in 1983. The largest number of prIvate antItrust 
cases wer; filed in New York Southern (83 cases); Illinois, Northern (81 
cases); and California, Centr~l (78 cases). Table 2~ is. a comparison. of 
the number of antitrust cases filed in the U.S. dIstrIct courts during 
selected years 1960 through 1983. 

Table 22 
U.S. District Courts 

Antitrust Cases Commenced 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1960, 1965, 1970, and 
1975 through 1983 

U.S. Cases 

Crim- Private 
Yeai' Total Civil inal Cases 

£ ..... ', ... 

1960 · - 315 60 27 228 
1963 · .. 521 38 11 472* 
1970 · .. 933 52 4 877 
1975 · .. 1,467 56 86 1,375 
1976 · .. 1,574 51 19 1,504 
1977 · .. 1,689 47 31 1,611 
1978 · .. 1,507 42 30 1,435 
1979 · .. 1,312 50 28 1,234 
1980 · .. 1,535 39 3P 1,457 
1981 · . . 1,434 60 82 1,292 
1982 · . . 1,148 29 82 1,037 
1983 · .. 1,287 21 74 1,192 

* Includes 26 electrical equipment industry 
cases transferred under Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 1404(a). 
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Land Condemnation 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, a total of 
885 U.S. plaintiff land condemnation cases were filed in the U.S. dis­
trict courts, an increase of 15.9 percent over the 757 cases filed last 
year. This reverses the trend of steady decline since the all-time high 
of 6,906 such filings in 1978. The district with the largest numbern by 
far, of land condemnation cases involving the U.S. as either a plaintiff 
or a defendant was Florida, Southern, with 283 cases. The most sub­
stantial decline involving U.S. land condemnation cases occurred in 
Guam. The 184 cases filed in 1982 for fair compensation for land taken 
by the Federal government in 1944 and 1963 pursuant to the Omnibus 
Territories Act of 1977 was reduced to only 2 cases in 1983. 

For the fourth congecutive year, the number of land condemna­
tion cases disposed of exceeded the number filed. As a result, the 
pending caseload of U.S. land condemnation litigation dropped 16.5 
percent to 3,627 cases. 

Product Liability 

A total of 9,221 cases alleging product liability were filed in the 
district courts during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 
This figure represents the greatest number of product liability cases 
filed during any comparable twelve month period and a 3.1 percent 
increase over the 8,944 cases filed last year. The only product liability 
category to decrease during this period was airline personal injury, 
where case filings declined from 374 in 1982 to 337 in 1983. 

Table 23 summarizes product liability eases filed, by type and 
district, during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. The 
districts reporting the largest filings were Massachusetts (724); 
Pennsylvania, Eastern (589); and Michigan, Eastern (386). A total of 46 
districts experienced increases in product liability filings over 1982. 

Environmental and Energy Allocation Litigation 

Litigation filed under the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 rose to 465 cases during the twelve month periOd ended June 30, 
1983, an increase of 18.0 percent over the 394 such cases filed in 
1982. The largest concentrations of environmental litigation were in 
New Jersey and the District of Columbia, with 28 and 25 filings, 
respectively. 

Cases filed under the Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act 
(November 27, 1973), which incorporated Sections 205 and 211 of the 
Economic Stabilization Act of 1970, also known as the Energy 
Allocation Act, declined from 47 cases filed during the twelve month 
periOd ended June 30, 1982, to only 35 this year. Texas, Southern, with 
11 such filings, reported more than any other district. 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL " 

DC ..... 

1ST .. 
ME ••••• 
MA ..... 
NH ..... 
RI ••••• 
PR ••••• 

2ND •• 

CT ..... 
NY.N •••• 
NY.E •••• 
NY.S •••• 
NY.W •••• 
VT ..... 

3RD .. 
DE ••••• 
NJ ••••• 
PA,E •••• 
PA,M •••• 
PA,W •••• 
VI ••••• 

4TH •• 

MD ..... 
NC.E •••• 
NC.M .... 
NC.W .... 
SC ••••• 
VA,E •••• 
VA,W •••• 
WV.N •••• 
WV.S ••• , 

5TH o' 

LA,E , • , • 
LA,M .... 
LA,W ••• , 
MS,N .... 
MS,S , ••• 
TX,N .... 
TX.E .,., 
TX.S .... 
TX,W .... 

8TH ., 

KY,E •• , , 
KY,W •• , • 
MI,E •••• 
MI,W." • 
OH.N .... 
OH,S .... 
TN,E ., •• 
TN,M .... 
TN,W .. , • 

\ 

TABLE 23 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

PRODUCT LIABILITY CASES COMIlENCED BY NATURE OF SUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1982 AND 1983 

PERIOO ENDED JUNE 30 1983 

PERSONAL INJURY 

PERIOO 
TORTS ENDED MOTOR 

JUNE 30. CO~TRACT TO PROPERTY 
VEHICLE OTHER 

1982 TOTAL ACTIONS LAND DAMAGE AIRLINE MARINE 

8944 9221 601 82 512 337 164 574 6,951 

78 2 - 2 2 - 6 66 
166 

646 946 26 4 13 10 7 25 861 

96 5 1 2 4 2 - 82 
56 

5 4 16 673 
440 724 15 3 8 

80 1 - 2 1 - 4 72 
83 1 25 

28 2 - - - -53 - 1 4 9 
14 18 3 - 1 

720 631 38 1 27 20 26 38 481 

157 13 - 6 9 2 7 120 
229 

1 2 - 4 49 
56 59 3 -

245 5 - 5 2 17 15 201 
253 

7 7 8 65 
119 108 9 - 12 

4 33 
45 5 - 3 - -46 - 13 
17 3 1 - - -17 

891 997 72 10 107 56 12 68 672 

9 2 - - - - 1 6 
11 3 3 10 121 

210 168 17 2 12 
589 30 7 75 45 9 39 384 

439 8 52 
94 80 9 - 6 5 -

146 14 1 14 3 - 8 106 
121 - - 2 3 

16 5 - - -
690 780 50 5 31 23 38 48 585 

255 7 - 3 5 1 10 229 
125 8 - 19 
33 32 5 - - -

2 1 1 - 10 
11 17 3 -

22 8 - - 2 2 2 8 
19 2 18 189 

250 15 2 17 7 225 
7 23 4 57 

181 99 4 2 2 
7 31 

48 6 - 3 - 1 
35 3 12 

17 - - 2 - -9 4 30 
2 1 2 1 -51 40 

1696 1677 89 14 79 53 29 92 1321 

200 10 - 14 12 6 11 147 
225 

1 2 7 42 
27 64 9 - 3 

128 9 4 15 6 9 8 77 
96 

6 2 - 6 33 
50 54 7 -

325 6 3 9 4 - 8 295 
258 

16 11 - 16 147 
215 20 5 196 

2 8 13 292 
324 4 1 4 482 10 4 17 229 
285 18 - 7 236 

5 5 - 6 59 
125 82 6 1 

1229 1180 73 15 48 22 4 84 954 

58 1 2 2 - - 7 46 
38 6 35 

54 6 1 6 - -54 
11 4 1 16 326 

386 23 5 402 
6 2 - 3 55 

63 74 7 - 11 95 16 2 8 5 3 
172 140 

4 6 - 3 282 
302 299 4 -

87 10 4 4 1 - 11 57 
127 3 31 
36 46 4 - 4 4 -

3 - - 4 26 
35 36 2 1 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH " 

IL,N ., , , 
IL,C .... 
IL,S • , , • 
IN,N, •• , 
IN,S •••• 
WI.E •• ' • 
WI,W., •• 

8TH ,. 

AR.E ,.,. 
AR.W .... 
IA,N •••• 
lA,S .... 
MN ..... 
MO.E •••• 
MO.W •••• 
NE •••• , 
NO ..... 
SO ., ••• 

9TH .. 
AK ..... 
AZ ..... 
CA,N .... 
CA,E •••• 
CA,e •••• 
eA,S .... 
HI ••••• 
10 ...• , 
MT ..... 
NV ..... 
OR ..... 
VlA.E .. ,. 
WA,W •••• 
GUAM. ,. 
NMI "" 

10TH 

eo ••• " 
KS .. " 
NM " ... 
OK,II .... 
OK.E •••• 
OK,W •••• 
UT ..... 
WY ..... 

11TH 

AL.N •••• 
AL,M,., • 
AL.S "" 
FL,N •••• 
FL.M " •• 
FL.S •••• 
GA,N .... 
GA,M .... 
GAS .... 

TABLE 23 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

PRODUCT LIABILITY CASES COMIlENCED BY NATURE OF SUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1982 AND 1983 

PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30 1983 

PERSONAL INJURY 

PERIOD 
ENDED TORTS 

JUNE 30. CONTRACT TO PROPERTY MOTOR 
19B2 TOTAL ACTIONS LAND DAMAGE AIRLINE MARINE VEHICLE 

479 369 43 9 30 22 5 

141 104 17 1 12 20 1 
26 16 1 - 1 - 1 
53 44 4 1 1 - 2 
69 53 5 4 6 2 -

103 63 7 1 8 - -
57 57 4 1 2 - 1 
30 32 5 1 - - -

598 600 87 10 70 14 2 

73 63 7 - 3 1 1 
44 37 9 - 7 - -
43 31 2 1 7 - -
40 44 8 2 5 3 -

147 133 13 - 12 3 -
84 102 7 2 9 1 -
72 76 6 1 10 3 -
37 66 8 3 8 2 -
21 25 2 - 3 - -
37 23 5 1 6 1 1 

787 846 44 5 52 67 26 

21 25 4 1 1 5 1 
56 57 4 - 4 5 -

117 180 5 - 8 18 2 
64 34 2 - 2 2 -

162 192 8 2 16 13 5 
14 19 1 - 2 4 1 
25 76 2 - 1 - :; 
35 32 2 - 2 4 -
42 46 3 - 4 1 -
34 23 1 - 4 5 -
82 56 2 - 4 3 2 
19 25 3 - 1 - -

116 79 6 2 3 7 12 - - - - - - -- 2 1 - - - -
552 491 43 6 28 13 2 

101 97 13 4 4 - 1 
161 142 6 - 7 2 -
27 36 5 - - 1 -
45 36 7 - - 3 -
27 14 - - 1 - -

128 122 7 - 12 4 1 
38 35 5 2 3 2 -
25 9 - - 1 1 -

490 626 54 3 25 35 13 

64 79 11 1 6 1 -
20 21 6 - 1 4 -
26 16 2 1 - - 2 
16 32 4 - 2 3 2 
82 123 12 - 2 6 7 
91 132 7 1 4 19 -

100 120 7 - 7 2 -
2tJ 38 2 - 2 - 2 
65 66 3 - 1 - -

OTHER 

27 233 

11 42 
2 11 
4 32 
5 31 
3 44 
1 48 
1 25 

43 394 

9 42 
4 17 
3 19 
6 20 
6 99 
7 76 , 55 
4 41 
2 18 
1 8 

63 589 

2 11 
7 37 
4 143 
3 25 

25 123 
2 9 
4 66 
1 23 
6 32 
3 10 
2 43 - 21 
4 45 - -- 1 

34 365 

5 70 
10 117 
4 26 
1 25 
5 8 
5 93 
3 20 
1 6 

66 430 

14 46 
1 9 
1 9 
3 18 

13 83 
11 90 
16 88 
4 28 
3 59 



Table 24 
U.S. District Courts 

Fraud, Includ[ng TrUth In Lending Act cases l'ned,. 
Duri~ the Twelve Monto PerIOds Ended June 30, 1975i through 1983 

Circuit 
and " 

District 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 

Total ••••••• 2,237 2,147 2,183 1,957 2,340 2,21.4 1,421 916 

DC .......... 19 25 25 11 15 n 11 19 

1st Cir_ ••••• 35 47 55 52 34 . 112 18 6 

ME •••••••••• 2 1 4 2 1 - 1 1 
MA •••••••••• 2 3 4 11 5 2 2 1 
NH •••••••••• 6 1 2 5 1 3 1 -
RI ........... 24 42 44 30 27 115 12 3 
PR ."' ........ 1 - 1 4 - 2 2 1 

2nd Cir_ •••• 172 178 283 300 259 2][3 199 151 

CT .......... 151 141 236 241 196 lEi 2 173 133 
NY,N •••••••• 2 8 7 15 22 12 6 1 
NY, E •••••••• 8 8 11 5 10 4 1 6 
NY,8 •••••••• 10 18 15 25 16 25 10 8 
NY, W •••••••• - 2 12 12 15 9 9 3 
VT ••••••••••• 1 1 2 2 - 1 - -

3rd Cir •••••• 107 109 79 129 91 100 53 25 

DE •••••••••• 6 4 4 11 1 5 5 2 
NJ ••••••••••• 10 14 7 16 5 11 5 6 
PA, E •••••••• 22 30 27 47 40 4'1 22 9 
PA, M •••••••• 7 6 4 14 8 1'[ 4 5 
PA, W •••••••• 62 55 37 41 37 20 17 3 
VI ••••••••••• - - - - - - - -

4th Cir •••••• 94 118 212 206 240 213 125 103 

MD •••••••••• 15 13 7 8 12 23 17 16 
NC, E •••••••• 2 3 10 6 4 3 3 1 
NC, M •••••••• 1 37 87 47 49 14 4 2 
NC, W •••••••• 4 9 30 40 20 6 4 5 
8C ........... 8 15 17 49 58 77 41 39 
VA, E •••••••• 24 15 35 17 43 37 30 27 
VA, W •••••••• 24 15 14 12 19 28 16 10 
WV, N •••••••• 1 3 - 3 2 3 1 2 
WV,8 •••••••• 15 8 12 24 33 22 9 1 

5th Cir •••••• 333 350 329 237 261 333 201 108 

LA, E •••••••• 190 218 205 134 137 154 71 33 
LA, M •••••••• 5 3 4 7 7 8 2 2 
LA, W •••••••• 22 24 31 20 20 23 11 7 
M8, N •••••••• 3 9 7 8 6 11 9 5 
MS, 8 ••••••••• 26 18 28 38 59 94 82 36 
TX, N •••••••• 26 21 12 10 18 17 7 6 
TX, E •••••••• 10 6 6 4 3 4 8 3 
TX, 8 ••••••••• 35 22 17 11 6 12 6 12 
TX, W •••••••• 16 29 19 5 5 9 5 4 
CZ •••••••••• - - - - - 1 - -

6th Cir •••••• 207 194 175 148 122 131 83 82 

KY, E •••••••• 2 2 12 6 9 6 5 4 
KY, W •••••••• 44 39 24 34 15 16 15 11 
MI, E ••••••••• 14 17 16 17 14 11 8 9 
MI, W •••••••• 1 6 13 ·4 Z 5 1 3 
OH, N •••••••• 22 40 42 46 35 32 18 12 
OH,S •••••••• 88 46 37 16 17 18 14 26 
TN,E •••••••• 12 10 8 6 11 22 12 4 
TN,M •••••••• 14 23 13 14 9 10 5 10 
TN, W •••••••• 10 11 10 5 10 11 5 3 -

\ 
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941 

16 

9 

2 
3 
2 
2 
-

228 

195 
5 
5 

21 
1 
1 
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5 
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2 
6 
-

93 

12 
--
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49 
12 
7 
2 
4 
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17 
5 
6 
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10 
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12 

3 
-

73 

4 
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Table 24 
U.8. District Courts 

Fraud, Including TrUth In Lending Act Cases FlIed,. 
During the Twelve Month PerIOds Ended June 30, 1975 through 1983 

(continued) 

Circuit 
and 

District 1975 197G 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 

7th Cir •••••• 99 115 118 132 116 83 78 57 

IL, N ••••••••• 34 51 67 46 68 39 43 39 
IL, C ••••••••• 1 2 4 3 - 12 15 2 
IL, S ......... 5 6 13 58 22 3 1 1 
IN, N ••••••••• 12 6 4 7 10 4 1 -
IN, S ~ .••••••• 19 36 19 8 13 12 10 3 
WI, E ••••••••• 17 7 8 6 3 4 5 7 
WI, W ........ 11 7 '3 4 - 9 3 5 

8th Cir •••••• 70 103 116 94 125 93 90 39 

AR,E •••••••• 17 12 7 9 7 7 9 3 
AR,W •••••••• - 3 4 5 2 1 3 1 
lA, N ••••••••• 2 1 2 3 1 - 2 -
lA, 8 ••••••••• 6 4 1 2 2 - 5 3 
MN •••••••••• 7 13 15 15 13 15 8 1 
MO,E •••••••• 10 15 38 39 60 42 45 8 
MO,W •••••••• 9 20 10 3 8 7 9 11 
NE .......... 15 31 32 16 27 17 8 12 
ND •••••••••• 1 - 4 1 1 3 1 -
SD ••••••••••• 3 4 3 1 4 1 - -

9th Cir •••••• 141 154 126 110 186 137 73 66 
. 

AK .......... 1 1 2 2 - 1 - -
AZ .......... 15 17 7 11 10 12 9 2 
CA, N •••••••• 28 23 24 14 22 10 13 10 
CA,E •••••••• 4 1 2 2 1 5 5 5 
CA, C •••••••• 16 16 8 5 17 19 17 13 
CA,8 ........ 7 6 4 1 2 3 3 4 
HI ........... 26 37 32 19 14 7 5 9 
ID ........... 3 2 1 3 17 7 - 1 
MT .......... 2 - 10 2 2 3 - 1 
NV •••••••••• 8 3 2 3 2 2 1 4 
OR •••••••••• 19 36 27 42 92 65 17 14 
WA, E •••••••• 3 8 4 5 6 2 1 -
WA, W •••••••• 9 4 2 1 1 1 2 3 
GU •••••••••• - - 1 - - - - -
NMI •••••••••• - - - - - - - -

10th Cir ••••• 44 47 47 50 75 52 21 38 

CO •••••••••• 9 2 6 4 4 5 5 5 
KS •. •..••••... 3 5 2 4 6 2 2 4 
NM .::.::;;:. 14 15 18 29 43 33 11 23 
OK, N •••••••• 4 15 6 3 9 1 1 1 
OK, E •••••••• 1 - 2 - - - - -
OK, W •••••••• 6 7 5 5 6 3 1 1 
UT ••••••••••• 5 3 7 4 6 7 1 3 
WY .......... 2 - 1 1 1 1 - 1 

11th Cir ••••• 916 707 618 488 816 806 469 222 

AL, N •••••••• 24 33 38 40 32 42 25 16 
AL,M •••••••• 4 8 6 4 4 9 25 15 
AL, 5 ••••••••• 5 5 8 4 10 4 5 3 
FL, N ........ 5 2 2 3 4 5 1 6 
FL, M ........ 23 28 38 34 39 26 22 10 
PL, S ••••••••• 24 23 41 27 42 36 18 26 
GA, N •••••••• 706 507 379 295 542 593 313 107 
GIA,M •••••••• 40 30 46 42 91 50 22 9 
GA, 8 ........ 85 71 60 39 52 41 38 30 

'-• Includes only Federal question litigation. 

1983 

65 

40 
2 
-
3 

10 
6 
4 

36 

5 -
1 
4 
4 
6 
8 
6 
-
2 

102 

-
10 
13 
7 

24 
1 

12 
-
2 
4 

21 
2 
5 
-
1 

29 

6 
3 

11 
2 
-
3 
3 
1 

163 

20 
14 
7 
1 

10 
26 
63 
6 

16 
" l~ 
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Fraud, IncludiIg Truth In Lendi~ 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, the num­
ber of Federal question fraud cases, including those filed pursuant to 
the Truth In Lending Act, increased to 941 cases, up from the 916 cases 
fileaauring the same period one year ago. The largest number of fraud 
filings occurred in Connecticut. The 195 fraud cases filed in that 
district represent more than three times the number of cases filed in 
any other district. Other districts with substantial numbers of fraud 
filings were Georgia, Northern (63); South Carolina (49); and illinois, 
Northern (40). Table 24 is a summary of the number of fraud cases 
filed, by district, during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 

Civil Rights Litigation Up 15.8 Percent 

Civil rights litigation (excluding prisoner civil rights petitions) 
regularly comprises a significant portion of all civil litigation filed in 
the U.S. district courts. During the twelve month period ended June 
30, 1983, there were 19,735 civil rights cases filed, an increase of 15.8 
percent over the 17,038 cases filed in 1982. The most sUbstantial 
increases in civil rights litigation were in public accommodations and 
employment discrimination cases, which rose 24.9 percent and 18.3 
percent, respectively. Filings relating to welfare and voting rights rose 
6.5 percent and 2.9 percent, respectively. 

The 19,735 civil rights cases filed in 1983 included 1,937 cases 
i.nvolving the U.S. as either a plaintiff or defendant, and 17,798 in­
volving private parties. A summary of civil rights filings, by case type, 
for each of the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1983 
is provided in Table 25. 

Table 26 is a comparison, by district, of the number of employ­
ment civil rights cases filed during each of the twelve month periods 
ended June 30, 1975 through 1983. The largest number of employment 
cases in 1983 was filed in nlinois, Northern, which recorded 524 such 
filings. Other districts with significant numbers of such filings include 
Michigan, Eastern (342); Ohio, Northern (311); Alabama, Northern 
(309); and New York, Southern (303). 
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Table 25 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil Rights Cases Commenced. 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30,1975 through 1983 

Type of Case 1975 1983 

Total ..................... 10,392 12,239 13,113 12,829 13,168 12,944 15,419 17,03f.} 19,735 

Civil Rights, Generc.... _ •••••••••• 5,532 6,079 6,318 6,475 6,917 7,213 8,433 8,727 9,938 

""'" C.:l Voting Rights .....•...... to •••• 106 176 203 139 145 160 152 170 175 c:.n 

Employment Discrimination •••••• 3,931 5,321 5,931 5,504 5,477 5,017 6,245 7,689 9,097 

Public Accommodations ••••••••• 601 531 442 497 434 342 336 237 296 

Welfare ........•............ 222 222 219 214 195 212 253 215 229 

• Excludes Prisoner Petition Civil Rights Cases. 
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Table 26 
U.S. District Courts 

Employment Civil Rights Cases Filed, by District, 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1983 

Circuit 
and 

Dist.,.ict 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 

Total ••••••• 3,931 5,321 5,931 5,504 5,477 5,017 6,245 7,689 9,097 

DC •••••••••• 123 207 224 190 183 148 216 217 282 

lot Cir •••••• 142 152 139 140 248 125 159 164 187 

ME •••••••••• 5 12 4 5 12 12 10 7 12 
MA •••••••• ,. 87 88 98 97 73 82 68 92 115 
NH •••••••••• 6 12 6 8 11 6 13 13 14 
RI ••••••••••• 8 6 11 9 25 15 29 17 20 
PR •••• 111> •••• 36 34 20 21 127 10 39 35 26 

2nd Cir •••••• 228 303 264 269 279 287 358 522 591 

CT •••••••••• 52 46 24 39 39 34 45 105 75 
NY, N •••••••• 10 9 5 6 15 23 12 32 37 
NY, E ••••••••• 54 69, 77 61 53 52 89 90 122 
NY, S •••••••• 84 138 104 130 137 145 163 236 303 
NY, W •••••••• 21 36 48 27 28 28 46 48 42 
VT ••••••••••• 7 5 6 6 7 5 3 11 12 

3rd Cir •••••• 211 359 438 352 376 343 442 490 658 

DE •••••••••• 19 20 24 26 27 26 35 24 15 
NJ .•••••••••• 87 127 114 122 134 136 172 194 293 
PA, E •••••••• 48 136 148 117 116 95 113 121 164 
PA, M •••••••• 7 11 13 14 26 27 30 37 57 
PA, W •••••••• 49 64 138 70 73 50 83 100 116 
VI ••••••••••• 1 1 1 3 - 9 9 14 13 

4th Cir •••••• 296 430 480 483 457 413 531 572 810 

MD •••••••••• 80 106 126 146 145 108 147 134 171 
NC, E •••••••. 13 31 31 35 34 29 35 38 54 
NC, M •••••••• 31 50 68 43 36 33 37 47 58 
NC,W •••••••• 29 64 58 69 33 55 51 54 66 
SC ••••••••••• 39 32 54 65 38 42 73 80 100 
VA,E ......... 63 89 84 67 95 63 83 123 206 
VA, W •••••••• 22 26 35 35 41 41 56 47 81 
WY, N •••••••• 4 17 10 7 16 9 13 16 14 
WV,S •••••••• 15 15 14 16 19 33 36 33 60 

5th Cir •••••• 1,090 1,440 1,551 1,307 1,251 1,158 1,460 952 1,007 

LA, E •••••••• 70 109 112 93 89 78 113 119 175 
LA,M •••••••• 17 24 34 19 24 11 21 30 31 
LA, W •••••••• 28 43 45 34 33 30 50 61 81 
MS, N •••••••• 47 52 43 23 50 32 42 45 48 
MS, S ••••••••• 62 95 84 98 72 57 76 86 64 
TX, N •••••••• 151 185 173 168 152 95 123 183 148 
TX,E •••••••• 64 81 85 57 64 44 62 63 56 
TX,S ••••••••• 219 294 315 229 206 200 205 250 265 
TX,W '" ••••• 67 117 116 't1 83 67 84 115 139 
CZ •••••••••• - - 3 1 - 1 - - -

I 
I 
~ 
{ 

6th Cir •••••• 529 663 748 728 718 654 812 1,023 1,331 r 

KY,E •••••••• 13 7 12 13 11 10 13 31 41 
KY,W •••••••• 18 14 20 34 25 18 55 70 84 
MI, E ••••••••• 158 227 201 167 174 210 211 246 342 
MI, W ............ 23 32 40 29 17 49 30 60 86 
OR, N •••••••• 151 176 217 190 189 149 176 236 311 
OH,S ........ 79 102 111 144 118 89 117 147 203 
TN, E •••••••• 16 18 26 25 35 22 54 60 77 
TN,M •••••••• 17 13 27 16 29 21 54 69 47 
TN, W •••••••• 54 74 94 110 120 86 102 104 140 

\ 
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Table 26 
U.S. District Courts 

Employment Civil Rights Cases Filed, by District, 
During 'me Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1.983 

(continued) 

Circuit 
and 

District 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 
-. 

7th Cir •••••• 298 378 437 536 551 575 688 808 

IL, N ••••••••• 171 204 224 295 338 314 344 417 
IL,C ......... 15 11 17 17 23 34 42 34 

·.IL, S ••••••••• 9 20 12 19 17 14 18 23 
IN, N ••••••••• 23 33 51 50 44 70 114 122 
IN, S ••••••••• 40 60 68 84 76 55 91 86 
WI, E ••••••••• 36 29 46 47 29 64 61 99 
WI, W •••••••• 4 21 19 24 24 24 18 27 

8th Cir •••••• 291 358 470 387 404 377 457 834 

AR,E •••••••• 54 66 123 90 74 100 100 123 
AR,W •••••••• 9 10 18 14 8 10 32 31 
lA, N ••••••••• 7 10 8 3 10 5 5 5 
lA, S ......... 7 14 15 18 23 20 13 30 
MN •••••••••• 24 33 34 31 33 25 34 342 
MO,E •••••••• 106 114 120 113 104 77 88 132 
MO,W •••••••• 66 79 115 79 ~01 88 127 114 
NE •••••••••• 13 23 31 27 33 34 45 46 
ND •••••••••• 3 6 3 8 13 10 4 5 
SD ••••••••••• 2 3 3 4 5 8 9 6 

9th Cir •••••• 502 671 768 739 662 636 676 786 

AK •••••••••• 4 7 10 10 9 10 7 4 
AZ •••••••••• 78 62 83 85 73 54 42 63 
CA, N •••••••• 165 243 259 181 197 176 154 190 
CA, E •••••••• 29 22 30 28 33 52 42 68 
CA,C •••••••• 86 135 199 238 174 191 243 211 
CA, S •••••••• 17 27 18 36 33 24 50 55 
HI ........... 12 20 29 24 14 6 8 14 
m ........... - 8 7 5 9 11 18 16 
MT •••••••••• 1 7 6 6 3 13 11 12 
Ny •••••••••• 13 20 13 16 15 10 14 20 
OR •••••••••• 39 59 57 56 41 33 33 62 
WA,E •••••••• 6 8 5 5 ~, 16 15 23 
WA,W •••••••• 52 52 51 47 53 39 37 48 
GU •••••••••. - 1 1 2 1 - 2 -
NMI •••••••••• - - - - - 1 - -

10th Cir ••••• 221 360 412 373 348 301 446 417 

CO •••••••••• 100 143 155 147 124 113 163 144 
KS ••••••••••• 35 55 65 54 85 75 116 122 
NM •••••••••• 33 48 59 54 31 35 44 49 
OK, N •••••••• 7 30 31 24 25 17 20 17 
OK,E •••••••• 4 5 9 5 6 4 10 6 
OK, W •••••••• 31 58 77 68 56 41 65 44 
UT •••••••••• 8 15 14 16 19 11 21 27 
WY •••••••••• 3 6 2 5 2 5 7 8 

11th Cir ••••• 364 441 541 508 485 543 684 904 

AL, N •••••••• 89 87 132 132 97 96 148 197 
AL,M •••••••• 13 14 15 19 15 24 26 65 
AL, S ••••••••• 22 24 26 24 19 31 40 58 
FL,N •••••••• 12 21 25 21 29 24 36 33 
FL,M •••••••• 46 57 73 85 84 71 90 130 
FL, S ••••••••• 50 72 87 63 83 77 93 119 
GA,N •••••••• 106 131 131 109 100 157 179 213 
GA, M •••••••• 15 19 28 36 34 35 52 46 
GA, S •••••••• 11 16 24 19 24 28 20 43 
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1983 

957 

524 
51 
34 

113 
85 

123 
27 

756 

175 
34 
14 
40 

133 
157 
127 

65 
5 
6 

907 

6 
54 

234 
62 

294 
68 
18 
18 

6 
30 
50 
17 
47 
3 
-

541 

146 
193 

43 
38 
9 

74 
29 
9 

1,070 

309 
77 
50 
38 

147 
124 
245 
45 
35 
• 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

TABLE 27 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

SOCIAL SECURITY CASES COHMENCED 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 19B3 

DIWC 
& 

DISTRICT TOTAL lilA BL DIWW SSID RSI OTHER 

TOTAL •••••••• 20316 471 96 16169 3696 329 666 

DC .......... 78 3 1 32 18 19 6 

1ST ..•••••• 1 117 16 4 797 234 16 62 

ME .......... 131 - - 74 46 1 10 
MA .......... 278 6 - 106 146 9 12 
NH .......... 81 6 1 66 14 1 4 
IlL .......... 61 2 - 22 26 1 11 
PR ........... 666 2 3 640 3 3 16 

2ND •••••... 2031 76 3 1290 678 34 60 

CT .......... 182 2 1 103 67 3 6 
NY,N ......... 232 4 - 182 40 2 4 
NY,E ........ . 906 14 - 688 172 10 21 
NY,S ........ .. 423 63 2 163 188 15 12 
NY,W ........ . 225 3 - 148 65 2 7 
VT .......... 64 - - 16 46 2 -

3RD •••••••• 1642 40 6 1438 303 26 30 

DE .......... 44 - - 39 5 - -
NJ ........... 686 6 - 497 60 13 11 
PA,E ..... '\'" 486 30 1 269 181 7 7 
PA,M ..... ..... , 255 ~ 3 208 38 3 1 
PA,W ........ . 470 3 1 436 18 3 10 
VI .......... 2 - - - 1 - 1 

4TH •••.•••• 2276 69 29 1874 256 19 29 

MD .......... 186 - - 1[;0 29 4 2 
NC,E ......... 87 2 - 49 32 1 3 
NC,M ......... 63 - - 60 2 1 -
NC,W ......... 136 1 1 126 5 - 4 
SC ......... . 492 - - 458 33 - 1 
"lA,E ......... 169 17 1 107 28 8 8 
VA,W ......... 622 7 4 665 60 4 2 
WV,N ........ . 146 6 4 110 21 - 6 
WV,S ......... 387 37 19 270 56 1 4 

6TH •••••••• 1247 36 1 901 231 24 66 

LA,E ......... 200 4 - 128 61 9 8 
LA,M ........ .. 32 - - 23 7 - 2 
LA,W ......... 223 1 - 196 21 2 4 
MS,N ......... 76 4 1 32 27 1 11 
MS,S ......... 176 3 - 151 19 - 3 
TX,N ........ ~ 188 2 - 132 48 3 3 
TX.E ........ . 116 , 6 - 92 16 2 1 
TX,S .......... 104 6 - 63 24 6 7 
TX,W ......... 132 10 - 86 19 2 16 

6TH •.•••••• 5370 61 27 4606 676 62 139 

KY,E ......... 462 1 24 391 24 1 11 
KY,W .......... 202 3 - 161 30 - 8 
MI,E ......... 1,709 12 - 1,641 '132 16 9 
MI,W ......... 5,137 3 - 643 37 2 2 
OH,N ......... . 888 13 1 623 170 17 64 
OH,S ........ . 98 .. 8 1 899 56 6 16 
TN,E ........ . 246 11 1 179 34 12 2 
TN,M ......... 192 3 - 103 67 7 22 
TN,W • .o ••••••• 111 1 - 66 36 3 6 

HIA ALL CLAIMS FOR HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS (MEDICARE) UNDER TITLE 
XVI II, PART A, OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. ALSO INCLUDES 
CLAIMS BY !{{)SPITALS, SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES, ETC. FOR CERTIFICA­
TION AS PROVIDERS OF SERVICES UNDER THE PROGRAM. (4:2 USC 1396FF. 
(BI) • 
ALL CLAIMS FOR' BLACK LUNG' BENEFITS UNDER TITLE IV, PART B, OF THE 
FEDERAL COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY ACT OF 1969 (30 USC 9231 • 

BL 

DIWC ALL CLAIMS FI LED BY INSURED WORKERS FOR OISABI LITY INSURANCE BENE­
FITS UNDER TITLE II OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED; PLUS ALL 
CLAIMS FILED FOR CHILD'S INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY (42 
USC 406 (Gj). 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH •••••••• 

IL,N " 
•••••••• 10 

IL,C ......... 
IL,S ......... 
IN,N ......... 
IN,S 
WI,E 

.......... 
WI,W 

......... .......... 
OTH •••••••• 

AR,E ......... 
AR,W ......... 
IA,N ......... 
lA,S ......... 
MN •••••••••• 
MO,E ••••••••• 
MO,W ••••••••• 
NE •••••••••• 
NO •••••••••• 
SO •••••••••• 

9TH •••••••• 

AK •••••••••• / 
AZ .......... 
CA,N ••••••••• 
CA.E •••... 
g~;~ .. ;:::::: 
HI·'" .. , ...... ...... , ... 
10 .......... 
MT 
NV 

.......... .......... 
OR •.••.••••• 
WA.E •••••••• 
WA,W .••••••• : 
GUAM ••••••••• 
NMI ••••••• " • 

10TH ••••• , • 

CO 
KS 

.......... .......... 
NM .......... 
OK,N ••••••••• 
OK,E •••.••••• 
OK,W ••••••••• 
UT •••••••••• 
wv .......... 

11TH ••••••• 

AL,N 
AL,M 
AL,S 
FL,N 
FL,M 
FL,S 
GA,N 
GA,M 
GAS 

DIWN 

SSID 

ASI 

OTHER 

......... ......... ......... ......... ......... ......... ... , ..... ......... 
.......... 

ALL C 

TOTAL 

731 

256 
60 
69 

104 
114 
100 
39 

1371 

318 
231 

63 
88 

202 
166 
216 

63 
14 
20 

1743 

10 
131 
292 
:!so 
327 
124 

13 
73 
32 
24 

212 
77 

16S --
426 

69 
69 
99 
36 
41 
66 
64 

1 

2084 

673 
141 
90 
61 

312 
169 
369 
176 
114 

, 

DIWC 

HIA BL 
& 

DIWW SSID RSI OTHeR 

9 3 480 181 22 36 
3 -- 162 68 10 12 - 36 
2 13 1 1 1 39 22 2 - 77 1 4 
1 2 88 

16 4 6 
- - 66 

16 2 6 
1 28 1 6 - 14 20 3 1 

46 <1 933 292 23 73 
4 1 263 18 26 2 96 2 40 
2 - 26 

92 2 14 
1 18 1 6 - 60 33 3 - 147 2 2 
6 1 

47 3 2 
3 

132 26 2 1 - 181 - - 35 
26 6 2 

1 22 4 2 - 6 
2 - 8 

6 2 1 
7 - 3 

39 10 1 161 396 38 109 
3 -
1 

3 2 1 1 - 106 20 2 5 - 143 122 2 
:;: i 191 54 7 16 

14 I) 194 - 12 
9 - 88 

76 12 24 
2 23 2 2 - 7 
1 4 - -- 44 - - ~6 

13 3 12 
- 5 1 -- 13 
1 4 3 4 - 166 - 27 3 26 - 68 9 1 - -1 112 311 - - - 4 12 
- - - - - -- - -

13 2 272 103 13 22 
3 - a(l 
1 28 2 -1 36 13 - 1 3 6 
3 

74 23 1 -- 24 6 3 - 3 - 31 2 2 - 43 16 
2- 3 

1 - 6 - 27 16 - - 1 
6 6 - - -

65 7 1,496 427 34 66 
9 7 
1 

603 139 7 8 - 115 
4 21 4 -- 57 - 21 1 7 - 66 6 2 - 1 - 230 62 42 7 11 - 60 41 3 1 13 - 289 61 1 6 3 - 122 43 3 5 - 66 6 

34 4 6 
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Social Security Act Cases Increase 58.6 Percent 

During 1 B83, a record high 20,315 Social Security cases were· 
filed in U.S. district courts. Thia fig'ure is a 58.6 percent increase over 
the previous high of 12,812 cases filed during the same period last year. 
These cases accounted for 56 .. 6 percent of all civil cases filed against 
the U.S. government during the year. Much of the i~cre~se i~ Social 
Security litigation this year can be attributed to a rIse 111 cl~Ims for 
disability insurance benefits under Title II of the Social Securl~y Act. 
Civil filings for such claims rose 89.6 perc~nt, from 8,002 c~ses 111 19.82 
to 15 169 cases in 1983. Table 28 summarIzes, by type, SOCIal SecurIty 
cases' filed during each of the twelve month periods ended June 30, 
1979 through 1983. Table 27 shows the numbers of Social Security 
cases filed, by type and district, during the twleve month period ended 
June 30, 1983. 

Table 28 
U.S. District Courts 

Soci~l Security Act Cases Filed 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1979 through 1983 

DIWC 
& 

Year Total mA BL DIWW ssm RSI OTHER 

1979 ••• 9,942 247 326 5,702 866 154 2,647 
1980 ••• 9,043 208 208 4,795 976 127 2,729 
1981 ••• 9~780 287 119 5,539 1,628 135 2,072 
1982 ... 12,812 461 180 8,002 2,378 138 1,653 
1983 ••• 20,315 471 96 15,169 3,595 329 655 

RIA 

BL 

DIWC 

DIWW 

ssm 

RSI 

All cblm. for health lnsI.I:-enae b ... efits (Il'ed\eare) under TlUe XVID, Part At of 
the Soclal Seeurlty Act, iii amended. Aha Includes claim. by hollpltal5, IIIdUed 
rwrslng facUlties, etc. for certification as P"OVldera ot service under the program 
(42 U.s.C. 1395PP. (B». 
All cbL'lI. for "Black L~ bilnefits under TlUe IV, Part B, of the Pederal Conl 
Mine Hull\' and Safety Act or 1969 (30 U.s.C. 823). 

All elalm. filed by InIJured workers for disability lnIuranee benefits under Title D 
ot the Soelai S~ACl, lUI amended, plus all claim. tiled for Child's tnaurancc 
Bmefit. t>BSed on . lity (42 U.f.C. 405(0». 

All claims filed for widows or wldowera InlIurance benefits hued on dlssblUty 
under TItle n of the Social Security Act, lUI am~ (42 U.s.C. 405(0». 

All elaims tor lIU\lP)ementai aecurlty lneome payments baSoed upon dlJablUty tiled 
under Title XVI or the Social Sec:;rlt~ u .. mended. 

AU claims for retirement (old age) and IW'VlvCIC'1I benefits under TlUe n or the 
SocIn1Securltv Act, as amended (42 u.s.C. 405(0». 

OTItER Other aoclal MCUl'lty - All claim. not (!OVered by ona or the other catasorl .... 

The dramatic rise in Social Security filings was highlighted by 
increases in 87 districts. Michigan, Eastern recorded the largest num­
ber of such cases in any district since 1979, when there were 809 cases 
in that district. The number of cases filed last year in Michigan, 
Eastern climbed to 1,709, more than double the 1979 figure. The 
overall increase in Social Security filings can be attributed to the fact 
that in 1982, 44.9 percent of the decisions rendered by the Disability 
Determination Services nationwide found beneficiaries to be ineligible 
for disability benefits. Many of these individuals sought redress in the 
U.S. district court. 
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Civil Terminations Up 13.7 Percent 

During the tWE!lve month period ended June 30, 1983, a total of 
215,356 civil cases were terminated in the U.S. district courts, an 
increase of 13.7 percent over the 189,473 cases terminated during the 
same period a year ago. The 215,356 cases are the largest number 
terminated during any comparable twelve month period. Eighty-one of 
the 94 district courts reported increases in terminations over 1982. 
The largest increases were in Ohio, Northern (up 83.9 percent); Ohio, 
Southern (up 60.5 percent); and Idaho (up 60.3 percent). These in­
creases were largely the result of rises in the number of recovery of 
overpayment of veteran's benefits dispositions. The most significant 
declines in civil dispositions occurred in Florida, Southern (down 29.7 
percent); Massachusetts (down 26.9 percent); and West Virginia, 
Southern (down 24.9 percent). These reductions resulted primarily 
from drops in the number of land condemnation cases in Florida, 
Sout~lern; commerce and recovery of overpayment cases in 
MassaGhusetts; and labor management relations cases in West Virginia, 
Southern. 

The percentage of civil cases disposed of with no court action 
(excluding land condemnation cases) increased to 46.3 percent of all 
cases terminated during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 
Also during this period, the number of cases reaching trial was 5.4 
percent, down from the 6.1 percent reaching trial in 1982. The rela­
tively low percentage of cases reaching trial is primarily the result of 
the influx of recovery of overpayment and enforcement of judgment 
cases. Although these cases account for 36,494 of all U.S. civil cases 
terminated, only 0.1 percent ever reached trial. The majority of these 
cases (30,498) were disposed of with no court action. Excluding recov­
ery of overpayments and enforcement of judgment cases and land 
condemnation cases, the number of civil cases terminated with no 
court action would have bepn 68,499 or 38.7 percentQ The number of 
cases terminated during or after trial would have been 11,5'11 or 6.5 
percent. 

A summary of civil cases terminated for each of the twelve 
month periods ended June 30, 1970 and 1975 through 1983 is provided in 
Table 29. Additional data on civil cases term.inated in the U.S. district 
courts during the twelve month period ended cJune 30, 1983, can be 
found in Appendix Tables C-3B, C-4, and C-4A. 

Terminations by Nature of Suit 

The 13.7 percent increase in civil terminations during 1983 was 
highlighted by significant increases in several case types. The largest 
increase in civil terminations was in Socit;!1 Security Act cases, which 
rose from 10,174 cases in 1982 to 13,409 cases this year. other cate­
gories which increased substantially include recovery of overpayment 
and enforcement of judgment cases (up 39.1 percent); employment civil 
rights cases (up 21.2 percent); and prisoner civil rights petitions (up 
15.3 percent). More detailed information on civil cases terminated by 
nature of suit is provided in Appendix Tables C-3B and C-4. 
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Year 

1970 · .. 
1975 · . . 
1976 · . . 
1977 · . . 
1978 · . . 
1979 · . . 
1980 · . . 
1981 · . . 
1982 · . . 
1983 · .. 

Table 29 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil Cases Terminated by Action Taken, 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1970, and 1975 through 1983 
(Land Condemnation Cases Omitted) 

Percent During During 
No or or 

Court Before After After 
Total Action Pretrial Pretrial Trial 

79,466 39.1 29,429 11,006 7,975 
103,787 37.8 40,271 15,575 8,722 
108,298 38.5 41,326 16,205 8,833 
115,484 39.2 43,505 17,702 9,047 
123,153 36.8 48,719 19,725 9,373 
140,024 43.0 49,733 20,487 9,630 
154,985 44.4 53,791 22,356 10,091 
172,942 41.7 61,090 28,304 11,416 
185,507 44.0 67,287 25,292 11,326 
213,616 46.3 75,851 27,143 11,625 

Median Time to Dispose of Civil Cases 

Percent 
of Total 
Reaching 

Trial 

10.0 
8.4 
8.2 
7.8 
7.6 
6.9 
6.5 
6.6 
6.1 
5.4 

The median time from filing to disposition for civil cases termi­
nated in the U.S. district courts remained at seven months for the 
second consecutive year. This figure matches the shortest median time 
recorded in the pa.st 20 years. The short median time over the past two 
years is largely the result of the disposition of a substantial number of 
cases for recovery of overpayments and enforcement of judgments, 
most of which were disposed of without judicial action. The median 
time for all cases disposed of during or after trial was 19 months. The 
overall median time excluding recovery of overpayment and enforce­
ment of judgment cases was nine months. 

The median disposition time for recovery of overpayment and 
enforcement of judgment cases during the twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1983 was three months, up from the two months recorded in 
1982; the comparable figure for those involving a trial was five months. 
The lowest overall median time (two months) was recorded for bank­
ruptcy trustee suits and prisoner mandamus cases. The highest overall 
median time (51 months) was recorded for Social Security black lung 
cases. Private antitrust cases represented the highest median time for 
cases going to trial (39 months). More detailed information on median 
time intervals for civil cases terminated by nature of suit and method 
of disposition is provided in Appendix Tables C-5A and C-HB. 
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The shortest overall median time from filing to disposition 
recorded in any district was three months (Minnesota; Arizona; and 
California, Northern). The low median time recorded in these districts 
is attributed to the large number of recovery of overpayment and 
enforcement of judgment cases terminated during the year. The 
highest overall median time of 21 months was recorded in Kentucky, 
Eastern. This figure has declined substantially from the 33 months 
recorded in 1982. Appendix Table C-5 provides information on median 
time intervals for civil cases terminated by district and method of 
disposition. 

Pendirg Civil Workload Up 12.9 Percent 

A total of 231,920 civil cases were pending in the U.S. district 
courts as of June 30, 1983, an increase of 12.9 percent over the 205,434 
cases pending a year ago. The 231,920 pending cases represent the 
largest pending caseload ever. Despite the overall increase in the civil 
pending caseload, ten districts experienced declines in their caseload. 
The most substantial declines occurred in Wisconsin, Western (down 
26.7 percent); Rhode Island (down 22.9 percent); and Indiana, Southern 
(down 16.3 percent). Those districts experiencing the most substantial 
increases in pending caseload were Oklahoma, Western (up 44.5 per­
cent)· Hawaii (up 41.3 percent); and New Mexico (up 35.9 percent). The 
incre~ses in each of these districts can be attributed to the growth in 
the number of pending recovery of overpayment and enforcement of 
judgment cases. 

One of the most substantial reductions in pending cases was in 
U.S. land condemnation cases which dropped from 4,344 in 1982 to 
3,627 this year. Other reductions occurred in pending U.S. labor suits 
(down 294 cases) and tax suits (down 129 cases). The most significant 
increases in the civil pending caseload occurred in Social Security cases 
(up 6,904 cases) and U.S. recovery of overpayment cases (up 4,580 
cases). Appendix Table C-3A provides more detailed information on 
civil cases pending in the U.S. district courts as of June 30, 1983. 
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Table 30 
r.s. District Courts 

Civil Case!! Pending by Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1980 through 1983 

Percent 
Choll\'e 
1983/ 

Nature of Suit 1980 1981 1982 1983 1982 

ToW •••••••••••••••••••••• 186,113 188,714 205,434 231,920 12.9 

U.s. Cases •••••••••••••••••••• 58,679 54,442 57,967 69,958 20.7 

Recovery of Overpayments 
and Enforcement of 
Judgments •••••• " •••••••••• 6,521 7,883 11,531 16,111 39.7 

Other Contract .............. 5,110 3,319 3,26J 4,069 24.8 
Land Condemnation ........... 10,128 7,268 4,344 3,627 -16.5 
Other Real Property ••••••••••• 3,070 3,251 3,526 3,744 6.2 
Tort Actions ................ 4,495 4,241 4,060 3,995 -1.6 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••••• 84 78 55 36 -34.5 
Civil Rights: 

Accommodations •••••••••• 49 34 36 39 8.3 
Employment. ••••••••••••• 1,081 1,270 1,341 1,381 3.0 
Voting •••••••••••••••••• 22 19 16 12 -25.0 
Welfare ••••••••••••••••• 69 75 57 62 8.8 
Other Civil Rights ......... 798 893 881 924 4.9 

Prisoner Petitions: 
Motions to Vacate 

Sentence ••••••••••••••• 918 822 899 990 10.1 
Habeas Corpus •••••••••••• 656 760 937 977 4.3 
CivU Rights •••••••••••••• 479 533 634 648 2.2 
Mandamus and Other ....... 230 236 225 211 ~.2 

Forfeiture and Penalties •••••••• 2,282 2,136 2,218 2,507 13.0 
Labor Suits ................. 2,062 1.,942 1,705 1,411 -17.2 
Social Sect.:!'ity Laws ••••••••••• 13,154 12,119 14,757 21,661 46.8 
Tax Suits ••••••••••••••••••• 3,052 3,066 3,344 3,215 -3.9 
Environmental Matters ••••••••• 606 597 495 520 5.1 
Freedom of Information 

Act •••••••••••••••••••••• 607 574 513 531 3.5 
All Other U.S. Cases ••••••••••• 3,206 3,326 3,132 3,287 4.9 

Private Cases ••••••••••••••• ' ••• 127,434 134,272 147,467 161,962 9.8 

Contract ••••••••••••••••••• 28,890 31,163 34,787 38,233 9.9 
Real Property ............... 2,238 2,511 2,641 2,838 7.5 
Fed~rai Employers' Liability 

Act •••••••••• , ••••••••••• 2,476 2,476 2,458 2,598 5.7 
Motor Vehicle Personal 

Injury ••••••••••••••••••• I::- 6,583 6,535 6,841 6,924 1.2 
Marine Personal Injury ••••••••• 6,642 6,649 6,881 6,720 -2.3 
Airplane Personal Injury •••••••• 1,586 1,458 1,462 1,553 6.2 
Assault, Libel, and 

Slender ••••••••••••••••••• 853 867 940 1,040 10.6 
Medical Malpractice ••••••••••• 558 736 848 1,239 46.1 
Personal Injury Product 

Liability •••••••••• • ' •• 1'1 •••• 6,544 9,257 11,654 13,693 17.5 
Other Personal Injury •••••••••• 5,751 6,417 7,M3 8,510 17.5 
Personal Property ••••••••••••• 5,609 5,190 4,817 4,785 -0.7 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••••• 2,884 2,749 2,423 2,227 -8.1 
Bankruptcy Appeals ••••••••••• 947 1,125 1,641 1,941 18.3 
Civil Rights: 

Accommodations •••••••••• 349 329 273 279 2.2 
Employment. ••••••••••••• 7,812 8,059 9,379 10,801 15.2 
Voting •••••••••••••••••• 166 145 171 175 2.3 
Welfare ••••••••••••••••• 258 302 271 276 1.8 
Other Civil Rights ......... 8,215 9,364 10,281 11,396 10.8 

lnterstde Commerce •••••••••• 
Prisoner Petitions: 

6,122 1,704 821 757 -7.8 

Habeas Corpus •••••••••••• 4,916 5,404 5,909 6,260 5.9 
Civil Rights •••••••••••••• 10,729 13,120 15,673 16,922 8.0 
Manda mus and Other ....... 80 82 91 101 11.0 

-"I)or Suits ••••••• 01/ •••••••• 6,983 
\';o~,,:,'ght, Patent and 

7,739 8,366 9,008 7.7 

4,503 5,082 12.9 ~!rademark ••••••••••••••••• 4,002 4,223 

\ S€-\i~ "ities, Commodities, 
Ex:ch ... "\Q;e •••••••••••••••••• 3,058 2,919 3,304 3,919 18.6 

All Other •. ' •••••••••••••••• 3,219 3,749 3,789 4,685 23.6 -, 
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Civil cases Pendirg Three Years or More 

The following resolution was adopted by the Judicial Conference 
in MHfch 1981 because of the increasing volume of civil cases pending 
three years or more in the district courts: 

Each district judge should periodically review 
his docket to determine the status of aU 
cases which have been pending three years or 
more. At the end of June each year, each 
district judge should review his docket and 
report, in writing, to the chief judges of the 
district and circuit, with a copy to the 
Administrative Office, the reason each such 
case has been pending for more than three 
years, its current status, and prospects for 
closing it. (Conference Report, page 7) 

Beginning June 30, 1981, to comply with the resolution, special 
listings of civil cases pending three years or more were prepared and 
transmitted to each judge. The concentration on three-year-old cases 
brought about by this program has resulted in these cases declining as a 
percentage of the total pending case10ad from 11.7 percent in 1980 to 
only 6.4 percent in 1983. 

The number of civil cases pending three years or more (ex­
cluding land condemnation cases) increa.sed slightly during the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1983, up 4.1 percent from 13,979 cases to 
14,554 cases. The 14,554 pending cases represent the first increase in 
the three-year civil pending caseload since 1980. A comparison of the 
age of civil cases pending for selected years 1960 through 1983 is 
shown in Table 31. 

Table 31 
U.S. District Courts 

Age of Civil Cases ?ending on 
June 30, 1960, 1965, 1970, and 1975 through 1983 

(Excluding Land Condemnation Cases) 

3 Years 
Less or More 
Than 1 to 2 2 to 3 Numl Per-Year Total 1 year Years Years ber cent 

1960 ••• 61,251 33,791 14,182 1,065 6,213 10.1 
1965 ••• 71,941 40,113 16;861 8,341 6,626 9.2 
1970 ... 90,932 52,303 21,012 9,613 8,004 8.8 
1975 ••• 117,~91 73,692 25,999 10,237 7,563 6.4 
1976 ... 1S6,753 82,053 32,622 12,664 9,414 6.9 
1977 ••• 149,035 83,013 37,425 16,762 11,835 7.9 
1978 ••• 157,625 84,972 36,753 19,846 16,054 10.2 
1979 ••• 166,668 93,411 35,979 18,189 19,089 11.5 
1980 ••• 175,798 101,303 37,083 16,820 2G,592 11.7 
1981 ••• 181,253 109,981 39,265 16,732 15,215 8.4 
1982 ••• 200,885 125,067 44,060 17,779 13,979 7.0 
1983 ••• 228,126 146,679 46,723 20,170 14,554 6.4 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1978 ••• 44.~ 72.6 27.1 1.6 -9.3 -1982 ••• 13.6 17.3 6.0 13.4 4.1 -
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TABLE 32 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL CASES PENDING 3 YEARS OR MORE. BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 
(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES EXCLUDED I 

AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

THREE YEAR OLD U. S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 
CASES PENDING 

NATURE OF SUIT 
1 JUNE 30 • I JUNE 30. I 

1982 1983 PLAINTIFF I DEFENDANT 
FEDERAL I DIVERSITY OF I LOCAL 

QUESTION CITIZENSHIP JURI~DICTION 

TOTAL CASES •.••••••.•.••.•.••.•..••..••.•••••• ~~13~9~7~8~ __ 1~4~5~5~4+-____ ~B~0~0 ____ ~2~10~5~ ____ ~6~7~5~3 ______ ~4~6~4~2~ ______ ~25~4~ 

CONTRACT ACTIONS. TOTAL •.•••••..•.•.•.•••••.•••• r-~2~17~8~ __ ~2~3~2~2+-____ ~2~0~6 ________ 7~2~ ____ ~3~2~4 ______ ~1~6~9~8~ ________ 2~2~ 

INSURANCE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 287 251 1 3 - 247 
MARINE. • • • • • • . • • • • • • • . • • • . • • . • • . • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • 240 277 3 10 
MILLER ACT. . . • • • . • • . . • • • . • . • . • • • • • • . • • • • . • . • • • . • • • 54 48 

262 
48 

2 NEGOTIA8LE INSTRUMENTS. . . • • • • . . . . . • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 110 130 66 2 60 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS ••• 60 98 88 1 - 9 

2 

OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... .. .. .. .. .. .. 1.427 1.518 48 56 12 1.382 20 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS. TOTAL •.•••••••••••.••••••• r-__ ~29~8~ __ ~3~1~0+-____ ~9~4 ______ ~6~61-______ ~1~6 _________ 1~1~6~ ________ ~18~ 

FORECLOSUF:e • • • • . . • • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • . • • • 63 79 65 - - 10 4 
RENT. LEASE. AND EJECTMENT. • • • • . • • • . • • . • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • 23 24 4 2 - 13 5 
TORTS TO LAND. • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . • . . • • . • • • • • . • • • 79 75 5 14 16 40 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS. • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • . • • 133 132 20 50 - 53 9 

TORT ACTIONS. TOTAL ••••••.••••.•..•••.••.•.•.••• r-~2~88~1~ __ ~3~6~8~9+-____ ~2~6 _______ 2~9~91-____ ~4~9~6 ______ ~2~8~2~7 __________ 4~_1~ 

PERSONAL INJURY: 
AIRPLANE. • • • • • • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • 389 404 
ASSAULT. LIBEL. AND SLANDER ••••.••••.• • • • • • • • • • • • • • 89 70 
EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT. • • • • • • • • • .• • . • • • • • • • . • • • . 92 79 
MARINE. • • • • • . • • • • . • . • • . • . • . • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 342 333 
MOTOR VEHICLE . • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • . • • • • . . • • • • . • • • • • . • 264 260 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE. • • • . • • • • • . • • • • • . • • . • • • • . • • • • • 61 66 

25 
3 

22 
16 
21 

19 
2 

79 
236 

2 

191 OTHER PERSONAL INJURY. . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . '.233 2,083 - 6 
PERSONAL PFJOPERTY DAMAGE: 

FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 209 164 15 - 74 

355 
65 

74 
228 

45 
1.870 

5 

1 
14 

16 

7& 
115 OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE .•.••.•.•••••••••••. 202 230 11 21 78 5 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES. TOTAL •.••.••••••.•.••••.• r-~8~47~0~ __ ~8~0~4~6+-____ ~4~7~3 ______ 1~6~6~81-____ ~5~8~9~5 ___________ - __________ ~10~ 

ANTITRUST .••....... "'...................... .•... .... 613 527 5 !' 517 
BANKRUPTCY SUITS: 

TRUSTEE • • • • . • . • . • . • • • • . • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • . • 39 30 
TRANSFER {91581 ..••••••.••.••••.••••••••••..••.• 9 8 
APPEAL (8011 • • • • . • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • 29 39 

BANKS AND BANKING ..•.••.••••.••••••••••••••••••••.• 32 27 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

VOTING. • • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • . • • • • . • • . • • • . • . . • 19 22 
EMPLOYMENT .•••.•••••.••••.•••.••••.••.••••••••. 1.223 1.069 
ACCot.ldODATIONS • • • • • • . • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • 33 38 
WJ;:tFARE •• . • • . • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . 44 69 
OTHER CIVI L RIGHTS. • • . • . • • • • • • . • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1.045 1.172 

COMMERCE (ICC RATES. ETC.) ........................... 38 47 
ECONOMIC STABILIZATION ACT •••••••••.•••..••••••••••• 19 13 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS •••••••.••.•••••••••••••••••• 110 132 

2 
6 

2 
59 

2 

21 
3 
1 

47 

2 

90 
7 
7 

99 

5 
39 

211 
B 

37 
19 

20 
920 

29 
52 

1.052 
44 

7 
46 
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TABLE 32 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CIVIL CASES PENDING 3 YEARS OR MORE. BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 
lLANO CONDEMNATION CASES EXCLUDED) 

AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

THREE YEAR OLD U. S. CASES 
CASES PENDING 

PRIVATE CASES 

NATURE OF SUIT 
JUNE 30. IJUNE 30. I 

19B2 1983 PLAINTIFF L DEFENDANT 
FEDERAL JDIVERSITY OF I LOCAL 

QUESTION CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, CONTINUED 

DEPORTATION ..••.••.•••••••..•••••••••••••••.•••.• 
PRISONER PETITIONS; 

MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE •••••.•..••••.•.••••••• 
HABEAS CORPUS •••••••••••••.•••••..••••.•••••••• 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER .••••••••.••••••.••••••••••••• 
CIVIL RIGHTS •••••••••.••••••••••••.••••• " .•.••• 

FORFEITURE AND PENALTY: 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS •••.•••••••..•.•• , ••••••••••.• 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT •••.••.•••••..••••••.•••••••••• 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS •••••••.•••••••.••••••.•• 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT ••••••••••.••••. 
OTHER FORFEIrURE AND PENALTY SUITS ••••••.•...••••• 

LABOI! LAWS: 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT ••••••••••••••••.•• '.' •••• 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT •.••••••••••••.•••• 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT ••••.•• 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT •••.•••••••••••.•••.••••••••.•. 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••. 

PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS: 
COPYiUGKT ••••••••••.••••.•••.••••••.••••••••.• 
PATEtlT ., ••••••••.••••••.••.•••••••.•••••••...• 
TRADEMARK ••••••••• " ••..•.••••••••.•••••••..•• 

SECURITIES,COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES ••.•••••••..•••• 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS: 

HEALTH INSURANCE .•••.••.•.•••••.••••••••....... 
BLACK LUNG CASES •••••.••••••••.•.•••••.•••••••.. 
DISAIlH,JTY INSURANCE .•••••••••••••.•.•••••.•••.• 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURlTY INCOME ••.••••••••.•...••••• 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS ••.••••.•.•.••••• 
OTHER •.•.•••.• , .•.•.••••.• , • " •••.••••••••••.• 

STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS ••.•.••.••••••••••••••••. 
TAX SUITS •••..••••••••••••• , .••• '" •••••••••.•••• 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE .•••••••..••••••••••.••••.•••••. 

2 

47 
214 

24 
1,186 , 

13 
1 

49 

134 
300 

40 
10 

218 

38 
294 

67 
561 

16 
&54 
139 
31 

409 
1 

208 

3 

54 
225 

14 
1.298 

17 
1 
1 

44 

127 
314 

26 
12 

209 

62 
258 

64 
553 

20 
191 
132 
36 

294 

216 

17 
1 
1 

44 

67 
11 
3 

17 

42 

80 

3 

54 
12 
10 
40 

6 
4 

17 

2 

20 
191 
132 
36 

294 

130 

210 
4 

'1,257 

54 
299 

23 
12 

175 

62 
256 

64 
511 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT OF 1974 .....•..... ~ . . . . . . . 60 97 - 96 1 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS. • • • . • . . • • • . • • • • • • . • • • . • . • . • 600 595 42 366 187 ' 

3 

6 

OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL .•••.•••.•••••••••.•.•.• , •• r-____ ~15~1~ __ ~1~87~ ______ ~I~ ____ ~-~~,~----~2~2~--------~f--------~I~6~3_ 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS ••••••.••••••••.•••••.••••••••.. 2 2 - - - - 2 
INSANITY ..................... ".................. 64 112 - - - - 112 
PROBATE.......................................... 12 12 - - - - 12 
SUITS INVOLVING LOCAL OFFICIALS .•••••••••••••.•••••• 48 23 22 " 
OTHER. . . • . . • . . . • . . . • . . . • • . • . • . • . • . . . . • . • . . . . . . • . • 25 38 37 
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The largest reduction in civil cases pending three years or more 
(excluding land condemnation cases) was in Social Security black lung 
cases, which decreased from 554 cases in 1982 to 191 cases in 1983. A 
substantial decline was also experienced in employment civil rights 
cases, down from 1,223 in 1982 to 1,069 in 1983. Table 32 is a sum­
mary of civil cases pending three years or more, by jurisdiction and 
nature of st;:+. as of June 30, 1983. 

Thirty-nirl') of the 94 U.S. district courts experienced declines in 
the number of cases pending three years or more. The largest percent­
age decline in three-year-old cases was in South Carolina, where the 
total dropped 83.1 percent from 77 cases in 1982 to 13 in 1983. Other 
districts experiencing substantial declines were Texas, Southern (down 
103 cases); Florida, Middle (down 62 cases); and Rhode Island, (down 50 
cases). The largest reduction of pending three-year-old cases was in 
Kentucky, Eastern, where such cases dropped from 1,200 in 1982 to 727 
in 1983. The district with the largest number of civil cases pending 
three years or more as of June 30, 1983, was Massachusetts, with 951 
such cases. The three-year-old pending caseload in Mississippi, 
Southern more than doubled because of a large volume of asbestosis 
litigation filed in 1980. 

Table 33 provides a comparison of the number of civil cases 
pending three years or more, by district, during the twelve month 
periods ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 (land condemnation cases omit­
ted). Appendix Tables C-6A and C-6B provide more detailed data on 
civil cases pending three years or more as of June 30, 1983. 

Class Action Litigation 

Civil cases filed in the U.S. district courts alleging a class 
action, pursuant to Rule 23, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, totaled 
1,023, or 0.4 percent of all civil cases filed during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1983. 'This figure is down 17.4 percent from the 
1,238 class action suits filed during the same period one year ago and is 
the lowest total in more thaii a decade. The percentage of class action 
filings to the total number of civil filings has continued to decline since 
1976, when such filings represented 2.7 percent of all cases filed. The 
pending class action caseload also continued to decline, dropping 20.0 
percent to 2,609 cases in 1983. This figure is down 56.6 percent from 
the 6,014 cases pending five years ago. Class action cases as a percent 
of the overall civil pendi.ng caseload now represent only 1.1 percent. 
Table 34 is a comparison of the proportion of class action allegations to 
total civil cases for each of the twelve month periods ended June 30, 
1975 through 1983. 
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Circuit Pending 
and June 30, 

District 1982 

Total ••••••• 13,9'19 

DC •••••••••• 211 

1st eir •••••• 1,173 

ME •••••••••• 59 
MA •••••••••• 867 
NH •••••••••• 16 
RI ••••••••••• 130 
PR ......... . 101 

2nd eir •••••• 1,989 

CT ......... . 585 
NY.!:T •••••••• 246 
NY, E •••••••• 414 
NY', S ....... . 506 
NY, W •••••••• 231 
VT ••••••••••• 7 

3rd eir •••••• 696 

DE ......... . 55 
NJ ••••••••••• 106 
PA,E ........ 254 
PA, M •••••••• 23 
PA, W •••••••• 87 
VI ........... 171 

4th eir •••••• 858 

MD •••••••••• 202 
NC, E •••••••• 43 
NC, M •••••••• 81 
NC, W •••••••• 38 
SC ••••••••••• 77 
VA,E ....... . 99 
VA, W •••••••• 61 
WV,N •••••••• 92 
WV,S ........ 165 

5th eir •••••• 1,700 

LA,E ....... . 417 
I4A, M •••••••• 69 
LA, W •••••••• 46 
MS, N ........ 16 
MS, S ••••••••• 117 
TX, N •••••••• 231 
TX,E ....... . 205 
TX, S ••••••••• 476 
'IX, W •••••••• 123 
CZ .................. -

6th eir •••••• 2,543 

KY, E •••••••• 1,200 
KY, W •••••••• 128 
MY, E ••••••••• 231 
MI, W ....... . 138 
OH, N •••••••• 441 
OH,S ........ 240 
TN,E ........ -
TN, ftl •••••••• 44 
TN, W •••••••• lZl 

Table 33 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil Cases Pending Three Years or More 
On June 30, 1982 and 1983 

(Land Condemnation Cases Omitted) 

Pending Circuit 
JUne 30, Percent and 

1983 Change'" District 

14,554 4.1 7th eir •••••• 

204 -3.3 IL, N ••••••••• 
IL, C ••••••••• 

1,280 9.1 IL, S ••••••••• 
IN, N ••••••••• 

74 25.4 IN, S ••••••••• 
951 9.7 WI, E ••••••••• 

25 56.3 WI, W ......... 
80 -38.5 

150 48.5 8th eir •••••• 

2,438 22.6 AR,E •••••••• 
AR, W •••••••• 

728 24.4 lA, N ••••••••• 
256 4.1 lA, S ••••••••• 
464 12.1 MN •••••••••• 
697 37.7 MO,E •••••••• 
272 17.7 MO,W •••••••• 

21 - NE .......... 
ND .......... 

766 10.1 SD ••••••••••• 

44 -20.0 9th eir •••••• 
157 411.1 
200 -21.3" . AK .......... 
27 17.4 AZ .......... 
75 -13.8 CA, N •••••••• 

263 53.8 CA, E •••••••• 
CA,e •••••••• 

767 -10.6 CA, S ........ 
HI ••••••••••• 

246 21.8 ID ••••••••••• 
23 -46.5 MT •••••••••• 
58 -28.4 NV .......... 
31 -18.4 OR •••••••••• 
1.3 -83.1 WA,E •••••••• 
93 -6.1 WA, W •••••••• 
58 -4.9 GU •••••••••• 

118 28.3 NMI •••••••••• 
127 -23.0 

10th eir ••••• 
1,960 15.3 

CO •••••••••• 
417 - KS ••••••••••• 

58 -15.9 NM •••••••••• 
68 47.8 OK, N •••••••• 
15 -6.3 OK, E •••••••• 

378 223.1 OK, W •••••••• 
231 - UT ••••••••• & 

296 44.4 VlY •••••••••• 
373 -21.6 
124 0.8 11th eir ••••• 

- -
AL, N •••••••• 

2,122 -16.6 AL, M •••••••• 
AL, S ••••••••• 

727 -39.4 FL, N ................ 
144 12.5 FL, M •••••••• 
223 -3.5 FL, S ••••••••• 
94 -31.9 GA,N •••••••• 

487 10.4 GA, M •••••••• 
257 7.1 GA,S ........ 

2 -
37 -15.9 

151 24.8 

• Percent not computed where base is less than ten. 
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Pending Pending 
June 30, June 30, Percent 

1962 1983 Ch!mge· 

1,042 1,200 15.2 

517 642 24.2 
54 71 31.5 
46 30 -34.8 

183 208 13.7 
111 136 22.5 

62 75 21.0 
69 38 -44.9 

507 401 -20.9 

97 73 -24.7 
25 17 -32.0 

7 5 -
44 36 -18.2 
77 82 6.5 
33 43 30.3 

140 68 -51.4 
61 57 -6.6 

8 9 -
15 11 -26.7 

1,912 2,031 6.2 

64 86 34.4 
184 162 -12.0 
187 246 31.6 
143 204 42.7 
310 306 -1.3 

91 92 1.1 
136 146 7.4 

53 45 -15.1 
39 44 12.8 
n 100 37.0 
57 44 -22-.8 
72 71 -1.4 

303 272 -10.2 
200 211 5.5 - 2 -
461 497 6.4 

92 80 -13.0 
206 245 18.9 

22 37 68.2 
64 54 -15.6 
4 5 -

31 17 -45.2 
45 55 22.2 

3 4 -
881 888 0.8 

29 28 -3.4 
19 31 63.2 
20 20 -
37 37 -

291 229 -21-.3 
298 334 12.1 
105 124 18.1 

21 34 I 61.9 
61 51 -16.4 
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Table 34 
U.S. District Courts 

Proportion of Class Action Allegations to Total Civil Cases 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1975 through 1983 

Filing Pending 

Percent Percent 

Class of Class of 

Year Total Action Total Total Action Total 

1975 · .. 117 r.32O 3,061 2.6 119,767 5,184 4.3 

1976 · .. 130,597 3,584 2.7 140,189 5,987 4.3 

1977 · .. 130,tl67 3,153 2.4 153,606 6,281 4.1 

1978 · .. 138,770 2,586 1.9 166,462 6,014 3.6 

1979 · . . 154,666 2,084 1.3 177,805 5,486 3.1 

1980 · .. 168,789 1,568 0.9 186,113 4,574 2.5 

1981 · .. 180,576 1,672 0.9 188,714 3,950 2.1 

1982 · .. 206,193 1,238 0.6 205 9434 3,263 1.6 

1983 · . . 241,842 1,023 0.4 231,920 2,609 1.1 

-
Percent Change 

1983 over 
1978 ... 74.3 -60.4 - 39.3 -56.6 -

1982 ... 17.3 -17.4 - 12.9 -20.0 -

Districts with the largest number of class action filings were 
illinois, Northern (105); New York, Southern (65); and Minnesota (65). 
illinois, Northern and New York, Southern also had the highest number 
of pending class action suits, 201 and 199, respectively. Table 35 
summarizes class action suits commenced and pending during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 
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Table 35 
U.S. District Courts 

Class Action Suits Commenced and Pending 
(All p.urlng the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30 1983 

ega Ions Filed Under Rule 23, Federal Rules of Civll Procedure 

Circuit 
and 

District 

Pending Pending 
July 1, Filed June 30, 
1982 1983 1983 

Total • • • • • •• 3,265-
1--+-+--=--,--1 

1,023 2,609 

DC .......... 32 8 22 

1st eir. •• • • • 72 20 61 

ME •••••••••• ' 7 2 4 
MA ••• o •••••• 45 12 47 
NH •••••••••• 9 2 5 
RI..... ...... 7 1 3 
PR •••••••••• 4 3 2 

2nd eir...... 464 116 :397 
t--+--+------l 

C'1' •••••••••• 116 8 88 
NY, N........ 5 - 4 
NY, E •••••••• 61 29 50 
NY, S •••••••• 221 65 199 
NY, W........ 46 12 50 
VT..... ...... 15 2 6 

3rd Cir. • • • • • 220 
t----I--+-=~-I 

109 210 

DE ••••••••• 
NJ •••.•••••• " 
PA, E •••••••• 
PA, M •••••••• 
PA, W •••••••• 
VI ••••••••••• 

4th eir •••••• 

MD •••••••••• 
NC, E ••••.••. 
NC, M •••• o ••• 

NC, W •••••••• 
SC .......... . 
VA,E •••••••• 
VA, W •••••••• 
WV, N •••••••• 
WV,S •••••••• 

5th Cir •••••• 

LA, E •••••••• 
LAj'M •••••••• 
LA, W ....... . 
MS, N •••••••• 
MS, S ••••••••• 
TX, N •••••• 0. 

TX,E ........ . 
TX, S .. '01 ••••• ~ 
TX,W •••••••• 
CZ •••••••••• 

23 
65 
73 
26 
31 
2 

218 

72 
11 
23 
26 
33 
10 
15 

7 
21 

579 

59 
14 
18 
47 
67 
94 
54 

199 
27 

5 18 
27 61 
46 74 

4 18 
26 36 

1 3 

83 178 

28 12 
4 9 
4 i6 
3 13 

15 :::6 
12 5 

6 ]0 
3 7 
8 211 

158 419 

20 44 
1 7 

20 18 
27 49 
22 53 
30 85 
11 51 
19 91 

8 21 
- -

6th eir...... 321 
t--+-""':":'-I--==--.J 78 236 

KY, E •••••••• 40 6 37 
KY, W •••••••• 37 4 31 
MI, E......... 27 2 13 
MI, W •••••••• 23 9 15 
OH, N •••••••• 108 30 79 
OH, S ••• ,.... 25 11 18 
TN, E •••••••• 6 3 3 
TN, M.. •••••• 8 - 4 
TN, W •••••••• 47 13 36 
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Circuit 
and 

District 

Pending Pending 
July 1, Filed June 30, 
1982 1983 1983 

7th Cir. • • • • • 290 

IL, N •••• ••••• 187 
IL, C • • . • • • • • • 5 
IL, S •...••• 'I. 7 
I~N......... 35 
IN, S ••••••••• 30 
WI, E......... 17 
WI, W •••••••• 9 

8th eir. • • • • • 216 
t---4,----I---

AR, E •••••••• 66 
AR, W........ 13 
lA, N......... 5 
lA, S • • • • • • • • • 13 
MN.......... 45 
MO, E •••••••• 22 
MO, W........ 28 
NE •••••••••• 16 
NO •••••••••• 1 SO........... 7 

9th Cir. • • • • • 323 
r----t--..:...::+--==--

AI{ .......... 4 
AZ •••••••••• 58 
CA, N........ 64 
CA, E •••••••• 12 
CA, C •••••••• 32 
CA, S •••••• ,. 21 m........... 34 
10........... 4 
lifT •••••••••• !l 
NV.......... 9 
OR •••••••••• 19 
WA, E........ 34 
WA, W........ 11 
GU •••••••••• 11 
NMI.......... i 

10th Cir. • • • • 124 
'-.~----,I--...;;..=..l--=.:=--

CO ••••••••• , 33 KS.......... 42 
NM •••••••••• 15 
OK, N........ 12 
OK, E •••••••• 3 
OK, W........ 10 
TJT .......... 8 
WY ••• ••••••• 1 

11th eir. • • • • 404 
t---t--=-=+-'''':':''=--

AL, N •••••••• 75 
AL, M •••••••• 43 
AL, S......... 18 
FL, N •••••••• 17 
FL, M •• ,..... 47 
FL, S......... 100 
GA, N........ 54 
GA, M........ 25 
GA, S •••••••• 25 
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ORDERS DISPENSING WITH OR REQUIRING FILING OF 
DISCOVERY MATERIALS 

Rule 5(d) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedu~ states that: 

"All papers after the complaint required to 
be served upon a party shall be filed with the 
court either before service or within a rea.­
sonable time thereafter but the court may on 
motion of a party or on its own initiative 
order that despositions upon oral examination 
and interrogatories, requests for doc;uments, 
requests for admission, and answers and 
responsbs thereto not be filed unless on order 
of the court or for use in the proceeding." 

During the 32 month period from November 1980 through June 
1983, a total of 1,177 orders were entered pursuant to Rule 5(d}; in­
cluding 873 dispensing with the filing of discovery materials and 304 
requiring the filing of such materials. Table 36 provides a summary, by 
district, of the orders filed during the period. 

Orders dispensing with the filing of discovery materials may be 
entered at the request of the parties to the litigation or on the court's 
own motion. Of the 873 such orders filed, 66 were at the request of 
litigants and 807 on a motion of the court. The largest number of 
orders dispensing with filing were entered in the Southern District of 
Georgia with 385, all on the motion of the court. Other districts with 
large numbers of these orders include Pennsylvania, Western and Idaho 
with 154 and 121, respectively. 

Orders requiring the filing of discovery materials may be en­
tered at the request of litigants or representatives of the media. 
During the period from November 1980 through June 1983, a total of 
304 such orders were entered, all at the request of litigants. The most 
orders requiring filing during the period were entered in the District of 
Montana with 86. Other districts with large numbers of such orders 
include Minnesota (72) and New Mexico (61). 
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Table 36 
U.S. District Courts 

Orders Entered Pursuant to Rule 5(d), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
Dispensing With or Requiring the Filing of Certain Discovery Materials 

With the Clerk of Court 
During the Period November 1980 through June 1983 

Dispensing With Filing Requiring Filing* 

At -, On At 
Report Total Request of Court's Request 

District Month Orders Parties to I Own of 
Court and Year Entered Total Litigation ~ Motion Total Litigants 

Total. ••• 1,177 873 66 807 304 304 

AL, N ••••• July 1981 1 1 - 1 - -

CA,S ••••• July 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
December 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
JUile 1982 2 - - - 2 2 
July 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
August 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
September 1982 , 

JI, - - - 1 1 
October 1982 1 - - - i I 1 
December 1982 1 - - - 1 
Apri11983 1 1 - 1 - -
May 1983 1 - - - 1 1 

DE ••••••• September 1981 2 2 2 - - -
June 1982 1 1 1 - - -

FL, M ••••• September 1981 1 1 - 1 - -
GA, N ••••• October 1981 6 - - - 6 6 

GA, S ••••• May 1982 20 20 - 20 - -
July 1982 27 27 - 27 - -
August 1982 32 32 - 32 - -
September 1982 33 33 - 33 - -
November 1982 38 38 - 38 - -
December 1982 40 40 - 40 - -
January 1983 42 42 - 42 - -
February 1983 46 46 - 46 - -
March 1983 51 51 - 51 - -
Apri11983 55 55 - 55 - -
June 1983 1 1 - 1 - -

ID •••••••• December 1982 11 11 - 11 - -
January 1983 5 5 - 5 - -
February 1983 7 7 - 7 - -
March 1983 11 11 - 11 - -
Apri11983 52 52 - 52 - -
May 1983 10 10 3 7 - -
June 1983 25 25 - ~5 - -

IL, N •••••• March 1981 1 - - - 1 1 

IL, C •••••• November 1980 1 - - - 1 1 
October 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
May 1983 1 - - - 1 1 

KS •••••••• March 1982 1 - - - :t. 1 
August 1982 2 - - - 2 2 
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Table 36 
U.S. District Courts 

Orders Entered Pursuant to Rule 5(d), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
Dispensing With or Requiring the Filing of Certain Discovery Materials 

With the Clerk of Court 
During the Period November 1980 through June 1983 

(continued) 

Dispensing With Filing Requiring Filing* 

At On At 
Report Total }. quest of Court's Request 

District Month Orders Parties to Own of 
Court Wld Year Entered Total Litigation Motion Total Litigants 

KY, W ••••• December 1980 1 - - - 1 1 
March 1981 4 1 1 - 3 3 
April 1981 1 - - - J 1 
May 1981 6 1 1 - 5 5 
June 1981 2 - - - 2 2 
August 1981 2 - - - 2 2 
September 1981 1 1 1 - - -
October 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
January 1982 2 .- - - 2 2 
March 1982 3 - - - 3 3 
April 1982 3 1 1 - 2 2 
June 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
July 1982 3 2 2 - 1 1 
October 1982 2 1 1 - 1 1 

ME ••..•.• November 1980 l i 1 1 - -~ 
I 

MD ••••••• April 1981 1 1 - 1 - -
July 1981 1 1 - 1 - -
June 1982 1 1 - 1 - -

MI, E •••••• October 1981 1 1 1 - - -
May 1982 1 1. 1 - - -
August 1982 14 14 - 14 - -
September 1982 13 13 - 13 - -
October 1982 16 16 - 16 - -
November 1982 15 15 - 15 - -
January 1983 22 22 - 22 - -

MN •.••••• May 1981 5 - - - 5 5 
June 1981 3 - - - 3 3 
August 1981 3 - - - 3 3 
September 1981 3 - - - 3 3 
October 1981 19 - - - 19 19 
November 1981 2 - - - 2 2 
December 1981 5 - - - 5 5 
January 1982 3 - - - 3 3 
February 1982 14 - - - 14 14 
April 1982 2 - - - 2 2 
July 1982 3 - - - 3 3 
December 1982 2 - - - 2 2 
January 1983 2 ". - - 2 2 
February 1983 3 - - - 3 3 
May 1983 3 - - - 3 3 

MT .•••••• February 1981 2 - - - 2 2 
March 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
April 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
May 1981 3 - - - 3 3 
June 1981 2 - - - 2 2 
July 1981 3 - - - 3 3 
August 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
September 1981 3 - - - 3 3 
October 1981 2 - - - 2 2 
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Table 36 
U.S. District Courts 

Orders Entered Pursuant to Rule 5(d), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
Dispensing With or Requiring the Filing of Certain Discovery Materials 

With the Clerk of Court 
During the Period November 1980 through June 1983 

(continued) 

Dispensing With Filing Requiring Filing* 

At On At 
Report Total Request of Court!s Request 

District Month Orders Parties to Own of 
Court and Year Entered Total Litigation Motion Total Litigants 

MT (cont.) •• November 1981 5 - - - 5 5 
December 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
January 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
February 1982 '( - - - 7 7 
March 1982 6 - - - 6 6 
April 1982 4 - - - 4 4 
May 1982 3 - - - 3 3 
June 1982 7 - - - 7 7 
July 1982 4 - - - 4 4 
August 1982 2 - - - 2 2 
September 1982 7 - - - 7 7 
October 1982 3 - - - 3 3 
January 1983 5 - - - 5 5 
February 1983 2 - - - 2 2 
March 1983 8 - - - 8 8 
April 1983 1 - - - 1 1 
June 1983 2 - - - 2 2 

NE ....... April 1981 2 - - - 2 2 

NY ....... November 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
January 1983 1 - - - 1 1 
February 1983 1 - - - 1 1 
May 1983 1 1 - 1 - -

NJ ......... December 1980 1 1 - 1 - -
March 1981 1 1 - 1 - -
October 1981 1 1 - 1 - -

NM •.•.•.. January 1981 4 - - - 4 4 
March 1981 4 - - - 4 4 
April 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
June 1981 2 - - - 2 2 
July 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
September 1981 2 - - - 2 2 
October 1981 5 - - - 5 5 
November 1981 11 - - - 11 11 
December 1981 2 - - - 2 2 
February 1982 3 - - - 3 3 
March 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
April 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
May 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
June 1982 2 - - - 2 2 
July 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
August 1982 2 - - - 2 2 
September 1982 4 - - - 4 4 
November 1982 1 - - - 1 1 
December 1982 4 - - - 4 4 
January 1983 3 - - - 3 3 
February 1983 3 - - - 3 3 
March 1983 1 - - - 1 1 
May 1983 1 - - - 1 1 
June 1983 1 - - - " 1 1 
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Table 36 
U.S. District courts 

Orders Entered Pursuant to Rule 5(d), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
Dispensing With or Requiring the Filing of Certain Discovery Materials 

With the Clerk of Court 
During the Period November 1980 through June 1983 

(continued) 

Dispensing With Filing Requiring Filing* 

At On At 
Report Tote l Request of Court's Request 

District Month Orde~.,; Parties to Own of 
Court and Year Entered Total Litigation Motion Total Litigants 

NC, E ••••• December 1981 2 2 2 - - -
ND ••••••• January 1983 1 1 1 - - -
OH, N ••••• May 1983 15 15 - 15 - -

June 1983 21 21 - 21 - -
OK, N ••••• April 1981 1 1 - 1 - -

May 1981 1 1 - 1 - -
OR ••••••• February 1981 2 - - - 2 2 

March 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
April 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
May 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
August 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
December 1981 1 1 - 1 - -

PA, W ••••• November 198.0 1 1 - 1 - -
December 1980 6 6 - 6 - -
January 1981 1 1 - 1 - -
February 1981 4 4 - 4 - -
March 1981 4 4 - 4 - -
April 1981 10 10 - 10 - -
May 1981 11 11 - 11 - -
June 1981 12 12 - 12 - -
August 1981 7 7 - 7 - -
September 1981 4 4 - 4 - -
October 1981 6 6 - 6 - -
November 1981 2 2 - 2 - -
December 1981 4 4 - 4 - -
January 1982 7 7 - 7 - -
February 1982 5 5 - 5 - -
March 1982 5 5 - 5 - -
April 1982 7 7 - 7 - -
June 1982 5 5 - 5 - -
July 1982 4 4 - 4 - -
August 1982 4 4 - 4 - -
September 1982 5 5 - 5 - -
October 1982 5 5 - 5 - -
November 1982 2 2 - 2 - -
December 1982 10 10 - 10 - -
February 1983 7 7 - 7 - -
Mm-ch 1983 4 4 - 4 - -
April 1983 2 2 - 2 - -
May 1983 6 6 - 6 - -
June 1983 4 4 - 4 - -

PR •• ~ ••.• November 1980 2 1 1 - 1 1 

TN, M ••••• November 1980 2 - - - 2 2 
January 1982 1 - - ~ 1 1 
March 1982 9 1 1 - 8 8 
April 1982 10 2 2 - g 8 
May 1982 2 - - - 2 2 
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Table 36 
U.S. District Courts 

Orders Entered Pursuant to Rule 5(d), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
Dispensing With or Requiring the Filing of Certain Discovery Materials 

With the Clerk of Court 
During the Period November 1980 through June 1983 

(continued) 

Dispensing With Filing Requiring Filing'" 

At On At 
Report Total Request of Court's Request 

District Month Orders Parties to Own of 
Court and Year Entered Total Litigation Motion Total Litigants 

= 
TX, E ••••• August 1982 1 1 - 1 - -, 
TX, S •••••• February 1982 32 32 32 - - -

July 1982 17 17 - 17 - -
VA, E ••••• October 1982 4 4 4 - - -
WV, N ••••• June 1981 1 1 1 - - -

July 1981 1 - - - 1 1 
January 1983 1 1 1 - - -

WI, E •••••• February 1982 3 3 - 3 - -
April 1982 2 - - - 2 2 
June 1982 1 1 1 - - -
August 1982 1 1 1 - - -
September 1982 1 - - - ~ 1 ~ 

December 1982 3 3 3 .. - -
* While Rule 5(d), F.R.Cv.P. allows for requests by representatives of the media in 

addition to those from litigants, no such requests were received. 

157 



\ 

Transfer of cases Under Title 28 U.s.C. Section 1407 

The Judicial Panel l)n Multidistrict Litigation acted upon 1,060 
civil actions pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C Section 1407 during the twelve 
month period ended J'une 30, 1983. The Panel transferred 496 cases 
originally filed in 72 differ~nt district courts to 26 transferee districts 
for inclusion in coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings with 
564 actions all'eady pending in the transferee districts. The Panel 
denied transfer of 123 actions,. 

Since creation of the Panel in 1968, there have been 12,154 civil 
actions centralized for pretrial proceedings~ As of June 30, 1983, there 
had been 9,423 actions remanded for trial, reassigned within the trans­
feree district, or terminated in the transferee court. At the end of this 
year, there were 2,731 actions pending throughout 39 district courts. 

Tables 37 and 38 provide statistics on the number of cases 
transferred since the Panel was created, and the flow of cases into and 
out of the districts during the current year and cumulative since 1968. 
Information on specific cases can be obtained from the Judicial Panel 
on Multidistrict Litigation. 

Table 37 
CUmulative Summary of Actions Subjected to 

Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407 Proceedings, 
1968 through 1983 

Adjusted 
As of 

July 1, 
Actions 1982 1983 

Transferred •..•..•••...•..•• 7,380 496 

Originally Filed in Transferee 
Districts 0 •••••••••••••••••• 

3,714 564 

Total Subjected to Section 1407 
Proceedings ••••....•••.•• 11,094 1,060 

Terminated by Transferee Courts or 
Re manded by the Panel ••..••• (8,802) (621) 

Total Presently Pending and 
Subjected to Section 1407 
Proceedings ••••.••• ~ ..••• 2,292 -

As of 
June 30, 

1983 

7,876 

4,278 

12,154 

(9,423)* 

2,731 

* Includes a total of 2,187 actions which have been remanded by the 
Panel and 56 actions reassigned to transferor judges within the 
transferee district. 
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CUe Table 38 
• Tran'~~ By Order Of The Judicial Panel On Multldlstrlet Llt"'aUon 

ru", The Twelve Month Period Ended June 30 1981 'q 

And OJmulatlve Prom September 1968 ' 

Cil'<!ult 

12 Months Ended 
June 30, 1983 

and Into Out of 
District District District 

OJmulatlve 
1968-1983 

Into Out of 
Distrlet ,Dlstriet 

Total 
Pending In 
Tl'ansferee 

Dlstrlet 

Total.. .. • .. 496 496 7,876 7,876 2,731 

DC ......... 49 8 1,775 78 66 

1st CIr •• , •• , 1"--.---:-1-:-3 -t--'-:'::'14':":2--"":2S:':'7-1--"'::'1 -l 
MB ••••••••• - 1 - 8 
MA ••••••••• - 9 96 171 
NH ••••••••• - - 27 32 
Rl • •••••• • •• - 2 - 33 
PR ••••••••• - 1 19 23 

43 1,197 1,020 780 

CT ......... r-71---:-. -t-.:.:.....40--=-:::64=--1---.:.:~ 
w CIr...... J09 

:y, N • .. .. .. _ 4 2 49 1~ 
Y, B ••••••• 106 3 669 143 826 

133 NY,S....... 2 28 486 600 
NY, W....... - 3 - 55 
VT.. ........ - 1 - 49 

lin! CIr.. • .. • 19 34 742 677 73 

Dlt ......... r--:
3
---:-

0 
-l,.-~7~--=3:.:3-1--~-I 

NJ • • • • • • • • • • 1 11 66 183 3 
PA, B ••••••• 4 13 584 328 50 
Pl\, M .. ... .. - 1 10 58 ~ 
PA, W " • • • • • 11 9 75 92 VI.......... - - - 3 
~th CIr •••••• 1-::2 ___ 3-:-0 -i_...:l=92~_.:39::9+_..:.3~5....,1 

MD......... - 4 87 113 32 
NC, II ••••••• - - - 22 
NC, M ••••••• - 1 3 33 
,NC, W • • • • • • • - - 24 22 
8C.......... - 2 - 67 
VA, B ••••••• 2 19 30 91 
'lA, t;;....... - 1 - 16 
wv, N ••••••• - - 1 5 
ltV, 8 ••••••• - 3 47 30 

5th CIr. • • • • • 84 82 350 688 398 

LA, B ....... 1.64;:----. -t--=1:':92--":::-l--~-1 
LA, M ••••••• _ 2 5 101 243 
LA, W.. ..... _ 4 8 32 

:::':::::::: ; -
14
3

4
9

1 

TX, N ....... - 4 38 117 23 
TX, B ••••••• - 80 1 100 -
~: ~ : : : : : : :: ~ 10~ 1:: 132 

.th CIr. • • • • • 72 34 290 695 282 

ICY, E ••••••• 1-::-----:-1 -i--=53~-':::-l--~...J 
KY, W....... _ 1 _ 20 

E~l : : : : : : :: 1~ Z; 1:: 
OH,8 ....... 65 5 30 130 
TN, B ....... 4 157 158 
TN,M .......: ~ ~ 69 
TN, W ••••••• _ 1 6 17 31 

8 
18 
21 

239 

Clreult 
and 

District 

12 MontlJs Ended 
June 30, 1983 

Into Out or 
Dlstrlet District 

OJmulatlve 
1968-1983 

Into 
Distrlet 

Out of 
Dlstrlet 

Total 
Pending In 
Tl'ansferee 

District 

Tth ca. . . . . . 3 37 487 649 90 
It, N ........ r--:3--"';2:':"2-~"'::4:':01~-~4~824-~-
IL, C • • • • • • • • _ _ _ 12 8~ 
It, S •••••••• - 2 - 16 
IN, N........ - 3 - 34 
1N,8 ••••• • • • - - 81 38 
WI, B........ - 7 5 59 
WI, W ••••••• - 3 - 28 

Ith ca.. . . .. 7 30 181 893 64 
r-------~~~~~--~ 

An, E ••••••• - - - 15 
AR, W....... - 1 - 9 lA, N........ - 3 3 25 
lA,S........ - 5 5 43 
MN • • • • • • • • • 7 10 46 422 
MO, II • • • • • • • - 4 14 43 
MO, W • • • • • • • - 2 113 7I 
NB ......... - 5 - 38 
ND ......... - - - 19 
SD.......... - - - 8 

2 
2 

50 
2 
8 

.th ca. .. . . . 21 140 1 027 1,882 670 

AK ••••••••• 1"-----:--+--=':..::.:...-..:.:::=--1-.-:.:..::.-

~~, N : : : : : : :; 1~ 2~~ 5I~ 
CA, B ••••••• - 3 10 120 
CA, C • • • • • • • 9 75 361 897 
CA,S ....... 8 1 18 44 m.......... - 4 4 74 
ID ••••• , • • • • - 15 2 29 
MT ••••••••• - - - 12 
NY ••••••••• 4 5 123 34 
OR ••••••••• 1 - 5 90 
WA, B ••••••• - 8 - 30 
WA, W ..... .. - 4 198 90 
OU ••••••••• - - - 1 
NUl ••••••••• 

36 
22 

3 
38 
19 

2 

367 
2 

181 

11th ca ..... r-l_28 ___ 31_t-...:l,3_3_3 __ 4:.:.174_...:2=25~ 

CO ••••••••• - 14 16 139 
KS.......... 57 2 1,187 84 116 
NM ••••••••• - 8 1 36 
OK, N • • • • • • • - 2 13 2D 
OK, B ••••••• - - 7 10 

27 -
OK, W • • • • • • • 71 1 109 55 82 
UT ......... - 3 -
IVy ......... _ 3 _ 7: 

11th ca. .... 2 14 170 
AL, N ....... r--:

1
----::

2
-1---=.:.34=--...::4::::4 ---=-:47-

!~M ....... - - - 9 ~ 
,S........ - 1 1 15 

FL, N ••••••• - 2 - 25 
PL,M ....... - 2 1 SO 
PL, 8 • .. .. .. • 1 2 104 126 
OA, N • • • • • • • - 3 30 72 
OA,M....... - - 4 
OA,8 ....... - 2 - 22 

43 
1 
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CRIMINAL CASELOAD 

Summary of Workload 

During the twelve month pE~riod ended June 30, 1983, criminal 
case filings, excluding transfers, totaled 34,681, an increase of 9.7 
percent over the :n ,624 cases fUed last year. This is the third con­
secutive year that case filings have increased. Criminal case termina­
tions were up 6.6 percent or 2,OtJ6 cases from 31,889 cases terminated 
last year to 33,985 cases this year. As a result of filings exceeding 
terminations by 5.6 percent, the number of cases pending at the end of 
this year rose 11.3 percent to 18,546 from 16,659 pending in 1982. This 
is the highest pending caseload since 1976. Table 39 provides a com­
parison of cases filed, terminated, and pending for selected years since 
1960. 

Table 39 
U.S. District Courts 

Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1960, 1965, 1970, 1975 through 1983 

Total Filed 
\ Original Received Total 

Pending Pro- by Term- Pending 

Year July 1 ceedings Transfer inated June 30 

1960 · .... 7,727 28,137 1,891 29,864 7,691 

1965 · .... 9,578 31,569 1,765 32,078 10,834 

1970 · . . . . 17,770 38,102 1,857 36,819 20,910 

1975 · . . . . 22,644 41,108 2,174 43,515 22,411 

1976 · .... 22,411 39,147 1,873 43,675 19,756 

1977 .0. . . 19,756 40,000 1,589 44,233 17,150 

1978 · .... 17,150 34,624 1,359 37,286 15,847 

1979 · .... 15,847 31,536 1,152 33,411 15,124 

1980 · .... 15,124 27,968 953 29,297 14,759 

1981 · . . . . 14,759 30,355 932 30,221 15,850 

1982 · .... 15,866 31,623 1,059 31,889 16,659 

1983 · .... 16,659 34,681 1,191 33,985 18,546 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1982 .•••• 5.0 9.7 12.5 6.6 11.3 

I 

I 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

Number of Cases 

60,000 

50,000 

a 
1974 

• Includes transfers. 

ALL CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED, 
TERMINATED, AND PENDING* 
12 MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 3D, 1974 THROUGH 1983 

~1 CASES COMMENCED 

i 
;} CASES TERMINATED 

~j 
I~ 0 CASES PENDING 

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 
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The number of cases and defendants filed, terminated, and 
pending {including transfers) in the district courts during 1983 is sh~wn, 
by offense level, in Appendix Table D-l. The offense levels are defmed 
as: 

Felony Offense - A criminal offense punishable by imprisonment 
for a term exceeding one year (Title 18 U.S.C. Section 1). 

Misdemeanor Offense - A criminal offense punishable by 
imprisonment for a term not exceeding one year without regard 
to the fine amount (Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3401). 

Petty Offense - A criminal offense punishable by imprisonment 
for a term not exceeding six months or a fine not more than 
$500.00 or both (Title 18 U.S.C. Section 1(3». 

Case Filings by Type of Proceedings 

A criminal case filed in the U.S. district court commences by 1 
of 11 types of proceedings. The most common method of filing a 
felony case is indictment by a grand jury. 

Felony cases accounted for 67.8 percent of all cases filed this 
year. Of the 20,069 defendant.s indicted this year, 19,477 ~ere for 
felonies. This is a 9.7 percent Increase over the 17,756 felomes com­
menced by indictment last year. 

Filings by "information - indictment waived" i~creased 17.7 
percent over the 3,216 commenced last year. by thI~ n:ethod of 
proceeding. Other increases were shown for retrIals on mIstrIal, a 61.0 
percent increase to 66 cases from the 41 cases reported last year and 
for removal proceedings, a 57.1 percent increase to 22 cases from 14 
cases last year. 

Proceedings commenced as reopened and reinstated cases; as 
remands from appellate courts; and as juvenile delinquency proceedings 
decreased 57.1 percent, 39.1 percent and 12.1 percent, respectively. 

Table 40 provides data on ca~es commenced by nature of 
proceedings during the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1980 
through 1983. Appendix Table D-2 provides the number of cases and 
defendants commenced for each type of proceeding during the twelve 
month periods ended June 3G, 1979 through 1983. 
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Table 40 
U.S. District Courts 

Criminal Cases Commenced 
Showing Nature of Proceedings, Excluding Transfers, 

(Felonies Only) 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1980 through 1983 

I Percent 
Change 

Nature of 1983/ 
Proceedings 1980 1981 1982 1983 1982 

1'ota.l ....................... 18,855 20,009 21,353 23,525 10.2 

Proceedings Commenc~d By: 
Indictment •.••.•••••.••••••• 16,022 16,748 17,756 19,477 9.7 
Inf ormation-Indictm ent 

Waived .................. 2,456 2,905 3,216 3,784 17.7 
Remanded from 

Appellate COU1't •••••••••••• 84 79 69 42 -39.1 
Removed from State Court •••••• 20 11 14 22 57.1 
Reopened/Reinstated •••••••••• 97 86 112 48 -57.1 
Appeal from U.S. 

Magistrate Decisions ........ 1 3 5 1 -
Juvenile Delinquency 

Proceedings •••••.••••••••• 74 70 83 73 -12.1 
Consent Before Magistrates 106 70 24 8 -
Retrial on Mistrial •••••••••••• 17 14 41 66 61.0 
Retrial- Remand from 

Appeals Court ............. 20 23 33 4 -

Note: Percent change computed for ten or more cases. 

Filings by Major Offense 

Criminal cases are classified by the A 0 on the basis of the 
offense which carries the highest possible penalty at conviction. If 
several offenses are involved and carry the same penalty, the crime 
against person takes priority over the crime against property. All 
attempts (except attempted homicide, which is classified as assault) 
are classified according to substantive offenses, as are all conspiracies, 
aiding and abetting, and accessory crimes. Appendix Tables D-2 and 
D-3 were developed using thesE': classification standards. 

The largest percentage increase in filings was for burglary which 
rose 26.6 percent. This rise, however, accounted for only 38 additional 
cases. The increase in bank burglaries contributed mostly to this 
increase. 

Filings for offenses under the Drug Ab.use Prevention and 
Control Act (DAPCA) continued to rise this year with an overall 
Tncrease of 19.8 percent. Within the broad DAPCA category, prosecu­
tions for narcotic violations rose 26.3 percent, for marihuana violations 
20.1 percent, and for violations of controlled substances 6.1 percent. 
Increased filings in Florida, Southern (up 238 cases) contributed 28.6 
percent of the overall increase (831 filings) in DAPCA offenses. 
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Fraud filings were up to 5,557 cases from 4,708 cases last year" 
A major factor contributing to this increase was a change in reporitng 
procedures. In prior years, food stamp violations were reported as 
AgricultUl'al Act violations in these statistics. This year food stamp 
violations have been properly classified as fraud violations and are 
included under the caption "other" in the D Tables of the Appendix. 
This reporting change accounted for the majority of the increase in 
fraud filings. 

Cases filed by nature of offense (excluding transfers) during the 
twelve month periods ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 are provided in 
Table 41. Appendix Table D-2 provides the number of cases and defen­
da.nts filed during the years 1979 through 1983, by type of offense. 

Table 41 
U.S. District Courts 

Criminal cases Filed by Nature of Offense (Excludes Transfers) 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 

I Percen~ 
Nature of Offense 1982 1983 Change 

Total •••••••••••••••••••• 31,624 34,681 '4.7 

Homicide ••••••••••••••••••• 151 156 3.3 
Robbery •••••••••••••••••••• 1,428 1,333 -6.7 

Bank •••••••••••••••••••• 1,324 1,222 -7.7 
Postal ••••••••••••••••••• 47 60 27.7 
Other ................... 57 51 -10.5 

Assault .................... 579 543 -6.2 
Burglary ................... 143 181 26.6 
Larceny and Theft •••••••••••• 2,887 3,385 17.2 
Embezzlement ••••••••••••••• 2,072 2,104 1.5 
Fraud ..................... 4,708 5,557 18.0 
Auto Theft •••••••••••••••••• 369 347 -6.0 
Forgery and Counter-

feitirlg ••••••••••••••••••• 2,128 2,322 9.1 
Sex Offenses •••••••••••••••• 135 140 3.7 
Narcotics Laws (DAPCA) ••••••• 4,192 5,024 19.8 

Marihuana •••••••••••••••• 1,664 1,999 20.1 
Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 1,697 2,143 26.3 
Controlled Substance •••••••• 831 882 6.1 

Miscellaneous General 
Offenses ••••••••••••••••• 8,759 9,881 12.8 
Weapo~ and Firearms ••••••• 1,780 1,707 -4.1 
Escape •••••••••••••••••• 819 897 9.5 
Drunk Driving and 

Traffic ................ 5,188 6,288 21.2 
Kidnapping •••••••••••••••• 61 62 1.6 
Other Miscellaneous 

General Offenses ••••••••• 911 927 1.8 
Immigration Laws ••••••••••••• 1,803 1,898 5.3 
Liquor, lhternal Revenue •••••••• 20 16 -20.0 
Federal Statutes •••••••••••••• 2,250 1,794 -20.3 

Agricultural Acts ••••••••••• 662 284 -57.1 
Antitrust Vi~lations ••••••••• 82 74 -9.8 
Civil Rights •••••••••••••• 62 76 22.6 
Contempt ................ 43 42 -2.3 
Food and Drug Acts ........ . 77 65 -15.6 
Migratory Bird Laws ••••••••• 80 112 40.0 
Motor carrier Act •••••••••• 87 76 -12.7 
Other Federal Statutes ••••••• 1,157 1,065 -8.0 

1 Includes escape from custody, .aiding and abetting an escape, failure 
to appear in court, and bail jumping. 

2 These are principally cases removed from state courts under 
provisions of the Civil Rights Act, Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1443. 

Note: Percent cl>.!:ii~;; computed on ten or more. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

ALL CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED 
BY OFFENSE 

TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES: 34,681 

Drunk Driving and 
Traffic· 18.1% 

Escape" ·2.6% 

Weapons and 
Firearms·4.9% 

Immigration·5.!i% 

12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

5.8% 

All Other· 8.5% Homicide, Robbery, Assault and Burglary. 6.4% 

Controlled Substances· 2.5% 

Larceny and Theft· 9.8% 

/ 

- Embezzlement 
and Fraud· 22.1 % 

.Auto Theft· 1.0% 

Forgery and Counterfeiting· 6.7% 

Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act· 14.5% 

• Escape from custody. aiding or abetting an escape, failure to appear In court and bail jumping • 

Note: All figures exclude transfers. 
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Southern District of Florida Reports Rapid Rise in Drug (DAPCA) 
Filings 

Prosecutions in the Southern District of Florida under the Drug 
Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 1970 (DAPCA) rose 55.9 percerrt 
from 426 in 1982 to 664 in 1983. Since 1979, this district's prosecutions 
under DAPCA have more than tripled and now account for 55.9 percent 
of its criminal filings. Within the DAPCA category, prosecutions for 
narcotics violations increased 72.3 percent this year. Marihuana 
offenses rose 47.9 percent and prosecutions for misuse of controlled 
substances rose 5.3 percent. Florida, Southern's rapid rise in DAPCA 
filings is due, in large part, to the investigative work of the Justice 
Department's special task force on drug activity in that district. 

As shown in Table 42, the total number of criminal filings in 
Florida, Southern rose 45.6 percent in 1983. Over 60 percent of this 
increase is attributable to the rise in DAPCA filings. Prosecutions for 
DAPCA violations are often complex cases involvL.g multiple defen­
dants. This explains, in part, this district's 26.7 percent increase in the 
number of criminal cases pending and its relatively high median time 
for disposing of criminal defendants. Although Florida, Southern's 
median disposition time dropped slightly from 6.0 months in 1982 to 5.7 
months in 1983, it remains above the national average of 4.3 months. 

Table 42 
Southern District of Florida 
Criminal Workload Statistics 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30,1979 through 1983 

Percent 
Change 

Type 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1983/1982 

Total Criminal Filings* •••••••• 548 602 752 815 1,187 45.6 

DAPCA Filings, only· ••••••••• 182 241 323 426 664\ 55.9 
Percent of Total ••••••••••• 33.2 40.0 43.0 52.3 55.9 -
Marihuana ••••••.•.•••••• 51 57 139 234 346 47.9 
Narcotics •••••••••••••••• 125 148 158 173 298 72.3 
Controlled Substances ••••••• 6 36 26 19 20 5.3 

Criminal Cases Pending ••••••• 721 879 972 1,087 1,377 26.7 

Criminal Terminations* ....... 470 478 683 706 923 30.7 

Median Disposition Time ••••••• 4.6 4.9 4.9 6.0 5.7 -5.0 
(months) 

'" Excludes transfers. 
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Case Filings by District up 9.7 Percent 

Filings increased in 60 of the 94 district courts and decreased in 
31 courts during the twelve month period ended June 30,1983. In three 
districts no change was reported. The number of cases filed, 
terminated, and pending in the courts during the twelve month periods 
ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 is shown in Table 43. 

This year, tha largest increases in filings were repm'ted in West 
Virginia, Northern (175.6 percent); Nevada (103.9 percent); Louisiana, 
Middle (92.3 percent); and Maine (82.3 percent). DAPCA violations 
accounted for 46.8 percent of the increase in West Virginia, Northern 
(37 cases); increased fraud filings accounted for 69.4 percent of the 
increase in Nevada (111 cases); traffic violations con tribu ted 49.0 
percent of the increase in Maine (25 cases); and forgery and counter­
feiting violations represented 52.8 percent of the increase in Louisiana, 
Middle (19 cases). 

The districts showing a substantial percentage decline in filings 
were Northern Mariana Islands, down 64.0 percent (16 cases); Guam, 
down 51.9 percent (41 cases); Georgia, Southern, down 50.0 percent 
(182 cases); and Rhode Island, down 39.3 percent (48 cases). 

Appendix Table D-3 indicates, by district and offense, the 
number of cases and defendants commenc.ed during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1983. 

Case Terminations up 7.0 Percent 

The number of cases terminated in 1983 rose to 33,073, or 7.0 
percent over the 30,912 terminations last year. There were 65 districts 
reporting an increase in terminations and 29 districts where termina­
tions declined. 

Districts reporting the largest increase in terminations were 
West Virginia, Northern (up 134.1 percent); Louisiana, Eastern (up 86.2 
percent); Nevada (up 81.8 percent); and Oklahoma, Western (up 74.9 
percent). 

Decreases of 25.0 percent or more were rpported in Georgia, 
Southern (51.9 percent); Rhode Island (35.5 percent); Guam (33.3 
percflt); Georgia, Middle (31.4 percent); and Iowa, Northern (29.7 
percent). 

Disposition of Defendants Increased "{.1 Percent 

During the twelve month period ended June 30,1983, a total of 
43,329 defendants had cases disposed of in the U.S. district courts. 
This was 7.1 percent above the 40,466 defendants whose cases were 
disposed of last year. Appendix Tables D-4 and D-5 provide data on 
defendant dispositions for this year. 
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Circuit 
and 

District 

Total ••••••• 

DC •••••••••• 

1st Cir •••••• 

ME •••••••••• 
MA •••••••••• 
NH •••••••••• 
RI ••••••••••• 
PR •••••••••• 

200 Cir ••••• 

CT •••••••••• 
NY,N •••••••• 
NY,E ••••••••• 
Ny,S ••••••••• 
NY,W ....... . 
VT ••••••••••• 

3rd Cir ••••• 

DE •••••••••• 
NJ ••••••••••• 
PA,E ••••••••• 
PA,M ••••••••• 
PA,W ••••••••• 
VI ••••••••••• 

4th Cir ••••• 

MD , ••••••••• 
NC,E ••••••••• 
NC,M ....... . 
NC,W ....... . 
SC ••••••••••• 
VA,E ••••••••• 
VA,W ••••••••• 
WV,N ••••••••• 
WV,S ••••••••• 

5th Cir ••••• 

LA,E ••••••••• 
LA,M ••••••••• 
LA,W ••••••••• 
MS,N ••••••••• 
MS,S ••••••••• 
TX,N ••••••••• 
TX,E ••••••••• 
TX,S ••••••••• 
TX,W ••••••••• 
CZ •••••••••• 

6th Cir ••••• 

KY,E ••••••••• 
KY,W . . . . . . . . 
MI,E ••••••••• 
MI,W ••••••••• 
OH,N ••••••••• 
OH,S ••••••••• 
TN,E ••••••••• 
TN,M ••••••••• 
TN,W ••••••••• 

\ 

Table 43 
Criminal Gases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending in the District Courts 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 
(Excludes Transfers) 

Filings Terminations Pending 

J Percent 
1982 J Percent I 1982 1983 Change 1983 Change 1982 1983 

31,623 34,681 9.7 30,912 33,073 7.0 16,659 18,546 

486 394 -18.9 539 411 -23.7 174 159 

841 813 -3.3 850 809 -4.8 452 478 

62 113 82.3 58 98 69.0 50 67 
364 306 -15.9 393 326 -17.0 245 241 

37 40 8.1 41 43 4.9 12 14 
1"~ ~ .. 74 39.3 121 78 -35.5 58 53 
256 280 9.4 237 264 11.4 87 103 

2,045 1,950 -4.6 2,059 1,964 -4.6 1,895 1,899 

188 226 20.2 183 212 15.8 160 174 
99 129 30.3 99 115 16.2 103 107 

601 549 -8.7 694 597 -14.0 697 661 
913 792 -13.3 863 797 -7.6 724 733 
193 203 5.2 161 194 20.5 129 142 

51 51 - 59 49 -16.9 82 82 

1,728 1,761 1.9 1,735 1,733 -0.1 920 982 

40 58 45.0 39 53 35.9 27 35 
544 528 -2.9 570 526 -7.7 240 254 
398 461 15.8 409 471 15.2 247 247 
209 209 - 239 197 -17.6 95 109 
204 184 -9.8 173 200 15.6 111 103 
333 321 -3.6 305 286 -6.2 200 234 

4,290 4,953 15.5 4,188 4,834 15.4 1,217 1,350 

1,219 1,111 -8.9 1,191 1,112 -6.6 347 350 
362 323 -10.8 362 389 7.5 137 71 
178 219 23.0 138 210 52.2 70 81 
187 274 46.5 201 252 25.4 43 66 
322 362 12.4 303 366 20.8 180 183 

1,729 2,209 27.8 1,696 2,097 23.6 303 402 
133 160 20.3 136 149 9.6 55 69 

45 124 175.6 41 96 134.1 28 56 
115 171 48.7 120 163 35.8 54 72 

3,589 4,267 18.9 3,321 4,046 21.8 2,271 2,493 

275 440 60.0 225 419 86.2 164 190 
39 75 92.3 35 58 65.7 23 42 

158 213 34.8 173 202 16.8 44 59 
75 65 -13.3 65 68 4.6 27 25 
89 154 73JJ 84 105 25.0 79 123 

601 637 6.0 506 607 20.0 313 346 
160 160 - 151 172 13.9 65 55 

1,499 1,557 3.9 1,409 1,493 6.0 1,127 1,184 
680 966 42.1 646 922 42.7 429 469 
13 - - 27 - - - -

2,559 2,811 9.8 2,524 2,721 7.8 1,125 1,227 

169 158 -6.5 180 157 -12.8 75 76 
449 371 -17.4 438 371 -15.3 135 141 
446 508 13.9 430 495 15.1 287 295 
166 189 13.9 U6 191 40.4 81 79 
253 407 60.9 ll74 352 28.5 119 176 
222 262 18.0 216 282 30.6 119 103 
200 256 28.0 195 234 20.0 43 70 
340 385 13.2 304 375 23.4 127 140 
314 275 -12.4 351 264 -24.8 139 147 
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Table 43 
Criminal Gases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending in the District Courts 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 
(Excludes Transfers) 

(continued) 

Circuit Filings Terminations Pending 
and I Percent 

1982 I Percent 1 District 1982 1983 Change 1983 Change 1982 1983 

7th Cir ••••• 1,438 1,623 12.9 1,355 1,600 18.1 872 923 

IL,N ••••••••• 575 711 23.7 550 715 ;l0.0 493 522 
IL,C ......... 202 216 6.9 174 227 30.5 92 80 
IL,S •••••••••• 131 162 23.7 117 141 20.5 35 59 
!N,N ••••••••• 133 101 -24.1 133 101 -24.1 53 50 
IN,S .......... 157 162 3.2 153 162 5.9 83 80 
WI,E ••••••••• 173 189 9.2 165 188 13.9 81 83 
WI,W ••••••••• 67 82 22.4 63 66 4.8 35 49 

8th Cir ..... 2,033 2,178 7.1 1,966 2,175 10.6 753 753 

AR,E ••••••••• 208 203 -2.4 184 195 6.0 58 58 
AR,W ........ 82 102 24.4 78 108 38.5 36 32 
IA,N ••••••••• 63 60 -4.8 74 52 -29.7 25 37 
lA,S •••••••••• 104 87 -16.3 97 92 -5.2 60 48 
MN •••••••••• 237 236 -0.4 229 244 6.6 131 123 
MO,E ••••••••• 249 314 26.1 225 299 32.9 102 112 
MO,W •••••••• 664 758 14.2 676 771 14.1 162 158 
NE .......... 90 98 8.9 88 98 11.4 48 55 
ND .......... 108 103 -4.6 97 104 7.2 46 40 
SD ••••••••••• 228 217 -4.8 218 212 -2.8 85 90 

9th Cir ..... 6,894 8,003 16.1 6,969 7,246 4.0 4,385 5,255 

AK •••••••••• 167 200 19.8 149 196 31.5 65 63 
AZ •••••••••• 458 532 16.2 545 463 -15.0 629 713 
CA,N ••••••••• 512 635 24.0 448 549 22.5 368 456 
CA,E ••••••••• 432 419 -3.0 390 429 10.0 259 249 
CA,C ••••••••• 956 98l: 2.7 

I 
1,056 1,035 -2.0 769 799 

CA,S ••••••••• 852 945 10.9 902 871 -3.4 1,069 1,171 
HI ........... 1,943 2,402 23.6 1,955 1,917 -1.9 575 1,042 
ID ........... 100 136 36.0 98 113 15.3 29 51 

149 168 12.8 • 157 162 3.2 55 66 MT •••••••••• 
NV .......... 154 314 103.9 148 269 81.8 155 194 
OR •••••••••• 132 176 33.3 146 164 12.3 103 114 
WA,E ••••••••• 184 205 11.4 167 212 26.9 63 60 
WA,W •••••••• 751 842 12.1 730 817 11.9 188 221 
GU •••••••••• 79 38 -51.9 57 38 -33.3 47 47 
NMI •••••••••• 25 9 -64.0 21 11 -47.6 11 9 

10th Cir ..... 1,596 1,984 24.3 1,528 1,888 23.6 691 792 

CO •••••••••• 264 328 24.2 267 322 20.6 160 166 
KS ••••••••••• 242 U,6 18.2 253 267 5.5 108 132 
NM •••••••••• 199 223 12.1 204 205 0.5 129 150 
OK,N ••••••••• 128 157 22.7 118 146 23.7 31 44 
OK,E ••••••••• 94 139 47.9 100 119 19.0 24 42 
OK,W ........ 425 599 40.9 347 607 74.9 158 152 
UT .......... 169 148 -12.4 167 143 -14.4 59 66 
WY •••••••••• 75 104 38.7 72 79 9.7 22 40 

11th Cir ••••• 4,124 3,944 -4.4 3,878 3,646 -6.0 1,904 2,235 

AL,N ••••••••• , 463 516 11.4 446 488 9.4 89 115 
AL,M ••••••••• 309 284 -8.1 318 278 -12.6 47 54 
AL,S ••••••••• 114 71 -37.7 90 85 -5.6 57 42 
FL,N ••••••••• 119 84 -29.4 99 94 -5.1 75 68 
FL,M ••••••••• 372 438 17.7 341 410 20.2 232 274 
FL,S ••••••••• 815 1,187 45.6 706 923 30.7 1,087 1,377 
GA,N, ••••••••• 517 438 -15.3 458 466 1.7 228 192 
GA,M •••••••• 1,071 754 -29.6 1.069 733 -31.4 28 48 
GA,S ..•••••.• 344 172 -50.0 351 169 -51.9 61 65 

Note: Percent change computed on ten or more. 
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The 35,591 defendants convicted and sentenced this year 
increased 10.4 percent over the 32,252 convicted defendants in 1982. 
This year, convicted defendants comprised 82.1 percent of all defen­
dants disposed of in the U.S. district courts compared to 79.7' percent 
last year. 

The number of defendants who pled guilty accounted for 83.8 
percent of the 35,591 defendants convicted. Other convictions resulted 
from pleas of nolo contendere (2.0 percent or 709 defendants); a court 
trial (3.6 percent or 1,286 defendants); and jury trial (10.6 percent or 
3,782 defendants). 

Of the 43,329 defendants whose cases were disposed of in the 
U.S. district courts this year, 7,738 defendants were not convicted. 
This was a 5.8 percent decrease compared to the 8,214 defendants not 
convicted last year. Of the defendants not convicted, 6,566 or 84.9 
percent were dismissals; 281 or 3.6 percent were acquittals by the 
court; and 891 or 11.5 percent were acquittals after trial by jury. 

Regular imprisonment terms were imposed on 11,979 defendants 
in 1982, a 12.2 percent increase over the 10,673 reported last year. 
Regular imprisonment sentences were imposed on 33.7 percent of all 
defendants convicted this year. The average term of imprisonment 
(57.2 months), imposed by the courts this year decreased 1.4 months 
compared to the average term of 58.6 months imposed by the court last 
year. Defendants with split sentences and indeterminate sentences 
increased 12.3 percent and 28.6 percent respectively, while defendants 
sentenced to fines decreased 5.2 percent. Persons sentenced under the 
Youth Corrections Act decreased 9.3 percent. 

The 14,097 defendants sentenced to probation terms this year 
was 10.8 percent over the 12,723 persons sentenced to probation last 
year. Defendants placed on probation accounted for 39.6 percent of all 
the defendants convicted in the U.S. district courts this year. The 
average probation term for 1982 (33.5 months) increased 1.2 months 
over the average tel.'m (32.3 months) reported last year. Table 44 is a 
summary of disposition methods and the type of sentences during 1982 
and 1983. 

Disposition by Offense 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, the total 
number of dispositions in three major offense categories accounted for 
nearly one half of all defendants disposed of in the U.S. district 
courts. Offenses undei' DAPCA accounted for 21.1 percent of all 
dispositions. Within this major offense categv4Y, marihuana violations 
(3,806) comprised 41.5 percent of the DAPCA dispositions; narcotics 
(3,692) 40.3 percent; and controlled substances (1,666) 18.2 percent. 
Fraud (7,029) accounted for an additional 16 .2 percent, and larceny and 
theft (4,199) accounted for 9.7 percent. Drunk driving and traffic 
violations (5,572) accounted for 12.9 percent of the national total. 
Ap'pendix Tables D-4 and D-5 provide data on defendant disposition by 
thfJ type of offense for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 
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Table 44 
U.S. District Courts 

Summary of Criminal Defendants Convicted and Not Convicted 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Percent 
Method of Disposition .t982 1983 Change 

Total Defendants .•••.••••••• 40,466 43,329 7.1 

Total Not Convicted •••.••••.• 8,214 7,738 -5.8 
Percent of Defendants .......... 20.3 17.9 -
Dismissed 

••••••••••••••• !' ••• 7,051 6,566 -6.9 
Acquitted by: 

Court .................... 225 281 24.9 
Jury ..................... 938 891 -5.0 

Total Convicted ••••..••••••• 32,252 35,591 10.4 
Percent of Defendants .......... 79.7 82.1 

By Plea of Guilty ••••••••.••••• 26,355 29,814 13.1 
Nolo Contendere .............. 1,037 709 -31.6 
By Court ••••••••••••••••••.• 1,205 1,286 6.7 
By Jury •.••••••••••••••••••• 3,655 3,782 3.5 

Type sentence: 
Fine only •••••••••••••.•••• 3,395 3,220 -5.2 
Other .................... 277 388 40.1 
lInprisonment ••••••••••••••• 15,857 17,886 12.8 

Regular Sentence 1 ••••••••• 10,673 11,979 12.2 
1 - 12 months ••••••••••••• 2,202 2,503 13.7 
13 - 35 months •••••••••••• 2,313 2,671 15.5 
36 - 59 months •••••.•••••• 2,422 2,543 5.0 
60 months and over ••••••••• 3,736 4,262 14.1 
Average Sentence ••.••••••• 58.6 57.2 -2.4 

Split sentence .............. 3,538 3,973 12.3 
Indetermina te ••••••••••.••• 1,163 1,496 28.6 
YCA or Y02 ••.•••••••••••• 483 438 -9.3 

Probation .••••••••••••••••••• 
Term (Months) 

12,723 14,097 10.8 

1 -12 .................. 3,311 3,355 1.3 
13 - 24 .................. 2,650 ~,876 8.5 
25 - 36 .................. 3,641 4,134 13.5 
37 and over .............. 3,121 3,732 19.6 

Average Term •• Co ••• eo ••••••• 32.3 33.5 3.7 

1 
Includes Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act sentences. 2 
Youth Corrections Act and Youth Offenders. 

Disposition by District 

. . Thi~ ye~~, there were four districts reporting over 1,500 
crimmal dIsposItIons: Virginia, Eastern reported 2 175 defendants· (42 7 
percent were traffic violations); Texas, Southern reported' 2 149 
defe~dan!s (41.6 percent of the dispositions were violations' of 
ImmIgratIOn Laws and 23.7 percent were DAPCA violations)- Florida 
Southern repor!ed ~,?75 defendants (DAPCA accounted 'for 67.2 
percent of the d~spos~t~ons); and Hawaii reported 1,923 defendants (87.3 
percent of the dIsposItIons were traffic violations). 
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West Virginia, Northern and Oklahoma, Northern both reported 
significant increases this year in the number of dispositions. In West 
Virginia, Northern dispositions increased 181.5 percent or 98 defen­
dants while Oklahoma, Western reported a 69.0 percent increase or 267 
defendants. The majority of the dispositions in West Virginia, Northern 
were for DAPCA offenses which accounted for 40.1 percent of the 
increase. In Oklahoma, Western dispositions of traffic violations 
accounted for 42.8 percent of the increase or 280 defendants and 
defendant dispositions for fraud cases accounted for 23.2 percent or an 
additional 152 defendants. 

The national average (57.2 months) for a regular imprisonment 
sentence decreased 1.4 months compared to the average regular 
imprisonment sentence last year (58.6 months). The highest average 
sentence imposed for regular imprisonment this year was reported in 
Florida, Northern (131.1 months). Other districts reporting a high 
average prison sentence were Oregon (100.2 months); Indiana, Northern 
(98.1 months); and West Virginia, Northern (93.3 months). The number 
of defendants terminated in each of the district courts is provided in 
Appendix Table D-7 by type of disposition and sentence during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 

Median Time from Filing to Disposition Remains 4.3 Months 

For purposes of computing time intervals for criminal defen­
dants, intervals are computed from filing to disposition, including 
conviction, acquittal, and dismissal. For convicted defendants, the 
interval covers all time through sentencing, including time for observa­
tion and study. 

This year, the national median time from filing to disposition for 
the 43,329 defendants was 4.3 months, the same median time reported 
last year. The median time interval for defendants disposed of after 
jury trial was 6.2 months; after court trial, 4.8 months; and after guilty 
pleas, 4.1 months. The median time for defendants whose cases were 
dismissed was 4.1 months. This was 0.2 months lOWer than the 4.3 
months reported last year. 

The highest median reported was in Rhode Island (6.8 months) 
and the lowest medians were reported in Georgia, Middle (1.6 months) 
and Virginia, Eastern (1.9 months). Georgia, Middle has reported the 
lowest median time since 1978. The high number of dispositions for 
drunk driving and traffic cases contributes to the low median time in 
these districts. Drunk driving and traffic dispositions accounted for 
72.3 percent of the dispositions in Georgia, Middle and 42.7 percent iln 
Virginia, Eastern. Most of these defendants pled guilty thereby 
reducing the time period between filing and disposition of the criminal 
case. 
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Pending Cases by District 

As of June 30, 1983, the number of criminal cases pending 
increased in 64 districts, decreased in 26 districts, and remained the 
same in 4 districts. 

West Virginia, Northern had 56 cases pending at the end of this 
yearD a 100.0 percent increase over the 28 cases pending last year. 
This high percentage increase was the result of the large increase in 
filings (175.6 percent) that was not offset by a comparable increase in 
terminations. Other districts with significant increases in pending 
cases Wf,'lre Louisiana, Middle (82.6 percent) and Wyoming (81.8 
percent)." Increases in these districts was a result of an increase in 
filings that were not equally offset by the increase in terminatiom;. 
Hawaii reported a 81.2 percent increase which was the result of a 
decline in terminations to 1,917 compared to 1,955 last year and the 
increase in filings (2,402 cases compared to the 1,g43 cases last year). 

A 48,.2 percent decline in cases pending was reported in North 
Carolina, Eastern and a 26.3 percent decline was reported in Alabama, 
Southern • 

Pending Cases by Offense increased 11.3 Percent 

On June 30, 1983, there were 18,546 cases pending in the U.S. 
district courts, an increase of 11.3 percent over the 16,659 cases 
pending last year. Of the 18,546 cases pending, 8,405 cases or 45.3 
percent had fugitive defendants. This is an increase of 13.4 percent 
over the 7,413 fugitive defendants reported last year. Table 45 is a 
comparison of the number and type of cases pending on June 30, :t982 
and 1983 with fugitive defendants. 

Pending DAPCA cases rose 11.5 percent to 4,751 on June 30, 
1982 compared to 4,262 cases last year. DAPCA offenses accounted 
for 25.6 percent of all pending cases, but more than 33.0 percent (2,790 
cases) of all pending cases with fugitive defendants. Florida, Southern 
reported the largest number of pending DAPCA cases (687 cases or 
49.9 percent of the pending caseload in that district). 

Pending fraud cases increased 8.7 percent from 2,652 cases last 
year to 2,883 cases this year which accounted for 15.5 percent of all 
pending cases. Of the fraud cases pending, 961 cases or 33.3 percent 
involved fugitive defendants. Districts with the highest number of 
pending fraud cases were New York, Southern (159); Florida, Southern 
(136); California, Central (129); Illinois, Northern (124); and California, 
Northern (106). 
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Table 45 
U.S. District Courts 

Criminal Cases Pending June 30, By Nature of Offense, 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 

------------------------~. 

Nature of Offense 

l'ot:a.l .............. . 

Homicide ............. . 
Robbery. 0 ••••••••••••• 

Assaul t .............. . 
Burglary ............. . 
Larr-eny and Theft ••...•• 
Embezzlem ent .•.•••.... 
Fraud ............... . 
Au to Theft .••.••••..••• 
Forgery and Counter-

feiting ............. . 
Narcotics Laws 

(DAPCA) .••...••..•. 
Miscellaneous General 

Offenses .. 0 • • • • • • • • • • 

Weapons and Firearms ••• 
Other Miscellaneous 

, General Offenses •.••.• 
Immigration Laws ••• ; ..•• 
Federal Statutes ..••••••• 

1982 

Pend­
ing 

Cases 

16,659 

54 
615 
225 

70 
1,148 

639 
2,652 

202 

1,066 

4,262 

3,901 
918 

2,983 
867 
958 

Cases 
with 
Fugi­
tive 

Defen­
dants 

7,413 

6 
136 

43 
16 

372 
118 
814 

78 

386 

2,488 

2,130 
322 

1,808 
521 
305 

Pending Defendants Increase 10.4 Percent 

1983 

Pend­
ing 

Cases 

18,546 

73 
582 
221 

91 
1,369 

679 
2,883 

195 

1,060 

4,751 

4,691 
942 

3,749 
1,085 

866 

Cases 
with 
Fugi­
tive 

Defen­
dants 

8,405 

12 
140 

51 
22 

469 
126 
961 

84 

409 

2,790 

2,412 
362 

2,050 
616 
313 

On June 30, 1983, defendants with cases pending in the U.S. 
district court totaled 26,528, an increase of 10.4 percent over the 
24,032 defendants reported on June 30,1982. Of the 26,528 defendants 
with pending cases this year, 39.2 percent of the defendants were 
fugitives and not triable~ This is a decrease from the 40.6 percent or 
9,745 fugitive defendants with pending cases last year. Table 46 
provides the status of defendants with cases pending for periods ending 
June 30, 1979 through June 30, 1983. Appendix Table D-I0 is a sum­
mary of the status of defendants, by district, with cases pending as of 
June 30, 1983. 
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Table 46 
U.S. District Courts 

Status of Criminal Defendants Pending as of June 30, 1979 through 1983 

Status 1979 1980 1981 1982 
-.:').' 

Total •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 21,417 21,150 22,570 24,032 

~tive Defendants 
(Non-Triable) - Total ........... , ......... 8,986 8,674 9,223 9,745 

Percent of Total Pendirg ..................... 42.0 41.0 40.9 40.6 

Fugitive defendant - never arrested, summoned 
and/or arraigned •••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 3,877 5,010 6,998 

Excludable Delay: 
Unavailabillty of defendant (fugitive) 

or essential witness •••• I.' 1'1 I ••• I •••••••• 8,986 4,797 4,213 2,747 

Non-Triable Defendants - Total ••••••••••••••• 281 330 300 281 
Percent of Total Pending • I •••• I •••••••••••••• 1.3 1.6 1.3 1.2 

Authorization for dismissal requested by U.S. 
Attorney from Department of Justice I" I •••• I. 169 246 213 183 

Excludable Delays: 
sta te or Feder81 trials on other 

charges •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 36 25 29 35 
Miscellaneous proceedings, probation revocation, 

deportation proceedings, extradition ••••••••••• 1 1 9 6 
Period of mental or physical incompetence of 

defendant to stand trial •• I ••••••••••••••••• 75 58 49 57 

Triable Defendants - Total •••••••••••••••••• 8,357 8,835 9,031 9,623 
Percent of Total Pending ••••••••••• I I I I •••••• 39.0 41.8 40.0 40.0 

Committed under 18:4246 ••••••• " ••••••••••••• 8 9 5 3 
Available for final plea or trial by Judge 

or jury ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 6,971 7,243 7,466 7,546 
Excludable Delays: 
EXaminatIOn or heari~s for mental or physical 

incapacity ••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••• 104 111 96 105 
NARA examination •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 - 1 1 
Interlocutory Appeals •••••••••••••••••••••••• 143 195 190 223 
Hearings on Pretrial motions •••••••••••••••••• 90 295 402 616 
Transfers from other districts (F.R.C.R.P. 

20,21 and 40 - Magistrate Rule 6) •••••• I. I I I I. 34 38 20 34 
Defendant motion is actually under 

advisement II I I" I •••• I ••• I •••••••• , ••••• 260 132 121 204 
Transportation from another district or to 

from examination or hospitalization in 
ten days or less •••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 3 1 2 

Consideration by court of plea 
agreement •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - 42 57 59 

Superseding indictment and/or new 
charges •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 14 36 29 80 

Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant 
w~en no severance has been granted ••••••••••• 112 75 66 85 

Continuances granted per 18:3161(HX8) ••••••••••• 614 653 574 657 
Other •••••••••••••••••••••• I ••••••••• I •• 6 3 3 8 

Tried Defendants - Total •••••••••••••••••••• 2,871 2,528 3,503 3,760 
Percent of Total Pending ..................... 13.4 12.0 15.5 15.6 

Awaiting sentence •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2,503 2,199 3,073 3,221 
Committed for observation and study 

under 18:4244, 4245, 5034, 5010(E), 
4208(B), 4252; or 28: 2902(A) ••••••••••••••••• 111 60 92 149 

Became fugitive before sentencing .............. 257 269 338 390 

Other - 'I'otztl • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 922 783 513 623 
Percent of Total Pending ..................... 4.3 3.7 2.3 2.6 

Grand jury indictment time extended 30 
or more days •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - - - -

Any defendant who cannot be classified 
under excludable delay or other status" 
codes •••••••••••••••••••••• : ••••••••••• 922 783 513 623 

Percent 
Change 
1983/ 

1983 1982 

26,528 10.4 

10,395 6.7 
39.2 

7,799 11.4 

2,596 -5.5 

105 -62.6 
0.4 

20 -89.1 

18 -48.6 

10 66.7 

57 -
11,328 17.7 

42.7 
'-

4 33.3 

9,055 20.0 

127 21.0 
1 -

222 -0.4 
747 21.3 

29 -14.7 

130 -36.3 

1 -50.0 

83 40.7 

39 -51.3 

142 67.1 
730 11.1 
18 125.0 

3,844 22.3 
14.5 

3,325 3.2 

100 -32.9 
419 7.4 

856 37.4 
3.2 

- -
8!i1'i 37.4 
, 
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Defendants who were never arrested, summoned, arraigned, or 
tried accol1nted for 99.0 percent of the non-triable fugitive 
defendants. Districts with the largest percentage of fugitives were 
Caiifornia, Southern (66.3 percent or 1,704 defendants); and New York, 
Eastern (60.9 percent or 753 defendants). Other non-triable defendants 
accounted for less than 1.0 percent of the defendants pending. Defen­
dants in this status decreased from 281 defendants last year to 105 this 
year. 

Defendants in a triable status accounted for 11,328 defendants 
or 42.7 percent of the pending caseload. This was an increase of 17.7 
percent over the 9,623 triable defendants pending last year. The 
majority of triable defendants (9,055 or 79.9 percent) were available 
for final plea or trial. Defendants awaiting hearings on pretrial mo­
tions (747) accounted for 6.6 percent of triable defendants while 6.4 
percent (730) of all triable defendants were granted continuances under 
Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3161 (H)(8). 

Defendants who had already been tried accounted for 14.5 
percent of the pending caseload. Those who were awaiting sentence 
(3,325) accounted for 12.5 percent of all pending defendants. Defen­
dants who became fugitives after trial accounted for an additional 1.6 
percent. 

Appendix Table D-9 is a summary, by district, of triable defen­
dants in pending cases. Table 47 is a summary of the pending caseload 
by length of time the defendants were pending. The table also contains 
data on the number and percent of fugitive defendants. Approximately 
16.0 percent of the defendants had been pending for 61 months or 
more. Of this group, near'ly 95.0 percent were fugitive defendants. 

Technical Note 

Statistics on criminal defendants terminated which 
appear in Tables D-4 through D-7 reference one defendant 
who may have been sentenced in more than one criminal 
case in a district court during the year. Tl\us, a defendant 
sentenced in two or more cases will have the terms of the 
sentences added together if consecutive or the longest 
term recorded if the terms are concurrent. 
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Table 47 
U.S. District Courts 

Fugitive Defendants and All Defendants Pending as of June 30, 1980 through 1983 by Length of Time Pending 

° to 5 6 to 12 13 to 24 25 to 36 37 to 48 49 to 60 
Sta tus on June 30 Total Months Months Months Months Months Months 

1'otal, 1983 ......................... .... 26,528 13,576 3,342 2,266 1,513 954 716 

Fugitive Defendants 
(Non-Triable) -1983 •••••••••••• 10,395 1,745 1,057 1,213 1.038 777 621 
Percent of Total Pending .............. 39.2 12.9 31.9 535 68.6 81.4 86.7 

Total, 1982 ...................... 18 ............ 24,032 12,204 2,799 2,349 1,277 858 751 

Fugitive Defendants 
(Non-Triable) -1982 •••••••••••• 9,745 1,641 937 1,293 901 718 682 
Percent of Total Pending •••••••• 40.6 13.4 33.5 55.0 70.6 83.7 90.8 

To~ 1981 .................................... 22,570 11,091 2,919 2,133 1,244 903 663 

Fugitive Defendants 
(Non-Triable) -1981 •••••••••••• 9,223 1,396 960 1,182 911 774 606 
Percent of Total Pending ................ 40.9 12.6 32.9 55.4 73.2 85.7 91.4 

'IOtal., 1980 ".............................. .... 21,150 10,082 2,620 2,170 1,198 836 978 

Fugitive Defendants 
(Non-Triable) - 1980 •••••••••••• 8,674 1,286 772 1,125 915 744 904 
Percent of Total Pending •••••• ' •• , 41.0 12.8 29.5 51.8 76.4 89.0 92.4 

, 4 

61 Months 
and Over 

4,161 

3,934 
94.5 

37794 

3,573 
94.2 

3,617 

3,394 
93.8 

3,266 

2,928 
89.7 
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SPEEDY TRIAL ACT 

Introduction 

The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 (Title 18 U.S.C. Sections 3161 
through 3174) was implemented July 18, 1976. The AO published 
separate reports on the Sp~edy Trial Act for years 1977 through 1981. 
Statistics on compliance with the Speedy Trial Act first appeared in 
the Annual Report beginnkg in 1981. 

It is important to note that ruring the first three years of the 
Speedy Trial Act, the district courts were undergoing a transition to 
the final time limits set forth in the Act. Beginning August 9, 1979, 
the final time interval from arrest to indictment (referred to in this 
report as Interval One) became 30 days. Interval Two, indictment to 
trial, became '70 days. The Speedy Trial Act provides several reasons 
for excluding time to determine compliance with the time intervals. 

The incidence of and the reasons for excludable delays were 
discussed in each Speedy Trial report prior to 1982. Beginning July 1, 
1981, however, the courts were no longer required to report exclusions 
to the AO, except for those defendants whose net time exceeded the 
30/70 day intervaL'S. For this reason, occurrences of excludable delay 
time will not be discussed in this report. 

Dismissals Under Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(8) 

Last year, 21 defendants had cases dismissed pursuant to Title 
18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a). In Interval One, two cases were dismissed 
without prejudice; in Interval Two, nine cases were dismissed without 
prejudice, and ten with prejudice. This year, there were only 16 cases 
dismissed; 3 cases without prejudice and 2 with prejudice in Interval 
One; 7 cases were dismissed without prejudice and 2 wi.th prejudice in 
Interval Two. There were two districts for which this dismissal infor­
mation was unknown. There were no sanctions against attorneys under 
Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(b) reported this year. Table 48 provides 
data on defendants whose ca.ses were dismissed pursuant to Title 18 
U.S.C. Section 3162(a) for 1982 and 1983. 
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Table 48 
U.s. District Courts 

Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were Dismissed 
Pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a) for 1982 and 1983 

1982 
First Second First 

Interval Interval Interval 

District w/o I W/P w/o I WiP W/O I W/P 

Colorado ••••••••••• " ••• 
District of Columbia •••••••• 
Florida, Northern •••••••••• 
Florida, Middle •.•••••••••• 
Florida, Southern ............... 
Georgia, Northern ••••••••• 
illinois ••••••.••••••••••• 
Indiana, Southern •••.•••••• 
Kentucky, Western .•••••••. 
Louisiana, Western ••••.•••• 

Maine .................................. 
Massachusetts ........................ 
Michigan, Western ••••••••• 
Mississippi, Southern •••••••• 
New Mexico •••••••••••••• 

New York, Eastern ••••••••• 
New York, Western ••••••••. 
Pennsylvania, Eastern •.••••• 
Penns~lvania, Western ............ 
Rhode Island .......................... 

Tennessee, Western ................ 
Texas, Northern ••••••••••. 
Texas, Southern ...................... 
Texas, Western •••••••••••• 

W/O - Without Prejudice 
W /P - With Prejudice 
NI - Not Indicated 

- - 1 
- - 1 
- - -
- - -
- - 2 

- - -- - -- - 1 
- - -
- - -
- - 1 
1 - 1 
- - -
- - -- - -
- - 1 
- - -- - -- - -
- - -
- - -
1 - -- - -- - 1 

• Dismissal occurred in 1982 but was not reported unt111983. 

- - -
1 - -
- - -
- - -
2 - -
1 - -
1 - -
- 1 -" 
- - -
- - -
- - -
1 - -
1 - -
- - -- - 1 

1 - -
1 .... 
- 1 -
1 - -
- 1 -
- - -
- - -
- - -
- - 1 

1983 
Second 
Interval 

w/o I W/P 

1 -
1NI· -

1 -
1 -
- -
- -
- -
- -
1 -
1 1 

- -
- 1 
- -
1 -
- -
- .. 
- -- -- -
- -
l' -
- -

INI -
- -

Compliance with Speedy Trial Intervals One tmd Two Improves 

There were 12,619 defendants for whom'Interval One require­
ments applied this year. The number of defendants indicted with 30 
days or less in the first interval was 12,249 or 97.1 percent of all 
defendants in Interval One. In 1982,95.9 percent of the defendants in 
Interval One were indicted in 30 days or less while in 1981, 94.2 per­
cent were in compliance with the time limit. There were 44 districts 
with 100.0 percent compliance in Interval One. 

Defendants within the 70 day time limit for Interval Two 
(39,946) accounted for 97.3 percent of the defendants (41,044) in t.his 
Interval. These defendants were brought to trial, pled guilty or were 
dismissed within the 70 day limit. The 1982 compliance rate was 96.3 
percent, and in 1981, there was 93.4 percent compliance. Only 28 
districts were in 100.0 percent compliance with Interval Two this 
year. This was, however, an increase frem the 24 districts in 100.0 
percent compliance last year. 
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Total compliance is not yet possible since there are still de~en­
dants being disposed of who were in districts which were authorIzed 
emergency extensions. Also there are those who entered the longer 
first or second interval during the transition period and exceeded the 
30/70 day time limits. Table 49 is a summary of. defendants terminated 
with Speedy Trial Intervals One or Two durmg the twelve month 
periods ended June 30,1981 through 1983. 

Table 49 
U.S. District Courts 

Defendants Terminated with Speedy Trial Intervals One or Two 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1981 through 1983 

Intervals 1981 1982 1983 

First Interval: 

Total Defendants ............ 14,773 10,661 12,619 

Defendants Indicted hl 30 Net 
Days or Less Following 
Arrest .................... 13,913 10,226 12,249 
Percent of Total .•........... 94.2 95.9 97.1 

Second Interval: 
Total Defendants ............ 35,358 35,969 41,044 

Defendants Tried in 70 Net 
Days or Less Following 

Indictm ent ..•.....•..•... 33,040 34,655 39,946 
Percent of Total ......•..•... 93.4 96.3 97.3 

Interval Three - Conviction to Sentencing 

Although a time limit is not required under the Speedy Trial 
Act a 45-day time limit from conviction to sentencing was l'ecom­
me~ded by the Committee on the Administration of the Criminal. Law 
of the Judicial Conference. This year, 69.8 percent of convICted 
defendants under the Speedy Trial Act were sentenced in 45 days or 
less, a decrease from the 73.3 percent reported last year. 

. Until last year, there were no districts with 100.0 percent 
compliance. This year only Alaba~a, Northern came close ~o 100.0 
percent with 98.6 percent sentenced In 45 days or less. AppendIX ~able 
D-12 is a summary of convicted defendants who were sentenced In 45 
days or less during the twelv£:1 month period ended June 30, 1983. 

Since there are no excludable delays applicable to In terval 
Three, calculations include time for any observation and study and re­
apprehension after bail jumping. 
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Det~tion Time 

Detention time includes only the time a defendant is held in 
custody for Federal charges pending, exclusive of any excludable time 
under Title 18 U.S.C. 3161. It does not include custody for any subse­
quent Federal charges nor does it include any time during which a 
defendant is also being held for state or local charges. Detention may 
be in either a Federal correctiomd facility or in a local or state deten­
tion facility where payment is made by the U.S. This also includes 
detention in metropolitan correctional institutions under the 
administration of the U.S. Bureau of Prisons. 

Districts with the highest rate for detention this year were 
Texas, Western (73.4 percent); California, Southern (83.5 percent); 
Arizona (69.0 percent); and California, Central (66.4 percent). All of 
these districts prosecute a substantial number of drug related viola­
tions and immigration cases which is a factor contributing to the high 
detention rate. 

Of the 9,387 detainees, 5.1 percent or 479 were detained over 90 
days. The largest percentage of the defendants were in detention from 
one to ten days (3,991 or 42.5 percen t). 

, Appendix Table D-13 provides data on defendants who were 
detained prior to dismissal, plea of guilty, or trial of their case in the 
district court. 
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WIDGHTED CASE FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 

. Both ~ivil and criminal weighted filings per judgeship continued 
to mcrease m 1983. Total weighted filings increased by 13.4 percent 
?ver la~t year. t~ 473 w~ighted civil and criminal filings per authorized 
Judges~Ip: ThIS IS the.hIghest weighted caseload figure since 1962 when 
U.S. dIstrIct court weIghted caseloads were first published. 

. . Weighted civil filings are much lower than unweighted civil 
fIlm~s for the sec~nd year in a row. (See Table 50.) This is due pri­
marIly to a large mcrease in U.S. plaintiff recovery of overpayments 
and enforcement of judgment cases. Two years ago there were only 
18,161 of these cases, but 41,066 cases were filed during the year 
ended June 30, 1983. The weight for these cases is 0.0326 compared to 
the weight of 1.0 for an "average case." Large numbers of them 
th~refore, . ~ause the unweighted filings to be much higher tha~ 
weIghted fIlings. The 41,066 "recovery" cases filed this year equates to 
only 1,339 weighted filings. 

. Appen?~x Tables X-1 and X-1A provide the weighted and 
unweighted fIlmgs for each district for the twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1983 .. Appendix Table X-1A includes only criminal felony 
cases because mIsdemeanors are generally handled by U.S. magistrates. 

. A complete discussion of the weighted caseload and its history 
m. the Federal courts can be found in the 1980 Annual Report of the 
DIrector. The ~979 Federal Distr.ict Court Time Study, published by 
the FJC,. descrIbes the study whICh produced the weighting system 
currently muse. 

Table 50 
U.S. District Courts 

Case Filings Per Authorized Judgeship 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 

June 30, 1979 through 1983 

Case Filings 1979 1980 1981 

Authorized Judgeships ...... 511 511 511 

Total Weighted •••••••••••• 344 353 390 

Civil ................. 296 311 345 
Criminal . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . . 48 42 45 

Total Unweighted • • • • • • • • • • '3,!4 365 389 
1--. 

Cl\t"il •........•....•.. 299 327 351 
Criminal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . '45 38 38 

1982 1983 

511 511 

417 473 

370 420 
47 53 

442 517 

401 472 
41 45 

Note: Criminal includes felony only and excludes transfers. 
Territorial courts are excluded. 
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TRIALS 

Trials Completed 

For the purposes of this report, a trial is defined as a contested 
proceeding before a court or jury in which evidence is introduced. 
During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, a total of 21,345 
civil and criminal trials were completed by Federal judges in the U.S. 
district courts, down 0.2 percent from the 21,397 trials completed in 
1982. This year's total represents the first decline since 1979, when 
completed trials dropped 1.5 percent. The reduction in 1983 can be 
attributed solely to a drop in the number of the civil trials. These 
trials decreased 0.4 percent to 14,689 during the year, reversing a four 
year growth trend. 

Trials of civil cases represented 68.8 percent of th"'3- total for the 
year. This percentage was slightly less than the 68.9 percent recorded 
in 1982. Unlike the civil trials, criminal trials increased during the 
year up 0.2 percent to 6,656. Although this is the second consecutive 
rise for criminal trials, the total is still substantially below the high of 
8,571 completed in 1973. As a percentage of the to~al trials, criminal 
trials accounted for 31.2 percent of all completIons for 1983, up 
slightly from the 31.1 percent recorded in 1982. 

Of all the civil and criminal trials completed in 1983, 59.6 
percent involved non-jury trials and 40.4 percent involved jury trials. 
Compared to last year, the percentages of the trial activity have 
changed slightly with more jury and less non-jury trials being com­
pleted by the Federal judges. Table 51 provides a summary of the 
number of trials completed, by type, during each of the twelve month 
periods ended June 30, 1960, 1965, 1970, and 1975 through 1983. 
Appendix Table C-7 provides additional data, by district, on the number 
and types of trials completed during the twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1983. Table 51 

U.S. District Courts 
Trials Completed 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30

l 
1960, 1965, 1970, 8.l1d 1975 through 1983 

Civil criminal 

Total Non-I Non- I 
Year Trials Total jury Jury Total jury I Jury 

1960 ••• 9,998 6,488 3,453 3,035 3,510 1,008 2,502 

1965 ••• 11,485 7,613 4,459 3,154 3,872 1,143 2,729 

1970 ••• 16,032 9,449 6,078 3,371 6,583 2,357 4,226 

1975 ... 19,236 11,603 7,903 3,700 7,633 2,726 4,907 

1976 ••• 19,580 11,656 8,098 3,558 7,924 2,773 5,151 

1977 ••• 18,827 11,605 7,792 3,813 7,222 2,661 4,561 

1978 ••• 18,851 11,515 8,326 3,189 7,336 3,344 3,992 

1979 ... 18,563 11,764 8,348 3,416 6,799 3,132 3,667 

1980 ••• 19,825 13,191 9,254 3,937 6,634 3,216 3,418 

1981 ••• 21,239 14,697 10,047 4,650 6,542 2,962 3,580 

1982 ••• 21,397 14,753 10,074 4,679 6,644 3,076 3,568 

1983 ••• 21,345 14,689 9,712 4,977 6,656 3,003 3,653 

Percent Change 
1983 over 

1978 ••• 13.2 27.6 16.6 56.1 -9.3 -10.2 -8.5 

1982 ••• -0.2 -0.4 -3.6 6.4 0.2 -2.4 2.4 

_ 1 R~ 
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Length of Trials 

The total number of long trials (those lasting four days or more) 
completed during the year rose 5.4 percent to 4,663 trials. Most of this 
increase fell within the four to nine day range with a slight decrease 
being reflected in the number of trials lasting 20 days or more. The 
long trials accounted for 22.2 percent of all trials comp!eted for 1 ~8.3 
compared to only 21.0 percent in 1982 and 16.6 percent In 1975. CIVIl 
trials comprised 64.8 percent of the long trials, with the majority of 
them involving a jury. Among civil trials, the largest number of 
lengthy trials was non-prisoner civil rights matters, representing 14.2 
percent of such trials. Of the long criminal trials, the largest percent­
ages involved jury trials of fraud cases and drug law offenses. 

Completed trials lasting 20 days or more dropped 2.4 percent to 
160 during 1983. Jury trials accounted for only 72.5 percent of the 
trials lasting 20 days or more compared to 75.6 percent last year. The 
largest numbers of these 20-day trials involved contract actions (17) 
for civil trials and fraud offenses (24) for criminal trials. Table 52 is a 
comparison of completed trials, by length, during each of the twelve 
month periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1983. Appendix Table C-8 
provides additional information on the length of trials, by type case. 
Appendix Table C-9 provides a list of each completed trial lasting 20 
days or more. 

Table 52 
U.S. District Courts 

Length of Trials 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1983 

Percent 
Change 
1983/ 

Length of Trial 1975 1976 1977 1978" 1979" 19,80" 1981· 1982" 19f13" 1982 

Total •••••••••••••• 19,236 19,580 18,827 18,725 18,454 19,585 20,940 21,077 21,047 -0.1 

1 Day ...... , ......... 9,718 9,776 9,188 9,358 8,863 9,329 9,585 9,863 9,508 -3.6 
2 Days ••••••••••••••• 4,140 4,221 3,993 3,831 3,879 3,905 4,332 4,213 4,204 -0.2 
3 Days ••••••••••••••• 2,183 2,352 2,224 2,218 2,245 2,381 2,558 2,578 2,672 3.r; 
4 to 9 Days ........... 2,758 2,773 2,950 2,860 2,972 3,261 3,774 3,726 3,962 6.5 
10 to 19 Days •••••••••• 355 337 372 344 384 528 504 533 541 1.5 
20 Days and Over ••••••• 82 121 100 114 111 181 187 164 160 -2.4 

Percent 4 Days 
and Over •••••••••• 16.6 16.5 18.2 17.7 18.8 20.3 21.3 21.0 22.2 -

Jury Trials Only •••••••• 8,607 8,709 8,374 7,180 7,082 7,353 8,228 8,245 8,629 4.7 

Percent of Total •••••• 44.7 44.5 44.5 38.3 38.4 37.5 39.3 39.1 41.0 -
1 Day ••••••••••••••• 2,086 1,896 1,749 1,208 1,066 1,057 1,146 1,264 1,290 2.1 
2 Days ••••••••••••••• 2,543 2,592 2,359 2,009 1,958 1,859 2,136 2,077 2,083 0.3 
3 Days ••••••••••••••• 1,558 1,725 1,639 1,531 1,516 1,539 1,694 1,689 1,784 5.6 
4 to 9 Days ••••••••••• 2,094 2,154 2,277 2,089 2,194 2,385 2,721 2,681 2,1131 11.3 
10 to 19 Days •••••••••• 270 259 279 263 264 390 385 410 425 3.7 
20 Days and Over ••••••• 56 83 71 80 84 123 146 124 116 -6.5 

Percent 4 Days 
. and Over •••••••••• 28.1 28.7 31.4 33.9 35.9 39.4 39.5 39.0 40.2 -

• Excludes trials of miscellaneous cases. 
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Median Time from Issue to Trial 

For the purposes of this report, the date issue is joined is de­
fined as the date the last answer or response of the defendant is filed. 
During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, the median time 
from issue to trial in civil cases in which a trial was completed re­
mained the same for the third consecutive year at 14 months. For non­
jury trials, the median time was 13 months, with jury trials posting a 
higher median time of 14 months. These medians remained unchanged 
from 1982. Table 53 provides a comparison of median time intervals 
for the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1965, 1970, and 1975 
through 1983. 

Table 53 
U.S. District Courts 

Median Time Interval from Issue to Trial in Civil Cases, 
In which Trials Were Completed, 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1965,1970, and 1975 through 1983 

Total Trials Non-Jury Trials Jury Trials 

Median Median Median 
(in (in (in 

Year Number Months) Number Months) Number Months) 
.~: 

1965 · ... 6,385 11 3,394 f~ 2,991 12 
1970 · ... 7,152 12 3,781 10 3,371 14 
1975 · ... 8,485 11 4,785 9 3,700 13 
1976 · ... 8,041 11 4,483 10 3,558 12 
1977 · ... 8,268 12 4,455 11 3,813 13 
1978 • • 110 0- 7,193 13 4,157 13 3,036 13 
1979 · ... 7,597 14 4,327 14 3,270 15 
1980 · ... 8,556 15 4,812 15 3,744 15 
1931 • " a • 9,700 14 5,269 14 4,431 15 
1982 •••• 9,591 14 5,110 13 4,481 14 
1983 .... 10,059 14 5,292 13 4,767 14 -Percent Change 

1983 over 
1978 .... 39.8 7.7 27.3 - 57.0 7.7 
1982 •••• 4.9 - 3.6 - 6.4 -
Note: Excludes the following trials: Land condemnation, forfei­

tures and penalty cases, prisoner petitions (habeas corpus, 
motions to vacate sentence under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
2255, hearings on evidentiary matters), bankruptcy peti­
tions, and three judge court cases. 

For the second year in a row, the shortest median time from 
issue to trial, five months, was recorded in Virginia, Eastern and 
Tennessee, Eastern. Short medians were also reported in 1983 by 
Alabama, Middle (six months) and Oklahoma, Western and Wyoming 
(seven months). The longest median time (40 months) was again re­
corded in the Middle District of North Carolina. This court has con­
tinued its efforts to significantly reduce the backlog of three-year-old 
civil cases. During the year, North Carolina, Middle reduced the 
number of three-year-old pending cases by 28.4 percent. Appendix 
Table C-10 provides a summary of median time intervals, by district, 
for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 
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THREE-JUDGE COURT HEARINGS 

The volume of cases heard by a three-judge district court 
decreased 56.5 percent during the year ended June 30, 1983. During 
1982, there were 62 cases reported in comparison to 27 in 1983. 

. Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2284 provides that a district court of 
t?ree Judges shall be co?vened. wh~n the constitutionality of the appor­
tIOnment of a CongressIOnal dIstrIct or a statewide legislative body is 
challenged or when required by special statute. Such statutes include 
t~r~e-j~dge court provisions of the Voting Rights Act of 1965 and the 
CIVIl RIghts Act of 1964. Cases with hearings (or submission on briefs) 
5e~ore a three-jud~e district court, however, have dropped since legis­
latIOn .was passed In June 1976 reducing requirements for designating 
three-Judge courts. 

Table 54 indicates that the 27 three-judge court hearings were 
held in 17 .districts dur~ng the year ended June 30, 1983. TIle District 
of. ColumbIa reported SIX hearings (22.2 percent of the total) Alabama 
MIddle; Alabama, Southern; California, Northern· Mississippi' Northern' 
ar:d South Carolina each reported two hearing~. The rem'aining dis~ 
triC ts reported only one hearing each. 

Table 54 
U.S. District Courts 

Three-Judge Court Hearings By Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 and 1979 through 1983 

Nature of Suit 1975 11979 11980 11981 1198211983 

Total •••••••.••••.••••••••••••.• 267 30 33 35 62 27 
Review of ICC. Orders ••••••••••••••••••• 47 1 1 

Reapportionment ••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 3 4 1 42 9 
Civil Rights ••••••••••••• ' •••••••••••••• 192 27 25 31 19 16 

Abortion La ws •••••••••••••••••••••••• 10 2 
Attachment •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 15 
Discrimination •••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 1 2 1 1 Education ........................... 2 2 1 1 Employment. ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 12 2 2 1 Licensing procedures ••••••••••••••••••• 14 1 Mental patients ....................... 4 1 1 Obscenity ..... , ...................... 5 1 
Penal code and prisoner petitions ••••••••••• 9 1 2 1 1 Residency requirements ••••••••••••••••• 8 Taxes .................. " ............ 4 3 1 3 Voting and election laws ••••••••••••••••• 32 15 14 18 14 14 Welfare, social security, 

unemployment benefits •••••••••••••••• 
Constitutionality of other state 

18 

statutes ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Others (not specified or otherwise 

30 3 4 2 1 
unclassifiable) ...................... 27 1 

All Other ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 19 3 2 1 -2 
• ICC -Interstate Commerce Commission 
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The majority of hearings during this twelve month period were 
on civil rights cases. A total of 16 civil rights cases were heard by 
three judg~ pa.'1els; 14 were voting rights cases. One of the two 
remaining tJi:1ses concerned discrimination, the other involved a case 
arising from a prisoner petition. Reapportionment cases hear~ before 
three judges decreased from 42 cases in 1982 to only 9 cas~s In 1983. 
The two cases classified as "All Other" in Table 55 Involved a 
complaint to enforce U.S. postal laws rela.ting ~o the franking 
privileges of members of Congress and a water rIghts dIspute. 

Table 55 
U.S. District Courts 

Three-Judge Court Hearings By District and Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Civil Rights 

Reappor- Voting 1 
District Total tionment Rights Other 

Tota.l ••...•..•••.••.•... l 27 9 14 2 

Alabama, Middle 2 1 1 -............ 
Alabama, Southern ••••••.•••• 2 1 1 -
California, Northern •••••••••• 2 - 2 -
District of Columbia •••••••••. 6 - 5 -
Hawaii ...................• 1 - - 1 
Louisiana, Eastern 1 1 - -••••••••• It • 

Minnesota ................. 1 1 - -
Mississippi, Northern ......... 2 - 2 -
Montana .................. 1 - - -
New Mexico •••••••••••••••. 1 1 - -
Pennsylvania, Eastern ••••••••• 1 - - 1 
Pennsylvania, Middle ......... 1 1 - -
Rhode Island . .............. 1 1 - -
South Carolina •••••.•••••••• 2 1 1 -
Texas, Northern ••••••••••••• 1 - 1 -
Texas, Eastern ••••.••••••••• 1 1 - -
Texas, Southern ••••••••••••• 1 - 1 -

JUROR SERVICE 

All 
Other 

2 

-
-
-
1 
-
-
-
-
1 
-
-
--
-
--. 
-

Grand and petit juror statistics are reported monthly to the AO 
by all U.S. district courts. The Grand Juror ;eporting f<:>r~ (JS-I1G) 
and the Petit Juror reporting form (JS-11) provlde the statIstIcs used to 
compile the following information. 

Data on estimated payments to jurors is not available at this 
time, but will appear in the 1983 report Grand and Petit Juror Service 
in U~S. District Courts. 

Grand Jury Activity Rises 

Overall grand jury activity increased during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1983. As Table 56 summariz~s, the total numb~r 
of sessions convened rose 6.2 percent from 10,508 In 1982 to 11,157 m 
1983. The number of jurors in session increased 6.1 percent and the 
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number of hours in session rose 5.8 percent. Nationally, a total of 732 
grand juries were serving at some point during the year ended June 30, 
1983, 7 fewer in existence compared to last year despite the fact that 
21 fewer grand juries were discharged and 13 more grand juries were 
impanelled than in 1982. 

Table 56 
U. S. District Courts 

National Grand Juror Statistics 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 1983 

Grand Juries 
and 

Jurors 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 

Total Number oC: 
Sessions Convened •••••• 9,791 10,338 10,997 10,508 11,157 
Jurors in Session •••••••• 194,168 206,627 219,860 210,213 222,980 
Hours in Session •••••••• 50,896 54,163 58,278 55,569 58,769 

Average Number oC: 
Jurors Per Session •••••• 19.8 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
Hours Per Session ••••••• 5.20 5.24 5.30 5.29 5.27 

Total Number oC 
Grand Juries: 

Serving ••••• , •••••••• 674 699 738 739 732 
Impaneled •••••••••••• 311 312 328 309 322 
Discharged •••••••••••• 286 288 308 331 310 

1983 over 1982 

Number Percent 
Change Change 

649 6.2 
12,767 6.1 

3,200 5.8 

- -- -

-.7 -0.9 
13 4.2 

-21 -6.3 

A regular grand jury me(~ts to investigate evidence that a 
specific crime was committed in a district. Its term of service is 18 
months, but it may be discharged by court order at any time during 
that period1. 

A special grand jury meets to study the overall picture of crim­
inal activity in a district. Its term of service can last up to 36 
months. A special grand jury generally serves as an advisory body, 
usually has greater discretion than a regular grand jury, and often 
submits a report on organized crime or the misconduct of public offi­
cials in a district2. Of the 732 grand juries serving during 1983, 104 
(14.2 percent) were special grand juries. Detailed information on 
special grand juries will be included in the 1983 report, Grand and Petit 
JUl'Of Service in u.S. District Courts. 

Appendix Tables J-1 and J-2 provide grand juror data by individ­
ual district. Appendix Table J-1 shows the number of grand juries 
serving on the first day of the twelve month period, the number im­
panelled and discha11 ged during the twelve month period, the number 
serving at the close of the twelve month period, and the total number 
of grand juries serving at some time during the yf~ar. Appendix Table 
J-2 contains data for grand jury sessions convened, jurors in session, 
and hours in session. Between 16 and 23 jurors must be present to 
convene a grand jury session. The category "Jurors in Session" includes 
only those who participated in a convened session and excludes the year 
end total of 15,748 additional jurors in travel status, reporting for 
orientation, for impanelment only, or awaiting a quorum of 16. 

1 Rule 6(g), Federal Rules of (~iminal Procedure. 
2 Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3333. 
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_ . The typ~ a~d amount of criminal activity heavily influence the 
actI~Ity of a district's grand jury. The largest number of grand juries 
servmg was reported by the Southern District of New York with 50 
This district also reported the greatest number of sessions convened 
(1,043), jurors in ~ess.ion (20,958), and hours in session (4,597). 
Co~versely, thr~e districts reported only one grand jury in existence 
durmg the entire year. Excluding the territorial courts, Alaska 
re~orted the fewest number of sessions (14) and jurors in session (284) 
While North Dakota reported the fewest number of hours in session. 
The territorial courts (Virgin Islands, Guam, and Northern Mariana 
Is.lan?s) reported no grand jury activity because offenses in these 
districts are prosecuted by information, not indictment by grand jury. 

. The national average of 20.0 jurors per session has not changed 
smce 1980. The average number of hours per session (5.27) has also 
remained virtually the same for years. North Carolina, Western 
reported the lowest average of grand jurors per session at 18.3 while 
West Virginia, ~orthern reported the highest average with 22.4' jurors 
p.resent per seSSIOn. The average number of hours per grand jury ses­
SIon ranged from a low of 3.91 hours in Delaware to a high of 8.00 
hours in Oklahoma, Northern. 

Table 57 provides the number of cases commenced by indict­
ment, the number of defendants proceeded against, the total number of 
grand jury s~ss~ons, ar:d the n~mber of hours in sesSion for 1979 through 
1983. Contmumg an Increasmg trend which began in 1981 the 20 069 
cas~s com~en?ed by indictment and the 31, 742 defendant~ proce~ded 
agamst. by mdlctm.ent represent rises of 9.0 percent and 8.0 percent, 
respectIvely. Until 1981, the average number of defendants indicted 
per grand jury session steadily declined. This year however marks the 
third consecutive year that the average number of defenda~ts indicted 
per session has risen. 

Table 57 
U. S. District Courts 

, 
Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Jury Sessions 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30 1979 through 1983 
Proceedings 

Average Commenced Average by Indictment Grand Defendants 
De fen- Jury Indicted per Hours Average I Defen- dants Sessions Grand Jury in Hours per Year Cases dants per Case Convened Session Session Session 

1979 •• 18,724 28,395 1.52 9,791 2.90 50,896 5.20 1980 •. 16,524 25,612 1.55 10,338 2.48 54,163 5.24 1981 •• 17,229 27,367 1.59 10,997 2.49 58,278 5.30 1982 •• 18,399 29,366 1.60 10,508 2.79 55,569 5.29 1983 •• 20,069 31,742 1.58 11,157 2.85 58,769 5.27 . 
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Petit Juror Statistics Emphasize Jury Selections 

In previous years, petit juror statistics reflected overall juror 
usage, but this year, juror activity on jury selection days is being 
highlighted. The current juror statistics, therefore, are not comparable 
with the juror statistics of previous years. 

In 1981, the General Accounting Office (GAO) examined jury 
management practices in Federal Courts. GAO criticized the Juror 
Vtilization Index (J. V.I.) as a measure of efficient juror usage. The 
J. V.I. was calculated by dividing the total number of available jurors by 
the total number of jury trial days. According to GAO, the J. V.I. was 
heavily influer~ced by trial length and often overstated a court's effi­
ciency in juror management. Based on this evaluation, GAO recom­
mended that juror statistics focus on the initial day of jury selection, 
thereby eliminating the effect of lengthy trials. The House 
Appropriations Committee agreed with GAO's findings. Consequently, 
the Judicial Conference Committee on the Operation of the Jury 
System directed the AO to revise the JS-11, Petit Juror Vsage Report 
form and instructions to highlight "first day" juror usage. The petit 
juror reporting form was revised to distinguish activity on jury selec­
tion days from activity on days after the jury was selected. This allows 
for the computa. tion of "first day" juror statistics. The district courts 
began reporting on the new form in July 1982. 

Table 58 provides the total number of available jurors (people 
called to conrt to serve) and the total number of jury trial days (the 
number of days a jury trial was in progress) in U.S. district courts 
during the last five years. The total number of available jurors rose 1.4 
percent to 640,5'17, however, this remains below the 648,929 people 
called to court in 1981. The number of jury trial days increased from 
35,263 days to 37,589 days. Civil trial days increased at a faster rate 
than criminal trial days and now account for 56.0 percent of the total. 

Table 58 
U. S. District Courts 

National Petit Juror Service 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1979 through 1983 

1983 over 1982 

Increase/ I Percent 
Petit Jurors 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 Decrease Change 

-" 1--.. .. 

TaW Available •••••••• 565,617 605,547 648,929 631,606 640,577 8,971 1.4 

Jury Trial Days •••••• ,. 28,851 32,159 35,596 35,263 37,589 2,326 6.6 

Criminal ••••••••••• 15,171 15,649 15,925 15,587 16,529 942 6.0 
Percent •••••••••• 52.6 48.7 44.7 44.2 44.0 - -

Civil •••••••••••••• 13,680 16,510 19,671 19,676 21,060 1,384 7.0 
Percent, ••••••••• 47.4 51.3 55.3 55.8 56.0 - -
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Appendix Table J-3 summarizes jury selection day activity for 
each district during the year ended June 30, 1983. As Table J-3 illus­
trates, the change in reporting juror statistics has dramatically 
affected the percentages for jurors selected, challenged, and not 
selected, serving, or challenged when compared to the overall juror 
statistics published in previous years. Three distinguishing factors 
should be noted. First, unlike the selected category of prior years, the 
1983 selected category no longer includes jurors who returned for a 
second day of trial, third day of trial, etc. Second, since challenges 
occur on voir dire days only, the actual number of challenges during the 
six month period is comparable to prior years, but the percent that the 
challenged jurors represent is not comparable. Finally, the not 
selected, serving, or challenged category no longer includes jurors who 
returned to court to serve on a subsequent day of a trial but were not 
used, nor jurors who were in travel sta tus to or from court. 

The Virgin Islands, Guam, and Northern Mariana Islands are not 
included in the following comparisons. Circumstances in these districts 
are unique, mak1ng a cCJmparison with other courts not useful. 

The national average for jurors selected was 30.1 percent with 
South Carolina reporting the highest percentage (60.3 l?ercent). This 
district's high percentage of jurors selected is a tribute to its extensive 
use of multiple voir dire. Multiple voir dire is the simultaneous exami­
nation and selectio'1 of two or more juries by one judge. This practice 
usually has a positive effect on juror statistics. In addition, South 
Carolina routinely re-uses jurors to maximize juror efficiency. Eight 
other districts reported more than one-half (50.0 percent) of their 
available jurors in the selected category. 

Puei'to Rico reported the smallest percentage of jurors as 
selected with 19.1 percent. This was due, in part, to three criminal 
juries selected in May 1983. A total of 499 jurors were called in to 
serve and only 45 (9.0 percent) were selected. 

An average of 32.4 percent of the jurors present for voir dire or 
orientation were challenged, either peremptorily or for cause. Hawaii 
reported the highest percentage of challenged jurors with 50.9 percent, 
and the Western District of North Carolina reported the smallest 
percentage of challenged jurors with 16.3 percent. 

Jurors Not Selected, Serving, or Challenged 

Jury administrators agree that the not selected, serving, or 
challenged category is where efficiency in juror usage can be improved 
substantially. From the standpoint of Congress and GAO, jurors not 
selected, se·rving, or challenged represent citizens' time and govern­
ment's money "wasted." Each litigant, however, is entitled to a certain 
number of challenges during a jury selection as well as an opportunity 
to settle in a. civil case or plead guilty in a criminal case up to the last 
minute. Any of these options could result in "wasted" jurors. An 
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additional problem arises when jury managers call the appropriate 
number of jurors to cover all anticipated challenges in a case, all 
anticipa ted challenges are not exercised, and the unchallenged jurors 
are ultimately reported as not selected, serving, or challenged. 

The Northern District of Ohio reported the greatest percentage 
(60.1 percent) of jurors as not selected, serving, or challenged. In 
addition, six other districts reported more than one-half (50.0 percent) 
of their available jurors as not selected, serving, or challenged. Ohio, 
Northern's large percentage of unused jurors was due, in part, to a 
notorious organized crime case in November 1982, which involved 
multiple defendants. A total of 572 jurors were called for this case 
alone. The selection process lasted six days, as each prospective juror 
was required to complete a 23 page' questionnaire. Excuses were 
granted during the first five days with selection beginning on the sixth 
day. From a panel of 55 qualified jurors, 18 were selected, 31 were 
challenged and 6 were not selected or challenged. 

Conversely, the Southern District of Alabama consistently 
reports a small number of jurors as not selected, primarily due to the 
judges' extensive use of the multiple voir dire technique of selecting 
jurors. During the year ended ,June 30, 1983, this district reported only 
53 jurors (3.9 percent) in this category, averaging less than one 
"wasted" juror per jury selected. 

Trials for approximately 78 percent (7,615) of the 9,769 juries 
selected started on the same day they were selected. The remaining 
2,154 juries either started trial on a later day or not at all. South 
Carolina selected the largest number of juries (423), but only 9.0 per­
cent (38) of them started trial on the day they were selected. Again, 
this is primarily due to this district's extensive use of multiple voir 
dire. For example, it is not uncommon for more than ten juries to be 
picked on a single day in this district. Conversely, Pennsylvania, 
Eastern selected 383 juries, with 382 of them starting on the same 
day. Delaware selected the fewest number of juries with 17. All 17 
trials started on the day the jury was selected. 

FEDERAL PUBLIC/COMMUNITY DEFENDERS 

The recent opening of Hawaii's Federal public defender's office 
in December 1982 raised the total number of defender offices to 40. 

The overall activity in all the defender offices increased during 
the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. The defender offices 
were assigned a total of 26,381 cases, up 13.9 percent from the 23,168 
cases assigned in 1982. The number of criminal defendants represented 
rose 16.5 percent and other representations (including appeals) 
increased 8.8 percent. Table 59 summarizes the number and type of 
cases opened, closed and pending in the defender organizations during 
the past five years. 
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Table 59 
Representations by Federal Public and Community Defender Organizations 

During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 19'/9 through 1983 

Percent 
Change 
1983/ 

Representations 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1982 

Offices in Operation •••••••• 39 39 39 39 40 -
Total Representations 

Cases Opened •••••••••••••.• 21,254 21,025 23,457 23,168 26,381 13.9 
Cases Closed • • • • • . • • • • • • • • . 21,790 20,576 22,488 22,668 25,879 14.2 
Pending on June 30 ••••••••••• 4,841 5,290 6,259 6,759 7,261 7.4 

Criminal Representations 
Cases Opened ••••••••.•••••• 14,040 13,785 16,066 15,291 17,810 16.5 
Cases Closed ••••••••••••••• 14,710 13,583 15,530 14,982 17,416 16.6 
Pending on June 30 ••••••••••• 2,895 3,097 3,633 I 3,942 4,276 8.5 

Other Representations. 

8,571 8.8 Cases Opened ••••••••••••••• 7,214 7,240 7,391 '1,877 
Cases Closed • • • • • < • • • • • • • • • 7,080 6,993 6,958 7,686 8,403 9.3 
Pending on June 30 •• > •••••••• 1,946 2,193 2,626 2,817 2,985 6.0 

• This category includes both the appeals and other representations shown in Appendix Table 
K-l. 

Appendix Table K-1 provides detailed statistical information on 
the case activity of each defender office. during the ~ear ended 
June 30, 1983. The information is classified mto three major types of 
representations: criminal, appeals, and other. The la~t category 
includes representations for habeas corpus, parole/ probation revoc.a­
tion witness and motions to correct or reduce sentence. The statis­
tics'in this r~port cover only those representati0!ls provide~ by Federal 
defenders and, therefore, exclude representations by pflv~te. panel 
attorneys under the Criminal Justice Act of 1964. Th?s.e statistics are 
available in the Report to the United States JudICIal Conference 
Committee to Implement the Criminal Justice Acta 

In California, Southern) 963 more cases were opened this ye,ar 
compared to last year Much of th~s in~rea~e w~s due to substantial 
increases in represei Hons involvmg ImmIgration laws and petty 
offenses. In Florida, Southern, 317 more cases were opened over last 
year, many involving drug violations. 

The defender office in the Southern Di~trict of Ca~ifornia 
reported the greatest number of case openings WIth 4,311, WhICh was 
28.8 percent more than the 3,348 openings in 1982. The se~on~ larg~st 
number of openings was reported by the New York organIzatIOn WIth 
1,879. The office in California, Central opened 1,609 ca~es follow:ed by 
Missouri, Western (with 1,6n6) which again rep~rted an .mcrease m the 
number of court directed prisoner representations pf l!1mates. of th.e 
U.S. Medical Center for Federal Prisoners at .Sprmg~leld, MIssourI. 
There WGre 1,039 of these prisoner representations thIS year. These 
four offices accounted for over one-third of all defender representa­
tions. West Virginia, Southern and Kentucky, Eastern reported the 
smallest number of case openings with 156 each. 
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A total of 30 out of 40 offices reported increases in the number 
of cases opened this year. The largest percentage increase (58.6 
percent) was reported by Nevada, whic~ ~pened 533 new.case.s in 1983 
compared to 336 the previous year. ThIS mcrease was prImarIly due to 
the continuing efforts of the U.S. attorney's office in investigating and 
prosecuting food stamp fraud. The Distric~ of Puerto Rico also 
reported a SUbstantial increase (54.1 percent) m the number of cases 
opened due to an increase in drug cases. Ohio, Northern, on the other 
hand, opened 25.9 percent fewer cases than a year ago. 

Federal defenders disposed of 25,879 cases during 1983, an 
increase of 14.2 percent over the 22,668 cases closed in 1982. Of the 
closings 17,476 (67.5 percent) were criminal matters; 859 (3.3 percent) 
were ap~eals, and 7,544 (29.2 percent) were other representations. The 
defender organization in the Southern District of California terminated 
the greatest number of cases at 4,239 while West Virginia, Southern 
reported the fewest case closings with only 149. Leadin~ the 33 offices 
which reported increases in the percentage of case closmgs was Puerto 
Rico which reported a 100.5 percent increase in case dispositions over , . 
last year. Nevada, Massachusetts, and Florida, Southern, also experI-
enced large increases in dispositions, reporting increases of 62.8 
percent, 45.3 percent and 45.2 percent, respectively. The largest 
declines in terminations were reported by Tennessee, Western, down 
15.9 percent and New York, which closed 9.2 percent fewer cases than 
a year ago. 

Federal defenders spent an average of 1.8 hours in court per 
closed case. Ohio, Northern reported the highest average at 4.0 hours 
per closed case. The Western District of Missouri reported the lowest 
average of hours per closed case with 0.5. This was primarily due to 
the short amount of in-court time needed to dispose of its many repre­
sentations of inmates at the U.S. Medical Center for Federal Prisoners. 

A total of 7,261 cases remained pending on June 30, 1983. This 
represents a 7.4 percent increase in the pending caseload compared to 
1982. The largest numerical increase was recorded by Florida, 
Southern (165 additional cases), however, Tennessee, Middle reported 
the largest percentage increase (51.6 percent). Puerto Rico reduced 
their pending case load from 73 in 1982 to 29 in 1983. 
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U.s. MAGISTRATES 

Misdemeanor Cases 

Magistrates disposed of 93,543 misdemeanor cases, including 
petty offenses, during the twelve-month period ended June 30, 1983, an 
increase of 7.9 percent from the previous year. Of the total misde­
meanor caseload handled by magistrates this year 79,039 were petty 
offenses, an increase of 8.1 percent from last year. Petty offense 
cases involving immigration, drug laws, and mail violations decreased 
slightly this year while cases involving all other C'ategories of offenses 
increased. 

The remaining 14,504 misdemeanor cases were above the level 
of petty offenses, an increase of 6.7 percent from the 13,589 cases 
reported in 1982. Traffic charges, such as driving while intoxicated, 
accounted for 7,739 of the cases, an increase from last year's figure of 
7,345. Other non-petty misdemeanor cases involving theft, drug laws, 
trespassing and fraud, increased during the year, while all other cate­
gories of violations declined. 

Of the 93,543 misdemeanors coming before magistrates this 
year, 16,773 received a full trial on the merits, including 86 jury 
trials. There were 58,358 defendants who pled guilty, and the remain­
ing 18,412 misdemeanor charges were dismissed in open court by the 
magistra tes. Of the 16,773 defendants who participated in full trials 
before magistrates, 10,114 were convicted of the charges against 
them. Defendants appealed the magistrate's decision in 174 criminal 
cases during the year. 
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Table 60 shows the number of misdemeanor cases disposed of by 
U.S. magistrates for 1979 throug~ 1?83, ?lassified by nature o~ 
offense. Table 61 indicates the ten dIstrIcts wIth ~he largest number of 
misdemeanor cases disposed of by magistrates durmg the twelve-month 
period ended June 30, 1983. 

Table 61 
U.s. District Courts 

Districts with the Highest Number of Misdemeanors 
Disposed of by Magistrates 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Immi-
Districts Total Traffic gration 

Virginia, Eastern ......... 11,552 8,601 2 
Maryland ............... 7,898 7,242 1 
Texas, Western ...•....... 7,194 4,269 2,196 
California, Northern •...... 4,985 4,014 -
California, Southern ....... 4,266 613 3,231 
Oklahoma, Western ........ 3,792 3,504 -
Colorado ............... 3,359 2,914 13 
Texas, Southern .....•.... 3,333 201 2,738 
Kentucky, Western ......•• 3,309 2,654 -
Georgia, Southern .....••.. 2,729 2,401 -

Initial Proceedings 

Other 

2,949 
655 
729 
977 
422 
288 
432 
394 
655 
328 

The number of initial proceedings in criminal cases conducted by 
U.S. magistrates during the year increased by 4.3 percent, from 93,878 
last year to 97,936 this year. 

Applications for arrest warrants considered by magistrates rose 
from 10,680 in 1982 to 10,957 for the twelve month period ended June 
30, 1983. The number of summonses sought increased from 1.,022 to 
1,053. Search warrant applications also showed a modest gam from 

. 6,170 to 6,555 for the same period. 

The number of initial appearances before magistrates of de­
fendants in criminal cases increased 3.7 percent from 38,677 last year 
to 40 108 for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. This total 
includes 5 085 appearances of material witnesses, 3,760 appearances of 
defendant~ under Rule 40 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, 
and 1,509 appearances of probatio~ers: ~agistra~es reported 13,408 
applications for review of bail det~rmI~atIons durmg the year, a 1.3 
percent increase from the 8,301 applIcatIons reported last year. 

Preliminary examinations conducted by m~gistrates in?r~ased 
from 4,650 to 4~681 during this period. This total mcludes prelIm mary 
examinations of 541 probation violators, and 1,019 hearmgs of de­
fendants under Rule 40 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 
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During the year, magistrates conducted 22,995 post-indictment 
arraignments under Rule 10 of the Federal Rules of Criminal 
Procedure, an 8.0 percent increase from the 21,296 arraignments 
conducted last year. Grand juries in 78 districts returned indictments 
to magistrates at 3,179 separate sessions. 

Magistrates also reported a total of 4,fi14 other duties com­
pleted during the year, pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(a). 
These include reviews of 1,259 applications for administrative inspec­
tion warrants, presiding over 1,790 judgment debtor hearings, 596 
orders of entry, and 130 deposition proceedings. 

Criminal n Additional Duties" 

Magistrates handled 28,336 "additional duties" in criminal cases 
in 85 of the 92 districts covered by the Federal Magistrate Act, an 
increase of 5.0 percent over the 26,983 such duties completed last 
year. 

Magistrates conducted 3,529 pretrial conferences or omnibus 
hearings in 47 districts during the year. They also reviewed 21,330 
contested pretrial motions in 78 districts, including 15,517 "non-dispos­
itive" motions decided by written orders, 3,474 "non-dispositive" mo­
tions decided by full written opinions, and 2,339 "dispositive" motions 
in which magistrates submitted findings and recommended actions 
under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b)(1)(B). Magistrates also completed 
3,470 other duties in criminal cases under authority of Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 636(b). These duties include writs, final probation revocation 
hearings, calendar calls, appeals conferences and consent verification 
hearings in international prisoner transfers. 

Civil "Additional Duties" 

The volume of duties in civil cases handled by magistrates for 
the district judges continues to increase. During the year., magistrates 
completed 117,711 "additional duties" in non-prisoner civil cases in 89 
of the 92 districts covered by the Federal Magistrate Act, a substantial 
24.7 percent above the 94,394 such duties handled last year . 

During the twelve month perIod ended June 30, 1983, magis­
trates in 85 district courts conducted 29,695 pretrial conferences in 
civil cases assigned to the district judges, including 12,684 initial 
pretrials, 7,643 discovery conferences, 4,094 settlement conferences, 
and 5,274 final pretrial conferences. In 85 districts they reviewed 
72,813 contested pretrial motions in civil cases including 58,256 "non­
dispositive" motions decided by written orders, 7,486 "non-dispositive" 
motions decided by full written orders, and 7 ,071 "dispositive ll matters 
in which the magistrates submitted findings and recommended deci­
sions to the court under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b)(1)(B). 
Magistrates served as special masters on 545 occasions in 38 districts. 
The 6,588 reports and recommendations on Social Security appeals in 
79 districts completed by magistrates during the year represented a 
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45.6 percent increase over the 4,532 such reports completed the previ­
ous year. Additionally, they handled 912 calendar calls, 871 I.R.S. 
enforcement proceedings, selected 280 juries for the district judges, 
presided over 220 naturalization proceedings, and completed 5,787 
other duties in civil cases assigned to the district judges. 

Prisoner Petitions 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, magis­
trates in 85 districts submitted reports and recommendations in 18,543 
prisoner cases, an increase of 12.0 percent over the 16,551 reports 
submitted last year. 

This year's reports and recommendations included 7,232 after an 
initial review of the petition, 10,212 after a full review, and 1,099 
after a full review and an evidentiary hearing. The types of petitions 
reviewed by magistrates included 2,350 federal habeas, 5,632 state 
habeas, and 10,561 civil rights petitions. 

Evidentiary Proceedings 

Appendix Table M-5 reflects the implementation of the 1978 and 
1979 a.mendments to the Federal Magistrate Act which more clearly 
authorized magistrates to conduct evidentiary proceedings, including 
full trials of civil cases upon the consent of the p'arties. The 4,313 
trials and other evidentiary proceedings conducted by ma.gistra.tes in 89 
districts during the year ended June 30, 1983, provided significant 
assistance to the district judges. 

Magistrates conducted 916 evidentiary hearings in criminal 
cases in 54 districts and 863 hearings in civil cases in 73 districts. 
There were 1,099 hearings conducted by magistrates in prisoner cases 
in 70 districts. These figures are slightly below the 975 criminal, 898 
civil, and 1,162 prisoner hearings conducted by magistrates last year. 

Further, magistrates completed 545 special master references 
this year in 38 districts, a decrease from the 588 references completed 
in 1982. E.E.O.C. (Title Vn) cases accounted for 115 of the special 
master references, 73 were determinations of damages, 49 were de~ 
terminations of attorney's fees, and 308 involved other special master 
references. 

In accordance with the The Federal Magistrate Act of 1979, a 
magistrate who has been specifically designated by the district court to 
exercise civil trial jurisdiction under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(c) 
may, upon the consent of the litigants, conduct any and all proceedings 
in a civil case including the trial of the case. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

DUTIES PERFORMED BY 
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATES 

ADDITIONAL 
DUTIES: 
164,590 (45.3%) 

12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30,1983 

Total (all matters) = 363,710 

Other: 

TRIAL 
JURISDICTION: 
93,543 (25.7%) 

Social Security: (1.8%) (3.3%) 

\ I 

Pretrial Conferenr9s: (9.1 %) 

CIVIL CONSENT CASES: 3,127 (0.9%) 

Petty Offenses: (21.7%) 

}~f~~a!~~~~~~~}i~\ Misdemeanors 
~~ _____ (Other than 

Petty): (4.0%) 

-Bail Review: (2.3%) 

Arraignments: (6.3%) 

Warrants: (5.1 %) 

PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS 
IN CRIMINAL CASES: 

102,450 (28.2%) 
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During the year, 155 magistrates in 70 districts terminated 
3,127 civil cases on consent of the parties, an increase of '27.5 percent 
over the 2,452 cases completed the previous year. There were 2,237 
cases terminated without a trial being held and 890 cases were com­
pleted after trial. Magistrates presided over 307 jury trials and 583 
non-jury trials during the yeSlr. 

The leading categories of cases terminated by magistrates 
during the year, on consent of the parties, included: prisoner petitions 
(763); torts (602); contract (506); non-prisoner civil rights (344); social 
security (320); labor (95); personal property (92); and real property 
(76). The basis of jurisdiction for these cases included: United States 
plaintiff (229); United States defendant (602); Federal question (1,521); 
and diversity of citizenship (775). 

Of the 890 civil trials reported by magistrates during the year, 
69 required at least one full week of trial time. Nine of these cases 
required at least two weeks for trial. 

There were 223 full-time magistrate positions authorized for' 
appointment on October 1, 1982. During the twelve month period 
ended June 30, 1983, full-time magistrates handled 294,127 matters, 
80.9 . percent of the total disposed of by magistrates nationally. The 
remaining 69,583 proeeedings were conducted by part-time magistrates 
and combination clerk of court or bankruptcy judge-magistrates. 

Full-time magistrates conducted 86.0 percent of the preliminary 
proceedings in criminal cases, 50.3 percent of the misdemeanor cases, 
and 94.7 percent of the "additional duties" completed during the year. 
Table 62 shows the breakdown of matters handled by full-time magis­
trates vis-a-vis part-time and combination magistrates for the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1983. 

At least two full-time magistrates had been authorized fot' 
appointment in each of the 25 largest district courts by October 1, 
1982. The extent to which these full-time positions have been used in 
each of these courts is reflected in Table 63. 
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TABLE GZ 
MAnERS HANDLED BY FULL-TIME, PART-TIME AND COMBINATION MAOISTRATES 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

ACTlYITY 
TOTAL FULL-TIME 

TRIAL JURISDICTION CASES .•..•..• ...... , .. ,., ....... 9315.3 047021 
MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES 
PETTY OFFENSES. , • , • •• •••• ..,.,., 14,60. lD,183 

79,039 38,858 
PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS 

" . ... , .... ., .... 102.50 B8098 
SEARCH WARRANTS. 
ARREST WARRANTS/S~SE5 8.1555 5,937 
INITIAL APPURANCES • 12,010 10,209 
IroIATERIAL WITNESSES 35,023 29,1594 
BAIL r,"'1IEWS .• '. 

" . 5,086 3,11! .. , ... ,. 8,.08 7.649 
PRELIIAINARY EXAMINATIONS .. , 
GRAND JURY RETURNS 4.881 4,040 
"RRAIGNMENTS ' ... 3.179 2,990 
OTHER 

.. .. , .. 22,99! 20,U6 
4,514 .,106 

ADDITIONAL DUTIES. 
1641590 t!55 925 

CRIMINAL 
MOTIONS IAI 28,336 27.423 
MOTIONS IB, 18.991 1.,471 

1 EVIDENTIARY 'HEARINGS) 2.339 2,288 

I'''' I·." PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 
CALENDAR CALLS 3,529 3,395 
OTHER .. 100 ." 2,'77 2.6DB 

CIVIL 
PRETRIAL' CONFE'RENCES 

.. ... 
""'" 11'1.71 1 111,363 

MOTIONS (AI .. " . .. 29.895 27.798 
MOTIONS (B'. 

,.", 115.742 02,294 
(EVIDENTIARY H'E~RIHGS) 7,071 8,a6! 

,'.3) 1792) 
SOCIAL SECURITY 
SPECIAL M4STERSHIPS 8,588 6,355 
CALENDAR CALLS ... ". OTHER .• .,2 '0< 

7,158 8,911 
PRISONER LITIGATION, , 

STATE HABEAS .. 18.543 17.139 
FEDERAL HABEAS: • 5,632 5,254 
CIVIL RIGHTS. 2,350 2,130 

IEYIDENTIARV HE~RiNGSI' • : 10,561 9,765 
11,0 •• , (1,0371 

CIVIL CONSENT CASES .••• , .•• , ,., , ,.,. ... , ...... ,.". 3127 3085 

~~~~;~~~;:: ::::::: :::. ::::::: :::: ::::: ..... 2,231 2,207 
301 2 •• ....... , .. , ... , ...... 
"3 n. 

9n1 

COMa I NATI ON 

.80415 47' 

4,2158 70 
.',779 '02 

12.19 193! 

." •• 1.547 26< 
4,710 .,. 
t,970 ". "0 

". .3 
11. " 1,988 "3 
272 13. 

3182 5483 

'.3 3'0 
2.0 230 
3. 12 

12., 12, 

•• •• 3' 2 
12. .0 

1.768 4,582 
73. 1,1152 
.2< 2,824 
12< 2B2 
13) ,'B) 

133 100 • 23 
'3 3. ., ". ,., ." 255 123 

10. '" '.3 313 

I'" lIB' 

., 
3. , 
• 
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TABLE 63 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY FULL-TIME MAGISTRATE POSITIONS IN THE 26 LARGE DISTRICT COURTS 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1963 

ACTIVITY NY.S PA.E CA.C IL.N DC LA.E i'X.S MI.E FL.S 

TRIAL JURISDICTION CASES ..••..••..•.••.•.•... ~_~19~5~ __ ~3~3~3~ __ ~5~3~7+-__ ~1~0~D~6+-__ ~1~00~ __ ~3~49~ ___ I~B~I~3~ _____ 1~7~6+-__ ~3~5~2_ 

MISDEMEANORS On:!;R THAN PETTY OFFENSES •..••. B7 45 51 4 91 25 190 13 240 
PETTY OFFENSES. . • . . . . . . • . • . . • . • . . . • . . • . . . 10::' 2BB 4B6 1,002 9 324 1,623 163 112 

PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS .•....•..••.•......•.. ~~2~60~1~ __ ~2~O~9~5~ __ ~4~1~9~6+-__ ~1~5~6~0+-__ ~1~0~40~ __ ~1~7~13~ __ ~5~2~1~3~ __ ~I~B~3~6+-__ ~7~4~9~3_ 

SEARCH WARRANTS.......................... 512 166 439 152 55 40 125 lBB 329 
ARREST WARRANTS/SUMMONSES. . . • . . • . • . . . • . . . . 636 359 306 285 110 146 425 17B 457 
~H~1iLA~~¥~~~~~~S. : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 1,24~ 54~ 1,4n 53~ 46~ 52~ 1'3~g 63~ 2'~~1 
BIL REVIEWS............................. 130 46 327 09 79]' 121 3B2 B7 1,144 

PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS. .• . • • . . • . . . • . . . .. 15 222 33 217 161 57 206 32 231 
GRAND JURY RETURNS.. .. .. .... .. .. .. .. .. .... 26 142 161 3 112 64 129 141 2BO 
ARRAIGNMENTS......... .•..•... ..••..•.. . . 4 54B 1,214 144 50, 743 1,319 559 2,006 
OTHER.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . 26 64 209 12B 1/ 14 174 14 71 

ADDITIONAL DUTIES •..............••..•....•.. r-~3~26~6~--~2~4~1~0Y---~2~0~5~7+---~2~7~2~B+-__ ~1~6~O~3r-~B~2~76~ ___ I~a~7w9~--~3~4~4~7+---~7~2~4~7-

CRIMINAL.... . . • . . . . •. . • • . •••• . • . . • . • • . •• 124 358 217 57 209 730 271 460 5,572 
MOTIONS yA) ............................. 7 165 18 37 72 562 174 30 5,165 
MOTIONS B)............................. 2 172 1 18 1 47 7 20 137 

(EVIDEN IARY HEAkINGS) .................. (40) (4) (3) (10) (13) (-) (3) (-) (30) 

PRETRIAL CONFERENCES. • • . . . . • • . . . . . . • . . • . • 3 - 6 - - 42 - 372 57 
CALENDAR CALLS ••••• _ • , , , ••• , ••••• _ • • • • • • 66 - 17 - 30 - 5 20 
OTHER.. ................................ 46 21 175 2 108 79 85 18 

CIVIL ...•........•......••.......••..... 3,046 1,550 1,361 2,643 1,3
4

9
0

4
5

7,122 711 2,115 
PRETRIAL CONFERENCES. . • . . • . . . . . . • . •. . . . • . 1,740 B93 130 1,601 l,B1B 277 132 
MOTIONS yA) • • • . . • . • . • • • • . . . . . . . • . . • . . • . . I,OB 1 421 BOl 752 BBO 4,B7B 347 B57 
MOTIONS B)............................. 159 43 19B 217 25 136 lli 34 

(EYIDEN IARY HEARINGS) .................. (46) (3) (5) (16) (4) (12) (25) (5) 

~~£I~~,Sg~!:!f!!!X .. ~.:,..:.···· ...•..•..••••.•.•. 30 lB~ 2Q~ 57 1'-0- 80 as 1,0'1. 56 
c. .... cC",,&.. """'0 I chanJ. ro .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35 9 122 2 
CALENDAR CALLS • . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . • - 20 - 73 13 1 5 

213 

1,223 
11 

1,084 
13 

(4) 

56 

OTHER. • . . . . . . • • . • • • . . . • • . • • . . . . . . . . • • • • 1 7 6 7 1 75 34 55 47 

PRISONER LITIGATION •...•.•....•.•.•.••••• 96 502 479 28 - 424 897 872 452 
STATE HABEAS .......... " .. .. .. .. .... .. .. 47 160 212 6 - 136 254 175 240 
FEDERAL HABEAS . . . . • . . . • • • . . • . . • . • • . • . • • . 24 31 139 13 - 23 40 57 46 
CIVIL RIGHTS. .... .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. • .... .. . 25 311 128 9 - 265 603 640 166 

(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS) .................. (4) (3) (22) (9) (-) (41) (79) (17) (6) 

CIYILCONSENTCASES ..•..•..•......•....•..•. r-____ ~8~----~3~2~----~1~7+-__ --~2~4+---~1~10~----~14~-----1~6~------~2+-____ ~3_ 

WITHOUTTRIAL............................ 2 17 10 13 B7 10 B 1 
JURY THIAL .•.•..•.•....•.•......•....•.• - 7 3 1 19 3 4 1 
NON-JURY TRIAL .......••.....•..•.•..••.•• L-____ ~6~. ____ ~8~ ____ ~4~ ____ ~1~0~ _____ 4~ ____ ~1~ ____ ~4w_ _______ -~ ____ ~3_ 
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TABLE 63 /I:;ONTINUEDI 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY FULL-TIME MAGISTRAtlE POSITIO~S IN THE 26 LARGE DISTRICT COURTS 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

l> 

ACTIVITY FL.M TX.N SC VA.E AZ PR AL.N CA.S 

TRIAL JURiSDICTION CASES. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 253 113 101 7767 500 120 482 3355 

MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES. • • • • • • • 65 2 57 1,754 32 26 176 159 
PETTY OffENSES ............................ 188 111 44 6,013 468 94 30\' 3,196 

PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS •••••••••••••••••.•• "'r-~2~2~4~3r-__ ~1~3~5~6r-____ ~1~1~86~ ____ ~1~35~5~ __ ~2~2~8~0~ ____ '~16~4~ ____ ~7~8~3~ ___ ~n,400 

SEARCH WARRANTS •••.••••••••••••••••••••••• 61 59 34 loa 98 22 42 211 
ARREST WARRANTS/SUMMONSES •••••••.•••••••••• 228 142 176 234 154 54 53 292 
INITIAL APPEARANCES. • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • . • 633 846 305 368 640 464 177 1,705 
MATERIAL WITNESSES . ....... I • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 53 48 1 12 340 24 - 1.040 
BAIL REVIEWS •••••..•.•• '" •• •• •• • • ••• •• • . • 232 149 119 56 253 99 14 801 

PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS.... ... ............ 113 82 81 198 81 91 13 96 
GRANO JURY RETlJRNS .. • .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . 155 - 20 43 72 28 12 13 
ARRAIGNMENTS.. .. .. .. • .. • .. • .. • .. .. .. • .. .. • 681 1 4 '8 176 479 375 459 1,072 
OTHIOR .. ........ .. ... ... ........ .. .. .. ... • 131 29 32 174 163 7 8 170 

ADD I TIONAL DUTI ES •••••••••.•••••••••.•••••••• 1--:t..5~9.£:.2::!..4 +-__ ..!.1 ,-,1.l<8~7+-____ .!.Jl L>:,9~4 3"+ ____ !.L1 0~5:!:4!..j-____ 6=0~ i-_-:lJ4 L>:,5:..7 4=4-__ ---'" ~4"",2~3 r-____ :<.8;::.,5 ...... 1 

CRIMINAL .••.•••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• 2,652 44 203 3 87 465 686 262 
MOTIONS (AI ......... ' • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1,7

,0
79

7 
43 41 1 - 335 299 7 

MO'nONS LB ••••••...••••••••••••••••.•• . - 18 - - 7 108 -
(EVIDENIIARY HEARINGS) ................... (61) (-) (16) \ 1) (-) (61 (51 (1) 

PRETRIAL CONFERENCES. • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • 511 1 109 - - 42 279 210 
CALENDAR CALLS ••••••••••.•••••••••••.••.• - - - - - 74 
OTHER ........ ........... , ...•...•........ 256 - 36 2 87 7 

CIVIL. • ••. . . •• .• ••. •••••••• •• • . . • •• . • •••• 2,6
,9
7

7
7 787 ,,54, 6

7 
667 128 3,9

50
93

3 PRETRIAL CONFERENCES. • • • • • • . • . • . • • • • • • • • • • 361 91 6 
MOTIONS yAI ............. ......... ....... • 2,248 361 1,139 454 102 3,35

52
1 

MOTIONS B •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 24 41 14 4 
(EVIDEN IARY HEARINGS I ................... (19) (1) (19) (12) (-) (51 

SOCIAL SECURITY.. ............. ........... HI 24 311 34 13 18 
SPECIAL MASTERSfllPS • , • • • • • . • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • 1 1 59 10 
CALENDAR CALLS ••••••••••••••••••••.••••.• - - - 11 67 

323 
54 

198 
39 

( 5) 

12 
14 

OTHER • • • • • • • • • • . • • . . • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • 6t' 9 6 67 3 2 6 

PRISONER LITIGATION. • .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. • .. .. 595 356 194 384 388 116 414 
STATE HABEAS. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . 238 220 ·,19 163 111 69 156 

46 

588 
361 
207 

12 
(20) 

4 

4 

1 

FEDERAL HABEAS •.. . . . . . . • • . • . . . . . . . • • . . . . . 13 52 103w7D 26 21 - 56 
CIVIL RIGHTS •••••••••••••.••••••••••••• , • 344 84 205 256 47 202 1 

(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS) ................... (41\ (5) (7) (41) (11) (-) (5) (-) 

CIVIL CONSENTCASES ••••••••••.••••••••••••..•• r-__ -..!.1~3t-____ -"-7+-______ ~1r_----~15~7~------~-1_--------~------~-~----~7~6-

WITHOUT TRIAL. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • . • • • • • • 9 - - 108 - - - 69 
JURY TRIAL. • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 - - 4 - - - 1 
NON-JURY TRIAL ••••• '" •••••••••• , •.••••••• ~ ____ ~3~ ____ ~7~ ______ ~1~ ____ ~45~ _______ -~ _______ -~ _______ -J-______ •. ~6~ 



.-.",-... 

It 
!I 

\ 

--~--- ~-~~-.--------~ 

TABLE 63 (CONTINUED) 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY FULL-TIME MAGISTRAtE POSITIONS IN THE 25 LARGE DISTRICT COURTS 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1963 

ACTIVITY CA,N NJ GA.N MA NY.E PA.W OH.N MD 

TRIAL JURISDICTION CASES •••..••••.••.•••.••.. r-__ ~1~7~95~ ____ ~74~7~ _____ 5~5~5~ ____ ~5~5~ ____ ~8~6~0~ ____ ~4~9~ ____ ~9~6~ __ ~5~0~8~7_ 

MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES ••• , •. • 155 229 250 11 457 4 19 944 
PETTY OFFENSES ...................... ".. 1.640 518 305 44 403 45 77 4.143 

PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS ••...•..•••.•....••••• ~ __ 2~7~09~ _____ ~!~~b~-2~ ____ 1~2~3~6y-___ l~3~7~1~ ____ ~1~9~1~8~ __ ~1~0~6~7+-__ ~1~1~7~9+-__ ~1~7~6~6~ 

SEARCH WARRANTS ••.•• " • • . • • • • • • • •• . • • . • • . 245 153 58 125 149 78 73 243 
ARREST WARRANTS/SUMMONSES ••.••.••.••.•••.• 303 122 92 104 302 110 21, 1 279 
INITIAL APPEARANCES.. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. . 912 499 396 470 938 333 221 580 
MATERIAL WITNESSES. . • . . • . • . . • . • • • • • . • • . • • • 17 IS 1 8 1 5 
BAIL REVIEWS.. .. .. .. .. • ... .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. 407 48 66 91 115 61 29 

PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS ..•••.•.••.••.•••• 79 21 34 56 41 97. 77 
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27 
GRAND JURY RETURNS ... ....... , ...... , . ,. . .. - 124 78 89 2.1/~ 76 58 
ARRAIGNMENTS. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. ... • .. • 717 31 459 313 .. 242 396 449 
OTHER. • • • • • . • • • • • • • . • • • • . • • . . • • . • • • • • • • . 29 49 52 115 86 70 79 73 

ADDITIONAL DUTIES ••••••••..•.••••.••..•••••. ~ __ 4~5~B9~ __ ~5~29~1~ __ ~3~11~6Y-__ ~6~22~6Y-____ ~2~9~1~0~ __ ~3~1~4~4+-__ ~3~2~2~7+-____ ~9wl~9_ 

CRIMINAL. • .• •. •• ••.•. . ••••. •• •••• . •. •••• 207 13 1.171 3.261 13 297 493 133 
MOTIONS yAj ••.•••..••••••••••••...••. • • • 27 6 708 3.194 - 255 242 3 
MOTIONS B ••••.•.••••...•••....••••••.• 26 - 187 33 - 23 80 -

(EVIDEN IARY HEARINGS) •.•••••••••.•.•••• (12) (5) (43) (15) (-) (2) (7) (-) 

PRETRIAL CONFERENCES. . • . • . • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • 5 - 230 3 - 5 130 
CALENDAR CALLS .......................... 112 - 2 7 - - 23 1 
OTHER. .. .. • .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. • ..... 37 7 44 24 13 14 18 129 

CIVIL •.••••.•••.••.•.••••• " •• . • • . . • . • . . ';.382 5.207 1.494 2.88
6

2
1 

2.888 2.511 2.574 406 
PRETRIAL CONFERENCES. . . • . . . • . • • • • • . • • • • • • 398 ~.493 57 1.826 42 675 151 
MOTIONS yAj .••••••••..•.••••••••.••••••• 575 1,09G 1.065 2.440 710 1'390906 1.342 69 
MOTIONS B ............................. - - 29 567' 146 319 83 212 58 

(EVIDEN IARY HEARINGS) .................. '14) (1) (16) (5) (13) (-) (37) (14) 

SOCIAL SECURITY. .......... • ........ ..... 1 1 173 39 156 166 272 92 
SPECIAL MASTERSHIPS .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. • 9 18 1 :! 1 6 3 2 
CALENDAR CALLS •••.•.•••••••••••••••••••• 90 17 4 2 - - 28 2 
OTHER .•.••••.•• " . " .. " • • • • • • • • •. •••• 3.280 15 48 19 112 1 42 32 

PRISONER LITIGATION................... .... - 71 4151 83 9 336 160 380 
STATE HABEAS • • . • • • • • • • . . • • • • . • • . . • . • • • . • - 34 240 37 6 59 94 78 
FEDERAL HABEAS. • . • . . • • • • . • . • . . • • • . • . • • • • - 2 31 4 3 12 16 23 
CIVIL RIGHTS. • • • • • . • • . • . • . . • . • • • • • . • • • • • - 35 180 42 - 265 50 279 

(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS) .................. (-) (2) (17) (21) (1) (27) (11) (38) 

CIVIL CONSENT CASES ••••.••...•••.•••••••••••. r-____ ~70~ ____ ~4~1~ ______ ~64_----~9Y_------~3~84_------~6~--~2~0~0~----~9~4-

WITHOUT TRIAL.. .. .. .. .... .. .. .. ... .. .. .. • 51 25 4 5 22 3 172 67 
JURY TRIAL. • • . • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • . • . . • • . • . • • . 5 6 - , 8 2 10 5 
NON-JURY TRIAL ..•. , . , . , , .•. , , . . . . . . . • . . . • 14 10 2 3 8 1 18 22 
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FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 

After four years of declines, the number of persons under the 
supervision of the Federal Probation System rose to 60,180 on June 30, 
1983 from 58,373 at the close of last year. The increase of 1,807 or 3.1 
percent was the first since 1978 when the national caseload was 
reported at 66,681 persons. The number of persons received for 
supervision, excluding transfers, rose 7.1 percent this year to 33,784. 
The number of persons removed from supervision declined by 288 or 
less than one percent to 32,151. Appendix Table E-1 provides the 
number of persons received for supervision and removed in each 
district during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 

Persons Received for Supervision Increases S'econd Consecutive Year 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, there were 
33,7.84 persons received on probation terms and for the remainder of 
prison terms following release from institutions. This was an increase 
of 2,253 or 7.1 percent over last year's total of 31,501 and 4,209 
greater than the number received during 1981. 

\ Table 64 shows that a rise of 2,284 in persons received from 
courts, from 21,754 last year to 24,038 this year, accounted for aU of 
the total increase of persons received. There were 1,302 more 
probationers received from judges and 825 more received from u.S. 
magistrates this year. The number received on pretrial diversion was 
up also by 157. 

Year 

1975 ••••• 

1976 ••••• 

1977 ••••• 

1978 ••••• 

1979 ..... 

1980 ••••• 

1981 ••••• 

1982 ••••• 

1983 ••••• 

Change 
Since 
1982 •••• 

Table 64 
Federal Probation System 

Persons Received for Supervision by Type ot Supervision (Excludes Transfers) 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1983 

From District Courts From Institutions 

Total 
All U.S. Pretrial Mili-

Types Magis- Diver- Mandatory tary 
Received Total Court trate sion Total Parole Release Parole 

36,061 24,692 18,665 4,884 1,143 11,369 7,888 2,408 200 

35,102 25,444 18,375 5,358 1,711 9,658 6,286 1,935 232 

35,098 25,320 17,561 5,678 2,081 9,778 5,222 2,521 289 

34,808 23,615 15,668 5,812 2,135 11,193 5,816 3,298 171 

33,839 21,551 14,094 5,202 2,255 12,288 6,829 3,222 95 

31,410 18,793 12,189 4,589 2,015 12,617 7,652 2,671 226 

29,575 19,323 11,886 5,423 2,014 10,252 6,452 1,939 340 

31,531 21,754 13,286 6,455 2,013 9,777 5,906 1,962 297 

33,784 24,038 14,588 7,280 2,170 9,746 5,899 2,016 276 

2,253 2,284 1,302 825 157 -31 -7 54 -21 

.-

EPecial 
Parole 

873 

1,205 

1,746 

1,908 

2,142 

2,068 

1,521 

1,612 

1,555 

-57 
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The number of persons received from institutions this year 
remained nearly constant, declining only 31 to 9,746 from 9,777 
received last year. During the previous two years the number of 
institutional releasees received for supervision had declined by 2,840. 
Reflecting the small change in the overall total of institutional 
releasees received, there were no significant changes in the number 
received in an-y- u-f th1,p f!'l!!r ~ne>,.if'i,. "J:ltt~O"""ie>C! "f nJ:l""le>~tune> C!l1ne>"";_ '" - -- -t'-_ ......... - -- ... -0-... .0\.-- -.,I. t'\.A,. ... - ... _- "'Jt'- '-"-t'-....... 

sion. 

More Court Probationers Received for Longer Average Terms 

There were 13,140 probationers received on new terms imposed 
by judges during the past year, which was 524 more than were received 
last year. As shown in Table 65, however, the increase in the number 
received for terms of three years or more was 1,045. The number 
received for shorter terms actually decreased. Those commencing 
maximum terms of 60 months increased from 3,146 or 24.9 percent of 
the total last year to 3,600 or 26.8 percent of this year's total. 
Appendix Table E-4 provides, by district, court probationers received 
during the past year (excluding reinsta tem en ts) and length of supervi­
sion terms imposed. 

Table 65 
Federal Probation System 

Court Probationers Received by T~rm to be Supervised 
(Excludes Reinstatements) 

During the Twelve Month Periods 
Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Term of SupervisioI'.' Change 
(Months) 1982 1983 Number I Percent 

Th1:a..I ••••••••••• 12,616 13,410 794 6.3 

1-6 ............... 187 177 -10 -5.3 
7-11 .............. 84 62 -22 -26.2 
12 only · ........... 761 661 -100 -13.1 
13-23 .•••.•••.••••• 440 420 -20 -4.5 
24 only · ........... 2,267 2,254 -13 -0.6 
25-35 .••.•....•••.• 581 538 -43 -7.4 
36 only · ........... 4,004 4,483 479 12.0 
37 -59 •••••••••••••• 1,146 1,215 69 6.0 
60 or more ..•....... 3,146 3,600 454 14.4 
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Two-Thirds of Districts Receive More Persons This Year thsn Last 
Year 

Increases in persons received for supervision were reported in 62 
of the 94 districts during the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1983. More probationers were received on new court-imposed terms 
this year in 52 of these districts in keeping with the significant gain in 
~ourt probationers received nationwide. Five districts reported 
Increases of more than 100 in the total received this year and in four of 
these districts, there were moderate to large gains in court 
probationers received. All five districts also registered increases in 
the, number of probationers received on terms imposed by U.S. 
magIstrates. Table 66 provides, for each district, the number of 
persons received for supervision during the twelve month periods ended 
June 30, 1982 and 1983. 

Maryland had the greatest increase, up 233 this year with 147 
more U.S. magistrate probationers and 77' more court probationers 
~'eceived than last year: Texas, S~>uthern (up 175) also reported a large 
Increase of 211 probationers receIved from u.S. magistrates this year 
which countered a small decline of 20 in the number received fro~ 
court. Florida, Southern (up 226); California, Northern (up 175)· and 
Nevada (up 158) had increases of 80 or more in probationers rec~ived 
from court and U.S. magistrates combined, but all three districts also 
had notable increases in persons received on pretrial diversion terms as 
well as more parolees received this year. 

In the 31 districts that received fewer persons for supervision 
this year, only two recorded losses of more than 100. New York, 
E,as~e~n (down ~28) and Tennessee, Western (down 106) both reported 
SIgnIfIcant declInes of 84 and 107, respectively, in court probationers 
received ,this year. Only six other districts reported declines of more 
than 50 In the number of persons received for supervision this year 
compared to last year. 

Number Removed from Supervision Declines Slightly 

Excluding transfers, the number of persons who were removed 
from active supervision fell to 32,151 this year from 32 439 last year a 
decrease of 288. This decline resulted from a drop of 856 in tile 
number of institutional releasees removed this year. The largest 
decrease was in the number of parolees removed, down from 7 550 last 
yefi..": to 6,739 this year. ' 

Persons removed from court supervision increased by 568 this 
year. The 6,369 probationers removed from terms imposed by U.S. 
magistrates was an increase of 760 from the 5,609 removed last year. 
The number of probationers removed from judge-imposed terms this 
year declined by 262, while the number removed from pretrial diversion 
terms increased by 70. 
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Table 66 
Federal Probation System 

Persons Received for Supervision by District, Excluding Transfers 
. th Tw I Month Periods Ended June 30 1982 and 1983 Duru"g e eve , 

Circuit Circuit Change and and 
District 1982 1983 Number I Percent District 1982 

Total ••••••• 31,531 33,784 2,253 7.1 7th eir •••••• 1,993 

DC •••••••••• 888 812 -76 -B.6 IL, N ••••••••• 993 
IL, C ••••••••• 183 

1st eir •••••• 904 847 -57 -8.3 IL, S ••••••••• 129 
IN, N ••••••••• 190 

ME •••••••••• 57 70 13 22.8 IN, S ••••••••• 272 
MA •••••••••• 503 476 -27 -5.4 WI, E ••••••••• 168 
NH .......... 50 51 1 2.0 WI, W ........ 58 
RI ••••••••••• 127 92 -35 -27.6 
PR .......... 167 158 -9 -5.4 8th eir •••••• 1,731 

2nd Cir •••••• 2,553 2,378 -175 -8.9 AR,E •••••••• 192 
AR, W •••••••• 81 

CT .......... 191 235 44 23.0 lA, N ••••••••• 88 
NY, N •••••••• 114 117 3 2.6 lA, S ••••••••• 86 
NY, E •••••••• 899 771 -128 -14.2 MN •••••••••• 280 
NY, S ........ 1,093 1,033 -60 -5.5 MO, E •••••••• 353 
NY, W •••••••• 208 181 -27 -13.0 MO,W •••••••• 268 
VT ••••••••••• 48 41 -7 -14.6 NE .......... 106 

ND •••••••••• 97 
3rd Cir •••••• 2,015 2,060 45 2.2 SD ••••••••••• 180 

DE .......... 58 68 10 17.2 9th eir •••••• 5,516 
NJ ••••••••••• 706 685 -21 -3.0 
PA,E ........ 651 723 72 11.1 AK .......... 94 
PA, M •••••••• 177 145 -32 -18.1 AZ .......... 585 
PA, W •••••••• 278 299 21 7.6 CA, N •••••••• 605 
VI ••••••••••• 145 140 -5 -3.4 CA, E •••••••• 389 

CA,C •••••••• 1,481 
4th eir •.•..• 3,777 4,269 492 13.0 CA, S ........ 949 

HI ••••••••••• 300 
ID ••••••••••• 88 i,273 1,506 233 18.3 MD •••••••••• 

NC,E •••••••• 362 410 48 13.3 MT •••••••••• 136 
NC, M •••••••• 147 241 94 63.9 NV .......... 124 
NC, W •••••••• 509 439 -70 -13.8 OR •••••••••• 250 
SC ••••••••••• 387 456 69 17.8 WA, E •••••••• 107 
VA,E ....... . 728 729 1 0.1 WA,W •••••••• 353 
VA, W •••••••• 215 215 - - GU •••••••••• 54 
WV, N •••••••• 45 109 64 142.2 NMI. ••••••••• 1 
WV,S ....... . 111 164 53 47.7 

l..iltb eir ••••• 1,477 
5th eir •••••• 4,387 4,759 372 8.5 

CO •••••••••• 284 
LA, E ... " ... " 356 448 92 25.8 KS ••••••••••• 258 

NM •••••••••• 288 LA, M •••••••• 84 136 52 61.9 
97 224 246 22 9.8 OK, N •••••••• LA, W •••••••• 

MS, N •••••••• 84 72 -12 -14.3 OK, E •••••••• 76 
MS, S ••••••••• 110 203 93 84.5 OK, W •••••••• 209 
TX, N •••••••• 729 771 42 5.8 UT .......... 174 
TX,E ........ 180 162 -18 -10.0 WY •••••••••• 91 
TX,S ......... 1,562, 1,737 175 11.2 
TX, W •••••••• 1,051 984 -87 -8.4 11th eir ••••• 3,154 
CZ ......... . 7 - -7 -100.0 

AL,N •••••••• 556 
6th eir •••••• 3,136 3,161 31 1.0 AL, M •••••••• 154 

AL, S ••••••••• 137 
KY, E •••••••• 170 218 48 28.2 FL, N ........ 118 
KY,W •••••••• 443 363 -80 -18.1 FL, M •••••••• 518 

706 MI, E ••••••••• 552 593 41 7.4 FL, S ••••••••• -
MI, W ....... . 179 225 46 25.7 GA, N •••••••• 556 
OH, N •••••••• 422 471 49 11.6 GA, M •••••••• 180 
OH, S ...... .. 340 328 -12 -3.5 GA,S ........ 229 
TN,E ........ 254 313 59 23.2 
TN, M •••••••• 352 338 -14 -4.0 
TN, W •••••••• 424 318 -106 -25.0 

" 

\ 
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Change 
1983 Number I Percent 

: 
2,118 125 6.3 

1,049 56 5.6 
223 40 21.9 
144 15 11.6 
158 -32 -16.8 
301 29 10.7 
184 16 9.5 

59 1 1.7 

2,015 284 16.4 

229 37 19.3 
119 38 46.9 

80 -8 -9.1 
139 53 61.6 
315 35 12.5 
389 36 10.2 
325 57 21.3 
136 30 28.3 

95 -2 -2.1 
188 8 4.4 

6,093 577 10.5 

149 55 58.5 
677 92 15.7 
693 88 14.5 
564 175 45.0 

1,422 -59 -4.0 
988 39 4.1 
256 -44 -14.7 
111 23 26.1 
146 10 7.4 
282 159 127.4 
261 11 4.4 
141 34 31.8 
379 26 7.4 
24 -30 -55.6 
- -1 -100.0 

1,689 212 14.4 

379 95 33.5 
293 35 13.6 
257 -31 -10.8 
135 38 39.2 

81 5 6.6 
266 57 27.3 
188 14 8.0 

90 -1 -1.1 

3,577 423 13.4 

600 44 7.9 
170 16 10.4 

99 -38 -27.7 
204 86 72.9 
554 36 6.9 
932 226 32.0 
633 77 13.8 
177 -3 -1.7 
208 -21 -9.2 

Fewer Court Probation Terms Completed 

During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, there were 
12,977 court probationers removed from supervision, 8,905 of whom 
had sucessfully completed their full term of supervision or had their 
cases terminated early because of satisfacwry progress. The 
remainder were removed to inactive status and had not yet completed 
their terms, or were terminated by revocation, death, or special 
statistical closing. Last year, the number completing their terms 
successfully was 9,676. 

A large decline was recorded in the number completing terms 
from 25 to 36 months, down to 3,112 this year from 3,619 last year. 
The decrease is a result of the reductions that occurred two and three 
years ago in court probationers received for supervision. The number 
completing terms longer than 36 months during the past year also 
declined by 118 compared to last year. The I'JOOO who completed terms 
of 1 to 12 months and the 2,387 who con"l:>leted terms of 13 to 24 
months represented a combined increase of 178 over last year. 

Appendix Table E-6 provides the number of court probationers 
terminated early during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983 
and compares the average terms served, or completed, to the average 
terms originally imposed. Although the total terminated early declined 
from 2,710 in 1982 to 2,649 this year, the percentage of early 
terminations increased Slightly from 28.0 percent to 29.7 percent. The 
average term served or completed for all court probationers 
completing their terms successfully this year was the same as last 
year, 33.5 months. 

Violation Rate Shows Little Change for Third Year 

Excluding reinstatements, re-releases, and statistical removals, 
the number of persons removed from supervision dropped to 27,215 in 
1983 compared to 28,870 last year. Table 67 provides a comparison of 
the violation rates of persons removed from each type of supervision 
during the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1982 and 1983. 

Table 67 
Rate of Violations for Types of Supervision of Persons Removed 
Duri~ the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Percentll!~e 
Violators Rate of of 

Type of Removed Violations Total Violations 
Supervision 1982 / 1983 1982 /1983 1982 I 1983 

Total •••••• _ •••••••••• 5,358 5,044 18.6 18.5 100.0 100.0 
From Courts: 

Probation •••••••••••••••• 2,031 1,913 16.8 17.2 37.9 37.9 Pretrial DiVersion •••••••••• 81 72 4.1 3.7 1.5 1.4 U.S. Magistrate 
Probation •••••••••••••• 842 871 16.2 15.3 15.7 17.3 

From Institutions: 

Parole •••••••••••••••••• 1,829 1,600 30.0 31.1 34.1 31.7 Manda tory Release ••••••••• 268 294 15.3 16.9 5.0 5.8 Special Parole •••••••••••• 298 282 19.7 20.9 5.6 5.6 Military Parole (aU) •••••••• 9 12 3.2 4.9 0.2 0.2 

209 



, . , 

r 
L . 

~----~--- - ~ ---~----.-~------------------~~.---

The rate of total violations this year was 18.5 percer t or nearly 
the same as last year's rate of 18.6 percent, even thoug.r ere were 
314 fewer total violations reported this year. The r&.l.,- of total 
technilcal violations not involving a new offense declined from 11.5 
percent last year to 11.1 percent this year. In contrast, the rate of 
new minor offenses increased from 1.5 percent to 1.7 percent this year, 
while the rate of new major offenses rose to 5.7 percent from 5.5 
percent. 

Although there were fewer court probation violations reported 
this year, down to 1,913 from 2,031 last year, the rate of violations 
increased from 16.8 percent to 17.2 percent. The overall violation rate 
for probationers removed from supervision terms imposed by U.S. 
magistrates declined from 16.2 percent last year to 15.3 percent, due 
to an increase in the number removed without violation. 

There were 229 fewer parole violations reported this year, but 
the rate of violations increased from 30.0 percent in 1982 to 31.1 
percent this year. The primary reason for the overall increase was a 
rise in the rate of major violations from 11.8 percent to 12.4 percent. 
The number of mandatory release violations increased from 268 last 
year to 294, raising the violation rate from 15.3 percent to 16.9 
percent. The rate of violations of special parole terms climbed to 20.9 
percent this year from 19.7 percent as a result of an increase in the 
rate of technical violations from 11..3 percent to 12.9 percent. 

Appendix Table E-7 provides the number of persons removed 
from each type of supervision with and without violations during the 
the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. A revised 1982 Appendix 
Table E-7 is also provided. 

Persons Under Supervision Up 3.1 Perclentp First Rise Since 1978 

The total number of persons under supervision as of June 30, 
1983 rose to 60,180 from 58,373 last year. This increase of 3.1 percent 
was the first in five years, ending a steady decline that accumulated to 
12.4 percent since the caseload reached 66,681 in 1978. 

Table 68 provides a comparison of the number of persons under 
supervision of the Federal Probation System as of June 30, 1982 and 
1983. The number of probationers under supervision increased by 2,805 
to a total of 44,634. A significant gain of 1,686 (5.3 percent) in court 
probationers supervised at year's end was supplemented by an increase 
of 9~1 (12.6 percent) in probationers serving terms imposed by U.S. 
magIstrates. Persons serving supervision terms of pretrial divt~rsion 
also increased by 6.0 percent from 2,117 last year to 2,245 this year. 

Conversely, persons supervised after release from institutions 
fell 6.0 percent from 16,544 in 1982 to 15,546 this year. This 
represents the lowest total since June 30, 1974 when there were 14,562 
persons under parole-type supervision. As a result of significant 
decreases in institutional releasees received last year and the year 
before, the number under supervision has declined 25.3 percent since 

the close of 1980, when a total of 20,814 were in the caseload. At that 
time institutional releasees accounted for 32.3 percent of all those 
under supervision; at the end of this year they accounted for just over 
one-fourth (25.8 percent) of the total caseload. 

Table 68 
Persons Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System 

As of June 30, 1982 and 1983 

Percentage of 

Type of Change Total 
Supervision 1982 1983 Number -I Percent 1982 1 1983 

-
Total. . ............... 58,373 60,180 1,807 3.1 100.0 100.0 

From District Courts ••••••• 41,829 44,634 2,805 6.7 71.7 74.2 

Court Probation •••••••• 31,810 33,502 1,686 5.3 54.5 E·5.7 
Pretrial Diversion ••••••• 2,117 .2,245 128 6.0 3.6 3.7 
U.S. Magistrate 

Probation •••••••••••• 7,896 8,887 991 12.6 13.5 14.8 

From Institutions •••••••••• 16,544 15,546 -998 -6.0 28.3 25.8 

Parole ....... ~ ....... 12,003 11,159 -844 -7.0 20.6 18.5 
Mandatory Release •.•••• 1,202 1,141 -61 -5.1 2.1 1.9 
Military Parole ••••••••• 410 413 3 0.7 0.7 0.7 
Special Parole ••••••••• 2,929 2,833 -96 -3.3 5.0 4.7 

The largest decrease in persons under supervIsIon from 
institutions was reported in the number of parolees, down 7.0 percent 
from 12,003 to 11,159. The number of mandatory releasees supervised 
also continued to decline, down 5.1 percent from 1,202 to 1,141. There 
was a 3.3 percent drop in the number of special parolees under 
supervision, with 96 fewer under supervision at the close of this year. 
The number under military parole supervision remained nearly constant 
at 413 compared to 410 last year. 

Caseloads mcrease in 64 Districts 

Sixty-four districts reported more persons under supervision at 
the end of this year. The gains were greater than 10.0 percent in 25 
districts, and reached as high as 40.6 percent in West Virginia, 
Northern (up from 106 at the end of last year to 149 this year). Table 
69 is a comparison of persons under supervision in each district on June 
30, 1982 and 1983. 

Se';en districts had increases of more than 100 in the to'tal 
number under supervision. Maryland reported 255 more persons under 
supervision at year's end as the result of 153 more probationers serving 
terms imposed by U.S. magistrates, mostly for traffic offenses, and 96 
more serving court-imposed probation terms. Florida, Southern had 
197 rpore persons in their caseload when the year ended. There were 
increases in every type of supervision except for pretrial diversion. 
The number of drug offenders under supervision in this district rose by 
248. Texas, Southern reported 204 more U.S. magistrate probationers 
under supervision when the year ended, mostly for immigration 
violations, which accounted for an increase of 167 in their year-end 
caseload. 
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Circuit 
and 

District 

Total. ••••• 

DC ......... 

1st eir ••••• 

ME ••••••••• 
MA ••••••••• 
NH ••••••••• 
RI ......... . 
PR ••• , ••••• 

2nd Cir ••••• 

CT , ........ 
NY, N ••••••• 
NY, E ••••••• 
NY, S ••••••• 
NY, W ••••••• 
YT •••••••••• 

3rd Cir ••••• 

DE ••••••••• 
NJ •••••••••• 
PA,!E. ••••••• 
PA, M ••••••• 
PA, W ••••••• 
VI ........ , •• 

4th Cg ••••• 

MD ••••••••• 
NC,E ••••••• 
NC, M ••••••• 
NC, W ••••••• 
SC •••••••••• 
VA, E ••••••• 
VA,W ...... . 
'WY, N ••••••• 
WY,S ••••••• 

5th Cir ••••• 

LA, E ••••••• 
LA, M ••••••• 
LA, W ••••••• 
MS, N ••••••• 
MS, S •••• ;.;. 
TX, N ••••••• 
TX,E " •••••• 
TX, S •••••••• 
TX, W ••••••• 

6th Cir ••••• 

KY, E ••••••• 
KY, W ••••••• 
Mr, E •••••••• 
Mr, W ••••••• 
OH, N ••••••• 
OH, S ••••••• 
TN, E ••••••• 
TN, M ••••••• 
TN, W ••••••• 

Table 69 
Federal Probation System 

Persons Under Supervision on June 30, 1982 and 1983 

198:? 1983 

Increase 
or 

Decrease 

Circuit 
Percent and 
Change District 

1-5_8;,...,3_73. __ 60..:."l_B_!! _~1,:....8_C7_+_":..:.~ '::...1 --I 7th Clr •••••• 

1,533 1,418 -115 -7.5 IL, N ........ . 
1-----------+---1 IL, C ........ . 

l,4S2 1,516 34 2.3 IL, S ........ . 
r------------!----I IN, N ••••••••• 

104 100 -4 -3.8 IN, S ••••••••• 
833 819 -14 -1.7 WI, E ••••••••• 
111 125 14 12.6 WI, W •••••••• 
140 144 4 2.9 
294 328 34 11.6 8th Gir •••••• 

26 0.5 AR, E •••••••• 
1-----------+----1IAR,W ....... . 

400 476 76 19.0 lA, N ••••••••• 

4,940 4,966 

227 202 -25 -11.0 lA, S ••••••••• 
1,98? 1,958 -24 -1.2 MN •••••••••• 
1,864 1,901 37 2.0 MO, E •••••••• 

395 348 -47 -11.9 MO, W •••••••• 
72 81 9 12.5 NE •••••••••• 

ND •••••••••• 
r-_4;...,1_26 __ 4..:,,0_2_0 __ -_1.:.,06:...--+_-.:.:2.::.6 ---ll SD ••••••••••• 

126 
1,406 
1,401 

281 
668 
244 

130 
1,380 
1,426 

288 
554 
242 

4 
-26 
25 

7 
-114 

-2 

3.2 9th Gir •••••• 
-1.8 
1.8 AK •••••••••• 
2.5 AZ •••••••••• 

-17.1 CA, N •••••••• 
-0.8 CA, E •••••••• 

CA, C •••••••• 
t-_6_,2_62 __ 6_,4_6_9 ___ 2_07_+ __ 3._3---l1 CA, S •••••••• 

HI .......... . 
1,663 1,918 255 15.3 lD ••••••••••• 

4
6
6
8

9
9 694 5 0.7 MT ........ .. 

508 39 8.3 NY •••••••••• 
789 672 -117 -14.8 OR •••••••••• 
838 8S!! 20 2.4 WA, E •••••••• 

1,035 "963 -72 -7.0 WA, W ....... . 
317061 399 28 7.5 GU •••••••••• 

149 43 40.6 NMI ......... . 
302 308 6 2.0 

10th Gir ••••• 
8,065 8,520 455 5.6 

1--6-31---69-4-----1----11 CO •••••••••• 
148 196 63 10.0 KS .......... . 

48 32.4 NM •••••••••• 
448 450 2 0.4 OK, N •••••••• 
218 205 -13 -6.0 OK, E •••••••• 
209 265 56 26.8 OK, W ........ 

1,571 1,602 31 2.0 UT 

2,~~~ 2,~~~ 1iri t~ WY : : : : : : : : : : 

1,666 1,771 105 6.3 11th Gir ••••• 

5,118 5,479 361 7.1 AL N 
t---3-81--~--- ---4----11 AL; M : : : : : : : : 

422 41 10.8 AL, S ••••••••• 
468 431 -37 -7.9 FL, N ........ 

1,113 1,159 46 4.1 FL, M •••••••• 
287 331 44 15.3 FL, S ......... 
835 883 48 5.7 GA, N •••••••• 
638241 660 39 6.3 GA, M •••••••• 

503 119 31.0 GA, S ........ 
429 471 42 9.8 
600 619 19 3.2 
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1982 

3,892 

2,147 
332 
281 
324 
472 
238 

98 

3,206 

359 
153 
130 
144 
537 
723 
531 
189 
164 
276 

10,768 

192 
999 

1,344 
814 

3,432 
1,213 

370 
191 
322 
316 
582 
186 
715 

91 
1 

3,062 

681 
438 
601 
265 
157 
450 
324 
146 

5,919 

780 
282 
273 
289 

1,122 
1,441 
1,071 

331 
330 

1983 

4,078 

2,243 
361 
269 
313 
500 
275 
117 

3,321 

406 
173 
130 
198 
541 
728 
535 
196 
143 
271 

11,197 

221 
1,054 
1,544 

908 
3,461 
1,192 

315 
225 
309 
436 
554 
228 
656 

93 
1 

3,056 

720 
474 
513 
269 
181 
460 
333 
106 

6,140 

790 
253 
230 
305 

1,173 
1,638 
1,102 

336 
313 

Increase 
or 

Decrease 

186 

96 
29 

-12 
-11 

28 
37 
19 

115 

47 
20 

54 
4 
5 
4 
7 

-21 
-5 

429 

29 
55 

200 
94 
29 

-21 
-55 
34 

-13 
120 
-28 
42 

-59 
2 

39 
36 

-88 
4 

24 
10 

9 
-40 

221 

10 
-29 
-43 
16 
51 

197 
31 

5 
-17 

Percent 
Change 

4.8 

4.5 
8.7 

-4.3 
-3.4 
5.9 

15.5 
19.4 

3.6 

13.1 
13.1 

37.5 
0.7 
0.7 
0.8 
3.7 

-12.8 
-] .8 

4.0 

15.1 
5.5 

14.9 
11.5 

0.8 
-1.7 

-14.9 
17.8 
-4.0 
38.0 
-4.8 
22.6 
-8.3 
2.2 

-0.2 

5.7 
8.2 

-14.6 
1.5 

15.3 
2.2 
2.8 

-27.4 

3.7 

1.3 
-10.3 
-15.8 

5.5 
4.5 

13.7 
2.9 
1.5 

-5.2 

~ 
f i 
~ 
'I 

II 
n 

I 
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I 
I 
~ 
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In Nevada, the supervIsIon caseload grew by 120 persons by 
year's end due to a combined increase of 108 in the number of 
probationers and persons serving under pretrial diversion. An increase 
of 67 offenders involved in "other special offenses," most of which 
were food stamp violations, was a primary reason for the overall rise. 

The other three districts with increases greater than 100 were: 
California Eastern (up 200); Tennessee, Eastern (up 119); an~ Texas, 
Western (up 105). There were increases of 150, 84, and 174, respec­
tively, in the number of court probationers under supervision in these 
districts that were reflected in more offenders supervised .at year's end 
for the offenses of embezzlement, larceny, and fraud. ,All of these are 
offenses with high percentages of probationers nationally. 

Among the 28 districts reporting decreases in their caseloads, 
only ten declined more than 10.0 percent. Three districts reported 
reductions of more than 100 in their totals. All three had declines in 
the number of court probationers under supervision at year's end. 

North Carolina, Western had 117 fewer per"')ns under superv­
ISIon when the year ended, with 103 less probatioI1€.:::O. The District of 
Columbia reported a decrease of 115 hi their caseload, marked by 108 
fewer probationers. The number of court probationers under 
supervision declined by 55 in Pennsylvania, Western, but there were 
also 47 fewer parolees under supervision when the year ended. The 
total caseload in this district was down 114 by year's end. 

Appendix Table E-2 provides, by district, the number of persons 
under each type of supervision as of June 30, 1983; Appendix Table E-3 
provides the same totals by type of offense. 
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CASES AND MOTIONS UNDER ADVISEMENT 
IN U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

U.S. district judges held a total of 1,472 matters under advise­
ment over 60 days as of June 30, 1983. These statistics show a 19.9 
~ercent increase over the 1,228 matters reported for the same quarter 
In 1982. A total of 535 district judges (including 129 senior judges) 
reported on the status of matters before the court on June 30, 1983. 
Onl~ 211 (or 39.4 percent) district judges reported having cases or 
mO~lOns over 60 days. The remaining 324 district judges reported 
havmg no matters over 60 days. A total of 82 judges did not report. 

While 63.5 percent of the pending matters were held less than 
six months; 24.4 percent were held over six months but less than one 
year; and 12.2 percent were held over one year. 

Four courts reported more tha.n 10.0 percent of the total number 
of pending matters. The Seventh Circuit reported 307 matters (20.9 
percent of the total); the Second Circuit reported 203 matters (13.8 
percent of the total); the Sixth Circuit reported 190 matters (12.9 
percent of the total) and the Eleventh Circuit reported 154 matters 
(10.5 percent of the total). 

Table 70 
U.S. District Courts 

District Judges Reporting on Cases and Motions 
Held Under Advisement Over 60 Days on June 30, 1983 

Judges Cases and Motions 

With 
Cases Total 60 Days 6 Months 

Total Over Over to to 
Circuit Reporting 60 Days 60 Days 6 Months 1 Year 

'l'bta.l ••••• 535 211 1,472 934 359 

District of 
Columbia ••• 19 8 37 32 2 

First ......... 23 9 78 47 14 
Second •••••••• 59 30 203 138 50 
Third •••...... 51 24 78 51 21 

Fourth •••••••• 51 15 96 -16 30 
Fifth ......... 47 21 86 56 17 
Sixth ••••••••• 48 23 190 115 55 
Seventh ••••••• 37 20 307 174 74 

Eighth •••••••• 46 11 47 :9 20 
Ninth ••••••••• 66 20 106 80 21 
Tenth ........ 36 10 90 62 25 
Eleventh •••••• 52 20 154 114 30 

Over 
1 Year 

179 

3 
17 
15 

6 

20 
13 
20 
59 

8 
5 
3 

10 

Historical data on the number of judges reporting cases and 
motions held under advisement are provided in Table 71. Compared to 
last year, the number of judges reporting matters has increased by 1.9 
percent from 207 in 1982 to 211 in 1983. 
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A comparson of statistics for the quarter ended June 30, 1979 
and 1983 shows the number of judges reporting matters held over 60 
days has increased 17.2 percent from 180 in 1979 to 211 in 1983. The 
total number of matters held over 60 days has increased 6.1 percent 
from 1,388 in 1979 to 1,472 in 1983. While the number of matters held 
over one year has increased 4~l.1 percent and the number of cases held 
over six months but less than one year has increased 33.5 percent; the 
number of cases held less over 60 days but less than six months has 
decreased 5.9 percent. 

In 1979, each district judge reporting matters averaged 7.7 
rna tters. This year, each district judge reporting matters averaged 7.0 
matters. 

Year 

1979 •••••• 
11i!'lO •••••• 
1981 •••••• 
1982 •••••• 
1983 •••••• 

Percent Change 
1983 over 
1982 ••••• 

Table 71 
U.S. District Courts 

Average Number ot Cases and Motions Held Under Advisement 
Over 60 Days on June 30, 1979 through 1983 

Jucges Cases and Motions 

With Percent ot 
Cases Jucges Total 60 Days 6 Months 

Total Over Reporting Over to to Over 
Reporting 60 Days Matters 60 Days 6 Months 1 Year 1 i"~ilr 

488 180 37 1-,388 993 269 126 
534 215 40 1,692 1,138 354 200 
511 180 35 1-,097 714 244 139 
521 207 40 1,228 818 272 138 
535 211 39 1,472 934 359 179 

2.7 1.9 -2.5 19.9 14.2 31.9 29.7 . 

PASSPORT AND NATURALIZA.TION 

Average 
Number 

ot Matters 
Per Judge 

7.7 
7.9 
6.1 
5.9 
7.0 

18.6 

The number of passport applications processed by the U.S. 
district courts decreased once again in 1983. A total of 11,800 applica­
tions were processed, down 21.4 percent from 15,018 applications 
processed in 1982. This continued a trend started in 1971 when the 
U.S. Postal Service gradually started taking over the responsibility for 
this task. Only 16 courts processed applications in 1983 and many of 
these have either drastically curtailed the number of applications 
accepted or accept applications in only one outlying divisional office. 

In contrast, petitions for naturalization rose 9.3 percent in 
1983. An increase in the number of petitions filed in 1983 was reported 
by 51 of the 94 districts. Many state courts, in addition, assist the 
Federal courts by handling many other petitions for naturalization. 
Two courts, the Northern District of New York and Northern Mariana 
Islands, did not accept petitions for naturalization in 1983. The 
Eastern District of New York received 19,994 petitions for naturaliza­
tion. Although this was the largest number reported by anyone district 
in 1983, it was almost 1,900 petitions lower than the number filed in 
the District during the same period in 1982. 
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According to the Immigration and Naturalization Service the 
increase in petitions for naturalization nationwide can be traced to an 
influx of refugees in recent years. Many individuals in the large popu­
lntion of aliens are now eligible to apply for citizenship because they 
have been married to U.S. citizens for the full three year waiting 
period or have been resident aliens for a five year period. 

Many areas of the eountry with heavy alien populations have 
been over flooded with petitions for naturalization. In the Western 
District of Texas, for example, there were 4,187 petitions for natural­
ization in 1982. During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983 
the number almost doubled to 8,193 petitions, an increase of 4,006 
petitions (up 95.7 percent). Part of this increase may be due to the 
elimination of the requirement for two U.S. citizen witnesses to submit 
affidavits and testify to the moral character of the petitioner during 
naturalization proceedings. This change in procedure has made the 
process easier and faster for the petitioner. Naturalization hearings 
have outgrown the courtroom facilities that were once used in this 
District and are now held in a large aUditorium at a local cultural 
center. 

The number of aliens who were naturalized during the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1983 increased 17.6 percent over last 
year. The Eastern District of New York reported 19,955 aliens natural­
ized, accounting for 12.0 percent of the total. 

Table 72 summarizes passport and naturalization statistics for 
selected years between 1960 and 1983. Appendix Table P-l provides 
data by district on the number of passport applications processed, the 
number of petitions for naturalization filed, and the number of aliens 
naturalized during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1983. 

Table 72 
U.S. District Courts 

Passport Applications, Petitions for 
Naturalization, and Aliens Naturalized 

During the Twelve Month Periods 
Ended June 30, 1960,1965, 1970, and 

1979 throug'1 J ':"'1 , 
I 

- 'h 

Bass- I ~etit-
port ions 

Applica- for Aliens 
tions Natural- Natural-

Year Pi'ocessed ization ized 

1950 · .. 222,141 97,972 92,314 
1965 · .. ~98,959 82,556 80,766 
1970 · .. 473,270 94,660 89,025 
1979 · .. 31,801 137,624 141,963 
1980 · .. 23,80a 150,646 133,121 
1981 · .. 18,650 145,339 161,177 
1982 · .. 15,018 158,146 141,252 
1983 

• A • 11,800 172,877 166,121 
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Table A-1 
Supreme Court of the United States 

Cases On Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining On Dockets 
At Conclusion of October Terms 1978 through 1982 

Cases 

1978 
Cases on Docket •.•.•••.•• 
Disposed of .••.•••• 0 •••• 

Remaining on Dockets .•••. 

1979 
Cases on Docket. •.•••.•.• 
Disposed of ••.••.•••.••• 
Remaining on Dockets .•••• 

1980 
Cases on Docket. ••••••••• 
Disposed of • • • • • . • . • . • • • 
Remaining on Dockets ••••. 

1981 
Cases on Docket ....•••••. 
Disposed of ••••• 0 ••••••• 

Remaining on Dockets .•••• 

1982 
Cases on Docket •••••.••• 0 

Disposed of ••••••••••••• 
Remaining on Dockets ••••• 

1
0

, . rlgl-
Total nal Paid 

4,731 
4,017 

714 

4,781 
3,889 

892 

5,144 
4,196 

948 

5,311 
4,433 

878 

5,079 
4,201 

878 

17 

17 

23 
1 

22 

24 
7 

17 

22 
6 

16 

17 
3 

14 

2,383 
2,021 

362 

2,509 
2,050 

459 

2,749 
2,222 

527 

2,935 
2,390 

545 

2,170 
2,190 

520 

October Terms 

In 
Forma 

Pauperis 

2,331 
1,996 

335 

2,249 
1,838 

411 

2,371 
1,950 

421 

2,354 
2,037 

317 

2,352 
2,008 

344 

Cases 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 
y 

Argued during term •••••••• 168 
Disposed of by full 

opinions. . • • • • • • • • • • • • • 153 
Disposed of by per 

curiam opinions ••••••• • • 8 
Set for reargument. • • . • • • • • 8 
Granted review this 

term . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 163 
Reviewed and decided 

without oral argument •••• 110 
Total to be available 

for argument at outset 
of following term • 0 • • • • • • 79 

219 

156 154 

143 1-44 

'12 8 
1 2 

154 183 

128 130 

78 102 

184 

169 

10 
4 

210 

134 

126 

183 

174 

6 
3 

183 

135 

113 



\ 

TABLE B-1. U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COIMIENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983. BY CIRCUIT 

CASES DISPOSED OF 
CASES DISPOSED OF WITHOUT HEARING OR CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR 
BY CONSOLIDATION SUBMISSION SUBMISSION 

CASES CASES 
PNDING CASES CASES PNDING WIO WI WIO WI AFFiRM REV. 

CIRCUIT AND JULY 1 COM- TERM- JUNE30 JUD. JUD. JUD. JUD. OR DIS- OR 
NATURE OF PROCEEDING 1982 MENCED INATED 1983 TOTAL ACT. ACT. TOTAL ACT. ACT. TOTAL GRANTED MISSED DENIED 

ALL CIRCUITS •.•.••.. 21610 29630 28660 22480 4180 500 3680 11263 6579 5684 13217 10174 556 2173 

CRIMINAL •...•..•.••.•• 3,988 4,790 4,777 4,001 981 37 944 937 482 456 2.869 2,505 56 269 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 775 1,258 1.286 748 72 8 64 708 310 398 506 424 18 51 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ..•.••. 3.108 4,562 4.299 3.371 664 114 550 1.669 981 688 1.966 1.405 58 444 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 2.307 4.069 3.845 2.531 185 16 170 2.114 605 1.509 1.546 1,219 54 226 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL •••.. 7.725 10.360 9.865 8,220 1.612 276 1.336 3.576 2.340 1,236 4.677 3,499 198 879 
BANKRUPTCY ..•.....•.•. 391 688 576 504 77 13 64 223 175 48 275 187 18 69 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •. 3.102 3,069 3.260 2.911 561 36 526 1.407 641 766 1.292 930 154 144 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS •... 113 834 753 194 28 1 27 629 45 584 96 6 - 91 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 1386 1562 1531 1417 361 42 319 658 148 510 512 358 30 63 

CRIMINAL •..•..•.••..•. 77 74 99 52 19 1 18 31 1 30 49 42 1 2 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 19 35 38 16 3 - 3 31 3 28 4 2 - 2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL .•...•. 385 435 508 312 141 22 119 182 39 143 185 128 5 35 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 6 30 22 14 3 - 3 17 2 15 2 1 - -
OTHER PRIVATE CIVI L ••..• 120 262 177 205 17 5 12 90 22 68 70 51 1 9 
BANKRUPTCy ••.....•...• 8 6 9 6 4 - 4 - - - 5 4 - 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •• 762 672 633 801 169 14 155 268 80 188 196 130 23 13 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ••.• 9 48 45 12 5 - 5 39 1 38 1 - - 1 

FIRST CIRCUIT ••...•• 554 936 940 550 192 44 148 333 203 130 415 311 14 79 

CRIMINAL ..••••..•..••• 122 164 160 126 51 - 51 42 34 8 67 53 - 12 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 7 24 21 10 2 - 2 12 6 6 7 4 1 1 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ••...• , 71 230 166 135 12 7 5 77 45 32 77 58 3 14 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 27 62 49 30 4 - 4 19 10 9 26 23 - 3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL •.••. 263 355 423 195 105 36 69 127 79 48 191 138 7 40 
BANKRUPTCy ...•..•..•.• 12 21 25 8 1 - 1 10 6 4 14 8 1 5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .• 51 68 75 44 15 1 14 29 20 9 31 27 2 2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ..•• 1 22 21 2 2 - 2 17 3 14 2 - - 2 

• PERCENT fIIDT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CAS.ES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSICJ:. rs LESS THAN 10. NO PERCENTAGES OF 
CASES REVERSED OR DENIED HAS BEEN COMPUTED FOR ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS BECAUSE OF THEIR DIFFERENCE FROM APPEALS, NOR HAVE THEY 
BEEN INCLUDED IN THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED. 
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TABLE B-1. U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES CONMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH Pf.RIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983, BY CIRCUIT 

CASES DISPOSED OF 
CASES DISPOSED OF WITHOUT HEARIflG OR CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR 
BY CONSOLIDATION SUBMISSION SUBMISSION 

CASES CASES 
PNDING CASES CASES PNDING WIO WI WIO WI AFFIRM REV. 

CIRCUIT AND JULY 1 COM- TERM- JUNE30 JUD. JUD. JUD. JUD. OR DIS- OR PCT' 
NATURE OF PROCEEDING 1982 MENCED INATED 1983 TOTAL ACT. ACT. TOTAL ACT. ACT. TOTAL GRANTED MISSED DENIF:D OTHER REV. 

SECOND CIRCUIT ...... 1005 2731 2773 963 303 29 274 1277 808 469 1193 899 29 225 40 13.7 . 
CRIMINAL .............. 218 500 504 214 109 5 104 114 88 26 281 248 5 23 5 8.2 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 39 95 96 38 - - - 56 38 18 40 35 1 4 - 10.0 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 111 396 373 134 37 6 31 165 108 57 171 134 2 32 3 18.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 173 309 368 114 5 - 5 235 10i' 128 128 97 3 15 13 11.7 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVI L ..... 346 1,052 1,048 350 113 15 98 531 370 161 404 305 15 70 14 17.3 
8ANKRUPTCY •........... 13 62 50 25 6 2 4 28 22 6 16 13 1 2 - 12.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .. 92 230 243 79 32 1 31 130 66 64 81 66 2 8 5 9.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .... 13 87 91 9 1 - 1 18 9 9 72 1 - 71 - -

THIRD CIRCUIT ....... 1452 2513 2456 1509 190 24 166 1091 519 572 1 176 891 94 166 24 13.8 

CRIMINAL .............. 249 429 369 309 37 2 35 70 41 29 262 227 4 28 3 10.7 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 88 116 148 56 1 - 1 82 33 49 65 55 4 6 - 9.2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 164 284 253 195 22 - 22 90 63 27 141 100 6 ~.3 2 23.4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 172 346 380 138 4 - 4 262 73 189 114 92 7 l2 3 10.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVI L ..... 578 989 941 626 105 18 87 379 243 136 457 342 32 n 11 15.8 
8ANKRUPTCY ............ 12 76 41 47 2 -. 2 19 19 - 20 15 1 4 - 20.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .. 177 20; 246 132 19 4 15 116 45 71 111 59 40 7 :; 6.3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .... 12 72 78 6 - - - 73 2 71 5 1 - 4 - -

FOURTH CIRCUIT ...... 1738 2411 2299 1850 331 20 311 1314 346 968 654 495 15 137 7 20.8 

CRIMINAL .............. 354 330 303 381 67 - 67 66 48 18 170 149 2 18 1 10.6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 93 145 142 96 14 - 14 113 8 105 15 11 1 2 1 13.3 
OTHERU. S. CIVIL ....... 182 326 254 254 34 8 26 126 71 55 94 66 2 25 1 26.6 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 403 700 708 395 37 1 36 614 22 592 57 41 2 14 - 24.6 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVI L ..... 466 639 565 540 69 10 59 242 143 99 254 184 3 64 3 25.2 
BANKRUPTCY ............ 24 55 34 45 3 1 2 19 15 4 12 8 - 4 - 33.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .. 197 170 243 124 102 - 102 90 39 51 51 36 5 9 1 17.6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .... 19 46 50 15 5 - 5 44 - 44 1 - - 1 - -

\ 
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TABLE B-1. U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COfIIMENCED AND TERMINATED DU!UNa THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983. BY CIRCUIT 

CASES DISPOSED OF 
CASES DISPOSED OF WITHOUT HEARING OR CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING on 
8Y CONSOLIDATION SUBMISSION SUBMISSION 

CASES CASES 
PNDING CASES CASES PNDING WIO WI WIO WI AFFIRM REV. 

CIRCUIT AND JULY 1 COM- TERM- JUNE30 JUD. JUD. JUD. JUD. OR DIS- OR PCT' 
NATURE OF PROCEEDING 1982 MENCED INATED 1983 TOTAL ACT. ACT. TOTAL ACT. ACT. TOTAL GRANTED MISSED DENIED OTHER REV. 

FIFTH CIRCUIT ....... 2210 3193 2996 2407 344 43 301 999 558 441 1653 1267 75 290 21 17.5 

CRIMINAL •............. 292 406 443 255 18 5 13 73 44 29 352 310 12 29 1 8.2 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 42 55 65 32 5 1 4 22 17 5 38 31 - 6 1 15.8 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 251 332 336 247 38 3 35 119 99 20 179 120 10 45 4 25.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 192 587 479 300 6 - 6 259 96 163 214 159 15 39 1 18.2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ..... 1,072 1,397 1,232 1,237 198 33 165 322 244 78 712 536 27 138 11 19.4 
8ANKRUPTCY ............ 25 79 60 44 17 1 16 16 12 4 27 20 2 5 - 18.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .. 333 261 310 264 62 - 62 120 41 79 128 SO 9 26 3 20.3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .... 3 76 71 8 - - - 68 5 63 3 1 - 2 - -

SIXTH CIRCUIT ....... 2,457 2,824 2,825 2,456 253 27 226 1,001 669 332 1,571 1,260 29 248 34 15.7 

CRIMINAL ............•. 330 382 403 309 63 - 63 93 56 37 247 216 4 26 1 10.5 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 118 120 159 7!J 9 - 9 45 31 14 105 95 2 8 - 7.6 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ... ,. " 380 416 426 370 22 2 20 152 95 57 252 195 5 42 10 16.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 349 470 469 350 15 - 15 119 65 54 335 273 2 49 11 14.6 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ..... 945 1,050 1,018 977 113 22 91 408 308 100 497 387 13 90 7 18.1 
BANKRUPTCY ............ 50 66 53 63 12 - 12 :1:0 16 4 21 11 - 10 - 47.6 
ADMINISTRAT1VE APPEALS .. 283 287 276 294 16 3 15 145 95 50 113 63 3 22 5 19.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .... 2 33 21 14 1 - 1 19 3 16 1 - - 1 - -

SEVENTH CIRCUIT ..... 1715 2335 2076 1974 307 69 238 795 333 462 974 762 43 164 15 15.8 

CRIMINAL .............. 270 347 291 326 62 9 43 58 26 32 181 169 2 10 - 5.6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 135 196 186 145 18 6 12 116 40 75 53 42 1 5 5 9.4 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 188 289 242 236 43 13 30 98 58 40 101 70 3 28 - 27.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 273 386 319 339 15 4 11 171 45 126 133 103 2 27 1 20.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVI L ..... 597 855 762 690 149 27 122 222 120 102 391 J09 11 62 9 16.9 
BANKRUPTCY ............ 40 62 51 51 10 6 4 15 12 3 26 12 6 8 - 30.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .. 209 170 195 184 lB 4 14 88 30 58 89 57 18 14 - 15.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .... 3 31 30 4 2 - 2 28 2 26 - - - - - -

EIGHTH CIRCUIT ...... 795 1697 1514 978 224 34 190 543 262 281 747 609 16 114 8 14.7 

CRIMINAL ..•........... 158 276 288 165 56 - 66 40 12 28 172 158 1 13 - 7.6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 24 107 101 30 7 - 7 65 16 49 29 27 - 2 - 6.9 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 116 294 242 168 30 7 23 91 54 37 121 89 3 27 2 22.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 91 163 162 82 7 - 7 61 13 48 94 79 1 12 2 12.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL .•..• 318 663 549 432 116 27 89 189 124 65 244 192 6 44 2 18.(\ 
BANKRUPTCY ..•......... 23 40 42 21 6 - 6 14 13 1 22 16 - 6 - 27.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .. 59 108 96 71 1 - 1 36 2J 8 60 48 5 6 2 8.3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .... 6 57 54 9 1 - 1 48 3 46 6 - - 6 - -

\ 



TABLE B-1. U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES CONMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWelVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983. BY CIRCUIT 

CASES DISPOSED f.lF 
CASES DISPOSED OF WITHOUT HEARINr, OR CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR 
BY CONSOLIDATION SUBMISSION SUBMISSION 

CASES CASES "'I 
PNDING CASES CASES PNDING WIO WI WIO WI' AFFIRM REV. 

CIRCUIT AND JULY 1 COM- TERM- JUNEllO JUD. JUD. JUD. JUD. OR DIS- OR PCT' 
NATURE OF PROCEEDING 1982 MENCED INATED 1983 TOTAL ACT. ACT. TOTAL ACT. ACT. TOTAL GRANTED MISSED DENIED OTHER REV. 

.. 

NINTH CIRCUIT ....... 4236 4683 4878 3941 986 102 884 1749 919 830 2143 1632 88 363 60 16.9 

CRIMINAL .............. 746 764 882 627 207 - 207 168 16 162 507 430 8 62 7 12.2 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 109 128 133 104 8 1 7 60 32 28 65 50 5 7 3 10.8 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... ',757 835 899 693 228 29 199 326 223 103 345 241 6 88 10 25.5 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 315 321 338 298 73 7 66 108 41 67 157 120 5 22 10 14.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ..•.. 1,523 1,620 1,665 1,378 354 57 297 586 420 166 725 536 25 145 19 20.0 
8ANKRUPTCY ............ 67 98 104 81 7 - 7 46 33 13 51 35 3 12 1 23.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS •. 672 648 657 663 100 8 92 265 144 121 292 220 36 26 10 8.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ••.. 28 269 200 97 9 - 9 190 10 180 1 - - 1 - -

TENTH CIRCOIT ....... 1403 1767 1584 1686 116 6 111 625 190 435 843 662 75 98 18 11. 5 

CRIMINAL .............. 211 232 222 221 - - - 43 11 32 179 145 9 24 1 13.4 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 53 146 125 74 - - - 76 59 17 49 44 3 2 - 4.1 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 247 283 261 269 17 - 17 105 20 85 139 99 9 26 5 18.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 99 263 210 142 3 - 3 91 37 54 116 99 5 9 3 7.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL ....• 615 643 554 704 88 4 84 195 48 147 271 193 42 29 7 10.7 
8ANKRUPTCY ...........• 51 50 40 61 3 - 3 13 6 7 24 17 3 4 - 16.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS .. 123 106 121 108 5 1 4 54 9 45 62 53 4 3 2 4.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .... 4 54 61 7 - - - 48 - 48 3 2 - 1 - -

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT .... 2559 3078 2788 2849 573 61 512 878 624 254 1337 1038 48 236 15 17.5 

CRIMINAL •............. 962 887 833 1.016 302 15 287 139 105 34 392 358 8 22 4 5.6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 49 91 72 68 5 - 5 31 27 4 36 28 - 6 2 16.7 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ....... 256 442 339 359 40 17 23 138 106 32 161 1()6 4 49 3 30.4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 207 463 341 329 13 3 10 158 94 64 170 132 12 24 2 14.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL. 882 935 931 886 186 22 163 285 219 66 461 326 16 116 3 25.2 
BANKRUPTCY " .......... 46 73 66 63 6 3 3 23 21 2 37 28 1 8 - 21.6 
ADMINISTRATIVE AF?EALS .. 144 148 165 127 20 - 20 67 45 22 78 61 7 9 1 11.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS .... 13 39 41 11 2 1 1 37 7 30 2 - - 2 - -

r 

\ 



TABLE B-1A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COM'I'IENCEO AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MOf'!TH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3. BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 

CASES DISPOSED,OF 
WITHOUT HEARING OR CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR 

CASES SUBMISSION SUBMISSION 
CASES CASES DISP. 

PNDING CASES CASES PNDING ;)F BY WIO WI AFFIRM REV. 
JULY 1 COM- TERM- JUN 30 CON SOL- JUD. JUD. OR DIS- OR PCT" 

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 1982 MENCED INATED 1983 IDATION TOTAL ACTION ACTION TOTAL GRANTED MISSED DENIED OTHER REV. 
,'.', 

TOTAL CASES •..••••••.••••••••••• 17904 25039 24072 18871 3514 9004 4718 4286 11554 9062 384 1869 249 16.2 

TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES ••••••.•••••• 3988 4790 4777 4001 981 937 482 455 2859 2506 56 263 29 9.4 

TOTAL CIVI L CASES ~ .............. 13916 20249 19295 14870 2533 8067 4236 3831 8695 6547 328 16GO 220 18.4 

U.S. CASES •••••• , ••••••••••••• 3884 5820 5585 4119 736 2377 1291 1086 2472 1829 76 495 72 20.0 

U.S. PLAINTIFF •••••••••••••.•••• 611 964 894 681 146 4Hi 242 173 333 219 11 93 10 27.9 

NEGOTIA8LE INSTRUMENTS •••.•••• 20 22 27 15 3 7 5 2 17 16 - 2 - 11.8 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS ........ 31 74 55 50 11 25 17 8 19 11 1 7 - 36.8 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND •••••••••• 44 55 67 32 15 23 21 2 29 20 - 6 3 20.7 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS ., .. 45 81 65 61 10 36 20 16 19 13 - 5 1 26.3 
PERSONAL PROPERTY TORT ACTIONS. 7 7 8 6 - 4 3 1 4 3 - 1 - -
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

EMPLOYMENT ••••••••••••••••• 49 51 47 53 7 24 14 10 16 11 3 2 - 12.5 
OTHER CIVIl. RIGHTS •••••••••• 17 26 20 23 4 6 5 1 10 7 - 3 - 30.0 

FORFEITURE AND PENALTY ........ 90 128 121 97 7 50 37 13 64 43 1 19 1 29.7· 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT ••••••• 32 47 42 37 3 22 18 4 17 10 - 6 1 35.3 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. 10 23 22 11 5 9 6 3 8 5 - 3 - -
OTHER LABOR •••••••••••••.••.• 20 39 29 30 6 10 5 5 13 7 - 5 1 38.5 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES AND 

EXCHANGES ................... 16 29 19 26 1 11 8 3 7 4 1 2 - -
TAX SUITS •••••••••••••••••••. 121 209 205 125 41 115 44 71 49 29 3 15 2 30.6 
ALL OTHER .•••..••.•.••.•••••• 109 173 167 115 33 73 39 34 61 41 2 17 1 27.9 

U. S. DEFENDANT .•••••••••••...••• 3273 4856 4691 3438 590 1962 1049 913 2139 1610 65 402 62 18.8 

CONTRACT ACTIONS "' ............ 103 136 134 105 18 57 31 26 59 40 1 16 2 27.1 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS ••••••••• 80 80 94 66 20 36 25 II 38 23 3 9 3 23.7 
TORT ACTIONS .•••••••••••••••• 370 496 516 350 137 182 122 60 197 153 2 41 1 20.8 
CIVI L RIGHTS: 

EMPLOYMENT •••••..••••••.••. 142 230 201 171 28 79 34 45 94 70 2 17 5 18.1 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS •••••••••• 272 402 399 275 58 167 70 97 174 131 17 25 1 14.4 

PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE ... 293 388 430 251 24 181 68 113 225 201 2 17 5 7.6 
HABEAS CORPUS .............. 265 440 454 251 26 262 142 120 166 138 6 15 7 9.0 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS ........ 142 282 263 161 10 184 n. 112 69 50 4 15 - 21.7 
OTHER PRISONER PETITIONS ••.•. 76 148 139 85 \2 81 28 53 46 35 6 4 I 6.7 

LABOR SUITS ••••••••.•••••.••. 89 84 96 77 15 33 25 8 48 34 3 11 - 22.9 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS •••••.••.• 540 992 738 794 28 216 134 82 494 356 3 '17 18 23.7 
TAX SUITS •.•••••..••••••••••• 182 259 265 176 27 117 94 23 121 91 - 27 3 22.3 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS •••••.•.• 126 89 125 90 43 31 21 10 51 36 2 12 1 23.5 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT .•••• 55 103 88 70 9 42 17 25 37 29 - 7 I 18.9 
ALL OTHER ••.••• , ••••••.•.•••• 538 727 749 516 135 294 166 128 320 223 14 69 14 21.6 

\ 



~ ~.~--- .-~ --

TABLE B-1A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COfIIIIENCED AND TEflMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PEIlIOO ENDED JUNE 31l, 1983, BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 

CASES DISPOSED OF 
WITHOUT HEARING OR CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR 

CASES SUBMISSION SUBMISSION 
CASES CASES DISP. 

PNDING CASES CASES PNDING OF BY WIO WI AFFIRM REV. 
.'~!.ILY 1 COM- TERM- JUN 30 CONSOL- JUD. JUD. OR DIS- OR PCT' 

NATURE OF sun OR OFFEN,SE 19B2 MENCED INATED 1983 I DATION TOTAL ACTION ACTION TOTAL GRANTED MISSED DENIED OTHER REV. 

PRIVATE CASES .•.•...•••••••.•. 10032 14429 13710 10761 1797 6690 2946 2746 6.223 4718 262 1 105 148 17.8 

FEDERAL QUESTION .••.•••.•.•••••• 7469 10769 10369 7879 1289 4436 2081 2355 4634 3534 175 B12 113 17.5 

MARINE CONTRACT •••••••••....• 136 229 213 152 43 91 79 12 79 56 5 16 3 20.3 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS ........ 144 172 168 148 22 70 44 26 76~ 61 6 9 1 11.8 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT ....... 50 77 75 62 8 29 27 2 38 31 1 6 1 13.2 
MARINE INJURY ••••••.••••••.•• 241 282 278 246 64 82 66 16 132 100 6 23 3 17.4 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS ••••••.••••• 210 248 267 201 66 77 48 29 114 87 6 21 - 18.4 
ANTITRUST ••.•.•••••.•••••••• 337 346 361 321 86 113 66 47 152 122 9 28 3 17.3 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

EMPLOYMENT •.•••••••••.•••.. ~~13 1,137 1,112 948 168 379 217 162 665 440 ~~ 103 9 18.2 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS •••.•••.•• 1,342 1,906 1,778 1,470 238 660 360 310 880 666 43 153 18 17.4 

PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HA8EAS CORPUS .............. 1,076 1,683 1,684 1,075 53 707 204 503 924 714 27 145 38 15.7 
PRISONER CIVI L RIGHTS ....... 1,205 2,:<97 • 2,103 1,399 130 1,362 386 976 611 497 25 80 9 13. V 
OTHER PRISONER PeTITIONS ••.•• 24 89 57 56 2 46 16 30 10 8 ? .. - -

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. 316 423 411 328 60 143 99 44 208 149 8 4(; 6 22.1 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 

AND DISCLOSURE ACT .•••..••.•. 48 43 64 27 9 19 6 13 36 29 1 5 1 13.9 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT •.••••.•.•••• 26 43 32 36 7 11 10 1 14 12 - 2 - 14.3 
OTHER LA80R ••••••••.••••• , •.• 194 336 283 247 39 117 91 26 127 90 3 32 2 25.2 
COPYRIGHT, PATENT, & TRADEMARK. 361 334 409 286 88 136 103 32 186 141 4 35 6 f8.8 
SECURITIES, CUMMODITIES & EXCH. 222 308 303 227 70 114 76 38 119 80 7 26 6 21.8 
CONST. OF STATE STATUTES •••..•• 91 116 115 92 23 34 19 15 58 40 2 16 1 25.9 
ALL OTHER •.•••••....••••.•.•• 524 701 666 569 113 248 176 73 295 212 8 68 7 23.1 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP ....... 2529 3610 3308 2831 504 1235 852 383 1569 1 171 76 287 35 18.3 

INSURANCE ............... " ... 339 522 451 410 57 170 128 42 2~4 180 6~ 37 1 16.5 
OTHER CONTRACT ACHONS ......... 1,052 1,461 1,405 1,108 218 542 379 163 645 483 32 109 21 16.9 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS .......... 167 202 196 163 31 82 48 34 83 73 1 7 :.: 8.4 
PERSONAL INJURY - MOTOR 

VEHICLE 148 171 191 128 20 64 45 19 107 81 8 17 1 15.9 
PERSONAL iNJuRy·...: oTHER: : : : : : : : 285 402 369 318 54 120 91 29 195 134 10 48 3 21\.6 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS •.•.•••••..• 548 840 686 702 117 255 161 94 314 219 19 69 7 22.0 
ALL OTHER •••••.•.•••••.•••••. - 12 10 2 7 2 - 2 1 1 - - - -

" GENERAL LOCAL JURISIHCTION •.•••• 34 50 43 41 4 19 12 7 20 13 1 6 - 30 0 

CONTRACT ACTIONS .••••••••..•.• 6 9 8 7 - 5 4 1 3 2 - 1 - -
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS ........... 4 7 6 6 - 2 - 2 3 3 - - - -
TORT ACTIONS •.••••••••••.•••. 11 14 13 12 1 7 6 1 6 3 1 1 - -
PRISONER PETITIONS ••••••.•.• , . 2 - 1 1 - - - - 1 - - 1 - -
ALL OTHER •••••• , , , •••.••••••• 11 20 16 15 3 5 2 3 8 5 - 3 - -

\ 



TABLE B-1A. U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMIlENCEO AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983. BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 

CASES DISPOSED OF 
WITHOUT HEARING IDR CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR 

CASES SU8MISSION SUBMISSION 
CASES CASES DISP. 
PNDING CASES CASES PNDING OF BY WID WI AFFIRM REV. 
JULY 1 COM- TERM- JUN 30 CONSOL- JUD. JUD. OR DIS- OR PCT" 

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 19B2 MENCED INATED 1983 IDATION TOTAL ACTION ACTION TOTAL GRANTED MISSED DENIED OTHER REV. 

TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES ............. 3988 4790 4777 4001 981 937 482 465 2859 2605 56 269 29 9.4 

HOMICIDE, TOTAL .................. 59 64 67 46 9 7 1 6 51 46 - 4 1 7.8 

MURDER, FIRST DEGREE ........... 37 36 40 32 6 3 1 2 32 31 - 1 - 3.1 
OTHER HOMICIDE ............... 22 19 27 14 4 4 - 4 19 IE - 3 1 16.8 . 

ROBBERY, TOTAL .................. 281\ 322 333 273 45 53 21 32 235 215 3 13 4 6.5 

BANK ........................ 260 296 312 244 43 50 20 30 219 200 2 13 4 5.9 
OTHER ROBBERY .........•...... 24 26 21 29 2 3 1 2 16 15 1 - - -

ASSAULT .......... , ............. 52 90 76 67 15 12 9 3 48 36 1 10 1 20.8 

BURGLARY. " ........ , ........... 3 6 4 4 1 1 - 1 2 2 - - - -
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL .......... 203 287 279 211 36 70 3B 32 173 164 4 14 1 B.l 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE ........... 46 57 63 39 14 13 11 2 36 31 1 4 - 11. 1 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF STOLEN 

PROPERTY ................... 61 83 66 78 9 15 7 B 42 39 - 3 - 7.1 
POSTAl. ...................... 32 47 47 32 3 15 11 4 29 24 1 3 1 10.3 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT ........ 66 100 103 62 10 27 9 18 66 60 2 4 - 6.1 

EMBEZZLEMENT .................... 71 99 98 72 17 21 7 14 60 65 1 4 - 6.7 

FRAUD, TOTAL .................... 668 818 866 630 138 196 104 92 522 469 11 49 3 9.4 

INCOME TAX ................... 161 230 246 145 25 74 36 38 147 129 7 HI 1 6.8 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE WIRE, 

RADIO, ETC ................... 276 286 317 245 59 52 31 21 206 174 3 27 2 13.1 
LENDING AND CREDIT .....••..... 37 42 42 37 3 10 6 4 29 26 - 3 - 10.3 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 71 109 93 87 16 26 16 10 S2 48 - 4 - 7.7 
OTHER FRAUD •................. 123 151 158 116 35 36 16 19 88 82 1 6 - 6.7 

\ 



--~-~ -~ ------~----~----~--------

TABLE B-1A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COfINENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3. BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 

CASES DISPOSED OF 
WITHOUT HEARING OR CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR 

CASES SUBMISSION SUBMISSION 
CASES CASES DISP. 

PNDING CASES CASES PNDING OF BY WIO WI AFFIRM REV. 
JULY 1 COM- TERM- JUN 30 CONSOl- JUD. JUD. OR DIS- Ol! PCT' 

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 1982 MENCED INATED 1983 IDATION TOTAL ACTION ACTION TOTAL GRANTED MISSED DENIED OTHER REV. 

AUTO THEFT ..................... 52 52 60 54 10 11 B 3 29 26 3 - - -
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING ....... 150 191 lBB 163 11 49 2B 21 12'1 116 2 11 - B.6 

SEX OFFENSES .•.•••.•.••.••••.••• 32 22 40 14 12 9 7 2 19 18 - 1 - 5.3 

DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL ACT, TOTAL .............. 1630 1774 1695 1609 474 309 15B 151 912 79B 20 B5 9 9.3 

DAPCA MARIHUANA ......... " .... 621 617 629 609 264 77 40 37 2BB 264 4 2B 2 9.7 
DAPCA NARC-PTICS ............... 66B B14 761 721 156 158 76 82 448 392 11 41 4 9.2 
DAPCA CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES ••.• 241 343

1 
306 279 66 74 42 32 176 152 6 16 3 9.1 

MiSCEllANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, 
TOTAL •••••..••.•••••.•••.•..•. 580 708 706 682 143 119 60 59 444 384 9 43 8 9.7 

BRIBERY •.•.•.•.•••.••••.•.•. 45 28 42 31 16 4 1 3 22 19 - 3 - 13.6 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING AND 

THREATS .................... 141 168 159 140 45 26 14 12 88 77 1 9 1 10.2 
GAMBLING, lOTTERY ••.•••••••••• 32 27 42 17 26 - - - 16 10 - 6 - 37.5 
KIDNAPPING .................. 17 32 16 33 3 1 1 - 12 12 - - - -
FIREARMS, WEAPONS ..•••..••••.• 221 293 2B2 232 27 60 27 33 195 169 3 17 6 8.7 
ESCAPE •.•••••.•....••••.•••• 61 55 64 42 8 11 5 6 45 38 2 4 1 8.9 
PERJURY •••••••••••••••..•••• 24 29 37 16 3 4 4 - 30 29 - 1 - 3.3 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL 

OFFENSES .................... 49 86 64 71 15 13 8 5 36 30 3 3 - 8.3 

IMMIGRATION LAWS ••••...•...••••. 74 94 113 55 12 22 12 10 79 66 - 13 - 16.5 

LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE ••....•.•• 2 1 1 2 - 1 - 1 - - - - - -
FEDERAL STATUTES .•.••••.••.••.•. 22B 273 272 229 58 57 29 28 167 131 2 22 2 14.0 

• PERCENT NOT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION IS lESS THAN 10. 
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Circuit 
and Pending 

Nature of July 1, 
Proceeding 1982* 

Total •••••••••• 761 

Criminal ••••••••• 212 
U.S. Civil ••••••••• 102 
Private Civil •••••• 388 
Admin. Appeals •••• 59 

DC Circuit •••••• 24 

Criminal ••••••••• 3 
U.s. Civil ••••••••• 11 
Private Civil •••••• -
Admin. Appeals •••• 10 

1st Circuit. ••••• 26 

Criminal ••••••••• 9 
U.S. CiviL •••••••• 2 
Private Civil •••••• 14 
Admin. Appeals •••• 1 

200 Circuit ...... 13 _. 
Criminal ••••••••• 2 
U.s. Civil ••••••••• 1 
Private Civil •••••• 8 
Admin. Appeals •••• 2 

3rd Circuit. ••••• 63 

Criminal 0 •••••••• 13 
U.S Civil ••••••••• 9 
hiVate Civil •••••• 35 
Admin. Appeals •••• 6 

4th Circuit. ••••• 212 
Criminal ••••••••• 68 
U.s. Civil ••••••••• 12 
Private Civil •••••• 124 
Admin. Appeals •••• 8 

5th Circuit. ••••• 35 
Criminal ••••••••• 9 
U.S. Civil ••••••••• 4. 
Private Civil •••••• 19 
Admin. Appeals •••• 3 

* Adjusted. 

~----~------------------~------------------------------------------~-----------

Filed 

2,811 

886 
336 

1,390 
199 

111 
6 

42 
14 
49 

135 
30 
13 
84 

8 

277 
91 
44 

128 
14 

255 
88 
43 

108 
16 

222 
58 
22 

138 
4 

248 
59 
18 

148 
23 

Table B-2 
U.S. Court:: of Appeals 

Petitions for Review on Writ of Certiorari to the Supreme Court 
Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 
0 

Terminated 
Circuit 

Pending and Pending I I Dis- June 30, Nature of July 1, 
Granted Denied missed 1983 Proceeding 1982* 

206 2,438 8 920 6th CJrcuit. ••••• 40 

17 832 - 249 Criminal ••••••••• 5 
30 303 2 103 U.S. Civil ••••••••• 7 

119 1,155 6 498 Private Civil •••••• 26 
40 148 - 70 Admin. Appeals •••• 2 

28 90 1 16 7th Circuit. ••••• 98 

- 5 - 4 Criminal ••••••••• 23 
7 41 1 4 U.S. Civil ••••••••• 14 
- 10 - 4 Private Civil •••••• 55 

21 34 - 4 Admin. Appeals •••• 6 

22 120 - 19 8th Circuit •••••• 33 

1 32 - a Criminal ••••••••• 5 
1 12 - 2 U.s. Civ!! ••••••••• 6 

18 70 - 10 Private Civil •••••• 22 
2 6 - 1 .Admin. Appeals •••• -

21 206 - 63 9th Circuit •••••• 143 

3 79 - 1.1 Criminal ••••••••• 40 
2 35 - 8 U.S. Civil. •••••••• 24 

14 83 - 39 Private Civil •••••• 61 
2 9 - 5 Admin. Appeals •••• 18 

16 250 2 50 10th Circuit. •••• 28 

- 91 - 10 Criminal ••••••••• 14 
2 35 1 14 U.S. Civil ••••••••• 8 

13 109 1 20 Private Civil •••••• 3 
1 IS - 6 Admin. Appeals •••• 3 

5 175 - 254 11 th Circuit ••••• 46 

- 46 - 80 Criminal ••••••••• 21 
3 19 - 12 U.S. Civil. •••••••• 4 
2 106 - 154 Private Civil •••••• 21 
- 4 - 8 Admin. Appeals •••• -

16 215 2 50 

1 57 - 10 
- 16 - 6 

12 126 2 27 
3 16 - 7 

.-

Terminated Pending II Dis- June 30, 
Filed Granted Denied missed 1983 

283 17 255 1 50 

91 2 82 - 12 
28 2 27 - 6 

148 11 133 1 29 
16 2 13 - 3 

222 7 186 - 127 

58 2 49 - 30 
9 - 9 - 14 

141 3 11~ - 76 
14 2 11 - 7 

167 16 165 1 18 

39 2 39 - 3 
19 1 23 - 1 

102 13 97 1 13 
7 - 6 - 1 

527 47 453 - 170 

190 3 185 - 42 
41 8 39 - 18 

263 29 205 - 90 
33 7 24 - 20 

112 4 105 - 31 

63 1 60 - 16 
40 3 31 - 14 

7 - 9 - 1 
2 - 5 - -

252 7 218 1 72 

113 2 107 - 25 
17 1 16 - 4 

109 4 90 1 35 
13 - 5 - 8 

Note: Administrative Appeals Include applications for enforcement or petitions for review of orders of an Administrative Board or Agency. 
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TABLE B 3. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS A~D ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS COr.t.1ENCED. BY CIRCUIT 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUN. 30. 19B1. 1982. AND 1983 

SOURCE 

TOTAL APPEALS 

US DISTRICT COURTS •• 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMIN. AGENCIES, TOTAL , • 

US TAX CT 
CAB. • • 
FCC. • • • • 
FERC. •• • • 
FTC. • • • ••• 
NLRB • 
AGRI .• • • ., 
SEC. • • • • • • • • 
INS. • • • • •• ••.••.• • • 
OTHER ADMIN. AGENCIES 

ORIG. PROC. •• 

DC CIR • • • 

US DISTRICT COURT. 
BANKRUPTCY •• 
US TAX COURT 
NLRB. ••••••• • • • • 
ADMIN. AGENCIES ., •• 
ORIG. PROC. • • • • • 

1ST CIR ••• 

ME ••• •• • 
MA.. .. .... .. 
NH •••••• •• 
RI ••• 
PR ••••••• • ••• 
BANKRUPTCY • • • • 
US TAX COURT '" ••• 
NLRB. • • . • . • • • • 
ADMIN AGENCI ES • • • • • • , • 
ORIG. PROC. • ••• 

2ND CIR • . ., •• • ••••• 

CT •• •.•••• 
NY.N ., •• 
NY,E .• , •••• 
NY,S • • ••• • •• • • 
NY.W .,. •• 
\IT .••.•.••• 
BANKRUPTCY •••• ••••• • •• 
US TAX COURT •••••• • • 
NLRB. • • •••••• 
ADMIN AGENCIES. • • • • •• 
ORIG. PROC. . • • • • • • • • • 

3P.D CIR •• , ••••• 

DE •• •••••• ••••• • •• 
NJ • • • • • 
PA.E • • • • • • • • • • • •• " • 
PA.M • • • • • • • ••••• • • •• 
PA,W •••• ,.... ., •• 
VI ••••••• • • • • • •• • ••••• 
BANKRUPTCY •• • • • • • • 
US TAX COURT • • • • • • 
NLRB. • • • • • • • •• •• • •• , •• 
ADMIN AGENCIES •• 
ORIG. PROC. • • • • 

19111 

26362 

21,391 
465 

3,800 
322 

18 
131 
317 

22 
1,151 

8 
22 

355 
1,454 

706 

1604 

722 
5 
3 

66 
792 

26 

002 

44 
427 

58 
61 

171 
16 
10 
56 
37 
22 

3061 

222 
170 
612 

1,437 
123 

44 
88 
40 

139 
103 

83 

2013 

64 
365 
620 
194 
288 

69 
23 
24 

126 
173 

67 

I 1982 

27946 

23,651 
509 

3.118 
404 

26 
92 
99 
15 

838 
13 
15 

349 
1.267 

768 

1447 

907 
5 

11 
22 

471 
31 

1.040 

44 
1\66 

72 
107 
214 

27 
19 
28 
42 
21 

2827 

183 
191 
648 

1,228 
89 
49 
66 
56 

129 
102 

96 

2191 

71 
458 
681 
214 
307 
113 

33 
24 
76 

154 
55 

I 1983 

29630 

25.039 
688 

3,069 
375 

23 
122 
273 

17 
755 

10 
9 

402 
1,083 

834 

1562 

836 
6 
7 

36 
629 

48 

936 

54 
448 

72 
91 

160 
21 
12 
24 
32 
22 

2731 

166 
192 
679 

1,207 
168 
40 
62 
36 
92 

102 
87 

2613 

103 
481 
806 
218 
451 
106 
76 
19 
72 

110 
72 
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TABLE B 3. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS AND ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS CONMENCED. BY CIRCUIT 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUN. 30. 1981. 1982. AND 1983 

SOURCE 

230 
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TABLE B 3. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS AND ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS COM'IIENCED. BY CIRCUIT 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUN. 30. 1981. 1982. AND 1983 

SOURCE 1981 I 1982 I 1983 

8TH CIR · . 1368 1596 1697 

AR,E · . 160 183 173 
AR,W 40 64 91 
IA,N · . · . 58 51 50 
lA,S 64 74 78 

MN · . · . 190 234 206 
MO,E · . · . · . · . · . · . 282 317 316 
MO,W 154 230 282 
NE · 78 123 131 
NO · . · . · . 62 37 62 
SO 68 92 103 
BANKRUPTCY 18 35 40 
US TAX COURT 31 21 23 
NLRB. 66 48 36 
ADMIN AGENcies' , · . · . · . · . 65 45 49 
ORIG. PROC. · . 32 42 ',7 

9TH CIR · . · . 4262 4390 4583 

AK .. · . 62 56 82 
AZ .. · . · . · . · . 330 306 309 
CA,N · . . · . 442 520 623 
CA,E 158 193 205 
CA,C 1,027 953 1,057 
CA,S · . 262 254 240 
HI 114 110 10:'1 
10 · . . .. · . 51 80 el 
MT · . · . 73 101 16 
NV · . · . · 138 125 121 
OR · . · . 254 225 246 
WA,E · . · . · . 96 181 111 
WA,W · . · . 247 310 279 
GUAM. 25 26 33 
NMI ..... · . 9 3 3 
BANKRUPTCY · . 89 86 98 
US TAX COURT 69 82 93 
NLRB. ....... . . . .. 235 191 144 
ADMIN AGENCIES · . 367 365 411 
ORIG. PROC. · . 214 223 269 

10TH CIR 1577 1784 1767 

CO · · . 226 409 322 
KS .. · . 254 267 305 
NM · . 229 200 199 
OK,N · ... 99 108 110 
OK.E · . · . · . · . 86 88 110 
OK,W .. · . · . · . 241 252 323 
UT · . · . · . 115 129 102 
WY · . 101 84 86 
BANKRUPTCY · . · . .. . 30 54 50 
US TAX COURT' · . · · . · . 21 39 21 
NLRB. •• " •• f' ... · . · . 35 20 28 
ADMIN AGENCIES · . . . 90 63 57 
ORIG. PROC. · . · . · . 50 71 54 

11TH CIR · . · . · . 2399 2556 3078 

AL,N .. · . · . · . · . 210 210 300 
AL,M .... . .. BO 69 143 
AL,S · . · ... · . 126 93 128 
FL,N .... · . · . 126 131 150 
FL,M .. . .. · . · . · . 312 354 509 
FL,S · . · . · . 659 809 787 
GA,N · ., . · . · , ..... · . 417 439 5tO 
GA,M .... · . · . · . 110 101 120 
GA,S · . · . '" . 129 120 171 
BANKRUPTCY ... · . · . 37 41 73 
US TAX COURT ., . · . 15 19 36 
NLRB. ...... , . · . .. . · . 47 44 47 
ADMIN AGENCIES · . 84 82 65 
ORIG. PROC ... ... 47 44 39 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL .... 

DC ...... 

1ST .... 

ME ...... 
MA ...... 
NH ...... 
RI ...... 
PR ...... 

2ND ... _ 

CT _ ..... 
NY,N ..... 
NY,E ..... 
NY,S ..... 
NY,W ..... 
VT ...... 

3RD .... 

DE ...... 
NJ 
PA,E ..... 
PA,M ..... 
PA,W ..... 
VI ...... 

4TH .... 

MD ...... 
NC,E ..... 
NC,M " ... 
NC,W ..... 
SC ...... 
VA,E ..... 
VA,W ..... 
WV.N ..... 
WV.S ..... 

5TH .... 

LA.E ..... 
LA,M ..... 
LA.W ..... 
MS,N ..... 
MS,S ..... 
TX,N ~ .... 
TX,E ..... 
TX.S ..... 
TX.W ..... 
CZ ...... 

6TH .•.. 

KY.E ..... 
KY,W ..... 
MI,E ..... 
MI,W ..... 
OH,N .•... 
OH,S ...•. 
TN.E ..... 
TN,M ..... 
TN,W ..... 

\ 

TABLE B-3 A . U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS IN CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES 

FROM U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

---

APPEALS COMMENCED APPEALS DISPOSED OF 

TOTAL CIVIL I CRIMINAl. TOTAL CIVIL I CRIMINAL 

26039 20249 4790 24072 19295 4777 

836 762 74 844 746 99 

625 661 164 819 659 160 

54 38 16 47 31 16 
448 362 86 432 349 83 

72 64 8 68 59 9 
91 68 23 94 66 28 

160 129 31 178 154 24 

2352 1862 500 2389 1885 504 

166 127 39 152 113 39 
192 152 40 228 180 48 
579 398 181 584 408 176 

1,207 1,018 18!!: 1,259 1,064 195 
168 128 40 119 88 31 

40 29 11 47 32 15 

2164 1735 429 2091 1722 369 

103 94 9 123 108 16 
481 372 109 468 384 84 
805 653 152 716 590 126 
218 196 22 258 243 15 
451 349 102 402 327 75 
106 71 35 124 70 54 

2140 1810 330 1972 1669 303 

371 282 89 326 257 68 
294 263 31 265 223 32 

87 78 9 107 77 30 
177 147 30 181 149 32 
215 186 29 210 169 41 
647 558 89 599 524 75 
160 150 10 155 146 9 

76 51 25 57 53 4 
113 95 18 83 71 12 

2777 2371 406 2656 2112 443 

616 556 60 567 5-12 65 
120 110 10 96 81 16 
269 245 24 250 229 21 
134 125 9 113 96 17 
142 134 8 170 148 22 
488 406 82 474 390 84 
164 147 17 t36 126 11 
529 436 94 476 348 128 
314 212 102 272 183 89 

1 1 1 1 

2438 2056 382 2475 2072 403 

165 130 35 190 137 63 
166 141 26 204 191 13 
723 590 133 684 552 132 
172 151 21 183 166 27 
388 331 67 353 307 46 
374 351 23 377 338 39 
155 128 27 161 137 24 
136 109 27 160 132 213 
159 125 34 163 122 41 

". 
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TABLE 8-3A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS IN CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CAGI:S 

FROM U. S. DISTRlCT COURTS 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

CIRCUIT 
APPEALS COMMENCED 

APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
AND I CRIMINAL I CRIMINAL 

DISTRICT TOTAL CIVIL TOTAL CIVIL 

7Tf-I •••• 2072 1725 347 1800 1509 291 
IL,N ..... 992 815 177 I L,C ....• 158 90 868 725 143 
IL,S .... 68 140 1,02 204 183 38 
IN,N ..... 21 172 156 
IN,S ..... 

146 115 31 157 
16 

209 186 118 39 
WI,!: ....• 23 162 170 153 140 22 
WI,W ..... 193 

17 172 148 24 163 10 129 120 9 
8TH .... 1492 1217 275 1322 .. - 1,054 268 

AR,E ..... 173 154 19 AR,W ..... 91 77 
156 135 20 

IA,N ..... 50 
14 74 63 11 

lA,S ..... 42 8 55 78 65 42 13 
MN ...... 13 64 57 206 148 7 
MO,E ..... 58 208 !51 
MO,W ..... 

316 253 63 255 
67 

282 240 187 68 
NE ...... 42 235 131 116 204 31 
ND .. , ... 16 133 62 49 112 21 
SO ...... 13 42 103 '.13 30 

26 16 
101 77 24 

9TH .... 3661> 280·t 7et!, 3,9i7 1 3 1035 R82 
AK . " '" 82 70 12 AZ ...... 309 229 87 77 10 
CA,N ..... 80 336 262 623 551 84 
CA,E ..... 72 616 544 
CA,C ..... 

205 127 78 237 
72 

1,067 839 210 
165 72 

CA,S ..... 240 126 114 
1,196 922 274 

HI 285 137 ...... 103 89 14 148 
ID ...... 81 69 119 100 19 
MT ...... 12 74 61 76 64 13 
NV ...... 11 95 82 121 95 13 
OR ..•... 246 206 

2~ 140 103 37 40 
! i WA,E ..... 111 96 259 211 48 

I WA,W ..... 16 141 
I 279 226 54 131 10 

GUAM 300 229 1 '" . 33 16 17 71 

I 

I 
NMI ..... 3 2 

29 18 11 1 3 3 

I 
10TH ... 1557 1326 232 1372 1 't60 222 

CO ...... 322 266 56 Ks •.••.. 306 277 306 236 69 
NM ...... 28 239 220 11 199 166 33 19 

n 
OK,N " '" 110 184 149 36 
OK,E .•... 

86 26 85 72 110 91 13 

~ OK,W ..... 19 94 82 

I 
323 281 12 

UT .....• 42 266 228 102 85 37 
WY ...... 17 99 78 

I 
86 74 12 21 

101 85 16 

I 
11TH ... 2818 1931 81'7 2516 1683 833 

It AL,N ..... 300 247 53 AL,M •.... 143 127 251 202 49 
AL,S ..... 16 100 83 h 128 73 65 17 
FL,N ....• 160 89 107 79 28 i I FL,M ..... 61 147 80 } 509 377 132 67 

I FL,S ..•.. 787 373 427 306 121 

f I 
GA,N ..... 510 

414 789 366 424 405 105 , GA,M ..... 120 108 462 374 86 
GAS ..... 12 111 171 132 90 21 

I 
39 122 104 

1\ 

16 

i 

II 
'-I 
II 
i 
r 
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CIRCUIT 

TOTAL 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA •.• 
FIRST •••••.••..•.••.. 
SECOND .••.••...••..•• 
THIRD •••....•.•.•.•.• 
FOURTH ...•..•.••••••• 
FIFTH ....•..••••••••• 
SIXTH •••..•••.•••••.• 
SEVENTH ..••••.•.••.•• 
EIGHTH •.•.••••..•.••. 
NINTH ••••••••.••...•• 
TENTH ..•.•..•..•••.•• 
ELEVENTH ............. 

TOTAL 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA •.• 
FIRST •••••••.••••..•. 
SECOND •..••.••.••••.• 
THIRD ••••.••••.•••••• 
FOURTH .•.•.•.•••••••. 
FIFTH .••••.•.•••••••. 
SIXTH •.•.••••••••••.• 
SEVENTH .••••.•••.•.•. 
EIGHTH ••••••.••...••• 
NINTH ••••.•.••••••••• 
TENTH .•••••..•••••••• 
ELEVENTH .............. 

\ 
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TABLE B4. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
MEOIAN TIME INTERVALS IN CASES TERMINATEO AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

FROM FILING NOTICE 
FROM FILING FROM FILING FROM FILING FROM HEARING OF APPEAL 
OF COMPLETE OF COMPLETE LAST BRIEF OR 

RECORD TO RECORD TO TO HEARING SUBMISSION TO FILING TO FINAL 
FINAL DIS- FILING LAST OR TO FINAL COMPLETE DISPO-
POSITION BRIEF SUBMISSION DISPOSITION RECORD SITION 

INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL 
CASES (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTlfS) (MONTHS) (MONTflS) 

ALL CASES 

13217 8.6 3.0 3.0 1.6 1.6 11. 1 

512 9.4 4.3 2.7 2.1 1.3 10.8 
415 6.6 2.7 1.3 2.1 1.2 8.4 

1,193 4.9 2.4 .8 .4 1.3 6.5 
1,175 6.8 2.5 3.2 .3 1.2 9.0 

654 7.7 2.6 2. i 2.6 :l.8 11.3 
1,653 8.2 3.2 2.3 1.9 1.7 10.5 
1,571 12.2 3.3 6.6 .7 1.2 14.2 

974 10.2 3.0 2.6 2.8 1.1 12.2 
747 6.8 1.1 2.5 1.4 2.0 8.6 

2,143 10.5 3.6 3.3 2.3 1.9 13.3 
843 12.1 2.9 3.5 2.0 1.3 14.., 

In? 10.1 3.6 4.1 1.5 1.9 12.9 

CIVIL 

8695 9.0 3.0 3.2 1.6 1.3 11.3 

261 9.7 4.0 2.9 2.1 1.3 11.3 
301 6.6 2.6 1.3 2.1 1.0 8.1 
743 5.2 2.4 .9 .6 1.2 B.6 
777 B.9 2.5 3.3 .2 1.0 8.7 
420 8.0 2.7 2.1 2.8 2.2 11.0 

1,143 8.6 3.2 2.8 2.1 1.5 10.7 
1,189 12.5 3.3 7.1 .6 1.0 14.4 

679 10.5 2.9 3.0 2.5 .8 12.3 
488 6.1 1.2 2.7 1.4 2.0 9.0 

1,292 11.6 4.0 3.6 2.7 1.8 14.6 
575 11. 7 2.5 3.7 1.6 1.1 14.3 
828 10.2 3.3 4.5 1.8 1.4 12.7 

FROM FILING iN 
LOWER COURT TO 

FINAL DIS-
POSITION IN 
APPELLATE 

COURT 

INTERVAL 
(MONTHS) 

24.8 , 

23.8 
24.9 
18.6 
22.4 
22.4 
28.4 
26.9 
28.2 
19.8 
26.6 
27.6 
25.1 

28.7 

25.7 
30.9 
21.5 
24.7 
25.4 
32.7 
27.6 
31.7 
24.5 
32.3 
34.0 
29.1 



/I 

CIRCUIT 

TOTAL 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ... 
FIRST ................ 
SECOND ...........•... 
THIRD ................ 
FOURTH ............... 
FIFTH ................ 
SIXTH ...•............ 
IlEVENTH .............. 
ErGHTH ............... 
NINTH ................ 
TENTH ................ 
ELEVENTH ............. 

TOTAL 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ... 
FIRST ................ 
SECOND ............... 
THIRD .............•.. 
FOURTH .... " ......•.. 
FIFTH ................ 
SIXTH ................ 
SEVENTH .............. 
EIGHTH ............... 
NINTH ................ 
TENTH ................ 
ELEVENTH ............. 

\ 

~ --~-<-------------~-.......----------------. 

TABLE B4. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS IN CASES TERMINATED AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

FROM FILING NOTICE 
FROM FILING FROM FILING FROM FILING FROM HEARING OF APPEAL 
OF COMPLETE OF COMPLETE LAST BRIEF Oll 

RECORD TO RECOIlD TO TO HEMUNG SUBMISSION TO FILING TO FINAL 
FINAL DIS- FILING LAST OR TO FINAL COMPLETE DISPO-
POSITION BRIEF SUBMISSION DISPOSITION RECORD SITION 

INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL 
CASES (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTHS) 

CRIMINAL 

2859 7.3 2.8 2.5 1.4 2.3 10.5 

49 7.4 3.7 .8 2.2 1.5 9.7 
67 6.9 3.1 1.3 2.0 2.7 9.9 

281 3.9 2.3 .7 .4 1.6 6.<-
262 6.2 2.3 3.0 .3 2.1 10.2 
170 6.7 2.2 2.0 2.3 5.0 12.3 
352 6.9 3.1 1.4 1.5 2.4 9.7 
247 8.5 3.3 3.5 .7 3.5 12.7 
181 8.2 2.7 1.8 3.0 2.7 11.9 
172 4,7 .8 2.1 1.2 1.9 6.6 
507 7.7 2.5 2.8 1.7 2.0 10.1 
179 10.8 3.6 2.9 2.3 1.8 14.1 
392 9.5 4.1 3.6 .4 2.9 13.3 

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY 

1292 9.8 3.7 3.2 1.8 

196 10.0 4.6 2.8 1.9 
31 6.9 3.4 1.3 2.6 
81 5.5 2.8 1.0 .9 

I'; 1 6.9 2.7 3.1 .4 
51 7.8 2.7 1.8 2.3 

1:::,3 8.7 3.3 2.8 2.5 
113 14.1 3.7 B.2 1.2 
89 11. 1 3.8 2.6 3.4 
60 6.6 2.0 2.5 1.3 

292 11.0 4.5 3.3 1.9 
62 18.5 2.9 11.9 2.4 
78 11.4 3.9 4.3 1.8 

FROM FILING IN 
LOWER COURT TO 

FINAL DIS-
POSITION IN 
APPELLATE 

COURT 

'NTERVAI. 
(MONTHS) 

17.8 

14.2 
17.4 
14.3 
17.3 
17.9 
17.7 
20.7 
20.4 
12.3 
16.7 
20.2 
20.0 

u 
n 
q 

;i 

I ~ 



, , 

CIRCUIT 

TOTAL 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .•• 
FIRST ••••..••.•••.••• 
SECOND .••.•••• " •••.• 
THIRD ..•.••.••.••.••. 
FOURTH •••••••.••••.•. 
FIFTH •.•.•..•••.•••.• 
SIXTH ••••..••••..••.• 
SEVENTH ••••••.••.•... 
EIGHTH •••••••••..•••• 
NINTH .••.••••••...••. 
TENTH ••.•••••••.••.•. 
ELEVENTH ............. 

'\ 

TABLE B4. U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS IN CASES TERMINATED AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

FROM FILING NOTICE 
FROM FILUm FROM FILING FROM FILING FROM HEARING OF APPEAL 
OF COMPLETE OF COMPLETE LAST BRIEF OR 

RECORD TO RECORD TO TO HEARING SUBMISSION TO FILING TO FINAL 
FINAL DIS- FILING LAST OR TO FINAL COMPLETE DISPO-

POSITION BRIEF SUBMISSION DISPOSITION RECORD SITlOr! 

INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL 
CASES (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTHS) (MONTHS) 

BANKRUPTCY 

275 9.0 2.8 3.4 2.0 1.1 11.4 

5 10.B 5.1 4.0 1.5 .B 11.6 
14 7.1 2.2 1.0 2.4 .5 B.3 
16 6.8 I.B .6 2.6 1.2 6.9 
20 6.1 2.3 3.2 .6 1.0 7.5 
12 B.6 2.7 2.8 2.0 1.7 10.6 
27 6,3 2.7 .9 I.B .7 B.l 
21 15.3 3.5 8.8 2.0 .8 17.5 
26 11.0 2.6 4.0 2.1 .6 12.3 
22 5.9 .8 3.4 1.1 I.B 10.1 
61 11.7 3.6 3.9 2.4 1.4 114.0 
24 21.4 3.3 13.6 2.6 .6 22.0 
37 8.4 3.4 2.9 2.1 1.4 10.8 

: 4 

FROM FILING IN 
LOWER COURT TO 

FINAL DIS-
POSITION IN 
APPELLATE 

COURT 

INTERVAL 
(MONTHS) 

21.5 

20.2 
21.3 
11. 1 
12.2 
16.0 
19.B 
24.9 
22.4 
19.4 
25.4 
29.7 
23.2 



TABLE B-7. U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U. S. DISTRICT COURTS BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDEDJUN.30.1983 

CIRCUIT 

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST seCOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH 

TOTAL CASES •••.•••••••••••••••.. 25039 836 825 2352 2164 2140 2777 2438 2072 1492 

TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES •••••••..•••. 4790 74 164 500 429 330 406 382 347 275 

TOTAL CIVIL CASES ............. ~ . 20249 762 661 1852 1735 1810 2371 2056 1725 1217 

U.S. CASES •••.•.•• " ••.••••.•• 5820 470 254 491 400 471 387 536 485 401 

U.S. PLAINTIFF .•••••••••• " ••••. 964 38 48 77 4G 31 98 62 71 89 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS '" .••.• 22 2 3 3 1 - - - 1 3 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS ........ 74 4 10 8 4 3 15 2 2 3 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND ..••.••.•• 55 - 5 - 1 13 5 1 2 12 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 81 6 6 11 4 3 7 - 4 11 
PERSONAL PROPERTY TORT ACTIONS. 7 - - - 2 - 2 - - -
CIVI L RIGHTS: 

EMPLOYMENT •••••••.•••••.••• 51 - - 2 1 1 12 7 1 4 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ........... 26 - - 1 2 1 4 2 1 1 

FORFEITURE AND PENALTY ........ 128 1 9 10 5 5 16 7 8 6 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT •.••••• 47 2 3 5 2 - 6 10 1 10 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. 23 1 1 1 5 - 3 1 1 -
OTHER LABOR ••.•••.••.•.••.••. 39 - 1 1 6 - 6 2 4 2 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES AND 

EXCHANGES •••••••••••••••• .o • 29 - - 3 2 - 1 5 3 3 
TAX SUITS ••••••.•••.••..•••.• 209 1 6 15 7 4 10 15 24 30 
ALL OTHE'~ .•.••••••••••••••••• 173 21 4 17 6 1 11 10 19 4 

U.S. DEFENDANT ••••••.••••••••••• 4856 432 206 414 352 440 289 474 414 312 

CONTRACT ACTIONS ............. 136 6 9 13 10 14 7 12 8 10 
REAL PROPERT'" ACTIONS ......... 80 1 6 3 1 7 7 2 5 15 
TORT ACTIONS ••.••••...•••••.• 496 38 :11 46 28 29 40 29 26 23 
CIVI L RIGHTS: 

EMPLOYMENT ••.•.•..••••.•••• 230 55 8 7 5 23 21 13 19 12 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS .......... 402 ,64 23 33 32 19 25 13 44 30 

PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE ... 388 - 2 42 24 54 36 55 33 36 
HABEAS CORPUS ................ 440 9 11 41 40 18 12 34 84 32 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS ....... 262 23 9 6 28 23 5 25 58 25 
OTHER PRISONER PETITIONS ••..• 148 3 2 6 24 50 2 6 21 14 

LABOR SUITS •.••.••.•....••••• 84 14 10 10 2 8 4 7 5 3 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS .......... 992 15 66 101 96 110 63 200 38 57 
TAX SUITS •••.••••••••.••••••• 259 1 5 15 9 29 24 25 25 21 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS .•••••••• 89 12 4 10 11 8 2 3 2 2 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT ••.•• 103 53 4 4 2 7 2 7 2 2 
ALL OTHER •..•••.•.•.••••••.•. 727 138 26 77 40 41 39 43 44 30 

NINTH TENTH ELEVENTH 

3568 1657 2818 

764 232 887 

2804 1325 1931 

963 429 533 

197 89 116 

4 2 3 
12 3 8 
10 5 1 
10 12 7 
3 - -
4 16 3 
9 1 4 

34 3 24 
1 5 2 
7 2 1 
7 8 2 

5 3 4 
64 16 17 
27 13 40 

766 340 417 

28 8 11 
20 9 4 

150 26 40 

23 14 30 
73 26 20 

44 33 29 
58 61 40 
25 40 15 

1 12 7 
10 2 9 

108 19 119 
48 28 29 
26 1 8 

9 2 9 
143 59 47 



--~---------~------------

TABLE B-7. U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDEDJUN.30,19B3 

CIRCUIT 

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH 

PRIVATE CASES .•.••••.•••.••••• 14429 292 407 1361 1335 1339 1984 1520 1240 816 

FEDERAL QUESTiON ••••.••.•••.•••• 10769 177 291 1059 888 1062 1482 1197 962 550 

MARINE CONTRACT .............. 229 - 10 49 6 14 )11 2 - 7 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS ........ 172 3 6 22 8 4 9 22 9 10 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 77 3 5 8 9 4 9 B 1 13 
MARINE INJURY •.•.•.••.••••••. 282 - 3 18 3 7 196 7 - 2 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS ••.•••.•.•.• 248 16 6 29 15 9 40 26 13 9 
ANTITRUST ................... 345 14 10 41 41 16 29, 18 39 21 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

EMPLOYMENT •.•.••••.•••..••. 1,137 25 18 87 85 91 158 135 107 88 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ........... 1,906 29 103 186 137 99 214 256 218 132 

PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HABEAS CORPUS .............. 1,683 6 32 190 36 140 361 216 201 49 
PRISONER CIVI L RIGHTS ....... 2,297 23 20 116 306 536 221 252 177 102 
OTHER PRISONER PETITIONS •••.• 89 1 - 3 4 24 5 2 7 2 

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. 423 6 8 42 49 9 26 101 33 29 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 

AND DISCLOSURE ACT ••.•••••.•• 43 2 5 9 1 - 8 3 1 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT ••..••••••.•• 43 - 5 1 2 5 8 5 3 
OTHER LABOR •.••••.•.•••••••.• 336 18 13 31 59 20 29 39 21 8 
COPYRIGHT, PATENT, & TRADEMARK. 334 5 12 68 30 15 34 24 26 16 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES & EXCH. 308 5 4 62 21 14 15 24 30 7 
CONST. OF STATE STATUTES .•.•.•• 116 - 7 13 4 13 9 8 7 11 
ALL OTHER .•••.•.••.•••.•••.•• 701 21 31 84 65 44 61 41 65 40 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP ....... 3610 115 116 302 400 277 491 323 278 266 

INSURANCE ................... 522 5 11 32 70 41 53 51 30 31 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS ........ 1,461 39 52 149 160 124 163 102 152 108 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS ......... 202 4 7 14 24 19 15 14 5 17 
PERSONAL INJURY - MOTOR 

VEHICLE ................... 171 6 3 7 19 9 33 20 11 25 
PERSONAL INJURY - OTHER •.•..••• 402 33 10 20 50 34 73 46 24 25 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS •••••.•.•.•• 840 28 33 79 75 50 154 89 48 60 
ALL OTHER •.••••.•••.•••.••.•• 12 - - 1 2 - - 1 8 -

GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION .•.••• 50 - - - 47 - 1 - - -
CONTRACT ACTIONS ............. 9 - - - 8 - - - - -
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS ......... 7 - - - 7 - - - - -
TORT ACTIONS ••••••.••••••.••• 14 - - - 14 - - - - -
PRISONER PETITIONS ..•••••••••• - - - - - - - - - -
ALL OTHER .•••.•.•.••••.•••.•• 20 - - - 18 - 1 - - -

NINTH TENTH 

1841 896 

1423 587 

"31 -
43 11 
12 2 
33 1 
35 10 
70 23 

139 50 
256 110 

152 80 
168 153 

1 20 
93 6 

11 -
6 1 

67 12 
68 16 
51 46 
23 B 

164 38 

416 309 

72 37 
167 128 
43 34 

11 14 
26 35 
97 61 
- -
2 -
1 -- -
- -
- -
1 -

-------------... ,------------.~~-------- -

EI'.EVENTH 

~ 

~ 

39 
25 

3 
12 
40 
23 

154 
166 

,\20 
223 

.W 
,'.1 

,) 
~\ 

19 
20 
29 
13 
47 

317 

89 
117 

6 

13 
26 
66 
-
-
----
-



\ 
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TABLE B-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U. S. DISTRICT COUPTS BiY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDEDJUN.30.1983 

CIRCUIT 

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVI1NTH EIGHTH 

TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES •••.•••.••••• 4790 74 164 500 429 330 406 382 347 275 

HOMICIDE, TOTAL ••••.• , •••.••••••• 54 1 - - 2 4 6 2 8 6 

MURDER, FIRST DEGREE ••••••••••• 35 1 - - 2 2 5 1 6 1 
OTHER HOMICIDE ............... 19 - - - - 2 1 1 2 5 

ROBBERY, TOTAL .................. 322 2 8 31 43 38 8 27 20 20 

BANK •••••••••.••••••••••••.• 296 2 7 29 37 32 6 26 19 19 
OTHER ROBBERY ., •••••.••••••.• 26 - 1 2 6 6 2 1 1 1 

ASSAULT •••••••••••• , ••••..•..•• 90 - - 1 11 18 4 5 8 13 

BURGLARY ••••••••••• , ••••••••..• 5 - - - - 1 - 1 - -
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL .••••.•••• 287 8 • 5 30 32 29 20 17 28 15 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE ••••..••••• 57 - 1 12 11 3 7 1 7 2 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF STOLEN 

PROPERTY ................... 83 6 2 7 7 6 6 7 14 6 
POSTAL ••••••• '" ., •.••••••.• 47 - - 6 6 4 2 4 1 1 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT •••••••• 100 2 2 5 8 1,!i 5 5 6 6 

EMBEZZLEMENT ................... 99 - 4 9 2 6 5 9 15 13 

FRAUD, TOTAL .................... 818 4 27 98 93 38 75 93 69 52 

INCOME TAX •.•••••.••..••••••• 230 - 9 24 36 7 22 20 9 16 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE WIRE, 

RADIO, ETC ••• 'O ............... 286 - 8 40 35 11 20 44 27 22 
LENDING AND CREDIT ••••.•••••.. 42 1 3 1 2 2 4 1 5 5 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 109 1 4 13 5 10 17 7 11 3 
OTHER FRAUD •••••••••••••••••. 151 2 3 20 15 8 12 21 17 6 

AUTO THEFT .............. , ....... 52 - 1 5 2 8 5 9 3 3 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING ....... 191 3 4 18 14 12 22 13 16 9 

NINTH TENTH ELEVENTH 

764 232 887 

20 5 -
12 5 -

8 - -
71 10 44 

70 10 39 
1 - 5 

13 10 7 

3 - -
56 11 36 

3 1 9 

12 1 9 
13 4 6 
28 5 12 

19 6 11 

121 50 98 

48 18 21 

29 22 28 
4 3 11 

12 - 26 
28 7 12 

5 2 9 

26 11 43 



\ 

TABLE B-7. U. S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
NArURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U. S. DISTRICT COURTS BY CIRCUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDEDJUN.30.1983 

CIRCUIT 

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH 

SEX OFFENSES ••••••••••.••••••.•• 22 1 - - 3 - - 2 1 7 

DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL ACT, TOTAL ............... 1774 38 80 193 125 111 146 121 103 60 

DAPCA MARIHUANA .............. 617 5 46 42 25 42 54 28 27 26 
llAPCA NARCOTICS ............... 814 28 31 131 44 64 53 51 62 32 
DAPCA CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES •.•. 343 5 3 20 56 5 39 42 14 10 

MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, 
TOTAL •••.•••••.•••.••••.•••••• 708 11 20 85 74 54 53 64 55 53 

BRIBERY ., •••••.••••••.••••.• 28 3 4 5 2 2 1 - - -
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING AND 

THREATS .................... 158 - 6 37 16 6 9 14 10 5 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY •••••••••••.• 27 - - - 8 - - - 1 2 
KIDNAPPING ................... 32 - - - 8 1 2 - 5 5 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS •••••.•••••.. 293 7 7 . 25 23 24 22 37 20 30 
ESCAPE .•.•••••••••••..•..••• 55 1 1 - 3 5 9 9 - 3 
PERJURY ••••.•••.••••••.••.•• 29 - 1 6 - 2 7 1 - 6 
OTHER MISCELLANEOI)S Gf.NERAL 

OFFENSES .................... 86 - 1 12 14 14 3 3 19 2 

IMMIGRATION LAWS ••••.••••••••••• 94 - 4 7 1 - 24 3 3 -
LIIlUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE •••••••••• 1 - - - - 1 - - - -
FeDERAL STATUTES .•.•..•.••.•..•• 273 6 11 23 27 10 38 16 18 16 

NINTH TENTH ELEVENTH 

6 2 -

253 55 481 

45' 10 267 
136 28 154 
72 17 60 

101 42 96 

9 - 2 

25 6 24 
5 11 -
3 2 6 

34 17 47 
14 3 7 

2 - 4 

9 3 6 

38 5 9 

- - -
32 23 53 



~ --------~-------.-------------------.. -------" 

TABLE C 1. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COM'I'IENCED. TERMINATED AND PENDING DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE C~VIL CASES 
CIRCUIT PENDING PENDING !'>ENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING AND JUNE 30. COM- TERMI- JUNE 30. JUNE 30. COM- TERMI- JUNE 30. JUNE 30. COM- TERM 1- JUNE 30. DISTRICT 1982 MENCED NATED 1983 1982 MENCED NATED 1983 1982 MENCED NATED 1983 

TOTAL ... 205434 241 842 215356 231920 57966 95803 83811 69958 147466 146039 131 545 161962 
DC ...... 2890 3967 3947 2910 1287 1483 1549 1221 1603 2484 2398 1689 

1ST ... 10884 10320 8963 12241 2863 3990 3481 3372 8021 6330 5482 8 B6li' -ME ....•• 906 864 778 992 298 472 445 325 608 392 333 667 I'l4A •••••• 5,980 4,657 3,286 7,351 1,371 1,689 1,337 1,723 4,609 2,968 1,949 5,628 NH •••••• 762 802 809 755 170 333 312 191 592 469 497 564 RI ••••.• 1,348 818 1,126 1,040 283 292 356 219 1,065 526 770 821 PR ..••.. 1,888 3,179 2,964 2,103 741 1,204 1,031 914 1,147 1,975 1,933 1,189 
2ND ... 22344 21255 18186 25413 4919 6089 5010 5998 17425 15166 13176 19415 

CT .••... 3,897 2,686 ~,301 4,282 926 984 928 982 2,971 1,702 1,373 3,300 NY,N .•.•. 2,078 1,665 1,251 2,492 566 456 376 646 1,512 1,209 875 1,846 NY,E .•..• 5,026 5,276 4,145 6,157 1,649 2,393 1,785 2,257 3,377 2,883" 2,360 3,900 Ny,S ..•.. 9,091 9,754 8,956 9,889 1,169 1,538 1,304 1,403 7,922 8,216 7,652 8,486 NY,W ...•. 1,761 1,384 1,101 2,044 438 492 384 546 1,323 892 717 1,498 VT .....• 491 490 432 549 171 226 233 164 320 264 199 385 
3RD ... 13638 18326 16255 15709 2400 5032 4029 3403 11238 13,294 12,226 12,306 

DE •••.•• 718 867 813 772 104 177 164 117 614 690 649 655 NJ •..... 3,412 4,947 3,997 4,362 784 1,554 1,184 1,154 2,628 3,393 2,813 3,208 PA,E •...• 4,930 6,422 6,123 5,229 624 1,035 835 824 4,306 5,387 5,288 4,405 PA,M .••.. 1,256 1,188 1,593 1,451 370 727 593 504 886 1,061 1,000 947 PA,W ..•.. 2,038 3,601 3,087 2,552 501 1,524 1,244 781 1,537 2,077 1,843 1,771 VI •.•.•. 1284 701 642 1343 17 15 9 23 1267 686 633 1320 

\ 



r , 
I, 

r­
f 

\ 

\ 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

4TH ... 
MD ...... 
NC,E .•... 
NC,M ...•. 
NC,W .•... 
SC ....•. 
VA,E .•..• 
VA,W •.... 
WV,N •.... 
WV,S ..... 

5TH ., . 
LA,E ....• 
LA,M ..•.. 
LA,W ..... 
MS,N ..... 
MS,S ...•. 
TX,N .•... 
TX,E ...•. 
TX,S ..•.• 
TX,W ....• 

6TH ., . 
KY,E •.•.. 
KY,W ..•.. 
MI,E .•..• 
MI,W ...•. 
OH,N ..... 
OH,S .••.• 
TN,E •.•.. 
TN,M •.•.. 
TN,W •.. ',' 

___ -----------------------------------r----... ~------------------------~--------.. ~--I ~.--------------------------------------------...... ~ .. ~ -------

TABLE C 1. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COfI'ttIIENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD \,NDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES 

PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING 
JUNE 30, COM- TERMI- JUNE 30, JUNE 30, COM- TERMI- JUNE 30, JUNE 30, COM- TERMI- JUNE 30, 

1982 MENCED NATED 1983 1982 MENCED NATEO 1983 1982 MENCED NATED 1983 

16092 21517 19946 17663 5457 9608 II 796 6269 10635 11909 11150 11394 

3,466 4,309 3,786 3,989 895 1,772 1,676 991 2,571 2,537 2,110 2,998 
i,46!) 2,167 2,153 1,474 582 1,188 1,138 632 878 979 1,015 842 

900 1,216 1,207 909 428 792 796 424 472 424 411 485 
908 1,540 1,495 953 412 913 874 451 496 627 621 502 

2,893 3,348 3,396 2,846 1,171 1,372 1,470 1,073 1,722 1,976 1,926 1,772 
2,070 3,338 3,236 2,172 383 697 564 626 1,687 2,641 2,682 1,646 
1,493 2,799 2,5;21 1,771 565 1,649 1,346 868 928 1,160 1,176 903 
1,101 886 5r9 1,308 464 424 303 686 637 462 376 723 
1,801 1,914 1,473 2,242 667 801 639 719 1,244 1,113 834 1,523 

29535 31514 25677 36372 5110 10776 7,882 8004 24425 20738 17795 27368 

6,608 6,698 6,042 7,264 533 1,690 1,358 865 6,075 5,008 4,684 6,399 
1,189 1,368 1,121 1,436 158 iJ53 331 180 1,031 1,016 790 1,266 
2,832 3,216 2,861 3,187 707 1.297 1,247 757 2,126 1,919 1,614 2,430 

961 1,304 1,041 1,224 254 509 336 427 707 795 705 797 
2,576 2,338 1,668 3,246 420 806 667 669 2,156 1,532 1,101 2,587 
3,603 3,589 3,345 3,847 714 844 874 684 2,889 2,745 2,471 3,163 
3,262 2,243 1,771 3,734 674 462 451 675 2,588 1,791 1,320 3,059 
6,166 7,691 6,534 8,323 906 3,160 1,630 2,436 5,260 4,631 3,904 5,687 
2,338 3,067 2,294 3,111 744 1,666 1,088 1,321 1,694 1,402 1,206 1,790 

23985 28775 24882 27878 8563 14639 11969 11243 15422 14 136 12923 16635 

3,170 1,824 2,133 2.861 2,085 1,036 1.498 1,623 1,086 788 635 1,238 
1,772 1,813 1,477 2,108 618 729 519 728 1,264 1,084 958 1,380 
6,641 6,828 6,102 6,367 1,47~ 2,494 2,087 1,878 4.170 4,334 4,016 4,489 
1,713 2,295 1,908 2,100 635 1,368 971 1,032 1,078 927 937 1,068 
4,814 6,112 5,049 5,877 1,5('11 3,732 2,863 2,570 3,313 2,380 2,386 3,307 
3,779 5,537 4,326 4,990 1,31d6 3,451 2,562 2,274 2,394 2,086 1,764 2,716 

839 1,739 1,605 973 361 728 697 382 488 1,011 908 591 
854 1,303 1,294 863 ,293 594 677 310 681 709 717 553 

1403 1324 988 1739 324 607 385 446 1079 817 603 1293 
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TABLE C 1. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVU CASES COMMENCED. TERMINATED AND PENDING DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVT.L CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES 

CIRCUIT PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING 
AND JUNE 30. COM- TERMI- JUNE 30. JUNE 30. COM- TERMI- JUNE 30. JUNE 30. COM- TERM 1- JUNE 30. 

DISTRICT 1982 MENCEO NATED 1983 1982 MEfo!CED NATED 1983 1982 MENCED NATED 1983 

7TH ... 17058 HI 244 18462 16840 5142 6086 6792 4436 11916 12158 11 670 12404 

IL,N •...• 7,172 8,394 8,076 7,490 1,443 1,893 1,575 1,761 5,729 6,501 6,501 5,729 
IL,C .••.. 1,050 1,278 964 1,364 255 339 298 296 795 939 666 1,068 
IL,S ..•.• 1,268 1,230 1,313 1.185 369 434 487 316 899 796 826 869 
IN,N ..... 2,404 1,875 2,022 2,257 985 753 1,069 669 1,419 1,122 953 1,588 
IN,S ...•. 2,928 2.630 3,108 2,450 1,457 1,393 2,033 817 1,471 1,237 1.075 1,633 
WI.E ..... 1,431 1,692 1,619 1,504 399 746 734 411 1,032 946 885 ls0~3 
WI,W •.... 805 t,145 1,360 590 234 528 596 166 571 617 764 424 

8TH ... 12694 17266 15807 14 153 3958 861"7 7 642 4,968 8 736 8 614 8 165 9 186 

AR,E ••... 1,905 2,109 2,026 1,988 635 1,029 955 709 1,270 1,080 1,071 1,279 
AR,W ..••. 846 1, V23 1,041 928 276 603 474 405 570 520 567 523 
IA,N •.... 475 747 619 603 135 344 273 206 340 403 346 397 
lA,S ••.•. 1,064 1,084 917 1,231 227 382 306 303 837 702 611 928 
MN •.•..• 2,281 3,617 3,436 2,462 848 2,261 2,173 936 1,433 1,356 1,263 1,526 
MO,E ..... 1,762 3,241 2,719 2,284 425 1,472 1,172 726 1,337 1,769 1,647 1,569 
MO,W ..•.• 2,224 2,737 2,660 2,451 736 1,415 1,202 948 1,489 1,372 1,368 1,603 
NE ...... 1,188 1,592 1,464 1,306 356 674 606 424 833 908 869 882 
NO ••.... 377 416 389 403 142 207 212 137 236 208 177 266 
SO ...... 572 681 636 497 190 266 270 176 392 296 366 322 

9TH ... 26651 33799 30147 30303 9662 16865 14577 10940 16,989 17,944 16,570 \ .\363 

AK ...... 831 702 642 891 289 319 302 306 642 383 340 586 
AZ ...... 1,986 3,347 3,247 2,086 780 1,909 1,908 761 1,226 1,438 1,339 1,324 
CA,N ...•. 4,199 7,173 6,866 4,607 1,720 4,243 4,298 1,666 2,479 2,930 2,567 2,842 
CA,E ..... 2,122 1,897 1,318 2,701 960 799 648 1,201 1,172 1,098 770 1,600 
CA,C •..•• 6,375 7,933 7,193 6,116 1,216 2,414 2,223 1,407 4,169 6,619 4,97( 4,708 
CA,S ..•.. 1,673 2,306 1,972 2,007 872 1,461 1,293 1,040 801 845 679 967 
HI ...... 1,020 1,136 716 1,441 214 489 296 407 806 647 419 1,034 
10 ...... 861 904 930 825 367 614 526 346 494 390 404 480 
MT ...... 890 860 692 1,068 ~79 302 269 312 611 668 423 746 
NV •..... 1,336 1,379 932 1,783 306 636 458 383 1,031 843 474 1,400 
OR ..••.• 1,8Z9 2,369 2,221 1,967 472 990 790 672 1,367 1,3S9 1,431 1,296 
WA,E ..... 876 1,010 806 1,079 424 469 409 484 461 641 397 696 
WA,W ..... 2,619 2,622 2,458 2,783 98g 1,348 1,206 1,131 1,630 1,274 1,252 1,662 
GUAM .... 943 100 86 968 8(119 48 42 815 134 62 43 143 
NMI ..... 103 71 71 103 _-J3 14 9 11 97 67 62 92 

Q 

\ 

~ 1 
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TABLE C 1. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COHMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, i983 

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES 

CIRCUIT PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING PENDING 
AND JUNE 30, COM- TERMI- JUNE 30, JUNE 30, CCM- TERMI- JUNE 30, JUNE 30, COM- TERMI- JUNE 30, 

DISTRICT 1982 MENCED NATED 1983 1982 MENCED NATED 1983 1982 MENCED NATED 1983 

10TH .. 9446 13941 11932 11464 2344 6679 4739 3184 7101 8382 7193 8270 

CO •••..• 2,206 2,373 2,216 2,362 637 69S 643 493 1,668 1,774 1,673 1,869 
KS •.•••• 2,248 2,466 2,078 2,626 463 1,096 936 624 1,786 1,369 1,143 2,001 
NM ...... 1,032 1,986 1,616 1,402 282 1,096 847 631 760 890 769 871 
OK,N ••.•• 888 1,133 1,033 988 314 444 469 299 674 689 674 689 
OK,E ••••• 366 690 601 466 80 260 182 168 286 430 419 297 
OK,W ••••• 1,232 2,999 2,461 1,780 248 1,079 792 636 984 1,920 1,669 1,246 
UT ...... 1.167 1,766 1,419 1,613 338 809 689 468 629 966 730 1,066 
WY ...... 307 640 618 329 e2 196 192 86 226 344 326 243 

11TH .. 20218 22918 21 162 21984 6261 8014 7366 6920 13967 14904 13797 16064 

AL,N .•••• 2,112 3,617 3,276 2,464 660 1,826 1,437 1,038 1,462 1,792 1,838 1,416 
AL,M ••••. 1,067 1.449 1.342 1,164 206 627 424 308 862 922 918 866 
AL,S •••.• 913 1.614 1,260 1,177 174 586 420 339 739 929 830 838 
FL,N ••••• 869 1,016 961 924 262 336 303 284 617 681 668 640 
FL,M ••••• 4,397 3,984 3,964 4,427 1,180 1,116 1,162 1.143 3,217 2,869 2,802 3,284 
FL,S .•••• 6,690 4,492 4,388 6,694 2,69) 1,711 1,961 2,447 2,893 2,781 2,427 3,247 
GA,N ..... 3,066 3,862 3,366 3,663 634 826 728 631 2,622 3,027 2,627 2,922 
GA,M ..... 1,003 1,490 1,291 1,202 302 627 623 406 701 863 768 796 
GAS •••.• 1221 1604 1336 1389 267 464 407 324 964 1040 929 1066 
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NATURE OF SUIT 

TABLE C 2. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COMIIIENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 3D, 19B2 AND 19B3 

19B3 

U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 

19B2 TOTAL PLAINTIFF IDEFENDANT 
FEDERAL I DIVERSITY OF I LOCAL 

QUESTION CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 

TOTAL CASES ••••.•••••••••••••••.•••••••••••.•• 206193 241 B42 69922 36 BBI B793il 67421 6B3 

CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL ......................... 67276 B4017 46126 926 7078 297B2 lOB 

INSURANCE •••••.••••••••.••.••••••••••••••••••..••• 6,324 6,1B4 - 233 - 6,934 17 
MARINE •••••••••••••.•••.•••••••••••.•••••••••••••• 6,662 6,721 66 23 5,62B - 14 
MILLER ACT .............. ~ ......................... Bee 1,168 - - 1,168 - ~:. 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••• 3,9B7 6,292 3.670 lB - 1,697 7 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 30,04B 41,213 41,066 9 - 13B -
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS ••••.•••••.•••••.••.•••••••••• 21,499 24,439 1,434 643 2B2 22,013 67 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••••• 8 B12 9667 6096 577 1 192 276B 35 

CONDEMNATION OF LAND ••••.•••.•••••••••.•••••••••.••• 1,055 9B6 885 32 48 17 3 
FORECLOSURE ........................................ 6,754 6,382 3,904 - 977 1,487 14 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT •••.•••.••.•••••.••••••.•••• 326 39B 96 24 - 271 7 
TORTS TO LAND .••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••..•.••• 555 613 42 56 167 348 1 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS ••••.••••..••.•••••••••.•• 1.122 1,2B9 16B 466 - 645 10 

TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL •.•••.•••.••••••.•.•••••••••• 34 ~18 36484 197 2 BB7 B 295 24 B71 234 

PERSONAL INJURY: 
AIRPLANE ......................................... 963 1,129 - 152 76 901 -
ASSAULT, LI8EL, AND SLANDER •••••• 4 ••••••••••••••••• 837 1,040 - 81 102 B47 10 
EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT •••.•••••••••.•••••••••.•• 2,017 2,102 - - 2,102 - -
MARINE •••••..••••••••••••••••••.••.•••••••••.•• 5,394 4,993 - 156 4,053 7Bl 3 
MOTOR VEHICLE ••••••••••••••••••.•.•••••••••••••• 6,651 6.9117 - 601 171 6,138 77 
Mf;DICAL MALPRACTICE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 997 1.496 - 458 - 1.024 14 
OrHER PERSONAL INJURY •••••••• ".O' ................... 13,275 14.405 - 1,172 244 12,864 125 

PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE: 
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING .•.••.••••••••••••• 1.617 1.848 104 13 941 786 4 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE .................... 2467 2484 93 254 606 1530 1 

. . 
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NATURE OF SUIT 

TABLE C 2. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COfIWENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1982 AND 19B3 

1983 

U.S. CASES 

" 

PRIVATE CASES 

1982 TOTAL PLAINTIFF IDEFENDANT 
FEDERAL IIHVERSITY OF I LOCAL 

QUESTION CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL .................. 95295 111100 8504 31478 7109:1 - 25 

ANTITRUST ....................................... 1,066 1,213 15 6 ','9:t - -
BANKRUPTCY SUITS: 

TRUSTEE ...................................... 119 360 - 4 356 - -
TRANSFER (915B) ................................ 50 212 1 2 20!1 - -
APPEAL (801 ) .................................. 2,171 3,203 46 65 3,10", - -

BANKS AND BANKING ••••••••.••••••••• , •• , ••••••• , , •• 286 344 63 72 20n - -
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

VOTING .......................... - ............ 170 176 1 6 1611 - -
EMPLOYMENT, • , ••• , • , ••• , ••• , •• , •.• , ••• , •••••••• 7,689 9,097 170 806 8,121 - -
ACCOMMODATIONS ........................ ~ ........ 237 296 9 26 26:! - -
WELFARE ...................................... 216 229 2 47 ISO - -
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ....................... " ..... 8,727 9,938 46 826 9,067 - -

COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC. ) ......................... 1,067 1,043 92 20 93" - -
ECONOMIC STA8ILIZATION ACT ••••••••••••••••• , , .• , •• , 27 42 2 11 211 - -
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS •••• , ••.••••• , •••••••• ' • , •• , • 394 465 196 184 81i - -
DEPORTATION ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 ............ 134 141 - 141 - - -
PRISONER PETITIONS: 

MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE ....................... 1,186 1,311 - 1,311 - - -
HA8EAS CORPUS .... " ............................ 9,986 10,44!1 - 1,914 8,523 - 9 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER ............................. 566 641 - 339 202 - -
CIVIL RIGHTS .................................. 17,576 18,477 - 790 17,6816 - 1 

FORFEITURE AND PENALTY: 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS. , •• , ••• , , ••••• , •••••••••••• , • 78 67 67 - - - -
FOOD AND DRUG ACT .............................. 316 417 417 - - - -
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS •• , ••••••••••••••••• , •••• 66 47 47 - - - -
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT ............... 217 129 129 - - - -
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS ............... 2673 2803 2803 - - - -
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NATURE elF SUIT 

TABLE C 2. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES CONItIENCED. BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1982 AND 1983 

U.S. CASES PRIVATE CAgES 

1982 TOTAL 
I FEDERAL I DIVERSITY OF I LOCAL 

PLAINTIFF lDEFENDANT QUESTION 1 CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, CONTINUED 
LABOR LAWS: 

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT. • • . . • • • • . . • . • • . . • • . • . • • 1,527 1,383 
LASOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. • . • . . • • . • • . • • . • • • • 4,206 4,208 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT. • • • • • 298 271 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT •••.•.••••••••.••.•• " • ••• . • • • 210 190 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION .••.••.•...••••••••.•..•• 3,986 4,981 

PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS: 
COPYRIGHT •.. ,................................ 1,746 2,226 
PATENT. . • • • . • • • . • • . • • . • • • • • . • • . • • . • • . • • • • • • . • 843 1,002 
TRADEMARK............................ ........ 2,003 2,185 

SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES ...••.•.•••. '" 2,376 2,915 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS: 

HEALTH INSURANCE •.••.•••.•••••.••.••••••.••••. 461 471 
BLACK LUNG CASES. . . • • • . • • • • . • • • . • • • • • . • • . • • • • • • 180 96 
DISABILITY INSURANCE.... •.••.. ••••••••.••.•• .•• 8,002 15,169 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME ••.•..••.••• • • • • • . . • 2,378 3,595 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS. • • • . • • • • • • • • . • • 13B 329 
OTHER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . . • • • . • . • • • • . . • • • • • . • 1,653 655 

STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • . 33 6 

809 
155 
3i1 

1 
208 

155 

12 
36 

6 
7 

87 

71 

471 
96 

15,169 
3,595 

329 
655 

TAX SUITS.... • .. .. .. • ...... .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • 4,221 4,132 2,296 1,821 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE •.....•..••....•.• "............ 13 56 - 55 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT OF 1974 ••.•••••..•••••.•• 3B 1 454 1 430 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS •••••••••.••.••.••••••.•.•• 5,655 5,7B 1 736 2,080 

562 
4,017 

227 
182 

4,686 

2,226 
1,002 
2,185 
2,689 

6 

23 
2,965 

15 

OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL ••.••.•••••••••.••.•••••.. ~ __ ~59~2~ __ ~57~4~ _________ - ______ ~13~ ____ ~2~7~7 ___________ -__________ ~28~4!-

DOMESTIC RELATIONS •••••••••.•••.•••.••••••••••••• 5 5 
INSANITY. ....................................... 113 162 
PROBATE. . • • . . • • . • . . . • • . • • • • • . . • . • • • . . • • • • • • . . • . • 1 4 
SUITS INVOLVING LOCAL OFFICIALS ••••••••.•••••••.••• 323 280 
OTHER ...•......•...••.•..•......•..•.....•..•. , . 150 123 

12 
1 

268 
9 

5 
162 

4 

113 

\ 
\ 



CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND 
AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM-

DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION 

TOTAL .... 241842 95803 47052 917 

DC •....•. 3967 1483 210 2 

1ST .••. 10320 3990 1573 64 

ME ..•...• 864 472 163 2 
MA ••••••• 4,667 1,689 746 61 
NH .....•. 802 333 168 1 
RI ....•.. 818 292 162 -
PR ....... 3,179 1,204 364 -

2ND .•.. 21255 6089 1713 4 

CT ......• 2,686 984 419 2 
NV,N .. ,. .. 1,665 456 40 -
NV,E ••• 0-' 5,276 2,3P3 898 1 
~v,S •• 0-" 9,754 1,538 185 1 
NV;'N 1,384 492 121 -
VT, ...... 490 226 50 -

3RD .•.. 18326 5032 1190 10 

DE ..•.... 867 177 19 2 
NJ ....... 4,947 1,554 376 1 
PA,E ..... 6,422 1,035 67 5 
PA,M ..... 1,788 727 70 1 
PA,W 3,601 1,524 657 1 
VI •.....• 701 16 1 -

\ 

TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COIoWENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

UNITI'iD STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MI\N-
REAL TO OAMUS 

PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND 
ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

4755 3084 21 1937 1311 1914 790 339 

3 130 4 214 32 35 77 20 

360 1-32 - 48 11 20 13 2 

146 7 - 7 - 2 1 -
66 71 - 27 7 12 6 2 
II 16 - 3 - 4 I -
- 9 - 4 - - 2 -

137 30 - 7 4 2 3 -
196 345 5 146 120 249 46 43 

61 35 - 14 6 60 21 6 
25 38 1 11 1 11 4 3 
13 117 - 41 48 49 3 10 
28 132 4 71 60 103 18 23 
15 18 - 6 6 6 - -
56 5 - 3 - - - 1 

227 297 3 121 106 145 109 21 

47 6 1 - 2 - - -
69 126 - 38 25 7 - 2 
36 lG8 2 47 42 7 11 -
24 22 - 19 13 126 94 18 
51 34 - 17 24 4 3 -- 1 - - - 1 1 1 

FORFEIT-
URES AND 

PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

3463 1359 20315 4172 4374 

'" 22 78 24 628 

225 108 1 117 173 164 

5 7 131 6 6 
182 43 278 102 106 

2 30 81 10 17 
5 6 61 45 8 

31 22 566 10 28 

282 133 2031 288 488 

23 28 182 81 26 
26 13 232 17 34 
87 62 905 69 100 

102 21 423 81 l!88 
36 10 225 15 35 

8 9 64 25 5 

235 109 1842 356 261 

6 2 44 33 16 
76 31 586 130 87 
31 33 485 94 67 

8 14 256 26 37 
112 28 470 71 62 

3 1 2 2 2 



r 

CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL 
AND PRIVATE COH- PROP-

DISTRICT CIVIL 'fRACT ERTY FELA -
TOTAL .. 146039 36965 3995 2102 

DC ..... 2484 454 22 17 

1ST .. 6330 1258 1240 83 

ME ..... 392 9-4 8 16 
MA ..... 2,988 642 21 63 
NH ...•. 469 l;l6 2 -
RI ..... 626 129 3 3 
PR ..... 1,976 267 1,206 2 

2ND .. 16166 4700 91 363 

CT ..... 1,702 338 15 38 
NY,N •... 1,209 113 4 77 
NY,E .... 2,883 576 25 78 
NY,S .•.. 8,216 3,62:6 38 128 
NY,W .... 892 68 5 38 
VT ..... 264 61 4 4 

3RD " 13294 3180 123 467 

DE ...•• 690 76 2 1 
NJ ...•. 3,393 955 20 17 
PA,E .••. 5,387 1,317 42 336 
PA,M •.•. 1,061 164 11 5 
PA,W .... 2,077 585 15 109 
VI ..... 686 83 33 -

\ 

TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COWIIENCED. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

PRIVATE CASES 

MOTOR 
MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER 

PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM-
INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE 

4837 6386 16207 3868 1192 17798 931 

- 490 469 53 12 283 6 

199 209 1297 111 39 625 39 

10 13 104 12 8 42 .-
143 106 886 42 22 354 9 

2 42 136 13 1 65 -
18 N 78 16 6 98 -
26 26 93 29 2 76 30 

485 604 1370 476 146 1475 62 

10 73 203 222 16 263 8 
3 40 103 17 6 141 4 

93 199 484 43 30 339 3 
376 146 472 182 83 573 40 

3 17 52 9 8 116 6 
- 29 66 3 4 44 1 

316 997 1664 352 141 1221 122 -
7 44 32 7 6 35 -

46 263 387 71 35 508 69 
248 438 776 203 65 387 51 - 89 129 17 6 100 2 

13 87 183 49 28 169 10 
3 76 147 6 - 22 -

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MAN-
DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

8532 17687 202 5413 9674 10250 

63 77 9 50 271 203 

124 248 4 249 296 310 

7 7 1 21 24 26 
64 104 1 170 193 149 
31 16 - 14 12 19 
11 59 - 31 27 24 
11 62 2 13 39 92 

796 1567 23 1009 813 1287 

66 202 3 74 70 103 
141 369 4 35 89 !i3 
160 144 3 245 200 272 
360 635 8 690 389 771 

76 296 4 64 58 64 
3 22 1 11 7 14 

506 1736 8 432 1072 967 

37 327 - 49 28 40 
116 266 - 203 263 196 
167 511 1 118 418 320 
71 311 6 22 65 61 
87 328 1 39 280 94 
38 4 - 1 18 266 



~, 

1'1 
\1 
~ 

\ 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

4TH ••.. 

MD ....... 
NC,E ..... 
NC,M ..... 
NC,W 
SC •.....• 
VA,E ..... 
VA,W ...... 
WV,N ..... 
WV,S ..... 

6TH .... 

LA,E ..... 
lA,M ....... 
LA,W ..... 
MS,N ..... 
MS,S ..... 
TX,N ..... 
TX,E ..... 
TX,S ..... 
TX,W ..... 

6TH •... 

KY,E ..... 
KY,W ..... 
MI,E ..... 
MI,W ..... 
OH,N ..... 
OH,S ..... 
TN,E ..... 
TN,M ..... 
TN,W ..... 

TOTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

21517 

4,309 
2,167 
1,216 
1,640 
3,348 
3,338 
2,799 

886 
1,914 

31514 

6,699 
1,368 
3,216 
1,304 
2,338 
3,589 
2,243 
7,691 
3,067 

28775 

1,824 
1,813 
6,828 
2,296 
6,112 
6,537 
1,739 
1,303 
1324 

TOTAL 
U.S. CON-

CIVIL TRACT 

9608 5099 

1,772 1,179 
1,188 902 

792 674 
913 724 

1,372 384 
697 109 

1,649 749 
424 106 
801 272 

10776 7071 

1,690 1,198 
353 263 

1,297 728 
609 321 
806 526 
844 281 
462 176 

3,160 2,486 
1,665 1,093 

14639 6446 

1,036 203 
729 367 

2,494 257 
1,368 687 
3,732 2,225 
3,461 1,971 

728 288 
694 293 
607 166 

~---~ 

--_.----------------"""'"""'" 

LAND 
CONDEM-
NATION 

148 

11 
14 
4 
3 

10 
37 

2 
67 
-

61 

1 
-
1 

24 
-
8 

16 
6 
5 

69 

21 
6 
--
6 
4 

12 
6 
4 

TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COftIIIENCED. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN-
REAL TO DAMUS 

PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND 
ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

406 227 - 154 136 38 43 7 

71 34 - 46 37 5 6 1 
10 15 - 24 20 3 5 -- 8 - 5 11 - 2 -
3 7 - 6 13 1 - -

298 53 - 12 12 4 1 -
16 80 - 46 24 19 17 6 
2 17 - 9 6 2 6 -
2 - - 3 3 3 4 -
3 13 - 6 9 1 1 -

409 278 2 190 169 139 68 21 

47 102 1 19 16 4 3 I 
29 6 - 2 - 2 6 -

244 26 - 9 12 - - -
36 14 - 3 8 3 - -
23 19 - 15 7 3 - -

5 20 1 28 27 43 14 6 
5 6 - 29 6 24 23 2 
9 40 - 45 46 18 3 7 

12 46 - 40 48 42 20 6 

639 249 1 201 133 195 117 24 

65 11 - 3 19 86 44 5 
50 13 - 8 12 2 12 -
23 79 - 61 29 42 29 3 
12 10 - 6 6 1 1 -

271 46 - 46 21 1 4 3 
196 28 - 29 15 5 6 -

8 31 1 21 9 1 2 -
4 B - 6 9 2 2 2 

10 23 - 31 ".~ 66 17 11 -' 

FOR FE IT-
URES AND 
PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 

TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

413 92 2276 263 308 

21 23 185 107 45 
49 10 87 16 34 

4 10 53 9 12 
6 3 136 4 7 

46 3 492 26 32 
25 8 169 72 70 

168 13 622 " 43 
41 6 145 12 32 
63 16 387 8 33 

302 107 1247 452 260 

17 16 200 37 29 
6 1 32 4 6 
6 7 223 23 18 - 2 76 9 14 
9 4 176 8 16 

61 12 188 88 63 
14 9 116 20 8 

109 38 104 184 65 
81 19 132 79 42 

322 136 537O 364 393 

84 6 462 11 26 
10 6 202 13 29 
68 21 1,709 100 83 

7 7 687 17 27 
28 36 888 78 79 
48 30 984 55 80 
52 10 245 23 25 
11 5 192 33 .21 
14 16 111 24 23 

~ . 

~------~ .. ~~---



r 

CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL 
AND PRIVATE CON- PROP-

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA -
4TH .. 11909 2656 136 135 

MD •.... 2,637 541 29 66 
NC,E .... 979 132 4 -
NC,M .... 424 56 1 -
NC,W .... 627 174 4 -
SC .•... 1,976 640 25 6 
VA,E .... 2,641 589 41 7 
VA,W .... 1,150 190 6 20 
WV,N .... 462 75 10 2 
WV,S •... 1,113 257 15 43 

6TH .. 20738 6590 304 148 

LA,E •... 5,008 1,364 113 16 
LA,M .... 1,015 138 16 3 
LA,W .... 1,919 403 41 22 
MS,N •... 795 :62 9 -
MS,S .... 1,532 439 39 3 
TX,N .... 2,746 861 26 16 
TX,E .... 1,791 195 13 24 
TX,S .... 4,531 1,672 35 39 
TX,W .••. 1,4Q2 266 12 25 

6TH •• 14130 2809 137 261 

KY,E .... 788 217 19 18 
KY,W .... 1,084 228 17 15 
MI,E .... 4,334 972 49 80 
MI,W .... 927 137 8 15 
OH,N .... 2,380 459 14 84 
OH,S .... 2,086 263 10 27 
TN,E •..• 1,011 252 12 11 
TN,M •••• 709 164 3 1 
TN,W .... 817 117 5 

\ 

-, ---- -----

TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COIMIENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 1983 

PRIVATE CASES 

MOTOR 
MARINE VEHICLE' OTHER OTHER 

PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM-
INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE 

194 710 1342 313 67 1341 23 

45 134 336 49 18 271 9 
10 26 4& 14 5 79 -
1 11 23 6 2 81 1 
2 23 36 20 6 91 -

13 246 367 118 15 196 3 
106 115 164 56 14 309 8 

1 82 77 22 3 169 -- 21 50 9 1 31 2 
17 52 243 21 1 124 -

2776 838 2798 687 128 2009 78 

1,499 157 680 297 15 339 7 
41 32 92 11 2 82 1 

450 80 201 57 8 221 2 
29 78 86 24 2 94 2 
38 163 466 3S 13 164 2 

3 87 272 71 25 315 46 
260 103 621 36 7 151 1 
450 84 435 119 28 426 12 

5 64 146 33 28 228 5 

94 672 1738 257 106 2676 170 

16 48 92 10 7 103 -
16 44 71 29 12 157 112 
20 129 629 63 23 720 22 

8 24 119 14 6 170 1 
18 80 194 51 27 646 21 
2 61 354 30 17 383 4 
2 126 141 19 4 181 -
1 34 72 22 5 126 2 

12 36 66 19 4 190 8 

II 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MAN-
DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

948 2462 16 309 560 719 

179 451 3 51 149 217 
126 423 - 62 13 40 
67 104 - 27 15 28 
71 101 - 42 18 37 
72 79 2 54 36 102 

212 778 . 9 49 59 127 
86 366 - 6 56 86 
87 106 1 8 42 17 
49 54 - 10 162 65 

1 193 2409 26 437 473 845 

126 291 2 51 61 90 
58 489 - 10 12 28 

114 181 - 31 39 69 
36 150 1 6 6 21 
60 62 - 9 21 55 

273 230 1 136 129 256 
106 284 8 16 34 34 
286 601 8 137 129 171 
145 231 6 44 42 122 

939 1641 10 383 1488 866 

54 84 :2 14 72 33 
97 145 - 21 84 36 

202 425 1 119 578 302 
49 195 - 33 95 53 

118 84 - 78 352 164 
194 361 3 59 197 141 

66 82 - 26 43 48 
78 105 2 24 24 46 
82 170 2 10 43 53 



f 

r 
r-
r 

\ 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH .... 

IL,N ..... 
IL,C . ~ ... 
IL,S ..... 
IN,N ..... 
IN,S ..... 
WI,E ..... 
WI,W ..... 

8TH ..•• 

AR,E ..... 
AR,W ..... 
IA,N ..... 
IA,S 
MN ....... 
MO,E ..... 
MO,W 
NE .•....• 
NO .•..•.. 
SO .••.... 

9TH ..•. 

AK •..•... 
AZ ....... 
CA,N ..... 
CA,E ..... 
CA,C "" . 
CA,S 
HI .•....• 
10 ••...•• 
MT ....... 
NV ....... 
OR •...•.. 
WA,E ..... 
WA,W 
GUAM ....• 
NMI •..•.. 

TOTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

18244 

8,394 
1,278 
1,230 
1,875 
2,630 
1,692 
1,145 

17266 

2,109 
1,123 

747 
1,084 
3,617 
3,241 
2,787 
1,582 

415 
561 

33799 

702 
3,347 
7,173 
1,897 
7,933 
2,306 
1,136 

904 
860 

1,379 
2,359 
1,010 
2,622 

100 
71 

TOTAL LAND 
U.S. CON- CONDEM-

CIVIL TRACT NATION 

6086 2984 24 

1,893 818 3 
339 139 -
434 131 -
753 364 18 

1,393 844 2 
746 402 -
528 286 1 

8652 5046 61 

1,029 458 6 
603 236 8 
344 134 -
382 119 -

2,261 1,821 1 
1,472 1,070 19 
1,416 606 17 

674 388 3 
207 99 6 
265 115 1 

5855 9434 96 

319 67 2 
1,909 1,447 12 
4,243 3,240 9 

799 182 16 
2,414 962 1 
1,461 888 1 

489 337 -
514 209 1 
302 124 15 
536 318 3 
990 536 5 
4fi~ 269 7 

1,348 821 23 
48 22 2 
14 12 -

TABLE C 3. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COfIWENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 1983 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN-
REAL TO DAMUS 
PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AP:lD 
ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

629 177 - 145 82 210 125 65 

91 90 - 71 24 55 20 38 
41 19 - 10 6 11 3 -
43 18 - 6 12 62 40 2 

112 13 - 7 19 2 - -
185 18 - 12 12 65 38 23 
63 14 - 23 5 1 1 -
94 5 - 16 4 14 23 2 

584 153 1 130 87 348 83 27 

159 16 - 9 14 2 - -
62 17 - 4 2 1 1 -
70 15 - :2 1 2 - -
02 9 1 5 6 13 2 1 
12 33 - 16 5 62 6 11 
8 25 - 27 22 12 2 -
7 16 - 30 24 264 70 15 

114 10 - 18 4 - - -
36 3 - 2 1 2 1 -
54 9 - 17 6 - 1 -

388 696 3 342 188 236 39 17 

12 24 1 8 2 1 - -
18 31 - 12 18 21 1 -
16 187 1 91 20 23 6 2 
26 61 - 32 24 1 2 1 
31 164 1 83 62 166 21 6 
10 68 - 42 19 18 3 2 
11 31 - 6 3 - - 2 

106 18 - 5 2 1 2 -
49 7 - 3 4 - 2 -

5 17 - 12 16 2 1 -
32 24 - 11 10 3 - 2 
33 14 - 4 1 1 1 2 
37 46 - 29 7 6 - -

1 3 - 4 - 4 - -
1 1 - - - - - -

FORFEIT-
URES "~"'D 

PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

170 87 731 368 289 

112 49 255 103 164 
7 6 50 16 31 

14 3 69 11 17 
10 3 104 87 14 
13 7 114 29 31 
9 15 100 98 15 
5 4 39 18 17 

119 93 1371 280 269 

8 8 318 11 20 
13 5 231 12 11 
3 4 53 53 7 
6 7 88 37 26 

19 8 202 37 38 
36 30 166 15 40 
14 13 216 62 61 
8 14 63 21 31 
6 2 14 16 19 
6 2 20 16 16 

764 272 1743 986 651 

22 6 10 136 29 
42 32 131 103 41 
67 52 292 141 96 
49 27 260 76 44 

202 72 327 164 163 
216 10 124 16 44 

47 2 13 22 15 
5 13 73 63 16 
6 5 32 35 20 

29 11 24 30 68 
18 13 212 72 52 
6 5 77 38 11 

52 20 168 90 49 
3 5 - 1 3 - - - - -



CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL 
AND PRIVATE CON- PROP-

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA 

7TH .•. 12158 2570 972 122 

IL,N ..... 6,601 1,682 722 36 
IL,C ...•. 939 111 4 8 
IL,S ...•. 796 116 5 2 
IN,N ..••• 1,122 145 166 19 
IN,S. " .. 1,237 330 73 46 
WI,E •••.. 946 199 8 9 
WI,W ...•. 617 88 4 4 

6TH ••. 8614 1928 142 163 

AR,E .•... 1,080 233 15 5 
AR,W •..•• 620 166 29 1 
IM\ ••... 403 94 16 1 
IA,S ..... 702 132 10 13 
MN ...... 1,366 296 12 36 
MO,E ••..• 1,7'~9 484 18 3 
MO,W ..... 1,372 201 10 11 
NE .•••.. 908 160 13 86 
NO .••••• 208 76 11 6 
SO ...... 291;1 87 8 l 

9TH •.. 17944 4773 306 218 

AK ...... 383 139 13 -
AZ ...... 1,438 283 17 6 
CA,N ..... 2,930 746 26 14 
CA,E .•... 1,098 225 9 11 
CA,C ••• , • 5,519 1,666 60 117 
CA,S .•••. 845 217 31 1 
HI .•••.. 647 193 52 -
10 ..•••• 390 122 10 6 
MT ...... 668 158 21 36 
NV ...... 843 150 9 7 
OR ..••.. 1,369 378 29 7 
WA,E .••.• 541 90 9 5 
WA,W ••.•• 1,274 378 19 8 
GUAM .... 62 4 - -
NMI ...•. 57 25 2 -

\ 

TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COIoNENCED. BY NATUr.E OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 1983 

PRIVATE CASES 

MOTOR 
MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER 

PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI-, CIVIL COM-
INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUSr RIGHTS MEnCE 

35 376 784 290 105 2026 101 

16 117 267 136 81 t,076 76 
3 23 69 18 5 126 8 
9 34 109 19 - 78 j3 - 99 111 34 6 229 4 
3 73 112 43 4 162 6 
3 19 77 29 6 241 3 
1 11 49 11 2 114 3 

29 420 957 279 ~8 1380 113 

7 62 92 27 9 267 9 
3 46 81 24 3 64 2 
- 19 67 12 2 38 17 
- 32 75 18 4 1115 20 
5 43 162 37 22 219 19 

11 103 229 15 16 265 8 
2 32 109 38 14 204 22 - 48 70 24 4 172 13 - 10 41 7 2 13 -
1 26 41 17 2 33 3 

478 344 1678 460 234 1909 94 

27 4 32 8 4 26 2 
2 46 tl2 .n 16 122 4 

113 26 2(13 In 42 404 16 
4 22 44 !!O 8 152 9 

89 81 401 11;2 78 639 40 
49 14 48 :~O 15 147 4 
31 22 113 ,22 5 39 ! 

1 18 56 6 3 61 -
2 28 72 17 4 31 3 
- 29 211 18 2. 88 2 

31 34 90 67 26 151 8 
1 4 34 5 7 34 -

126 15 98 U 22 106 5 
3 - - \ 2 5 -- 1 4 1 - 4 -

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MAN-
DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

723 1229 34 444 1,517 830 

291 367 26 306 948 467 
S8 237 1 18 124 96 
96 196 2 10 67 52 
61 lOS 1 17 75 64 
68 81 2 40 136 60 
63 99 !. 34 94 62 
46 141 2. 19 73 49 

412 1092 13 218 653 737 

58 173 1 9 37 76 
12 27 - 3 25 34 
15 64 - 9 31 18 
37 164 - 20 45 27 
35 56 2 81 160 1'~i 
76 159 1 36 198 88 

120 376 ; 34 109 84 
34 66 1 17 46 164 

6 2 1 5 6 23 
19 17 - 6 6 30 

10?7 1 818 26 1148 1 742 1 789 

5 7 - 12 67 37 
128 479 12 49 53 77 
188 183 1 172 368 302 
103 236 1 37 73 144 
259 114 4 630 681 609 

33 23 - 57 59 127 
12 26 - 23 60 49 
11 35 - 17 20 24 
37 89 - 9 22 29 
37 93 1 42 66 88 
59 160 - 46 174 119 
71 216 2 6 20 37 
82 168 5 46 79 94 

2 - - :I - 33 
- - - - - 20 



~~~~~~~~--~~~~-- - ~ 

r 

CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL 
AND CIVIL U.S. CON-

DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT 

10TH ... 13941 5579 3131 

CO ....... 2.373 ~99 138 
KS ....... 2.455 1.096 617 
NM ....... 1.986 1.01i6 808 
OK.N ..... 1.133 d.44 223 
OK.E ..... 690 260 86 
OK,W 2.;;99 1.079 560 
UT ....•.. 1.765 809 569 
WY ....... 540 196 130 

11TH ... 22918 8014 3165 

AL.N ..... 3,611 1.625 911 
AL.M ..... 1.449 527 306 
AL,S ..... 1.514 685 414 
FL.N ..... 1.016 335 113 
FL,M ..... 3.984 1.; 15 317 
FL.S ..... 4.492 1.711 448 
GA,N ..... 3.852 825 183 
GA,M ..... 1.490 627 279 
GAS ..... 1504 464 184 

\ 

~.----------------------------~--------------------------~-------------------------------. 

LAND 
CONDEM-
NATION 

96 

40 
1 
2 
1 

34 
15 

1 
2 

302 

2 --
2 
-

283 
2 

13 -

TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COftIIlENCED. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN-
REAL TO DM1US 
PROP- TOPoT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND 
ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

570 130 - 95 71 131 27 79 

19 41 - 36 13 29 6 2 
132 17 - 14 17 76 2 74 

65 26 - 14 9 3 1 1 
106 4 - 3 9 - 2 -
58 5 - 1 7 - 3 -157 16 - 20 9 20 12 2 
26 15 - 6 5 3 1 -7 6 - 1 2 - - -

356 270 2 151 177 168 43 13 

13 33 - 29 15 32 7 -9 15 - 8 7 15 3 1 
11 7 - 7 14 - - -48 19 1 11 14 33 3 2 

131 52 - 24 37 5 3 1 
55 72 - 24 42 b5 17 2 
15 28 1 30 28 22 10 6 
43 16 - 10 10 4 - -30 28 - 8 10 2. - 1 

" 

1 
.I 

FORFEIT-
URES AND 

PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

104 94 425 307 319 

33 47 69 64 62 
6 12 59 40 29 

19 7 99 16 26 
12 1 36 38 9 
4 5 41 7 9 

17 3 66 46 136 
12. 14 64 79 24 

1 5 1 '11 24 

G23 106 2084 321 344 

33 6 673 41 30 - 6 141 5 11 
4 5 90 23 10 
4 4 61 4 16 

56 36 312 75 66 
349 30 159 65 110 

39 5 359 45 52 
18 7 175 36 18 
22 7 114 27 31 



r 

CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL 
AND PRIVATE CON- PROP-

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY 

10TH .. 8362 2696 361 

CO ...... 1,774 525 23 
KS .•.•.. 1,359 319 33 
NM ...... 890 233 59 
OK,N ..... 689 308 10 
OK,E ....• 430 83 19 
OK.W ..... 1,920 868 103 
UT ...... 956 252 96 
WY ...... 344 118 18 

11TH .. 14904 4351 162 

AL,N .•... 1,792 663 29 
AL,M .•... 922 181 20 
AL,S ..... 929 253 18 
FL,N ..... 681 97 6 
FL,M ..... 2,869 592 23 
FL,S ..... 2,781 1,001 27 
GA,N ..... 3,027 1,030 26 
GA,M ..... 963 343 8 
GA.S ..... 1040 291 6 

\ 

- -----------~~--------~----------

FELA 

95 

30 
10 
10 

4 
3 
6 

31 
1 

40 

1 
1 
3 -
6 
-
8 
5 

16 

TABLE C 3. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURINll THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1903 

PRIVATE CASES 

MOTOR 
MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER 

PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM-
INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE 

4 45Z 933 225 63 1019 62 

1 58 188 37 21 238 9 - 63 216 38 9 295 17 .- 49 82 26 9 130 7 
- 41 69 22 :I. 63 6 
1 38 29 9 - 27 2 
2 141 220 67 7 147 6 - 32 83 19 10 97 1 - 30 4f' 1 5 22 14 

228 474 1287 365 74 1829 61 

2 84 109 58 3 394 4 
- 37 33 33 3 139 3 

86 15 40 29 - 82 -
13 19 35 9 2 76 -
67 47 162 34 16 290 8 
45 38 183 47 20 272 41 

3 123 493 110 27 393 1 
2 49 76 17 1 97 2 

10 62 157 28 2 88 2 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MAN-
DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR 
CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS 

'416 735 25 209 280 

62 137 1 81 152 
66 128 14 22 37 
81 101 2 20 17 
38 34 1 15 21 
~'I 156 2 2 4 
88 73 4 25 18 
27 67 1 41 25 
13 39 - 3 6 

1386 2683 9 525 520 

120 211 - 32 113 
95 338 2 7 9 
74 248 - 7 12 

140 209 2 42 8 
406 873 - 125 72 
246 164 1 226 197 
173 276 1 68 72 
84 101 3 14 • 20 
48 263 - 4 17 

ALL 
OTHER 

787 

211 
92 
64 
55 
14 

156 
174 
22 

910 

69 
21 
62 
24 

148 
273 
223 

42 
48 



TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIOItiS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN- FORFEIT-
CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND REAL TO DAMUS URES AND 

AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDa!- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL rAX ALL 
DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TIES SUITS SECURITY SU~TS OTIiER 

TOTAL ... 231920 69968 20180 3627 3744 3996 36 2418 990 984 648 204 2607 1411 21661 3215 4,338 

DC ...... 2910 1221 216 - 16 122 4 187 106 9 18 3 4 22 56 7 452 

1ST ... 12241 3372 910 124 267 229 1 87 6 14 7 3 119 136 1125 142 212 

ME ••.... 992 326 61 3 80 12 - 7 - 1 - - 5 8 147 5 6 
MA •••••• 7,361 1,723 613 117 83 140 1 62 6 9 4 2 89 83 357 113 146 
NH ...... 766 191 39 3 12 24 - 3 - 2 - - 1 27 52 11 17 
RI ., .... 1,040 219 78 - - 16 - 6 - - 1 - 4 6 88 6 14 
PA .....• 2,103 914 229 1 82 37 - 9 1 2 2 1 20 12 481 7 30 

2ND ... 25413 6998 llC6 7 22.5 674 6 197 72 107 51 29 259 155 2401 292 518 

CT ...... 4,282 982 241 2 68 75 2 29 7 39 21 2 23 36 270 41 126 
NY,N ..... 2,492 646 64 1 33 66 1 21 1 10 5 3 26 22 306 33 56 
NY,E .. , .. 6,167 2,267 673 1 44 233 1 51 33 13 2 10 88 47 976 83 102 
Ny,S ..... 9.889 1,403 127 3 28 166 2 79 17 41 21 14 84 22 525 99 185 
NY,W ..... 2,044 546 83 - 20 38 - 14 14 4 2 - 30 21 248 26 46 
VT ...... 649 164 17 - 32 7 - 3 - - - - 8 7 77 10 3 

3AD ... 15709 3403 464 9 122 296 1 116 77 60 78 12 102 82 1612 169 204 

DE •..•.. 772 117 9 2 12 10 - 1 1 - - - 1 3 43 15 20 
NJ ...... 4,362 1,154 203 3 63 125 - 39 27 2 1 1 39 17 513 52 69 
PA,E ..... 5,229 824 38 2 23 103 1 43 34 3 9 - 21 21 419 64 53 
PA,M ..... 1,451 604 31 1 16 19 - 14 3 63 67 10 3 8 231 21 27 
PA,W ..... 2,552 781 179 1 6 36 - 18 12 1 - 1 35 31 403 26 33 
VI .•.... 1343 23 4 - 2 2 - 1 - 1 1 - 3 2 3 2 2 

\ 
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TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 19B3 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

TOTAL .. 161962 38233 2838 2598 6720 6924 26037 4785 2227 22927 757 6260 6922 101 5082 9008 10543 

DC ..... 1689 301 11 10 1 318 459 37 20 224 5 3 23 - 34 133 110 

1ST .. 8869 1671 450 158 381 332 2806 156 95 1120 35 117 463 3 290 388 404 

ME ..... 667 131 10 20 18 18 295 24 13 54 1 4 9 - 21 21 28 
MA ..... 5,628 1,008 30 133 298 187 2,007 73 65 737 16 81 225 1 218 283 266 
NH ....• 564 137 3 - 1 60 225 17 2 63 - 9 10 - 10 10 17 
RI ..... 821 173 5 3 21 37 156 19 8 149 1 14 142 - 34 30 29 
PR ..... 1,189 222 402 2 43 30 123 23 7 117 17 9 77 2 7 44 64 

2ND .. 19415 5057 119 551 646 639 2767 604 331 2425 58 678 2198 14 921 877 1532 

CT ..... 3,300 557 31 85 17 135 791 270 50 637 11 62 268 1 97 113 175 
NY,N ...• 1,846 175 10 103 8 58 194 26 12 259 4 112 639 3 42 111 90 
NY,E .... 3,900 651 26 143 152 229 1,006 60 51 549 4 106 238 2 225 187 271 
NY,S .... 8,486 3,436 37 130 463 145 577 219 195 706 23 245 564 4 488 350 1104 
NY,W .. ,. 1,498 140 8 85 6 29 104 20 18 223 12 151 459 3 62 106 72 
VT ..... 385 98 7 5 - 43 95 9 5 51 2 2 30 1 7 10 20 

3RD .. 12306 2645 142 387 336 1047 2067 370 207 1344 70 243 1319 2 356 740 1031 

DE .•..• 655 111 4 3 10 65 46 12 4 49 1 16 208 - 64 27 35 
NJ ..•.. 3,208 796 17 18 46 252 507 76 82 527 34 81 302 - 153 180 137 
PA,E •... 4,405 936 28 271 255 363 795 191 81 408 22 79 381 - 83 288 224 
PA,M ..•. 947 170 12 7 - 88 180 22 14 94 3 20 214 2 15 44 62 
PA,W .... 1,771 495 8 88 17 94 238 50 25 232 10 23 208 - 35 177 71 
VI .•..• 1320 137 73 - 8 Hili 301 19 1 34 - 24 6 - 6 24 502 

\ 
. \ 
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TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 3D, 1983 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN- FORFEIT-
CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND REAL TO DAMUS URES AND 

AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM- PROP- TOitT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION ERTY ACTII,)NS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

4TH ... 17663 6269 1969 369 202 247 - 173 95 27 37 3 306 121 2281 195 265 

M!;, •••••. 3,989 991 446 11 44 68 - 62 27 3 6 - 13 26 171 65 68 
NC,E ..... 1,474 632 380 23 6 14 - 23 13 2 8 - 24 10 86 17 26 
NC,M ...•. 909 424 294 13 1 8 - 9 9 - 2 - 3 10 64 11 10 
NC,W ..... 963 461 267 3 3 7 - 6 10 1 - - 6 3 131 10 6 
SC •..... 2,846 1,073 116 16 131 61 - 17 17 3 6 - 34 7 631 13 32 
VA,E ....• 2,172 626 88 33 6 84 - 36 9 14 8 3 12 3 168 29 33 
VA,W ..... 1,771 868 213 4 6 12 - 13 - - 1 - 108 22 439 18 33 
WV,N ..... 1,308 686 62 222 4 2 - 8 1 2 3 - 61 14 166 16 36 
WV,S ...•. 2,242 719 91 34 2 11 - 10 9 2 4 - 56 27 436 16 22 

5TH ... 35372 8004 3713 239 284 370 4 297 178 147 92 22 246 146 1606 376 286 

LA,E ....• 7,264 865 366 1 34 122 2 30 16 4 2 - 13 16 195 36 38 
LA,M ..... 1,436 180 81 3 22 2 - 6 - 1 4 - 4 3 39 9 6 
LA,W ..... 3,187 757 222 11 157 39 - 13 8 1 - - 3 7 251 21 24 
M5,H ....• 1,224 427 212 60 20 9 - 7 2 1 - - 1 1 96 8 10 
MS,!l ..... 3,246 669 296 6 21 34 - 23 6 2 - - 5 4 229 11 23 
TX,PI •.•.. 3.847 684 83 20 7 22 1 48 36 21 11 4 48 25 204 95 60 
TX.E ....• 3,734 676 84 107 6 13 - 61 10 51 39 6 11 12 264 17 16 
TX,5 ..... 8,323 2,436 1,656 21 12 68 1 66 47 11 5 8 114 68 164 149 66 
TX,W ••.•. 3,111 1,321 723 10 6 61 - 53 56 55 31 4 46 20 184 30 43 

6TH ... 27878 11243 2484 234 578 303 6 287 76 129 111 21 232 161 6944 309 378 

KY,E ...•• 2,861 1,623 141 111 63 14 1 6 13 66 40 4 88 13 ~91 39 44 
KY,W ....• 2,108 726 207 48 37 24 1 19 6 2 8 - 9 6 296 28 40 
MI,E ..... 6,367 1,878 112 1 23 100 - 53 24 27 23 2 51 Ie 1.309 60 74 
MI,W ..... 2,100 1,032 259 27 14 31 1 16 6 3 3 - 6 12 604 19 32 
OH,N ..... 6,877 2,570 882 12 266 66 2 64 9 1 7 2 3D 34 1,078 70 67 
OH,5 .•.•. 4,990 2,274 670 5 169 32 - 67 12 6 3 - 17 34 1.169 46 66 
TN,E ...•. 973 382 80 15 3 10 1 14 1 - 1 - 14 6 214 11 13 
TN,M ...•. 863 310 77 10 ii 6 - 10 1 - 1 1 4 6 156 17 16 
TN,W •.... 1739 446 56 5 8 30 - 60 6 35 26 12 13 23 138 19 27 

\ 



TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1983 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS !lIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

4TH •. 11394 2488 147 156 264 679 1903 288 102 1552 20 655 1690 3 257 609 581 

MD ..... 2.998 599 27 63 69 147 524 66 38 406 6 115 543 1 44 155 195 
NC,E ...• 842 128 5 - 17 19 66 13 5 84 1 92 317 - 43 12 40 
NC,M .... 485 79 1 1 1 18 44 7 7 134 1 58 58 - 36 19 21 
NC,W •... 502 137 2 - 3 21 40 18 6 95 - 49 54 - 37 14 26 
SC ..•.. 1,772 515 28 6 20 214 393 80 19 189 2 64 73 1 36 43 89 
VA,E .... 1,646 328 10 5 130 67 268 39 14 202 4 141 315 1 27 43 52 
VA,W .... 903 225 19 25 1 79 118 22 6 174 1 30 85 - 11 56 51 
WV,N •... 723 140 25 4 1 35 89 12 4 62 2 69 169 - 12 73 26 
WV,5 •... 1,523 337 30 52 22 79 361 31 3 206 3 37 76 - 11 194 81 

5TH .. 27368 6180 404 190 3834 1070 5167 1041 274 2872 78 1283 2971 29 412 525 1,038 

LA,E .•.. 6,399 1,427 134 27 2,063 188 977 453 89 450 8 77 277 1 47 61 120 
LA,M .... 1,256 160 20 3 60 38 129 9 4 118 1 36 628 - 8 13 29 
LA,I'! .... 2,430 484 61 24 674 122 318 85 7 253 3 117 150 3 24 36 69 
M5,N •... 797 233 8 2 28 88 114 36 5 112 2 21 115 1 8 10 14 
M5,5 .... 2,587 558 54 5 61 200 1,155 75 18 238 1 48 87 - 9 23 55 
TX,N .... 3,163 946 44 19 4 111 433 98 53 438 38 160 203 - 131 146 339 
TX,E .... 3,059 252 24 29 314 135 1,162 42 12 286 3 200 495 8 17 39 41 
TX,5 •..• 5,887 1,839 45 51 625 124 663 210 56 674 14 395 672 12 128 149 230 
TX,W .•.. 1,790 281 14 30 5 64 216 33 30 303 8 229 344 4 40 48 141 

6TH .. 16635 3290 160 347 161 636 2767 345 231 3502 143 658 1418 8 425 1621 923 

KY,E .... 1,238 343 32 24 25 60 204 22 10 163 16 91 114 3 14 78 39 
KY,W .... 1,380 334 25 20 30 61 160 48 21 237 53 47 153 - 25 111 55 
MI,E .... 4,489 973 43 95 33 131 849 70 47 812 21 140 390 1 133 494 257 
MI,W .•.. 1,068 196 9 25 15 38 169 17 10 225 3 39 108 - 23 115 76 
OH,N .... 3,307 593 20 134 35 118 415 76 78 942 23 102 84 2 90 436 159 
OH,5 .... 2,716 345 11 43 7 64 625 46 35 564 9 143 288 1 80 254 201 
TN,E ..•• 591 154 7 5 - 74 1=37 11 4 110 - 11 19 - 13 24 22 
TN,M .... 553 126 3 1 1 30 77 23 9 128 2 22 46 - 28 24 33 
TN,W ...• 1293 226 10 ,- IS 60 131 32 17 321 16 63 216 1 19 85 81 

\ 
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TABLE C 3A. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES I>ENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 19B3 

UNITED SYATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN- FOI'IFEIT-
CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND REAL TO DAMUS URES AND 

AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAl- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

7TH " . 16840 4436 1603 64 437 195 1 192 48 91 92 41 101 92 874 338 267 

IL,N .•... 7,490 1,761 906 1 63 83 1 93 19 11 13 30 50 43 237 104 107 
IL,C ....• 1,364 296 77 - 39 24 - 12 2 HI 8 - - 9 58 27 26 
IL,S •.... 1,185 316 87 5 39 21 - 6 6 2~ 28 - 9 ~ 73 16 19 
IN,N •.•.. 2,257 669 156 52 97 20 - 25 9 - - - 14 163 85 21 
IN,S ••.. , 2,450 817 266 4 122 22 - 26 8 37 26 11 IE 13 166 39 62 
WI,E •.•.. 1,504 411 88 - 56 18 - 23 4 I 2 - 10 12 122 56 19 
WI,W ...•• 590 166 43 2 21 7 - 7 , 6 15 - 3 a 35 11 13 

8TH " . 14163 4968 1628 143 448 189 1 156 45: 136 59 19 92 100 1604 196 253 

AR,E •.•.. 1,988 709 80 16 107 13 - 19 3 1 - - 6 13 418 14 20 
AR,W ..... 928 406 34 15 40 21 - 5 2 - 1 - 11 6 260 12 8 
IA,N .•..• 603 206 56 - 48 22 - 2 2 - ~ - 4 4 60 13 5 
IA,S •..•. 1,231 303 41 1 ,0 16 I 7 7 7 - - 8 11 78 29 27 
MN ...... 2,1162 936 444 2 12 38 - 14 6 30 19 8 8 11 268 39 38 
MO,E •...• 2,284 725 371/ 24 9 30 - 36, 8 5 3 1 25 21 150 11 25 
MO,W ..••• 2,451 948 362 63 6 18 - 36 14 93 36 10 12 10 197 26 65 
NE •..... 1,306 424 139 8 85 16 - 19 - - - - 7 13 67 34 36 
NO •..•.. 403 137 50 10 24 5 - 1 - - - - 8 8 12 6 13 
SO .•... , 497 1'15 44 5 47 10 - 18 4 - - - 3 3 14 11 16 

9TH •.• 30303 0940 3549 946 440 920 5 419 130 128 48 13 609 224 1,915 716 878 

AK ...... 891 306 50 4 36 39 1 12 3 1 - - 22 5 14 69 51 
AZ ...... 2,085 761 300 31 22 66 - 13 5 I:! - - 30 31 138 70 42 
CA,N ..... 4,507 1,665 817 18 20 164 2 90 13 13 6 3 47 40 257 108 67 
CA,E .••.. 2,701 1,201 132 97 50 118 - 56 22 - 4 1 59 32 466 82 82 
CA.C •.... 6,115 1,407 257 6 31 175 - 96 28 78 19 4 122 43 331 93 124 
CA,S ..... 2,007 1,040 406 42 12 95 - 56 17 10 4 - 186 11 133 20 49 
HI •..... 1,441 407 197 - 12 63 - 12 3 1 - 2 46 3 17 23 28 
10 •••.•. 825 345 70 19 94 31 - 5 - - 2 - 6 3 70 21 25 
MT ...... 1,058 312 80 46 47 17 - 6 2 - - - 8 5 35 34 32 
NV ...... 1,7..13 383 133 3 10 36 - 13 9 1 2 - 26 15 31 35 69 
OR ..••.. 1,967 572 285 10 27 25 - 11 15 5 - 2 23 9 169 48 43 
WA,E ....• 1,079 484 189 52 35 31 - 14 3 1 3 1 7 6 84 39 19 
WA,W .••.• 2,783 1,131 610 30 36 55 2 32 10 3 8 - 25 16 170 73 61 
GUAM ...• 958 815 15 588 8 4 - 4 - 2 - - 3 5 - 1 185 
NMI ..•.. 103 11 8 - 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - 1 

\ 
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TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 3D, 19B3 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

7TH .. 12404 2667 368 173 43 492 1364 361 202 2466 77 482 1322 11 458 1157 771 

IL,N .... 6,729 1,438 170 50 21 129 460 164 162- 1,202 45 180 371 8 298 612 439 
IL,C ...• 1,068 149 10 14 2 29 104 22 13 179 3 49 296 - 20 113 66 
IL,S •... 869 125 8 6 11 49 160 19 2 76 6 98 214 - 12 63 42 
IN,N .... 1,688 245 102 34 1 163 197 49 12 418 7 37 133 1 20 107 62 
IN,S .•.• 1,633 417 58 61 4 88 264 72 9 263 9 55 89 2 44 148 76 
WI,E ..•• 1,093 220 7 15 4 23 142 36 12 243 5 47 134 - 48 94 63 
WI,W ...• 424 73 3 4 - 11 57 9 2 85 3 16 86 - 16 30 29 

8TH .. 9186 2029 179 196 37 456 1313 325 119 1699 85 302 1018 11 208 560 648 

AR,E ..•. 1,279 225 16 10 8 65 146 27 12 382 4 60 212 - 10 38 63 
',R,W •••• 523 162 34 1 3 63 92 21 4 64 2 5 26 - 4 19 33 
IA,N .... 397 110 IS 3 - 22 91 18 2 45 7 3 36 - 6 21 17 
IA,S ..•. 928 204 22 18 - 51 119 37 11 139 10 14 179 - 23 58 43 
MN ..... 1,526 291 i\l 38 9 41 2116 42 30 312 15 27 71 2 85 101 188 
MO,E •... 1,659 408 2:1 2 14 77 218 76 17 274 H 52 128 1 36 136 88 
MO,W ••.. 1,503 257 It 10 2 40 164 49 32 258 19 107 326 6 18 120 84 
NE ..... 882 186 1£, 98 - 56 102 26 7 173 13 19 31 1 17 52 87 
NO ..... 266 92 23 14 - 16 56 11 3 15 - - 1 - 4 8 23 
SO ..•.. 322 93 10 2 1 35 60 20 1 37 4 15 8 1 6 7 22 

9TH •. 19363 5016 378 279 676 390 2621 568 400 23011 91 608 1552 8 1029 1614 1827 

AK ..... 685 214 22 - 41 8 59 17 5 35 7 4 13 - 13 100 47 
AZ ..... 1,324 321 19 11 1 52 151 37 69 164 6 55 227 2 44 66 109 
CA,N .... 2,842 691 21 10 107 17 394 68 80 392 11 98 166 1 169 328 299 
CA,E .... 1,500 280 18 11 12 25 109 23 17 289 9 87 300 - 53 118 149 
CA,C .... 4,708 1,400 40 146 132 68 354 iu8 101 590 23 118 92 1 496 493 516 
CA,S .... 967 234 19 3 111 21 60 29 21 136 6 20 13 - 62 81 161 
HI •.•.. 1,034 304 63 - 57 36 220 35 17 64 1 13 21 - 32 86 86 
10 ..... 480 149 12 7 1 24 71 27 5 75 1 8 26 - 18 18 39 
/".T ..... 746 225 37 48 2 44 106 28 7 49 5 36 87 - 13 28 31 
tw ..... 1,400 236 16 12 - 44 616 31 4 148 4 38 142 1 62 86 72 
OR .•.•. 1,296 334 27 6 48 33 165 68 32 180 6 34 116 - 40 118 90 
WA,E •..• 696 127 14 12 2 8 49 9 13 69 4 37 196 - 9 29 27 
WA,W •..• 1,662 462 21 14 168 17 366 36 26 113 8 58 154 3 46 74 96 
GUAM •.• 143 12 49 - 4 - - 1 3 6 - 2 1 - 2 - 64 
NMI ••.. 92 27 1 - - 4 11 1 - 7 - - - - - - 41 

\ 
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TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHI:R MOTIONS MAN- FORFEIT-
CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND REAL TO DAWS URES AND 

AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM- PRClIP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER n"s SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

10TH .. 11454 3184 1 166 151 431 ISS 1 113 30 54 13 22 70 66 358 201 312 

CO ...... 2,362 493 72 46 28 54 - 52 5 17 7 1 29 22 57 45 58 
KS •..... 2,625 624 233 11 110 58 1 17 5 26 1 19 8 9 62 30 34 
NM ...... 1,402 531 288 18 46 23 - 11 7 1 - - 10 6 78 8 35 
OK,N ....• 988 299 98 11 98 5 - 5 4 - - - 6 2 31 27 12 
OK,E •••.. 455 158 28 35 31 5 - 2 3 - 3 - 3 4 30 7 7 
OK,W •..•. 1,780 535 184 27 95 12 - 13 2 9 2 2 7 5 45 18 114 
UT ...... 1,6'3 458 230 1 17 36 - 10 3 1 - - 6 14 54 54 32 
WY ...... 319 86 33 2 6 3 - 3 1 - - - 1 4 1 12 20 

11TH .. 21984 6920 1384 1351 304 355 6 194 127 82 42 16 369 116 1985 275 314 

AL,N ..... 2,454 1,038 437 9 9 27 -- 33 6 11 3 - 17 8 424 35 19 
AL,M .•..• 1,164 308 116 - 7 13 1 9 2 6 3 1 - 6 126 5 13 
AL,S .•... 1,177 339 178 - 17 7 - 7 17 - - - 3 4 81 17 (I 
FL,N ..•.. 924 284 65 2 29 19 - 14 10 23 4 - 2 6 88 4 18 
FL,M ..... 4,427 1,143 195 2 123 95 3 42 24 3 3 - 46 38 445 66 58 
FL,S ..•.. 5,694 2,447 252 1,297 54 93 - 36 35 22 14 2 247 32 173 76 114 
GA,N ..... 3,553 631 54 1 11 29 2 35 19 14 12 11 24 7 326 43 43 
GA,M ..... 1,202 406 53 40 28 26 - 11 8 2 - 1 10 7 189 16 15 
GAS ..... 1389 324 34 - 26 46 - 7 6 1 3 1 20 8 133 13 26 

\ 
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TABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1983 

PRIVA'rE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

10TH . 8270 2500 318 110 5 436 1295 255 93 1305 51 205 488 6 189 234 780 

CO ..•.. 1,869 550 30 33 2 68 280 44 29 313 12 37 116 - 61 100 194 
KS .••.• 2,001 447 47 13 - 88 510 73 15 508 27 24 50 2 29 54 114 
NM •.•.. 871 222 47 11 - 45 91 22 14 157 4 61 88 1 15 13 80 
OK,N .•.. 689 287 8 4 - 43 70 22 3 62 4 29 47 - 18 15 77 
OK,E .... 297 74 18 3 1 33 28 7 2 24 1 13 75 - 3 4 11 
OK,W .... 1,245 545 60 4 2 93 166 53 9 105 - 26 30 2 14 14 123 
UT ..... 1,055 282 93 41 ,- 51 113 28 18 114 2 10 57 1 47 29 169 
WY ••••• 243 93 15 1 - 15 38 6 3 22 1 5 25 - 2 5 12 

11TH. 15064 4389 172 41 336 429 1508 436 153 2112 46 1026 2460 6 503 550 898 

AL,N .... 1,416 486 18 1 3 56 105 54 6 372 5 27 88 - 23 117 55 I! 
AL,M .... 856 143 22 1 - 31 31 25 6 127 1 46 393 1 4 10 15 
AL,S .... 838 239 14 3 104 16 36 42 3 101 1 33 188 - 8 8 42 
FL,N .... 640 101 5 - 16 14 42 10 4 112 - 89 158 1 34 10 44 
FL,M .... 3,284 743 28 6 106 52 238 47 28 379 7 3Ql 903 1 119 87 151i 
FL,S .•.. 3,247 1,166 38 - 88 40 234 63 53 338 28 246 162 - 221 207 3,3 
GA,N .... 2,922 966 30 !! 3 116 501 138 45 438 - 115 246 2 73 81 '.59 
GA,M .... 796 328 11 5 3 51 82 33 4 149 3 41 29 1 15 14 27 
GAS .... 1065 227 6 16 13 53 239 23 4 96 1 48 293 - 6 16 24 

\ \ 



CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND 
AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM-

DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION 

TOTAL .... 15356 83811 41663 1634 

DC ....... 3947 1549 190 3 

1ST .... 8963 3481 1411 27 

ME .....•. 778 445 180 21 
MA ....... 3,286 \,337 591 6 
NH ....... 809 312 176 1 
RI ....... 1,126 356 149 -
PR ....... 2,964 1,031 316 -

2ND .. " 18186 5010 1610 4 

CT ....... 2,301 928 484 2 
NY,N ..... 1,251 376 120 -
NY,E ..... 4,145 1,785 607 1 
NY,S 8,956 1,304 205 1 
NY,W ..... 1,101 384 129 -
VT ....... 432 233 65 -

3RD .... 16256 4029 1 124 16 

DE .... '" 813 164 36 -
NJ .....•. 3,997 1,184 314 2 
PA,E ..... 6,123 836 77 4 
PA,M 1,593 593 82 6 
PA,W ..... 3,087 1,244 614 4 
VI ....... 642 9 1 -

\ 

TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN-
REAL TO DAMUS 
PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND 
ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

4537 3147 40 1851 1220 1867 776 360 

- 273 5 230 20 40 69 26 

379 111 - 56 17 15 9 2 

145 8 - 6 - 1 1 1 
32 49 - 27 7 8 4 1 

7 9 - 4 - 4 1 -
- 20 - 10 - - 1 -

195 26 - 9 10 2 2 -
185 333 9 128 116 247 51 59 

25 27 - 20 7 84 16 6 
27 32 - 7 - 13 7 3 
37 104 1 28 52 45 2 6 
24 125 8 60 66 99 25 43 
22 32 - 13 2 6 - -
50 13 - - - - 1 1 

226 227 6 114 90 128 82 27 

37 5 2 2 2 - - -
76 89 - 28 18 7 - 1 
28 72 2 59 36 8 12 -
19 27 1 10 14 109 67 26 
66 32 1 14 20 4 3 -. 
- 2 - 1 - - - 1 

FORFEIT-
URES AND 

PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

3175 1653 13409 4301 4178 

7 33 65 28 560 

224 137 732 193 168 

11 10 45 8 8 
168 67 170 106 102 

2 27 66 4 12 
8 10 69 67 22 

36 23 382 8 24 

232 151 1 156 245 474 

20 26 98 74 39 
31 18 62 23 33 
75 63 600 66 108 
64 30 269 49 2r,7 
35 8 93 17 27 

7 16 44 26 10 

189 135 1046 392 229 

6 3 22 27 23 
67 33 346 150 63 
17 45 313 95 67 
14 20 125 44 30 
95 33 239 76 45 

1 1 - 1 1 



CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL 
AND PRIVATE CON- PROP-

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTV FEU 

TOTAL .. 131545 33519 3796 1963 

DC ...•. 2398 424 26 18 

1ST .• 6482 1240 1203 67 

ME .••.. 333 116 - 20 
MA ..... 1,949 6:>.1 12 41 
NH ..... 497 133 7 -
RI •..•. 770 172 5 6 
PR ..... 1,933 281 1,179 -

2ND •. 13176 4374 67 353 

CT ..... 1,373 249 10 41 
NY,N ..•. 876 136 - 77 
NY,E .... 2,360 503 21 9U 
NY,S .•.. 7,652 3,366 31 109 
NY,W •.•. 717 75 2 34 
VT ..... 199 46 3 2 

3RD .. 12226 2994 138 415 

DE .••.. 649 62 2 1 
NJ ..... 2,813 804 18 13 
PA,E .... 5,288 1,362 40 329 
PA,M .... 1,000 149 7 7 
PA,W ..•. 1.843 629 21 66 
VI ..... 633 98 60 -

\ 
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TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWEb'lE ~H !'E!UOO E!!nEt! JUNE aQ. 1!!Ba 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS 

PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND 
INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

4998 6304 12319 3899 1389 15244 996 8182 16436 192 

1 486 462 57 26 233 7 65 87 11 

19,1 224 623 116 46 683 38 130 244 6 

14 19 22 10 3 43 2 8 26 1 
119 89 268 40 26 269 10 62 73 1 

8 47 125 14 3 59 - 29 18 -
20 62 120 22 11 166 1 16 70 -
30 17 88 29 3 67 26 16 67 4 

594 435 908 473 186 1273 66 676 1070 18 

6 42 94 ,231 13 243 7 57 167 3 
6 46 70 23 8 121 2 77 149 I 

86 161 266 3)' 62 255 4 156 118 3 
493 142 384 171 101 506 42 322 466 9 

4 20 67 8 8 111 10 61 164 I - 24 37 3 4 38 - 3 16 1 

310 957 1474 287 119 1101 138 464 1566 11 

10 46 34 3 8 49 1 35 307 -
34 248 325 60 27 362 70 98 177 -

243 419 711 168 48 422 60 152 647 3 
1 89 124 26 6 99 - 66 269 6 

17 78 161 30 31 146 7 79 273 1 
6 77 129 11 - 23 - 34 3 2 

COPYRIGHT 
PATENT LABOR ALL 

TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

4834 9031 8443 

47 279 169 

241 261 280 

14 22 14 
149 127 134 
23 13 18 
40 43 37 
15 46 77 

920 690 1074 

68 69 93 
38 64. 69 

197 203 208 
662 313 636 

46 46 70 
9 5 8 

411 962 889 

26 27 48 
197 217 173 
122 380 282 
29 76 69 
37 247 131 - 6 196 



'. 

CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND 
AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM-

DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION 

4TH .... 19946 8796 4899 160 

MD ....... 3,786 1,676 1,097 20 
NC,E 2,153 1,138 835 34 
NC,M ..... 1,207 796 648 5 
NC,W ..... 1,495 674 740 -
SC ....... 3,396 1,470 437 26 
VA,E .. _ .. 3,236 554 79 20 
VA,W ..... 2,521 1,346 649 4 
WV,N ..... 679 303 135 43 
VIV,S ...... 1,473 639 279 8 

5TH .... 25677 7882 4588 119 

LA,E ..... 6,042 1,368 984 4 
LA,M ..... 1,121 331 249 -
LA,W ..... 2,861 1,247 770 9 
MS,N ..... 1,041 336 143 48 
MS,S ..... 1,668 567 402 1 
TX,N ..... 3,345 874 332 20 
TX,E ..... 1,771 451 219 13 
TX,S ..... 6,534 1,630 950 10 
TX,W ..... 2,294 1,088 639 14 

6TH .... 24882 11959 5149 138 

KY,E ..... 2,133 1,498 136 41 
KY,W ..... 1,477 619 209 27 
MI,E ..... 6,102 2,087 300 -
MI,W ..... 1,908 971 581 28 
OH,N ..... 5,049 2,663 1,807 13 
OH,S ..... 4,326 2,562 1,480 -
TN,E ..... 1,606 697 351 20 
TN,M ..... 1,294 577 330 5 
TN,W ..... 988 385 155 4 

\ 

---~-~-~~-------------~---.......-

TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD END-ED JUNE 30. 1983 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER A!!)TIONS MAN-
REAL TO DAMUS 

PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND 
ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS flIGHTS OTHEI': 

523 203 1 118 138 42 46 9 

60 34 - 33 41 2 5 2 
9 13 - 18 14 4 2 1 
2 10 - 8 12 - 1 -
1 10 - 6 12 - - -

428 39 - 9 15 2 1 -
15 69 1 28 23 28 27 4 
3 13 - 8 12 2 8 2 
1 3 - 1 4 1 1 -
4 12 - 7 5 3 1 -

389 _-l~-'; 2 183 163 114 47 21 

66 58 - 18 15 1 1 1 
26 4 - - 1 6 6 -

236 33 - 12 10 - - 1 
27 17 - 7 8 4 1 -
18 24 - 9 4 2 - -
6 29 - 27 28 32 14 2 
4 13 1 14 9 21 13 1 
8 30 - 60 47 21 - 9 
8 48 1 36 31 28 12 7 

498 281 3 208 129 171 84 20 

47 15 - 3 23 81 31 9 
32 18 1 5 12 - 4 1 
16 72 - 63 25 37 19 2 
9 23 - 12 8 1 3 -

245 43 - 48 21 2 6 2 
135 49 1 27 11 3 6 1 

7 32 1 13 8 1 1 -
3 9 - 11 9 3 4 1 
4 20 - 26 12 43 10 4 

FORFEH-
URES AND 

PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

376 121 1579 301 280 

27 16 165 111 63 
49 16 69 47 27 

5 9 64 21 11 
5 2 89 4 5 

30 8 418 25 32 
20 14 84 71 71 

125 16 466 9 29 
33 9 56 3 13 
82 31 168 10 29 

271 144 897 413 285 

17 22 117 ~ 4 30 
3 2 27 4 4 

13 12 121 13 17 
2 4 45 13 17 

10 6 69 4 18 
67 17 163 72 75 
12 5 91 15 20 
93 63 131 165 63 
64 23 133 103 41 

314 183 3983 412 386 

65 8 992 7 40 
27 12 129 14 28 
61 39 1,265 104 94 

5 19 249 16 17 
41 41 398 107 91 
62 33 616 79 59 
46 11 155 27 24 
12 7 130 37 16 
5 13 61 21 17 



CIRCUIT TOTAL nEAL 
AND PRIVATE CON- PROP-

DISTRICT CJVIL TRACT ERTY FELA 

4TH •• 11 160 2313 126 87 

MD •.•.• 2,110 469 21 43 
NC,E .... 1,016 117 4 2 
NC,M .... 411 76 3 1 
NC,W •... 621 163 8 -
SC ....• 1.926 612 19 2 
VA,E .•.. 2.682 493 46 6 
VA,W .... 1.176 160 3 7 
WV.N .... 376 50 6 -
WV.S .•.. 834 194 18 26 

6TH .• 17796 4731 269 138 

LA.E .... 4.684 1.309 91 18 
LA,M .... 790 121 19 -
LA,W •..• 1,614 313 36 26 
MS.N .... 706 248 11 -
MS.S .... 1.101 343 24 5 
TX.N .... 2.471 746 21 17 
TX.E •... 1.320 166 12 21 
TX.S •... 3,904 1.276 41 26 
TX.W .•.. 1.206 209 14 26 

6TH ., 12923 2556 163 238 

KY,E, ". 636' 197 18 10 
KY.W •• , , 968 180 19 9 
MI,E., , , 4.015 916 46 60 
MI.W •• , , 937 112 11 16 
OH.N,., , 2.386 4q6 18 81 
OH.S .... 1,764 224 15 42 
TN.E." , 908 220 12 13 
TN.M .. , • 717 168 4 -
TN,W." , 603 103 10 6 

\ 

TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT counTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
MARIME \'EHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS 

PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSCHAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND 
INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPt:S RIGHTS OTHER 

172 679 1022 289 66 1 114 32 999 2941 14 

42 113 142 48 13 206 9 182 602 2 
7 26 30 8 3 70 1 14& 623 -- 12 24 4 4 69 - 60 100 -- 20 21 17 4 109 1 86 132 -

14 238 410 116 8 200 4 74 71 2 
93 111 164 44 18 249 10 267 963 8 

1 83 86 22 1 106 3 82 496 -
1 14 27 8 - 14 1 90 127 1 

14 62 119 23 4 92 3 31 31l 1 

2764 766 1739 791 245 1742 74 1090 1964 22 

1.503 163 360 330 59 281 6 163 226 3 
38 18 56 18 3 68 - 79 326 -

449 74 145 69 8 178 1 90 127 2 
18 74 69 28 - 96 1 41 96 -
27 116 228 63 6 130 4 44 36 -

7 86 264 64 39 282 29 276 237 2 
266 101 298 40 6 156 1 70 109 3 
443 63 197 156 102 371 29 220 689 9 

3 61 133 33 22 191 3 117 210 3 

282 646 1379 274 101 2110 159 989 1698 8 

14 46 57 14 7 68 3 46 67 1 
25 49 65 30 10 99 107 93 146 -
27 124 698 62 24 631 20 200 401 1 

9 34 99 10 12 146 3 80 251) -
188 85 189 65 23 498 10 172 97 -

10 50 134 42 10 267 6 186 439 2 
6 97 109 21 6 175 - 64 82 -
1 31 68 20 6 120 3 86 109 2 
3 30 60 10 3 117 7 68 111 2 

COPYRIGHT 
PATENT LABOR ALL 

TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

246 602 660 

46 136 137 
38 10 28 
19 19 31 
19 20 32 
57 29 71 
51 47 133 

7 47 84 
4 22 11 
6 172 33 

342 466 693 

33 68 91 
8 19 29 

22 27 48 
3 10 21 
9 30 36 

100 lOll 206 
8 4~ 22 

112 ,ui 161 
47 46 89 

386 1343 703 

11 68 21 
19 79 28 

133 520 261 
37 66 41 
76 316 122 
49 185 113 
26 38 41 
24 35 61 
12 38 34 



- ~ - ~~.------

TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED. BY NATURE ~F SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ErJDED JUNE 30. 1983 

--------,-----r---------------------------------------------.----------------------.. --------------------

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN- FORFEIT-
TOTAL TOTAL LAND REAL TO DAMUS URES AND 
CIVIL U.S. CON- COND9I- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENj\,L- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
CASES CIVIL TRACT NATIOH ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTH!:R TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

7TH .•.. ~1~8~4G~2~~6~79~24_~3~9~3~3~--~B~6~~6~1~6~--~1~947---~3 __ ~147~2t-____ 8~e~ __ ~23~9~ __ ~15~4~ __ ~4~8~-~1~6~8--~1~0~7---~4~5~6~~3~2~6~~3~0~1_ 

IL,N 
IL,C 
IL,S 
IN,N 
IN,S 
WI,E 
WI,W 

8,076 1,575 525 5 103 97 2 94 22 56 17 15 110 45 209 100 175 
964 298 112 - 46 13 - 7 10 17 4 - 10 9 28 17 25 

1,313 487 154 1 31 33 - 7 17 80 60 7 12 7 51 12 15 
2,022 1,069 703 78 92 15 - 9 18 3 1 - 7 5 49 70 19 
3,108 2,033 1,579 2 131 20 - 15 9 66 40 23 11 19 60 21 37 
1,619 734 444 - 83 8 1 22 6 - 2 - 11 13 34 96 15 
1,360 696 316 - 130 11 - 18 5 18 30 3 7 8 26 10 15 

8TH •... ~1~5~8~07~-7~64~2~~4~66~9~---1~3~1--~5~3~5~--~1~8~0----~1 __ ~1~0~0+_----8~2~--~33~3~--~8~8~--~3~G~· ____ ~1~2~4 ___ ~1~1~0 ______ 7~7~2~~3~4~7 __ ~2~5~4~ 

AR,E ..... 2,026 956 500 14 177 21 - 14 16 1 - - 5 14 148 21 24 
AR,W ..... 1,041 474 258 13 62 11 - 1 1 1 1 - 11 6 94 9 6 
IA,N .•..• 619 273 93 - 68 7 - - 3 2 - - 3 5 39 44 9 
IA,S ..... 917 306 110 - 45 11 - 3 1 7 2 1 11 8 39 51 17 
MN....... 3,436 2,173 1,810 9 12 36 1 26 5 35 11 8 26 H, 91 41 42 
MO,E ..... 2,719 1,172 822!8 6 23 - 22 17 11 1 - 38 21 137 16 40 
MO,W ..... 2,560 1,202 343 63 10 17 - 23 23 271 70 27 11 21 148 123 62 
NE. . . . . . . 1,464 605 383 10 102 8 - 7 6 2 - - 6 13 28 18 22 
ND....... 389 212 106 - 31i 6 - 1 2 2 1 - 6 4 8 11 27 
SD. . . • . . . 636 210 144 4 16 20 - 4 8 1 2. - 7 3 34 13 15 

9TH. . .. 30147 14577 8820 217 361 6 293 172 243 69 15 603 301 1,119 935 690 

AK.. .. .. . 642 302 96 2 15 28 - 9 5 1 - - 19 8 2 93 24 
AZ. . . . . . . 3,247 ',908 ',469 30 32 44 - 19 22 17 4 1 45 45 57 86 37 
CA,N ..... 6,B65 4,298 3,349 3 13 195 1 77 24 23 11 - 61 42 237 143 119 
CA,E ..... ',318 548 178 12 23 54 - 13 17 2 1 1 18 26 108 47 49 
CA,C ..... 7,193 2,223 861 4 22 186 1 64 66 162 33 8 176 71 259 110 160 
CA,S ..... ',972 ',293 746 104 6 54 - 29 14 14 6 3 154 17 69 18 60 
HI....... 716 296 182 2 8 24 - 6 1 1 - - 17 2 3 27 23 
IO....... 930 526 253 1 16 16 - 6 2 1 2 - 2 18 66 64 23 
MT 4. 4 • • • • 692 269 119 7 40 12 1 3 3 - 2 1 9 12 28 20 12 
NV....... 932 458 280 2 6 17 - 7 10 6 2 - 20 10 13 25 60 
OR. . • . . . • 2,221 190 360 15 36 29 1 20 6 2 - - 10 17 154 98 42 
WA,E •.... 806 41>9 221 15 43 17 - 1 - 1 - 1 3 5 45 38 13 
WA,W 2,458 1,206 688 10 40 63 2 32 12 9 9 - 68 27 88 106 62 
GUAM. • • • • 85 42 20 4 1 4 - 1 - 4 - - 1 2 - - 5 NM! .•.... ~ __ ~7~1~ __ ~9~ __ ~8~ _____ -_____ -_______ - ______ - ______ -L-_____ -______ -______ -______ -~ ______ - ______ - ________ - _____ -____ ~1_ 



r 

CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL 
AND PRIVATE CON- PROP-

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY "ELA 

7TH .. , 11670 :< 562 911 125 

IL,N .•... 6,501 1,6411 733 52 
IL,C ..... 666 84 2 2 
IL,S .•... 826 111 ., 9 
IN,N ..... 953 160 97 22 
IN,S ..•.. 1,076 280 53 26 
WI,E ..... 885 168 9 9 
WI,W ..... 764 103 10 5 

8TH ..• 8165 1858 145 167 

AR,E ..... 1,071 212 19 6 
AR,W •..•. 567 168 35 -
IA,N ..... 346 83 7 4 
IA,S ...•. 611 103 13 14 
MN ...... 1,263 262 28 31 
MO,E ••.•• 1,547 463 5 6 
MO,W ..... 1,358 216 12 11 
NE ..•... 859 165 4 87 
NO ...... 177 62 14 e 
SO ...... 366 124 8 1 

9TH ..• 15570 4290 253 240 

AK ...... 340 149 8 -
A2 ..... ; 1,339 274 15 8 
CA,N ..... 2,567 675 22 10 
CA,E ..•.. 770 176 13 12 
CA,C ..... 4,970 1,507 52 140 
CA,S ..... 679 159 27 2 
HI ...... 419 142 18 -
10 ..•... 404 113 III 6 
MT ...... 423 110 14 34 
NV ...... 474 78 10 2 
OR ..•... 1,431 431 22 9 
WA,E ..... 397 67 18 9 
WA,W ..... 1,252 387 13 8 
GUAM .... 43 6 1 -
NMI ..... 62 16 1 -

\ 

~~.--~-~---~--~---.......---------------

TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
M4/iINE VEHICLE OTHi:R OTHER DAMUS 

PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND 
INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

32 411 739 255 117 1745 1'8 754 1187 30 

13 133 307 147 89 931 1'3 310 344 20 
2 19 38 15 4 76 9 88 123 1 
6 38 84 15 1 72 5 107 238 4 
2 99 97 18 7 172 4 61 58 -
4 87 108 31 8 155 6 69 62 1 
2 15 55 14 7 188 1 74 173 1 
3 20 50 15 1 151 - 55 169 3 

24 472 1039 245 77 1269 114 364 963 11 

7 77 113 24 3 223 7 72 211 1 - 67 111 19 1 79 3 10 15 2 
- 22 49 7 3 26 16 17 62 -- 26 69 24 12 60 16 40 163 -
7 29 223 21 19 273 18 24 22 1 
6 112 170 63 19 199 10 70 121 1 
3 57 152 25 14 232 26 82 262 3 
1 46 82 33 2 132 17 22 77 -
- 6 29 5 1 9 - 7 2 1 
- 30 41 24 3 36 1 20 28 2 

432 367 1231 405 250 1691 114 965 1307 26 

20 6 31 12 2 11 6 6 6 1 
3 57 88 14 11 128 2 154 380 11 

120 30 228 54 60 371 12 179 118 1 
6 32 44 15 4 122 3 72 119 1 

88 80 370 121 91 442 57 248 90 3 
57 4 46 22 6 125 8 20 18 1 
12 16 46 20 11 34 - 5 10 -- 17 65 15 1 65 1 13 44 -- 36 48 20 4 23 11) 18 54 1 
- 24 43 14 5 59 2 42 50 1 

38 45 98 59 17 168 7 78 147 1 
- 5 25 5 11 27 1 45 122 2 

88 16 96 33 26 112 5 74 151 3 - - - - 1 2 - 1 - -
- - 3 1 - 2 - - - -

COPYRIGHT 
PATENT LABOR ALL 

TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

451 1492 751 

317 958 408 
21 108 74 

9 79 41 
23 77 56 
28 105 62 
35 75 59 
18 90 51 

203 597 617 

5 35 56 
1 19 37 
7 30 13 

16 32 23 
69 119 117 
38 186 79 
38 124 101 
19 37 135 
4 7 22 
6 8 34 

990 1661 1358 

7 53 23 
47 71 76 

147 339 203 
24 57 70 

576 681 424 
48 50 86 
17 36 52 
14 20 11 
9 22 20 

19 51 74 
40 167 104 

7 11 42 
35 102 103 
- - 32 
- 1 38 

--~..---- .----

Q 



CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND 
AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM-

DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION 

10TH ... 11932 4739 2726 71 

CO ....... 2.216 643 206 5 
KS .•••••• 2.078 935 501 15 
NM ••.•••• 1.616 847 615 14 
OK.N ..... 1.033 459 327 16 
OK.E 601 182 72 9 
OK.W ..... 2.451 792 408 12 
UT ....... 1.419 689 470 -
WY ••••••• 518 192 127 -

11TH ... 21152 7365 2744 662 

AL.N ..... 3.275 1.437 681 16 
AL.M ..... 1.342 424 259 -
AL.S ..... 1.250 420 314 -
FL.N ..... 961 303 86 -
FL.M ..... 3.954 1.152 370 4 
FL.S ..... 4.388 1.961 390 633 
GA,N ..... 3.355 728 185 3 

~~ ..... 1.291 523 281 4 
..... 1336 407 178 2 

\ 

_~ _______________ --__ --___ --.e-

TABLE C 3B. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 19B3 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN-
REAL TO DAMUS 

PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AN!) 
ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

404 113 - 97 69 123 21 77 

12 26 - 36 13 22 5 3 
99 14 - 15 18 79 2 71 
54 27 - 16 11 3 1 3 
30 3 - 1 5 2 2 -
43 1 - 4 6 1 - -

126 25 - 15 11 14 10 -
29 13 - 8 3 2 1 -
11 4 - 2 2 - - -

422 260 4 152 148 172 56 20 

14 27 - 23 21 29 9 -
6 22 2 11 7 14 3 -
7 3 - 7 3 - 2 -

52 18 1 8 11 39 6 2 
184 53 1 17 20 4 4 2 
58 64 - 36 32 54 12 1 
22 29 - 35 34 25 19 15 
49 17 - 7 14 5 - -
30 27 - 8 6 2 1 -

FORFEIT-
URES AND 
PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 

TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

98 95 251 386 208 

32 49 43 133 58 
12 17 26 40 26 
15 5 47 14 22 
12 3 24 28 6 
4 2 22 9 9 

15 6 57 54 39 
8 10 29 85 31 
- 3 3 23 17 

569 126 1354 323 343 

21 13 603 42 38 
1 3 76 9 11 
3 3 54 12 12 
9 8 37 6 20 

75 39 220 96 63 
398 39 85 37 122 

35 9 239 36 42 
9 7 68 46 16 

18 5 72 39 19 



r 

CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL 
AND PRIVATE CON- PROP-

DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY F'1bA 
,,~.:-~ -

10TH .. 7193 2156 306 BB 

CO ...... 1,573 41B 33 30 
KS ••.••• 1,143 260 19 16 
NM ...... 769 179 36 4 
OK,N ••••• 574 253 14 6 
OK,E ••••• 419 64 24 8 
OK,W ••••• 1,659 6B8 118 7 
UT ...... 730 205 40 12 
WV ...... 326 89 22 5 

11TH .. 13797 4031 200 29 

AL,N ••••• I,B38 622 45 2 
ALItA •••• . 918 152 48 1 
AL,S ••••• 830 234 16 2 
FL,N .•••• 658 78 5 1 
FL,M ••••• 2,802 508 22 5 
FL,S ••••• 2,427 969 32 -
GA,N ..... 2,627 888 20 8 
GA,M ..... 768 270 6 6 
G~S ••••• 929 310 6 4 

\ 

TABLE C 3B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERlOO ENDED JUNE 3D, 1983 

PRIVATE CASES 

P!HSONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS 

PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND 
!!II.!!)!!'!' I~J!,m'f ~IU .. ,"'u 

~I."vn. ACiiGAS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER 

4 485 877 23B 68 805 61 387 659 26 

1 52 144 30 23 243 17 57 143 3 
1 76 227 50 10 172 6 60 123 15 
- 52 75 29 11 118 5 80 73 2 
- 39 60 2B 1 41 3 26 19 1 - 46 40 13 2 15 2 44 142 2 
2 154 208 65 10 122 7 85 67 2 
- 27 71 13 7 74 1 24 73 1 - 39 52 10 4 20 20 11 29 -

202 487 826 470 99 1578 76 1309 2760 9 

3 95 110 54 7 308 7 137 212 -
1 28 40 21 2 120 4 143 315 1 

67 24 34 20 2 85 - 71 212 -
7 17 31 10 3 79 - 142 239 2 

55 35 105 49 14 236 8 340 1,105 -
55 38 134 42 41 242 49 168 127 2 - 131 229 208 23 329 5 166 270 2 - 61 51 20 4 74 2 99 109 2 
14 58 92 46 3 105 1 43 171 -

, 4 

\.\ 

COPYRIGHT 
PATENT LABOR All 

TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

168 251 614 

64 136 179 
19 33 56 
16 20 70 
15 23 45 
3 4 10 

24 9 101 
23 22 137 

5 4 II; 

429 567 735 

27 144 65 
9 6 27 
2 22 39 

15 13 16 
113 87 120 
167 187 174 

74 63 211 
12 21 31 
10 14 52 



\ 

~~---~ --~~~-~--

TABLE C4. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND ACTION TAKEN 

(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 
DURING 'iHE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

COURT ACTION 

DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 

NO DURING PERCENT 
COURT BEFORE OR AFTER NON- REACHING 

NATURE OF SUIT TOTAL ACTION TOTAL PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TOTAL JURY JURY TRIAL 

TOTAL CASES ....................... 213616 98997 14619 75851 27143 11625 6561 5064 5.4 

UNITED STATES CASES •.•••••••••••••.•.•• 82177 48354 33823 28986 3225 1612 1466 146 2.0 

CONTRACT ACTIONS 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS •••••••••••.• 2,861 1,995 866 726 110 30 28 2 1.0 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 

ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS .......... 36,494 30,498 5,996 5,750 192 54 52 2 0.1 
OTHER CONTRACTS ••••..••••••••••••• 2,308 1,416 892 606 201 85 74 11 3.7 

REAL PROPERTY ........ , ............. 4,537 2,321 2,216 1,863 273 80 78 2 1.8 
TORT ACTIONS 

MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY ••••••••••••• 152 46 106 37 41 28 27 1 18.4 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL IN.JURY ••••••• 550 244 306 129 118 59 54 5 10.7 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY ••••.•••.••.•• 2,004 666 1,338 607 414 317 287 30 15.8 
OTHER TORTS ...................... 441 236 205 104 69 32 30 2 7.3 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
ANTITRUST •.•••••••••••••••.•••••• 40 11 29 16 10 3 3 - 7.5 
CIVI L RIGHTS 

EMPLOYMENT ..................... 936 302 634 315 177 142 135 7 15.2 
OTHER CIVI L RIGHTS •••••.••••••••. 915 346 569 430 95 44 39 5 4.8 

DEPORTATION .•.••••••••.••••.••.•• 156 91 65 58 7 - - - -
PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE •.•••••. 1,220 192 1,028 983 34 11 11 - 0.9 
HABEAS CORPUS ••...••••.•••.••••• 1,867 200 1,667 1,616 30 21 20 t 1.1 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER ••.••••••••.•.• 360 63 297 286 8 3 3 - 0.8 
CIVIL RIGHTS ••••••...•••••••.•.• 776 87 689 647 21 21 18 3 2.7 

LIQUOR FORFEITURES ................ 2 - 2 - - 2 2 - 100.0 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS. 3,173 1,756 1,417 1,124 168 125 108 17 3.9 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT ........... 995 488 507 274 186 47 46 1 4.7 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION •••.•..••...• 658 322 336 229 62 45 41 4 6.8 
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT •..••.••.•••.• 2 - 2 2 - - - - -
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 

HEAL TH INSURANCE ................ 428 108 320 295 22 3 3 - 0.7 
BLACK LUNG ..................... 580 44 536 533 3 - - - -
DISABILITY INSURANCE ••.••.••••••. 8,113 1,981 6,132 5,952 172 8 7 1 0.1 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME •••.•• 2,326 583 1,743 1,674 69 - - - -
RETIREMENT AND SERVICES BENEFITS. 169 40 129 124 5 - - - -
OTHER •••••.•••.••••••••••.••••• 1,793 358 1,435 1,352 79 4 3 1 0.2 

TAX SUITS ........................ 4,301 2,171 2,130 1,568 314 248 206 42 5.8 
ALL OTHER U. S. ACTIONS •••••.••.••• , •• 4020 1789 2231 1686 345 200 191 9 5.0 

~-~.--- .---~ 
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TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CAGES TERMINATED. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND ACTION TAKEN 

I LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

COURT ACTION 

DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 

NO DURING PERCENT 
COURT BEFORE OR AFTER NON- REACHING 

NATURE OF SUIT TQlilL ACTION TOTAL PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TOTAL JURY JURY TRIAL -,.., 

FEDERAL QUESTION e ......................... 80741 28948 61793 34466 11897 6430 3616 1914 6.7 

CONTRACT ACTIONS 
MARINE ............................ 6,664 2,896 2,R69 1,337 1,104 228 209 19 4.1 
MILLER ACT ........................ 968 681 387 201 133 63 49 4 6.6 
OTHER CONTRACTS .•••.•••••••••••••• 316 136 180 112 48 20 16 6 6.3 

REAL PROPERTY ...................... 1,066 76 980 912 47 21 20 1 2.0 
TORT ACTIONS 

EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT •••••••••••• 1,963 669 1,294 266 780 269 29 230 13.2 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY •••••••••.••• 4,237 1,160 3,087 767 1,900 430 163 267 10.1 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY •••••••••••••• 349 180 169 100 63 16 6 10 4.6 
OTHER TORTS ....................... 1,800 794 1,006 449 436 121 104 17 6.7 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
BANKRUPTCY SUITS •••••••••••..••••• 2,923 1,728 1,196 1,01)8 86 61 42 9 1.7 
ANTITRUST ••••••••••••.•••••.••••• 1,389 589 800 366 291 143 41 102 10.3 
CIVI L RIGHTS 

EMPLOYMENT ..................... 6,699 2,391 4,308 1,668 1,626 1,124 899 226 16.8 
OTHER C~VI L RIGHTS ••••.•.•••••••• 8,646 2.983 6,662 2,817 1,749 996 466 640 11.7 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS ••••.•••••••..••••• 8,176 1,64'1 6,636 6,340 177 118 112 6 1.4 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER •••.•••••••.••• 192 42 160 141 6 4 1 3 2.1 
CIVI L RIGHTS •••••••.•••••••..••• 16,434 3,117 13,317 11,718 809 790 696 196 4.8 

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT ........... 570 223 347 161 , 130 66 49 17 11. 6 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 3,961 1,887 2,064 1,46~ 471 140 126 16 3.6 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION •.••••••••••• 4,610 2.489 2,021 1,264 670 197 121 76 4.4 
COPYRIGHT ••••.••••••••••.••••.••• 1,901 1,162 749 491 207 61 44 7 2.7 
PATENT .......................... 940 401 639 234 193 112 88 24 11.9 
TRADEMARK .••••••••.•.•••••••••.•. 1,993 1,046 947 683 
CONSTITUTIONALITY 

26,1 103 93 10 6.2 

OF STATE STATUTES ................ 314 112 202 144 30 28 27 1 8.9 
ALL OTHER FEDERAL OliESTION ........... 6962 2767 3186 1936 891 369 228 131 6.0 



TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND ACTION TAKEN 

lLANO CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 
DURINI.l THE TWELVE MONTH, PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 1983 

-------~---

COUltT ACTION 

DURINll OR AFTER TRiAL 

NO DURING PERCENT 
COURT BEFORE OR AFTER NON- REACHING 

tJATURE OF SUIT TOTAL ACTION TOTAL PRETRII.L PRETRIAL TOTAL JURY JURY TRIAL 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP •..•.•••..•••..• 60061 21219 28842 12336 11972 4634 1658 2976 9.1 

CONTRACT ACTIONS 
INSURANCE .•••••••••.••.••.••..•.• 6,070 2,122 2,948 1,277 1,193 478 191 287 9.4 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS •.•..•••••••• 1,394 716 679 440 174 66 46 20 4.7 
OTHER CONTRACTS ••••••••••••••.•••. 20,099 9,364 10,736 6,248 4,043 1,444 820 824 7.2 

REAL PROPERTY ...................... 2,685 1,162 1,423 946 327 160 100 50 6.8 
TORT ACTIONS 

MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY ••...•••• , ••• 757 239 518 138 281 99 39 60 13.1 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY .•.••.• 6,142 2,431 3,711 1,164 1,866 681 93 688 11.1 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY ..••..••••.... 11,924 4,339 7,685 2,634 3,645 1,406 178 1,228 11. 8 
OTHER TORTS . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . 2,087 846 1,241 488 543 210 91 119 10.1 

ALL OTHER DIVERSITY . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . . . . 3 1 2 1 - 1 1 - 33.3 

LOCAL JURISDICTION .••••.••••••..••.•.•• 637 476 161 63 49 49 21 28 7.7 

CONTRACT ACTIONS ••••.••••••.••••..•• 109 76 33 21 6 7 fi Z 0.4 
REAL PROPIORTY ...................... 49 35 14 6 1 5 4 1 10.2 
TORT ACTIONS 

MOTOR VEHIC!:!1. !!ERSCN~:" n,JUHT •.•.••• 77 58 19 5 6 8 1 7 10.4 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY •..•••.•..•..• 135 81 54 11 22 21 6 16 15.6 
OTHER TORTS ....................... 12 7 6 1 4 - - - -
PRISONER PETITIONS 

. 
HABEAS CORPUS ••.••.••••••••••..• 6 3 3 3 - - - - -
MANDAMUS AND OTHER .••.•••...•••.. - - - - - - - - -
CIVI L RIGHTS •..•••..•...••••.••• 2 - 2 2 - - - - -

DOMESTIC RELATIONS •.••...•••.•••••.• 3 3 - - - - - - -
INSANITY .......................... 106 105 1 1 - - - - -
ALL OTHER LOCAL .••.......••.•......• 138 108 30 11 11 8 6 2 6.8 

'I 
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TABLE C 4A U.S. DISTRICT COUllTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AND ACTION TAKEN 

lLANO CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED} 
DURING THE YWELVE MOUTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

COURT AcnON 

NO 
COURT 

AcnON 

DURING 
OR AFTER 
PRETRIAL 

DRING RAFTER T 

TOTAL 
BEFORE 

PRETRIAL TOTAL 

I 
NOfj-
JURY JURY 

IA 
PERvENT 

REACHING 
TRIAL 

TOTAL " 'r-~2~1~3~6~1~6+-~9~B~9~~~7+-'~1~4~6~1~9+-~7~5~8~5~1 ____ ~2~7~1~4~3+-~I~I~6~2~6+-~6~6~6~1 __ ~5~0~G~4~~ 
DC...... 3941 1848 2093 1580 297 216 116 100 6.1i 

1ST " .~ __ ~a·~9~35~ __ :2~5~10~ __ ~6~4~2~5+-__ ~4~4~9~4 ______ ~1~5~2~1~ __ ~4~10~ __ ~2~0~0 __ ~2~1~0+-__ ~4~.~6_ 
ME...... 757 383 374 187 158 29 14 15 3.8 
MA...... 3,281 1.218 2,063 1,340 539 184 73 111 6.6 
NH .•••.• 808 382 426 113 277 36 15 21 4.6 
RI •.•.•. 1,126 393 733 363 275 96 64 31 8.4 
Prl ••..•. 2,963 134 2,829 2,491 272 66 34 32 2.2 

2ND .• 'r-~1~8~1~7~9+-~7~9~647+-~1~0~2~2~2+-__ ~6~6~7~3 ______ ~3~7~1~4+-__ ~8~3~5+-__ ~4~2.~3 __ ~4~1~2+-__ ~4w.~6~ 
CT...... 2,296 1,119 1,177 906 166 107 71 36 4.7 
?lY,N..... 1,261 641 710 439 216 66 21 34 4.4 
NY,E..... 4,144 1,643 2,601 1,292 1,040 169 67 102 4.1 
NY,S. . • • . 8,955 3,963 5,002 2,489 2,067 426 223 203 4.8 
NY,W.".. 1,101 436 665 418 199 48 30 18 4.4 
VT .. • • .. 432 265 167 130 7 30 11 19 6.9 

3RD ., .~~I~S~2~3~7+-~6~6~6~4+-~9~5~7~3+-__ ~6~3~1~6 ______ ~2~1~7~6+-~1~0~8~2+-__ ~6~1~5 __ ~4~6~7+-__ ~6~.~7_ 
DE...... 813 183 630 643 40 47 39 8 6.8 
NJ . . • . . . 3,895 1,818 2,177 1,336 573 268 186 83 6.7 
PA,E..... 6,119 1,783 4,336 2,807 1,108 421 190 231 6.9 
i'A,M..... 1,587 533 1,054 745 179 130 81 49 8.2 
PA,W..... 3,083 1,866 1,218 813 235 170 102 88 6.5 
VI...... 640 482 1f.8 72 40 45 18 28 7.2 

4TH •.. ~~1~9~7~7~8+-~8~1~5~8+-~1~1~6~2~0+-__ ~8~0~4~7 ______ ~2~2~3~8t-~1~3~3~6+-__ ~7~6~1 __ ~5~7~4+-__ ~6~.~7_ 
MD .... " 3,761 1,587 2,174 1,597 366 211 141 70 6.6 
NC,E..... 2,119 1,194 925 799 60 66 33 3~ 3.1 
NC,M •.. " 1,202 fj93 509 337 132 40 18 22 3.3 
NC.W •• ,.. 1,495 849 646 310 263 a~ 36 47 6.6 
SC . • • • • . 3,370 598 2,372 1,436 629 307 146 162 9.1 
VA,E..... 3,215 1,019 2,196 1,364 409 403 283 120 12.6 
VA,W..... 2,617 944 1,573 1,268 162 153 81 72 6.1 
WV,N. • . • • 636 203 433 378 35 20 7 13 3.1 
WV,S • . . • • 1,463 671 792 538 202 52 17 36 3.6 

5TH ..• ~~2~55.~52~ __ ~9~0~50~~1~6~5~0~2 .. ___ ~9~9~7~4 ______ ~4~6~1~7+-~lc9~1~1+-~I~I~7~2 __ ~7~3~9+-__ ~7~.~5~ 
LA,E • • • • • 5,037 433 5,604 2,645 2,480 479 256 224 7.9 
LA,M..... 1,121 374 747 545 114 88 67 21 7.9 
LA,W..... 2,950 1,515 1.336 706 447 182 115 67 6.4 
MS,N..... 993 480 513 325 101 87 57 3D 8.8 
MS,S..... 1,665 1,175 490 231 166 104 69 45 6.2 
TX,N. .. .. 3,326 6 I 4 2,711 2,302 160 259 184 76 7.8 
TlC,E..... 1,758 606 1,152 571 367 214 103 111 12.2 
TX,S. . . • • 5,623 2.666 2,867 1,780 742336 232 103 6.1 
TX,W. • • • • 2,280 1,187 1,093 869 61 183 100 63 7.1 

6TH .•. ~~2~4~7~42~~1~1~0~9~6r-~1~3~6~4~7t-__ ~9~4~2~7 ______ ~31~84~ __ ~1~0~3~6r-__ ~5~2~6 __ ~5~1~1+-__ ~4~.~2 
KY,E..... 2,092 631 1.661 1,349 151 61 37 24 2.9 
KY,W. • • • • 1,450 606 944 650 309 86 33 52 5.9 
MI,E..... 6,102 1,831 4,271. 2,456 1,519 296 139 167 4.9 
MI,W..... 1,880 969 911 693 148 70 28 42 3.7 
OH,N. • • . • 5,036 ~,976 2,060 1,394 646 120 87 63 2.4 
OH.S. • • • • 4,326 2,699 l,i27 1,468 168 91 40 51 2.1 
TlI,E... .. • 1,684 606 9Ta 508 269 201 108 !l3 12.7 
TN,M..... 1,288 618 670 591 26 53 27 26 4.1 
TN,W ••••. ~ __ ~9~8~4 __ ~4~5~9~ __ ~6~2~bL-__ ~4~1~8 ________ ~48~ ____ ~5~9~ __ ~4~6 ____ ~1~3L-__ ~6~.~0 
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TABLE C 4A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED. BY DISTRICT AND ACTION TAKEN 

. (LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

NO 
COURT 

ACTION TOTAL 
BEFORE 

PRETRIAL 

COURT ACTIODNURING OR AFTER TRIAL 

DURING I P_"RCENT 
OR AFTER NON- REACHING 
PRETRIAL TOTAL JURY JURY TRIAL 

7TH ... I- 18372 8407 9966 1_-1!cl1!~~~~ __ lJ~+-__ .§~5~!£ ______ 12~6~9~0 __ -17~4£0t-__ ~4~4~0~~3~0~0~ __ ~4~.~0~ 
8069 3,777 4,292 2,861 1,168 263 158 106 ~.~ 

~t:~::::: '964 201 m ~~~ '~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ 7:3 

~~:~: : : : : 1:~l~ :~~ 1,~~~ m ~~~ :1 ~~ ~~ U 
IN,S.... • 3,105 2,120 543 266 66 42 24 4.1 
WI,E..... 1,618 743 876 538 264 106 62 54 7.8 WI,W. • • • . 1,360 452 908 

I __ 1~~~~~~ __ 1J~+-__ J.J.]1 ______ 1~4~56~ __ 11&0~0~8t-__ ~6~6~2 __ ~4~5~6t-__ ~6~.~4~ 8TH ••• I- 15 662 8 465 7 197 

2011 771 1,240 897 f83 160 106 64 ~.~ 

~~:~::::: 1:019 433 m m :~ l~g ~~ i~ 4:6 
IA.N • . • • • ~ 1 ~ ~~~ 621 366 176 59 34 25 ~.: 
~~.~ : : : : : 3,425 2,457 m m 5~~ 2g~ 1~~ ~~ 7: 6 
MO,E. . . • . 2,701 1,gj~ 1,426 1,003 202 140 64 76 5.6 
MO.W. • • . . ~.!~~ '793 661 463 85 123 55 68 8. ~ 
NE .. .. .. '389 220 169 67 54 28 22 6 ~ • 7 
NO . . • • • • 630 258 372 221 77 74 46 28 1. SO ••••.• 

1_-1~lL~1!~£t-1~~~+-__ 1.J!!.!!~ ______ Ll~6~44~ __ ~9~9~2t-__ ~6~3~O __ ~3~5~6~=-. __ 3~.~3~ 9TH ••. I- 29917 19292 10625 

640 182 458 314 115 29 22 7 i'~ 
AK...... 3,217 2,129 1,088 962 68 S8 42 16 1'7 
AZ . .. • .. 1,083 160 f14 77 37 . 
CA,N..... 6,869 5,612 "~n 496 84 40 25 15 3.1 
CA.E..... 7' •

3
,
0
8

5
6 4,~~~ 3,029 2,222 511 296 177 119 42'0' 

CA.C. • • • • , 453 42 38 26 12 . 

~~~::::: 1,~~~ 1,~~~ m 214268 2~ !~ 11 1~ ~:~ 
10 .•.• , • 923 644 247099 112 248 49 ~~ 9 7.2 
MT ...... 683 274 467 390 38 29 18 11 3.1 
NV ...... 2.2903~ 1,~~~ 624 373 120 131 63 68 5

3
,9
8 OR • . • • • • 369 93 30 19 11 • 

WA,E . • • • • 790 298 492 808 124 111 86 26 4.5 
WA,W. • . • • 2,448 1,405 "o~g 15 4 1 ~ ~ 1. 3 
GUAM.... ~~ ~g 41 19 16 6 8.6 NMI ••..• 

1_-1l&~~-!~~ __ !JU1+-__ ]J~13 ______ 6211!95~ __ -17~8.~5t-__ ~3~8~7 __ ~3~9~Gt-__ ~6~.~6~ 10TH"1- 11843 6330 6613 

2,21 0 480 1,730 1,187 386 157 96 6; 7
6
.J 

CO...... 644 284 114 41 73 • 
KS...... 2,060 1,118 942 240 127 74 53 7.9 
HM.,... • 1,602 927 675 308 180 65 'U 38 6.4 
OK,N..... 1,017 347 670 426 99 35 18 17 6.9 
OK,E. , . • . 592 282 310 176 760 173 70 103 7.1 

3~'~: : : : : ~::~~ 1.g~~ 1,~~~ ~79'9 59 ,'~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ 1~: ~ 
WY • • • • • • 617 261 256 

L __ ~~~-1QJllt-jQ~Lt __ -1~2-_____ 1~1:~r--11~2L75~ __ -27~3~4 __ ~5~4~1t-__ ~6~.~2_ 11TH " 20468 10221 10 237 7~50 

7 436 232 128 104 7.1 AL,N •••• , 3,267 1,173 2,084 ,,460
'
7 176 126 89 37 9.6 

AL,M. •• • • 1,314 406 909 251 135' 120 87 33 9.6 
AL,S. • •• • 1,250 744 606 38 37 19 18 3.9 
Fl,N..... 961 621 440 1,~~~ 261 234 156 78 5.9 
FL,M..... 3,948 ~,~~~ g~~ 1,758 122 140 102 38 3.7 
FL,S . • • • • 3,765 1'864 1,488 1,218 76 i95 68 127 6.8 
GA,N • • • • • 3,352 , 322 76 64 20 44 6.0 
GA,M. • • • • 1,287 826 462 364 94 127 66 62 9.6 
GAS.. .. . 1334 749 fHI6 

1.77 
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TOTAL .... 

DC ....... 

1ST .... 

ME ....... 
MA ....... 
NH ....... 
RI ... ' .•.. 
PR ....... 

2ND •... 

CT ....... 
NY.N ...... 
NY.E ...... 
Ny,S ..... 
NY.W .....• 
VT ....... 

3RD ...• 

DE ..... , . 
NJ . " .... 
PA.E ...... 
PA.M .....• 
PA.W .•..•. 
VI .•..... 

\ 
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TAElLE C-5. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS' 
TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AND METHOD OF DISPOSITION 

(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE BO PERCENT OF THE CASES. I 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 19B3 

TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 

DURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME iNTERVALS TIMe INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' IN MONTHS' IN MONTHS' IN MONTHS' 

10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER-

NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER 
OF LESS ME- MORE OF LESS ME- MORE OF LESS ME- MORE OF LESS ME- MORE OF 

CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN C.6.SES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES 

184427 1 7 26 93661 1 4 18 54057 2 7 24 26052 6 16 38 10657 

:> 622 1 6 22 1800 1 5 16 1321 1 6 27 288 4 9 24 213 

8507 2 7 33 2437 1 5 22 4.183 1 5 23 1490 8 22 44 397 

719 2 8 32 374 1 4 16 165 2 9 23 154 8 25 40 26 
3.123 2 10 42 1,197 2 6 24 1.220 2 9 35 527 9 28 58 179 

756 1 6 28 361 1 3 10 88 1 5 9 272 6 17 33 35 
1.038 2 18 39 376 2 8 29 296 3 16 39 273 14 28 42 93 
2.871 1 5 14 129 1 4 11 2.414 1 4 11 264 7 14 35 64 

15872 2 9 35 7596 1 6 28 3.896 2 8 29 3607 5 16 41 773 

1,964 2 9 43 1,060 2 10 41 684 1 6 28 144 9 25 64 76 
1,001 3 16 42 507 2 14 37 227 2 10 31 214 14 26 51 53 
3.751 2 9 34 1,604 1 5 22 979 2 9 29 1,004 5 16 46 164 
7,881 2 8 30 3,775 1 5 23 1.655 1 7 27 2,043 5 13 36 408 

865 2 11 39 393 1 6 20 232 3 13 31 195 10 25 52 45 
410 2 8 33 257 1 5 29 119 3 11 36 7 - - - 27 

13.855 1 7 24 6.376 1 4 17 4.375 1 7 19 2094 5 13 34 1010 

469 1 9 34 182 1 5 11 214 1 8 30 36 8 24 39 37 
3,688 1 7 19 1,775 1 5 13 1.110 1 7 16 546 7 13 29 257 
5,359 1 7 25 1,678 1 4 18 2,200 1 7 20 1,074 4 11 35 407 
1,042 2 9 23 489 1 7 22 268 2 7 19 167 7 13 26 118 
2,698 1 4 20 1,794 1 2 13 528 2 8 18 231 8 17 38 145 

599 3 15 34 458 3 12 32 55 3 13 32 40 13 22 38 46 

r 

TRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

10 10 
PER- PER-
CENT CEN'-
LESS ME- MORE 
THAN DIAN THAN 

6 19 45 

5 12 28 

9 29 61 

2' 34 59 
16 33 68 
6 27 42 
2 27 47 
9 17 57 

7 21 55 

13 44 71 
7 25 52 
8 26 64 
6 17 40 
8 1.4 73 

11 17 28 

3 17 41 

12 39 73 
2 16 38 
6 17 42 
1 13 24 
1 15 38 

14 29 46 
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4TH .... 

MD ••••••• 
NC,I.: ...••. 
NC,M ...... 
NC,W ...•.. 
SC ..•.... 
VA,E ...... 
VA,W ....•. 
WV,N ...••• 
WV,S ...•.. 

5TH ..•. 

LA,E. " ... 
LA.M ...... 
LA.W •...•• 
MS.N .••••. 
MS.S .•.... 
TX.N .•...• 
TX,E ...... 
TX,S ..•... 
TX,W ..•.•. 

6TH .... 

KY,E ..•..• 
KY,W .•.... 
MI,E ...... 
MI.W .....• 
OH,N ...... 
OH,S ...••. 
TN,E ....•• 
TN.M ....•. 
TN,W .....• 

\ 

TABL.E C-S. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AND ME'iHOD OF DISPOSITION 

(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES. I 

DURING THE TWELVE MON":'H PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 

DURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' IN MONTHS' IN MONTHS' IN MONTHS' 

10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER-

NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER tENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER 
OF LESS ME- MORE OF LESS ME- MORE OF LESS ME- MORE OF LESS ME- MORE OF 

CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES 

15584 1 5 22 7759 1 4 14 4614 1 6 21 2128 5 13 37 1083 

3,023 1 5 21 1,528 1 4 14 998 1 6 15 340 6 15 35 167 
1,427 2 4 14 1,129 1 4 9 199 2 9 20 53 8 14 23 46 
1,039 1 4 24 692 1 4 7 179 2 8 17 130 7 23 53 38 
1,266 2 4 16 820 1 3 7 150 2 8 21 221 5 10 28 75 
3,205 2 8 23 956 1 4 17 1,319 2 8 22 625 5 12 26 305 
1,912 1 5 13 882 1 3 8 332 1 5 16 393 4 7 18 305 
1,916 1 5 19 912 1 5 14 778 1 2 9 133 7 18 53 93 

412 1 8 35 190 1 3 21 174 1 9 33 32 11 26 68 16 
1,384 1 12 39 650 1 6 34 485 2 11 32 201 12 22 53 48 

22141 2 9 28 8639 1 6 22 7301 1 6 22 4458 8 17 36 1743 

5,635 2 10 29 422 1 5 16 2,336 1 4 17 2.421 7 15 32 456 
705 1 5 27 335 j 4 21 242 2 4 13 81 13 24 42 47 

2.620 2 7 26 1,493 1 Ii ;10 515 1 4 20 444 9 18 34 168 
844 1 8 20 446 1 4 'i~" t 230 2 8 17 100 12 16 22 68 

1.579 1 8 30 1.168 1 5 23 Hl5 4 11 29 149 11 24 44 97 
2,733 2 10 29 570 1 6 27 1,790 2 9 26 141 9 20 49 232 
1,532 2 14 31 572 2 7 27 390 3 11 25 362 11 19 36 208 
4,622 2 10 30 2,515 2 8 23 1,095 1 5 23 702 10 20 41 310 
1,871 2 8 24 1.118 1 5 19 538 3 11 24 58 8 19 53 167 

21638 1 7 31 10596 1 4 17 6958 3 10 3S 3096 6 16 40 988 

1,845 3 21 73 503 1 6 42 1,146 5 36 75 146 !! 23 59 50 
1,193 2 10 28 472 1 4 15 379 2 9 24 270 10 20 36 72 
5,413 2 8 22 "~6~ 1 5 13 1,905 3 8 14 1,501 7 14 31 289 
1,526 1 7 31 1 4 16 407 4 12 32 142 12 27 60 68 
4,736 1 6 29 2,954 1 3 17 1,130 3 11 26 535 8 24 50 ·1 t7 
3,678 1 6 26 2.462 1 4 18 966 3 11 28 162 5 20 52 88 
1,428 1 4 13 579 1 3 7 383 1 5 12 266 3 7 18 200 1 
1,075 1 5 19 550 1 3 8 451 3 7 24 26 5 18 44 4~i 744 1 10 34 449 1 5 28 191 3 11 30 48 12 22 39 56 

TRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

10 10 
PER- PER-
CENT CENT 
LESS ME- MORE 
THAN DIAN THAN 

5 )2 38 

2 17 42 
7 13 34 

22 42 73 
7 15 30 
6 12 28 
4 7 20 
5 17 38 
7 19 51 

12 26 48 

10 21 47 

10 21 64 
8 27 44 

11 22 34 
11 19 30 
10 24 48 
5 19 41 

12 19 36 
13 25 53 
8 17 39 

5 20 46 

5 24 45 
12 23 37 
11 22 47 
15 28 77 
7 27 52 

11 16 56 
j 7 18 
4 i6 28 

18 30 52 
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TABLE C-5. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AND METHOD OF DISPOSITION 

(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTA'rrON REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SIiOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE ,BO PERCENT OF TliE CASES. ) 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL CASES 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

TIME INTER­
VALS 

IN MONTHS' 

10 10 
PER PER-
CEN CENT 

%:~~~ ~fA~ 'ffl~~ 

NO COURT ACTION 

TIME INTER­
VALS 

IN MONTHS' 

10 
PER-

10 
PER-

BEFORE PRETRIAL 

TIME INTER­
VALS 

IN MONTHS' 

10 
PER-

10 
PER-

COURT ACTION 

DURING 0'11 AFTER 
PRETRIAL 

TIME INTER­
VALS 

IN MONTHS' 

10 10 
PER PER 

TRIAL 

TIME INTER­
VALS 

IN MONTHS' 

10 
PER-

10 
PER-

NBU~- CENT CENT NUM- CENT CENT NUM6C~' GEN CEN NUMBER CENT CENT 
OF LESS ME- MORE "hEf tESS ME- MORE OF LES~ ME- IViOR! OF LESS ME- MORE 

CASES THAN DIM THAN CASES THAN DIAt THAN CASES THM DIA~ THA~ CASES THAN OlAf, THAN 

7TH ••. ~~1~5~8~6~7~ __ ~1~ __ ~5 __ ~2:'~5~_~a~3~1~9~ __ ~1 __ ~3~ __ ~1~5+_~4~3~5~6~ __ ~1 __ ~6~ __ 2~2+-~2u;5~5~9~~6~~1~6~~3~7~ ____ ~6~3~3+-__ ~8~-=2~3~~4~9~ 

II.;N . . • . 7.279 1 6 24 3,722 1 4 16 2,168 1 6 22 1,134 4 13 37 255 6 23 50 
IL,C .• . • 721 2 8 27 195 1 5 22 344 1 6 19 153 7 15 40 29 13 24 43 
r L.S • . • • 799 2 8 27 405 1 5 22 266 2 9 22 64 11 20 43 64 9 23 38 
IN.N • • . . 1.803 2 631 691 1 4 20 697 2 5 22 340 8 21 43 75 12 29 63 
IN.S ••.• 2,845 1 4 22 2.115 1 3 10 277 3 9 27 374 8 18 36 79 12 29 52 
WI.E • . • • 1,363 1 5 23 742 1 2 10 303 1 7 21 258 8 17 32 60 8 24 42 
WI.W . • . • 1.057 1 5 22 449 1 3 11 301 1 4 15 236 5 13 32 71 7 16 35 

8TH .•. ~~1~3~7~8~3~ __ ~1~ __ ~6 __ ~2~5~~8~3~1~3~ __ ~1 __ ~3~ __ ~f~6~' __ ~3~1~5~9~ __ ~2 __ ~8~ __ 2~3+-__ 1~3~6~4~~8~~1~8~~3~9~ ____ ~9~4~7+-__ ~8~~1~9~~4~1~ 

AR.E .••• 1.710 1 7 29 751 1 3 14 676 1 11 27 139 7 25 57 144 8 20 46 
AR,W • • • • 989 1 9 27 430 1 3 19 368 2 10 24 94 13 23 39 97 8 19 33 
IA.N ., . . 535 1 6 22 30e 1 4 16 157 1 6 16 41 8 21 29 29 10 24 36 
IA.S . • • • 703 1 10 32 284 1 4 19 194 1 8 21 172 10 24 38 53 14 29 44 
MN ••.•• 3.318 1 3 20 2,443 1 2 9 .286 2 8 24 499 7 15 32 90 9 22 50 
MO,E . . • • 2.479 1 5 16 1,795 1 4 13 452 2 6 16 39 3 12 31 193 5 12 30 
MO.W . • • • 1.759 2 9 35 1.049 2 7 31 408 2 6 23 174 10 23 52 128 9 23 54 
NE .•••. 1,347 1 7 25 781 1 5 22 376 1 5 20 75 9 16 37 115 11 21 39 
NO ••••• 374 1 7 24 217 1 5 20 75 2 8 22 54 1 10 34 28 10 20 31 
SO •.••. 569 2 9 30 255 1 4 21 167 2 9 24 77 8 19 37 70 5 21 39 

9TH ..• ~~2~7~10~5+-~1~ __ ~5 __ ~2~4~~1~8~6~7~1~ __ J1 __ ~4~ __ J1~8~~5~8w7~7~ __ -=2 __ ~8~ __ 2~6+-__ 1~5~9~3~~8~~2~0~~4~2~ ____ 9~6~4+-__ ~9~-=2~2~~4~6~ 

AK ••.•. 621 1 9 36 177 1 7 24 300 1 5 24 115 13 28 48 29 16 30 42 
AZ ••••• 2.626 1 3 21 2,011 1 2 14 496 1 7 23 64 8 26 65 55 14 26 82 
CA.N •••• 6.499 2 3 16 5.461 2 3 12 785 2 8 24 141 5 15 35 112 8 18 43 
CA.E •.•• 1.09221135 664 2829 305 31436 8342651 40 92542 
CA.C • . • • 6.560 1 6 23 4,122 1 4 15 1.659 1 6 21 504 9 19 35 295 11 24 45 
CA.S •.•• 1.792 1 6 21 1.~9157 'I 4 13 417 3 11 30 42 12 25 52 38 12 27 61 
HI •.••• 694 i 6 47 ~ 1 6 37 137 2 13 62 22 12 40.45 18 13 42 65 
10 ••.•• 860 1 8 30 627 1 6 26 183 3 12 32 9 - - - 41 10 21 49 
MT .•••. 604 2 12 28 251 1 5 23 72 3 10 25 241 8 1 G 30 40 1 20 32 
NV •.••• 819 1 5 24 443 1 4 17 :316 1 6 26 34 4 19 48 26 3 25 61 
OR ..... 1.96817231.451 1519 278 3823 11371530 126 82036 
WA,E • • • . 616 2 8 30 268 1 5 21 234 3 7 20 85 11 26 53 29 3 17 43 

~e~1:::: 2.1~~ ~ ~ ~5 1.2~~1 1 ~ ~i 6~~ ~ ~ ~g 12~ ~ 1~ 4: 10~ : 2!, 4~ 
NMI .••. ~ ____ 7~1~ __ 1~~1=2 __ ~2~2~ __ ~3~0~1~( __ ~1 ___ 1~0~ __ ~2~2~. __ ~1~9~ __ ~1 __ ~4~ __ ~1~4~ ____ ~1~6~~9~~1~9~~2~8~. ______ ~6~ ___ -~ __ ~-__ ~-=-

-~~~- .-----

Q 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

10TH •.. 

CO ••....• 
KS •••.• " 
NM .... '" 
OK,N .••••. 
OK,E •••••• 
OK,W ....•. 
UT ....... 
WY ....... 

11TH ••• 

AL,N ••.••• 
AI..,M •••••• 
AL,S •••.•• 
FL,N •••••• 
FL,M •..••. 
FL,S •.•••• 
GA,N ••••.• 
GA,M ...... 
GAS ...... 

TABLE C-5. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AND METHOD OF DISPOSITION 

(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES. ) 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 

DURING 011 AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME :NTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' IN MONTHS' IN MONTHS' IN MONTHS' 

10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER-

NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMBER CENT CENT NUMB~R 
OF LESS ME- MORE OF . LESS ME- MORE OF LESS ME- MORE OF LESS ME- MORE OF· 

CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAr4 THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN CASES THAN DIAN THAN CAS,E6 

10477 1 6 2' 4897 1 3 13 2714 1 5 17 2093 5 12 29 773 

1,961 1 8 24 418 1 3 12 1,017 2 6 18 374 8 17 34 152 
1,692 2 7 32 1,089 1 4 23 230 2 7 29 259 9 21 42 114 
1,429 1 4 16 881 1 2 8 239 2 7 17 182 5 11 21 127 

962 1 8 20 335 1 5 12 383 1 6 16 180 6 12 26 64 
397 1 7 15 182 1 3 10 82 1 5 12 99 7 11 16 34 

2,247 1 5 14 321 1 3 7 494 1 2 8 759 4 9 19 173 
1,314 1 5 21 936 1 4 14 204 3 10 23 118 8 17 38 56 

475 1 6 13 235 1 2 9 65 1 5 11 122 5 9 15 53 

15976 1 7 23 8258 1 5 19 5303 2 7 21 1282 7 16 37 1 133 

2,849 1 6 19 1,008 1 3 12 1,206 2 6 15 411 6. 14 27 224 
831 1 5 16 284 1 2 9 313 1 4 12 139 6 11 26 95 
S~~ 0 .. 1 5 17 585 1 3 12 182 2 7 17 127 6 12 22 68 
520 2 9 26 201 1 6 20 2&0 2 8 24 35 10 16 33 34 

2,470 2 10 30 1,269 1 7 21 766 2 10 25 222 8 21 45 213 
3,354 1 7 26 1,671 1 7 24 1,428 2 7 24 116 5 24 50 139 
2,821 2 8 22 1,771 2 7 20 793 2 9 21 68 7 16 51 189 
1,058 1 5 19 776 1 4 14 145 2 7 21 74 5 15 45 63 
1111 1 7 20 693 1 5 17 220 2 9 17 90 5 11 23 108 

• TIME INTERVAL COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE CASES 

TRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

10 
J 10 PER- PER-

CENT IrENT 
LESS ME- MORE 
THAN DIAN THAN 

7 16 37 

9 20 42 
9 25 50 
8 16 25 
7 16 35 
9 14 27 
5 11 29 

13 20 34 
6 11 21 

7 16 36 

7 14 24 
5 12 27 
5 12 20 
3 19 44 

11 :;:3 58 
6 20 43 
9 16 29 
4 11 32 
6 13 35 
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TABLE C5A. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS FRDM FIll"'\) TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED. BY NnURE OF S,UIT AND METHOD OF DISPOSITION 

(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION. PRISONER PETITIOIIS. AND DEPORTATtON REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND fOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE BO P'ERCENT OF THE CASES, I 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIDD ENDED JUliE 30. 1933 

TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION COUIIT ACTIOb:.~ __ ,-__________ _ 

NATURE OF SUIT 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 

ME- MORE 
DIAN THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTIlS' 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS ME­
THAN DIAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 
MORE 
THAN 

BEFORE PRETRIAL 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

ME­
DIAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 
MORE 
THAN 

DURING OR AFTER 
PRI,TRIAL 

NUMBEr. 
OF 

CASES 

TlHi!: INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

ME­
DIAN 

10 
PER­
CEln 
MORE 
THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

TRll_l ____ _ 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

ME­
DIAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 
MORE 
THAN 

TOTAL CASES •••••••••••••••••••••• r-_~1~84~4~27~_~1 __ 7~~2~5,, __ 9~3~6~6~1r-~1~_~4 __ '~8"_~54~0~57~_~2~_~7_~2~4,,_~2~6~0~52~_~6~~1~6_~3~8,,~10~6~57~_ § _",19'--...:4",5,-

UNI~~~T~~~~E!C~~~~~ •••••••••••••••••••• r-_~77~7~98~_~1 __ 4~_'~9,, __ 4~7~72~1r-~1 ___ ~3 __ '~24-_~25~3~9~6r-_~1~_~7 __ ~2~3~ __ ~3~1£2~5r-_~5~~1~5_~4~04-__ ~1~6a56~_~<~~1~7_~4~2~ 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS •••••••••••• 2.861 1 4 16 1.995 I 3 13 726 1 4 17 110 5 11 32 30 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 

ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS. • • • • • • • • • 36.494 I 3 7 30,498 I 2 7 5.760 I 3 7 192 2 8 33 54 
OTHER CONTRACTS........ .•.•••••••• 2.308 • 6 26 1.416 1 4 19 606 I 6 24 201 5 15 42 85 

R~AL PROPERTy .•••..••••.•••.•••.. " 4,537 2 8 19 2,321 2 5 15 1,863 2 7 19 273 5 14 32 80 
TORT ACTI ONS 

MARINE. PERSONAL INJURY... .....••. . 152 3 15 33 46 3 10 24 37 3 12 25 41 10 20 39 28 
MOTOR VEHICLE. PERSONAL INJURY.. ••• . . 550 2 10 27 244 2 7 18 129 2 8 20 118 6 14 30 69 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURy ...... '" .•. " 2,004 3 14 35 666 2 9 31 607 2 12 31 414 8 19 41 317 
OTHER TORTS ., •...•.•....•.. , . . . • . 441 I ~ 27 '236 I 4 23 104 2 5 20 69 6 13 35 32 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
ANTITRUST............... ........ 40 3 14 11 1 6 41 16 4 12 30 10 17 24 54 3 
CIVIL RIGHTS 

EMPLOyMENT ••••......•.. , .. ..•.• 936 3 41 302 1 8 26 315 3 9 34 177 7 19 56 142 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS •••• , • . . . . . • 915 1 33 346 I 6 25 430 1 7 29 95 7 19 46 44 

L1aUOR FORFEITURES • • • • • • • • . . . . . . . • 2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS. 3.173 I 19 1,756 I 4 16 1.124 2 6 18 168 4 12 33 125 
FAIR LABOR STANOARDS ACT ..... , • . •. . 995 1 10 31 488 1 7 25 274 I 9 30 186 7 18 42 47 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION. • • • . . • . • . • . • 668 1 8 30 322 1 4 24 229 I 9 32 62 2 17 43 45 
SELECTlV~ SERVICE ACT. • • . . • . • • • • . • • 2 - - - - - - - 2 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 

HEALTH INSURANCE.. . .. . • . •. ... ... 428 4 10 23 108 3 8 20 295 5 11 22 22 
BLACK LUNG.. .••..• . .••.•.. ••.• . 580 8 51 B3 44 3 26 81 533 9 52 83 3 
DISABILITY INSURANCE......... ... 8,113 4 9 21 1,981 3 7 18 6,952 5 9 21 172 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY il'/COME. • • . . . 2.326 4 9 21 583 3 8 17 1.674 5 10 22 69 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVOR BENEFITS. 169 2 9 23 40 2 7 16 124 3 10 23 5 

6 15 

5 10 
6 12 

36 

30 
25 

OTHER ........ "............... 1.793 6 14 42 358 4 11 34 1.352 6 15 46 79 5 16 41 
TAX SUITS.......... ........... 4.301 1 4 23 2,171 I 4 18 1,568 I 4 20 314 5 18 45 

ALL OTHER U.S. ACTIONS. .••.••••.•. 4,020 I 6 29 1.789 I 4 22 1.686 1 7 28 345 5 15 39 

4 
248 
200 

5 23 39 

1 5 31 
3 14 41 
3 14 36 

8 2 I 33 
6 18 45 
9 23 40 
2 14 41 

8 22 55 
4 26 66 

3 13 30 
8 24 60 
2 17 44 

I 10 40 
2 16 46 

FED~~~iR~~~Sl~~~ONS.· .• " .•...••....•.• r-_~5~5~9~39~_~2~_~9 __ ~3~1Y-__ 2~4~24~8~ __ ~1~ __ ~6_~2~3Y-_~18~2~67~ __ ~1 ____ ~7_~2~5Y-__ ~10~90~6~_~6~~16~ __ ~4~0Y-~4~5~18~ __ ~7_~2~0_~5~0~ 

MARINE ••••..•....•••.• ,........ 5.584 2 8 26 2.895 1 7 21 1,331 2 7 22 1,104 8 15 37 228 8 20 47 
MILLERACT •. , •.•••.• " •.•.•.• , ••• 966 2 827 581 2 619 201 21026 133 715 36 53 81744 
OTHER CONTRACTS............. ...... 315 2 8 21 135 1 6 16 112 2 7 18 48 5 12 34 20 2 13 25 

REAL PROPERTY ••••.•.• " .•.•...•.•• 1.056 1 ~ 9 76 2 5 14 912 1 3 6 47 5 13 37 21 6 26 41 
TORT ACTIONS 

EMPLOYERS' LIA81LITY ACT. . . . ••. •. •• . 1,963 3 13 30 669 2 9 25 ~55 2 8 23 780 8 16 34 259 9 17 37 
/.tARINE, PERSONAL INJURy............ 4,237 4 13 30 1.160 2 10 24 757 3 11 26 1.900 8 16 31 430 10 20 40 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURy ..... ". ..... 349 1 5 23 180 1 3 14 100 1 5 37 53 3 11 38 16 6 11 82 
OTHER TORTS ••.••••..••••••••••••• ~ ____ ~1~80~0~ __ ~2~~13~~3~B~ __ • __ ~79~4~ __ ~2~~10~~3~7~ ___ ,,~4~4~9L-__ ~2~~1~1 ___ 3~2~ ____ ~4~3~6L-__ ~7~~1~7 __ ~4~2~ __ ~1~2~1!-. __ ~8~~2~4 ___ 5~6"-
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NATURE OF SUIT 

ACTIONS UI~DER STATUTES 

TABLE CU. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TD DISPOSlTION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATEO, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND METHOD OF DISPOSITION 

(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES. ) 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 19B3 

TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTIQ// 

BEFORE PRETRIAL 

COURT ACTION 

DURING OR AFTER 
PRETRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS· 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 

ME- MORE 
DIAN THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 

ME- MORE 
DIAN THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

10 
PEP; , 
CENT 

ME- MORE 
DIAN THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

ME­
DIAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 
MORE 
THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

BANKRUPTCY TRUSTEE SUITS............ 313 1 2 35 182 1 2 20 97 2 2 34 25 14 24 93 9 
ANTITRUST ••••••••••••• , •••• '" •••• 1,389 3 19 64 589 2 13 56 366 2 15 53 291 7 23 76 143 
CIVIL RIGHTS 

EMPLOYMEIIT • .. • .. • .. .. • • • • • • .. • • • 6.699 3 12 35 2.391 2 9 26 1,658 2 9 27 1,526 6 17 46 1,124 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ••••••••••••••• 8,545 1 10 33 2,983 1 6 27 2,817 1 8 27 1,749 6 17 43 996 

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT............ 570 3 10 28 223 2 7 23 151 2 10 28 130 6 13 30 66 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT....... 3,951 2 7 27 1,887 1 5 21 1,453 2 7 26 471 5 13 40 140 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION.............. 4,510 1 6 26 2,489 1 5 17 1,254 2 7 25 570 5 15 39 197 
COPYR!tHT......................... 1,901 2 6 20 1.162 2 5 14 491 2 6 17 207 5 12 32 51 
PATf:4T ........................... 940 3 12 47 401 2 8 31 234 2 9 36 193 6 23 52 112 
TPADEMARK ••••••.•••••••••••••••• , • 1,993 1 6 22 1,046 1 5 16 583 1 6 19 261 4 14 33 103 

<:"-l-iSTITUTlOli.;UTYOFSTATESTATliTES.... 314 1 7 42 112 1 6 24 144 1 6 31 30 7 24 72 28 
ALL OTHER FEDERAL OUESTION •••••••••••• 8,562 1 6 26 4,313 1 5 21 2,896 1 5 23 952 6 16 48 401 

TRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

~o 
'£R­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

ME­
DIAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 
MORE 
THAN 

9 39 99 

8 19 48 
6 19 45 
7 18 33 
4 18 53 
8 22 46 
3 20 41 

10 35 78 
2 15 45 
3 8 4.1 
5 19 4t' 

DIV~~~f~XC~FA~~~h~~NSHIP •••••••••••••••• r-__ ~5~0~0~6~1t-__ ~2~~1~0 __ ~3~0~ __ ~2~1~2~19~ __ ~1~ __ ~6 __ ~2~3~ __ ~12~33~6~ __ ~2 ____ 7~~2~4+-__ '~'~9~7~2~ __ ~6 ___ '~5~ __ ~3~7t-~4~5~3~4t-__ ~7~~1~8~~4~1 

INSURANCE......................... 5,070 2 9 26 2,122 2 6 19 1,277 2 8 23 1,193 5 14 34 478 6 15 38 
NEGOTlA8LE INSTRUMENTS............. 1.394 2 6 26 715 1 5 23 440 2 7 21 174 5 12 34 65 6 15 33 
OTHER CONTRACTS.......... .......... 20.099 2 6 29 9,364 1 6 22 5,248 2 7 24 4,043 5 15 ., 1,444 7 18 42 

REAL PROPERTY ....................... 2,585 1 4 21 1,162 1 3 15 946 1 3 13 37.7 5 15 40 150 5 15 41 
TORT ACT! ONS 

MARINE, PERSONAL INJURy............. 757 4 14 36 239 2 8 26 138 3 9 29 281 8 18 40 99 1(' 23 45 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURy....... 6,142 3 10 27 2,431 2 7 20 1,164 2 8 22 1,866 6 14 31 681 6 16 36 
OTHEn PERSONAL INJURY. .. .. .. • .. .. .. • 11.924 3 13 33 4,339 2 9 29 2,634 2 9 27 3,545 7 18 38 1,406 8 20 41 
OTHER TORTS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2.087 2 11 32 646 1 8 26 468 2 9 25 543 7 17 38 210 7 20 47 

ALL OTHER DIVERSITY. • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • 3 - - - 1 - - - 1 - - - - - - - 1 

LOC~BN~~~~P!g+lg~s·::::::::::::::::::::r---~~nu42~~99n---~3r--f'5r--ia33f32:t-----~4~73~--t2--~ln2~~~33f.:25H-----~Z5r,;~+---~-',~~~r--iZ3iij2t-----~4~~--~I:=-~2~~--~3~~+---~4f9t-~I~~--~2~~~~4~=-
REAL PROPERTY •••••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 3 18 35 6 20 8 - - 1 - - - 5 - - -
TORT ACTIONS 

MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY ••••••• 76 12 26 34 57 12 25 33 5 - - - 6 - - - 8 
OTHER PE!',SONAL INJURy.... ........... 129 S 24 37 80 3 23 38 11 5 14 35 19 14 22 37 19 
OTHER TORTS ••••••••.•••••••••••••• 19 1 34 43 9 - - - 1 - - - 7 - - - 2 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS. • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • 3 - - - 3 
INSANITY. • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • •• • • 106 4 8 13 105 
ALL OTHER LOCAL. • . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . • . . . • 138 1 11 28 108 

• TIME IMTERVAL COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE CASES 

8 
10 

13 
27 

1 
11 33 11 18 21 

13 36 
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NATURE OF SUIT 

Table C5B. u.~. District Courts 
Time Intervals From FJling to Disposition of CivU Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and Method or Dlsposlthm 

(For Only: Land Condemnation, Prisoner Petitions, and Deportation Review. 
Intervals Shown are ror the Median Time and tor the Range or the Middle 80 Peree"t or the Cases.l 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION 

BEFORE PRETRIAL 

COURT ACTION 

DURING OR AFTER 
PRETRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

NUMBER 
Ii .. 

CASES 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 

ME- MORE 
DIAN THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

ME­
OIAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 
MORE 
THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

ME­
DIAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 
MORE 
THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

~o 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

ME­
DIAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 
MORE 
THAN 

NUMBER 
OF 

CASES 

TRIAL 

TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS' 

10 
PER­
CENT 
LESS 
THAN 

ME­
DIAN 

10 
PER­
CENT 
MORE 
THAN 

TOTAL CASES •.•..•.•.••...•••...•• r-__ ~3~0~9=2~9t_--~1~--~5---2~9~----~5~9~4~6t_--'~--~4---2~8~--=2=2~3~5~1t_---'~--~5--~23~--~1~2~3~1t_--~5~~2=2 __ ~5~31-__ ~1~4~O~It_--~7~~2~4---6~0"-

UNITED STATES CASES..... .. . .. ... . . . . . •• 6013 1 6 48 1 177 1 10 51 4127 1 4 31 228 4 ...;2;.;8r_---i!5w8+---..;4n8ni1~--,,';;.4--..;4n5r__>6il!6'-
~~~~O~~N~~~~~Ti~fTUTES'" •.• . . .• •. . • . 1.634 9 36 65 544 7 27 6U 537 6 35 65 128 12' 37 66 425 23 49 66 

DEPORTATION...................... 156 1 3 15 91 1 4 14 58 1 1 16 7 
PRISDNER PETITIONS 

MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE........ 1.220 1 4 23 192 1 3 18 983 1 4 22 34 1 19 41 11 
HABEAS CORPUS................. .. 1.867 1 3 13 200 1 3 15 1.616 1 3 12 30 1 8 53 21 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER.. .. .. .. • .. .. .. 360 1 3 21 63 1 3 17 2e6 1 3 21 8 - - - 3 
CIVIL RIGHTS.................... 776 1 5 21 87 1 5 21 647 1 4 18 21 4 16 44. 21 

2 14 
T 10 

7 22 

23 
29 

68 

FEDERAL QUESTlON ..•.••••..•..•.•.•.••. ~--~2~4~8w8~3+_--~Ir-~,5--~25~----~4~7~574+_~Ir-~y4---2~2~ __ ~1~8~2~173+_--~1r---~5'---T22~----~9~9~7+---~6~~2~1----'5~0~--~9~lv9+-__ ~5~-21~8 ___ 4~3<-
~~~~o~~NB~~~~TJ$:TUTES..... ...... .... 81 2 11 50 54 3 25 50 14 1 2 18 6 - - 1 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABE~S CORPUS................. .. 8.176 1 5 20 1.541 1 3 17 6.340 1 5 20 177 118 3 11 37 3 16 41 
MANDAMUSANDOTHER............... 192 1 2 18 42 1 2 8 141 1 1 16 5 - - - 4 
CIVlL RIGHTS ....... , ............ 16.434 1 6 27 3.117 1 4 23 11.718 1 5 23 809 7 23 54 790 18 43 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP •.•.•.••.••...• r-______ ~2~2t_--~~r_--~9---3*3~------_t9t_~:~--~:~~:~--____ *6t_--~:~--~:~~:~------y6+---~:~--~:----..;:~----_+'t_--~:~---~:~--'-~ 
LAND CONDEMNATION. . . • • • . • . • • • • • • . • . • a," 33" " 

LOCt~N~U~6~g~~~l~~ON:::::::::::::::::::~------~1~3'+---~~~--~~~-3~~~-------~J6t-~:~--~:--~:~------~:+_--~:~--~:--~:~------~:+---~:----~:----~:~-----_~-t----:~--~:----:--
PRISONER PFTlTlOtlS 
PAROL~ COMMISSION REVIEW .••.••••.•• 
HABE~S COPUS ••.•••.•..•••• . ••.•• 3 
MANC.AMUS AND OTHER ........•....... 

• TIME INTERVAL COMPUTED ONLY WHERE TtlERE ARE 10 OR MORE CASES 

o 



~ 

\ 

• 
~ 
\' 
~ 

, 
~ 

r 1~ 
" 

,'" 

TABLE C 6A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 

(LAND CONDEMr~AYION CASES ARE OMITTED) 
AS OF JUNE 30, 1983 

LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 

CIRCUIT TOTAL I 3 YEARS AND OVER 
AND LESS THAN 1 TO 2 I 2 TO 3 

NUMBER I PERCENT DISTRICT 1 YEAR YEARS YEARS 

TOTAL ••. 228126 146679 46723 20170 14554 6.4 

DC •...•. 2909 1986 506 213 204 7.0 

1ST .•. 12115 6702 2652 1481 1280 10.6 

ME •.•..• 989 572 157 186 74 7.5 
MA ••.••. 7.232 3.526 1.761 994 951 13.1 
NH ••••.• 752 452 198 77 25 3.3 
RI •.•••. 1.040 545 295 120 80 7.7 
PR •...•. 2.102 1.607 241 104 150 7.1 

2ND ••• 25397 14411 5617 2931 2438 9.6 

CT .••••• 4.272 1,909 1.025 610 728 17.0 
NY.N •.... 2.491 1,342 597 296 256 10.3 
NY.E ...•. 6.155 3.674 1,315 702 464 7.5 
Ny,S •.••• 9,886 6,106 2,058 1,025 697 7.1 
NY,W ••.•• 2.044 1,042 485 245 272 13.3 
VT ...... 549 338 137 53 21 3.8 

3RD ••• 15690 11004 2757 1 163 766 4.9 

DE .•..•. 770 489 173 64 44 5.7 
NJ •••••. 4,359 3,224 742 236 157 3.6 
PA,E •.••. 5,227 3.751 919 357 200 3.8 
PA.M ••... 1,450 1,080 259 84 27 1.9 
PA,W ••..• 2,551 1.933 384 159 75 2.9 
VI ••.••• 1,333 527 280 263 263 19.7 

4TH ••• 17 293 12082 3118 1326 767 4.4 

MD ...... 3,968 2,535 766 421 246 6.2 
NC.E ••.•. 1.451 1.137 222 69 23 1.6 
NC,M •...• 896 643 140 55 58 6.5 
NC.W .•••. 950 783 101 35 31 3.3 
SC ••.••• 2,829 2.118 563 135 13 .5 
VA,E •••.• 2.139 1.531 337 178 93 4.3 
VA.W •.••. 1,766 1,406 219 83 58 3.3 
WV.N •••.. 1.086 545 262 161 118 10.9 
WV.S .••.. 2.208 1,384 508 t89 127 5.8 

5TH ... 35128 22069 7964 3135 1960 5.6 

LA.E ••••• 7.263 4.551 1,628 667 417 5.7 
LA.M ••••• 1,432 891 347 136 58 4.1 
LA.W ••••• 3,174 2.108 697 301 68 2.1 
M5.N ....• 1,164 857 255 37 15 1.3 
M5,S •••.• 3.239 1.741 705 415 378 11.7 
TX.N .•••. 3.827 2.334 863 399 231 6.0 
TX.E •..•• 3.626 1.793 1.168 369 296 8.2 
TX,S .•••. 8,302 5,683 1,680 566 373 4.5 
TX.W •.•.• 3,101 2,111 621 245 124 4.0 

6TH ••• 27641 11 743 5551 2225 2122 7.7 

KY,E •••.• 2.750 1.292 486 245 727 2B.4 
KY.W ••••• 2.060 1.248 476 192 144 7.e 
MI,E •.... 6,365 4.583 1.159 400 223 3.5 
MI.W ••••• 2.073 1.432 417 130 94 4.5 
OH,N ..••• 5.863 3,611 1,184 581 487 8.3 
OH,5 •••.• 4,986 3.290 t.070 368 257 6.2 
TN.E .•••• 958 797 121 38 2 .2 
TN.M •.••. 853 591 166 69 37 4.3 
TN.W .••.• 1,734 899 472 212 _ __l!>J __________ lI-'_"--
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TABLE C SA. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING. BY DISTRICT AND LENGTB OF TIME PENDING 

(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES ARE OMITTED) 
AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 3 YEARS AND OVER 
AND LESS THAN 1 TO 2 2 TO 3 I PERCENT DISTRICT 1 YEAR YEARS YEARS NUMBER 

7TH ., . 16773 10,029 3,802 1,742 1,200 7.2 

I L,N ..•.• 7,487 4,459 1,593 7BB S42 B.6 
I L,e •.•.• 1,364 B24 331 13B 71 5.2 
IL,S ••••. 1,180 714 300 136 30 2.5 
IN,N ••.•• 2,204 1,219 538 239 20B 9.4 
IN,S .•.•• 2,446 1,451 596 263 136 5.6 
WI,E ••••• 1,504 930 348 151 75 5.0 
WI,W .•.•• 588 432 91 27 38 6.5 

BTH ... 13987 9 B12 2794 9BO 401 2.9 

AR,E ••••• 1,970 1,2BB 449 160 73 3.7 
AR,W •.••• 903 699 156 31 17 1.9 
lA,N ••••• 603 434 117 47 5 .8 
lA,S ••.•• 1,230 717 331 146 36 2.9 
MN ...... 2,459 1,6BB 526 163 82 3.3 
MO,E •..•• 2,2.60 1,762 364 91 43 1.9 
MO,W .••.• 2,388 1,-/14 439 167 68 2.8 
NE •.•••• 1,298 926 218 97 57 4.4 
NO ••••.. 384 247 100 28 9 2.3 
SD •.•••• 492 337 94 50 11 2.2 

9TH ... 29284 19113 5641 2499 2031 6.9 

AK •••.•• 8B4 450 242 106 86 9.7 
AZ .•••.• 2,052 1,360 387 143 162 7.9 
CA,N ..... 4,486 3,25B 632 350 246 5.5 
CA,E .•••. 2,602 1,445 684 269 204 7.8 
CA,C ••••• 6,106 4,336 1,048 4111 306 5.0 
CA.S ••.•• 1,964 1,374 370 128 92 4.7 
HI •.••.• 1,440 830 292 172 146 10.1 
10 ...... 806 520 160 81 45 5.6 
MT ••.••• 1,008 640 234 90 44 4.4 
NV ...... 1,780 926 447 307 100 5.6 
01'1 .••••• 1,956 1,436 356 120 44 2.2 
WA,E •••.• 1,023 644 218 90 71 6.9 
WA,W ••.•• 2,752 1,783 506 192 272 9.9 
GUAM .••• 322 60 26 25 211 65.6 
NMI •.••. 103 51 40 10 2 1.9 

10TH .. 11296 7857 1,980 961 497 4.4 

CO ...... 2,316 1,488 477 271 80 3.5 
KS .••••. 2,611 1,414 554 398 245 9.4 
NM ...... 1,384 1,046 231 70 37 2.7 
OK,N •.••• 971 714 153 56 54 5.5 
OK,E ••.•• 420 363 40 12 5 1.2 
OK,W ••••• 1,749 1,547 141 44 17 1.0 
UT •.•••• 1,511 1,026 343 87 55 3.6 
WY ..... . 327 259 41 23 4 1.2 

11TH .. 20614 13871 4341 1514 888 4.3 

AL,N ••.•• 2,443 1,997 348 70 28 1 • 1 
AL,M •••.• 1,148 816 243 58 31 2.7 
AL,S ••••• 1,177 872 243 42 20 1.7 
FL,N •••.• 922 655 161 69 37 4.0 
FL,M ..... 4,424 2,655 1,091 449 229 5.2 
FL,S •.••• 4,397 2,706 944 413 334 7.6 
GA,N ••••. 3,552 2,491 714 223 124 3.5 
GA,M .•••. 1,162 764 285 79 34 2.9 
GAS ..... 1389 915 312 111 51 3.7 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL ... 
~C •..••• 

1ST ... 
ME .•..•• 
MA ...... 
NH ••.•.• 
RI .•.•.• 
PR .••.•. 

2ND .. . 
CT •.•..• 
NY,N •..•• 
NY,E ..••• 
NY.S ••.•• 
NY.W ••... 
VT ...... 

3RD ... 
DE .••.•. 
NJ •••..• 
PA.E ••... 
PA.M •••.• 
PA.W ••.•• 
VI .••••. 

4TH ... 
MD .••... 
NC.E ..... 
NC,M ...• , 
NC,W ••.•• 
SC .•••.• 
VA.E •.•.. 
VA.W .•••• 
WV,N ••••. 
WV.S •.•• " 

5TH .. . 
LA,E •..•• 
lA,M ••••• 
lA,W ••••• 
MS,N ••.•. 
MS.S ••••• 
TX,N ••••• 
TX.E ••••. 
TX,S ••••• 
TX,W ••••• 

6TH .. . 
KY.E .•••• 
KY,W •..•• 
MI,E •.••• 
MI.W ••.•• 
OH,N ••••• 
OH,S ••••. 
TN,E ••••• 
TN.M .•••• 
TN,W ••••• 

\ 

TABLE C 6B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
lAND CONDEMNATION CASES PENDING 

BY DISTRICT AND lENGTH OF TIME PENDING 
AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

lENGTH OF TIME PENDING 

TOrAl 3 YEARS AND OVER 
lESS THAN 1 TO 2 2 TO 3 T PERCENT 1 YEAR YEARS YEARS NUMBER 

3794 860 629 618 1,687 44.5 

1 1 - - -
126 53 14 8 51 40.5 

3 2 - - 1 -
119 51 12 7 49 41.2 

3 - 1 1 1 -
- - - - - -
1 - 1 - - -

16 6 6 3 1 6.3 

10 3 6 1 - -
1 - - - 1 -
2 2 - - - -
3 1 - 2 - -
- - - - - -- - - - - -

19 9 6 2 2 10.5 

2 2 - - - -
3 1 2 - - -
2 2 - - - -
1 1 - - - -
1 - 1 - - -

10 3 3 2 2 20.0 

370 142 67 43 118 31.9 

21 16 2 1 2 9.5 
23 14 1 6 2 8.7 
13 4 7 2 - -

3 3 - - - -
16 8 3 3 2 12.5 
33 30 - - 3 9,1 

5 1 1 1 2 -
222 66 53 29 74 33.3 

34 - - 1 33 97.1 

244 54 83 30 77 31.6 

1 - - - 1 -
4 - 2 1 1 -

13 1 4 3 6 38.6 
60 23 21 8 8 13.3 

7 - 4 - 3 -
20 7 8 4 1 6.0 

108 15 31 10 62 48.1 
21 6 7 2 6 28.6 
10 2 6 2 - -

237 56 30 30 121 61.1 

111 16 14 7 74 66.7 
46 6 13 17 12 25.0 

2 1 - - 1 -
27 - - - 27 100.0 
14 8 - 2 4 28.6 

5 4 - - 1 -
16 11 1 3 - -
10 6 1 1 Z 20.0 

5 4 1 - - -
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH ... 
I l,N ••••• 
I l,C ••••. 
I l,S ••.•• 
IN,N ••..• 
IN,S ••..• 
WI,E •••.• 
WI,W ..... 

8TH " . 
AR.E ...•• 
AR.W .•.•. 
IA.N ..•.• 
IA.S ••••• 

,MN .••••. 
MO.E. '" . 
MO,W •.••• 
NE ••.••• 
NO •••..• 
SO •..•.. 

9TH " . 
AK •••••. 
AZ ...... 
CA,N ••••• 
CA,E ..••• 
CA.C ••... 
CA,S ..•.• 
HI 
10: : : : : : 
MT ...... 
NV .•. " . 
OR •••••• 
WA,E ••••• 
WA,W ••••• 
GUAM •••• 
NMI ..... 

10TH .. 
CO ...... 
KS •••••• 
NM ...... 
OK,N •• " • 
OK,E •.••• 
OK,W ••••• 
UT •••••• 
WY ...... 

11TH .. 
Al,N ••••• 
Al.M ••••• 
Al,S ••••• 
Fl,N ••••• 
Fl.M ..... 
Fl,S .•• ' •• 
GA,N ••••• 
GA,M ••.•• 
GAS ..... 

TABLE C 6B. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
lAND CONDEMNATION CASES PENDING 

BY DISTRICT AND lENGTH OF TIME PENDING 
AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

, lENGTH OF TIME PENDlNG 

TOTAL 
3 YEARS AND OVER lESS THAN 1 TO 2 2 TO 3 

1 YEAR YEARS YEARS NUMBER I PERCENT 

67' 4 26 13 24 36.8 
3 2 1 - -- -- - -5 - -- 1 - 4 53 - 23 -

12 18 34.0 4 1 1 1 1 -- - - -2 1 - -- - 1 -
166 56 46 44 21 12.7 

18 6 8 4 1 6.6 25 16 3 4 - 3 12.0 - - - -1 -- 1 -3 - -- 2 
24 - 1 -13 1 3 7 29.2 63 13 27 14 9 14.3 8 3 2 3 19 - -6 2 11 5 - -- - 5 - -

" 

1019 97 286 168 469 46.0 
7 2 2 i 2 33 9 15 -

21 - 9 27.3 12 6 - 3 14.3 99 15 12 
9 58 14 14.1 1 2 

43 1 5 -- 2 25 16 1 37.2 - - - 1 19 -1 1 15 2 10.5 60 16 26 6 3 6.0 3 1 1 1 11 - -5 2 2 2 56 18.2 11 33 8 4 31 24 3 
7.1 

636 1 3 9.7 - 180 51 405 63.7 - - - - - -
159 96 26 14 23 14.5 
46 39 6 1 14 1 - -- - 13 92.9 18 2 6 
11 10 - -- - 1 10 35 33 90.9 - 2 :,)1 - -17 14 - - -2 2 - -2 - -2 - - - -

1 :no 287 40 263 780 56.9 
11 1 4 1 5 16 46.5 - 1 - 16 - - 93.8 - - - -2 2 - -3 - -- 3 -1,297 - -270 12 256 759 58.5 1 1 - -40 - -13 20 6 1 - - 2.6 - - - -
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL 

TOTJI,L ....• 21345 

DC ....... 581 

HiT ..... 866 

ME ....... 61 
MA ••••••• 283 
NH ..•..•. 80 
RI ...•... 134 
PR •.. , ...• 108 

2ND .•... 1828 

CT ....... 194 
NY,N ...... 110 
NY,E ..•.... 432 
Ny,S .•.... 914 
NY,W •..... 136 
VT ....... 42 

3110 ..... 1756 

DE ..•.•.. 72 
NJ ....... 357 
PA,E •...•. 726 
PA,M .....• 150 
PA,W ...... 311 
VI ....... 140 

./ 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

TABLE C7. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 * 
VIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 

LAND CONDEMNATION OTHER CIVIL 

I I TOTAL NON- JURY TOTAL NON- JURY 
JURY JURY 

88 53 35 14601 9659 4942 

1 1 - 478 383 95 

- - - ~67 264 203 

- - - 37 20 17 
- - - 199 99 100 - - - :;6 36 20 
- - - 105 56 49 - - - 70 53 17 

1 - 1 1256 792 464 

- - - 123 85 38 
- - - 82 37 45 
1 - 1 253 146 107 - - - 728 480 248 - - - 49 34 15 - - - 21 10 11 

4 3 1 1236 734 502 

- - - 63 51 12 
- - - 259 169 90 
1 - 1 529 2.-'l6 243 
2 2 - 113 60 53 
1 1 - 203 135 68 
- - - 69 33 36 

--.... ~-~-

--.--. -~~.,--........-~--------- --"~"""~ 

TOTAL 

6656 

102 

199 

24 
84 
24 
29 
38 

571 

71 
28 

178 
186 

87 
21 

516 

9 
98 

196 
35 

107 
71 

- .,,--,-=-~~~_o-._,,-

TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED. BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOI) ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 
(OTHER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES)* 

LAND CONDEMNATION 
OTHER CIVIL 

CRIMINAL 

NON-
JURY 

3003 

72 

71 

12 
26 
14 

1 
18 

239 

36 
9 

72 
60 
47 
15 

234 

4 
32 

108 
16 
53 
21 

CRIMINAL DISTRICT TOTAL TOTAL NON- JURY TOTAL JURY NON-

I JURY 

3653 

30 

128 

12 
58 
10 
28 
20 

332 

35 
19 

106 
126 

40 
6 

232 

5 
66 
88 
19 
54 
50 

1 JURY J JURY J TOTAL NON- JURY 
JURY TH •.•.. 1910 1 1 - 1221 667 554 6118 346 342 

....... 279 - - - 156 101 55 123 55 68 

.. a ..... 97 - - - 47 25 22 50 10 40 

..... ~ . 77 - - - 49 27 22 28 10 18 

......... 190 - - - 134 80 54 56 27 29 

........ 364 - - - 303 128 175 61 19 42 

. .. . . .. ~ 578 - - - 301 193 108 275 19~ 84 

......... 176 - - - 136 67 69 40 15 25 

......... 52 - - - 21 15 6 31 7 24 

......... 99 1 1 - 74 31 43 24 12 12 
H ...•• 2721 17 11 6 2062 1375 687 642 285 357 
......... 545 - - - 464 261 203 81 24 57 

".4 .... 69 - - - 59 42 17 10 4 6 

....... 195 2 2 - 175 112 63 18 3 15 

......... 129 1 1 - 113 77 36 15 5 10 

......... 75 - - - 63 42 21 12 4 8 

...... ~ ... 454 3 3 - 333 261 72 118 57 61 

P ....... 221 1 1 - 195 91 104 25 7 18 

........ 633 2 2 - 435 329 108 196 96 100 

... " ... 400 8 2 6 225 160 65 167 85 82 
L .... 1,853 6 1 5 1.337 844 493 510 198 312 
....... 168 1 1 - 90 66 24 77 38 39 

..... 144 2 - 2 105 60 45 37 14 23 

..... 488 - - - 358 197 161 130 33 97 

....... 133 - - - 104 53 51 29 12 17 

...... 276 3 - 3 210 163 47 63 31 32 

...... 157 - - - 121 79 42 36 13 23 

..... 167 - - - 137 64 73 30 13 17 

..... 161 - - - 119 82 37 42 15 27 

..... 159 - - - 93 80 13 66 29 37 * INCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS. HEARINGS ON 
CONTESTED MOTIONS AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED. 

_~~"""""""~T::; -~-_. ~ ..---_~~~..______._..... 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL TOTAL 

7TH ..... '557 

IL,N ........ 742 
IL,C ....... 135 
IL,S ........ 85 
rN,N ....... 177 
IN,S ....... 176 
WI,E ....... 121 
WI,W ...... 122 

8TH ..... 1726 

AR,E ...... 267 
AR,W ..•... 122 
IA,N .....• 32 
IA,S ...... loa 
MN ........ 176 
MO,E ...... 359 
MO,W ...... 271 
NE ....... 208 
NO ....... 62 
SO ....... 131 

~TH .•..• :<; 600 

AK • .o ••••• 47 
AZ, ....... 189 
CA,N ...... 289 
CA,E ...... 166 
C/\,C .•.... 681 
CA,S ...... 369 
HI ........ 76 
ID ......... 111 
MT ....... 104 
NV ....... 106 
O.R ......... 182 
WA,E ...... 92 
WA,W •..... 172 
GUAM ..... 9 
NMI ••••• 0- 7 

TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT CeuRTS 
CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED. BY DJ.STRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNI! 30. 1983 
(OTHER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES)* 

LAND CONDEMNATION OTHER CIVIL 

I I NON- JURY TOTAL NON- JURY 
JURY JURY 

5 4 1 1097 824 273 

2 2 - 490 373 117 
- - - 87 68 19 - - - 61 42 19 
2 1 1 126 98 28 
1 1 - 136 110 25 - - ~ 85 63 22 - - - 113 70 43 

16 11 5 1238 804 434 

4 4 - 202 150 52 
3 - 3 103 50 53 
- - - 26 11 15 - - - 69 52 17 
2 1 1 108 67 41 
4 4 - 225 147 78 
1 1 - 203 124 79 
1 1 - 187 123 64 
- - - 37 29 I.! 
1 - 1 78 51 21' 

18 7 11 1333 1030 303 

- - - 29 22 7 - - - 78 59 19 
1 1 - 185 143 42 
1 1 - 66 56 10 
2 1 1 363 258 105 
2 1 1 63 55 8 
2 - 2 3S 30 6 
1 1 - 83 61 22 
1 1 - 66 54 12 
1 - 1 64 53 11 
1 1 - 126 97 29 
4 - 4 46 38 8 
2 - 2 122 99 23 
- - - 2 2 -
- - - 4 3 1 

, 4 

C~IMINAL 

I TOTAL NON- JURY 
JURY 

455 211 244 

250 137 113 
48 18 30 
24 3 21 
49 17 32 
39 27 12 
36 ., 29 

9 2 7 

472 195 277 

51 14 37 
16 3 13 

6 3 3 
39 23 16 
66 24 42 

130 64 66 
67 29 38 
20 8 12 
25 8 17 
52 19 33 

1249 672 677 

18 6 12 
111 48 63 
103 41 62 
99 44 55 

316 157 159 
304 237 67 

38 14 24 
27 17 10 
37 23 14 
41 14 27 
55 27 28 
42 19 23 
48 21 27 

7 3 4 
3 1 2 



~. 

\i' 
I 

\ 

~-------- -- -

CIRCUIT r---AND 
DISTRIOT TOTAL TOTAL 

10TH •••• 1523 

CO ••••.•. 378 
KS .......... 219 
NM ••.•••• 218 
OK,N •••••• 152 
OK,I: •.•••• 77 
OK,W •••••• 299 
UT ••••.•. 110 
WY .......... 70 

11TH •••• 2624 

AL.N ......... 401 
AL,M •••••• 172 
AL,S ••.••• 119 
FL,N •••••• 107 
FL,M •••••. 351 
FL,S ••.••• 715 
GA,N •••••• 419 
GA,M •••••• 93 
GAS •.•••• 247 

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

TABLE C7. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED. BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD Er~DED JUNE 30. 1983 
(OTHER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLAN:EOUS CASES)* 

LAND CONDEMNATION OTHER CIVIL 

I I fo:ION- JURY TOTAL NON- JURY 
JURY JURY 

11 7 4 1140 746 394 

1 - 1 278 205 73 
2 - 2 174 117 57 
2 2 - 159 108 51 
- - - 107 68 39 
3 3 - 34 18 16 
3 2 1 247 138 109 - - - 81 56 25 
- - - 60 36 24 

8 7 1 1736 1 196 540 

- - - 317 218 99 - - - 139 104 36 - - - 80 54 26 
1 1 - 63 48 15 
1 - 1 228 158 70 
5 5 - 327 271 56 
- - - 319 192 127 
- - - 74 31 43 
1 1 - 189 120 69 

* INCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTR/.INING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON 
CONTESTED MOTIONS AND OTHER CONTESTE\l PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED. 

"-'--
CRIMINAL 

I TOTAL NON- JURY 
JURY 

372 183 189 

99 59 40 
43 19 24 
57 29 28 
45 25 20 
40 21 19 
49 22 27 
29 8 21 
10 - 10 

880 297 583 

84 38 46 
33 14 19 
39 12 27 
43 8 35 

122 24 98 
383 134 249 
100 28 72 

19 3 16 
57 36 21 



r 

\ 

b± 
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TABLE CB. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
LENGTH OF CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED. BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 

FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 
(EXCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES 1* 

NONJURY TRIALS JURY TRIALS 

4 10 20 4 
TOTAL TO TO DAYS TO 

ALL 1 2 3 9 19 AND 1 2 3 9 
NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TRIALS TOTAL DAY -DAYS DAYS DAYS DAYS OVER TOTAL DAY DAYS DAYS DAYS 

TOTAL ALL TRIALS ••••.•.••. 21047 12418 8218 2121 888 1031 116 44 8629 1290 2083 1784 2931 

TOTAL ALL CIVIL TRIALS ••••. 14391 9415 5812 1748 775 934 106 40 4976 830 1236 969 1661 

CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL .... 3095 2122 1278 425 194 203 18 4 973 166 225 185 322 

INSURANCE .••.••.••••• _ • 542 239 155 48 18 16 2 - 303 57 86 68 79 
MARINE .•...•••...•.••.. 260 245 117 68 28 29 3 - 15 5 7 1 2 
MILLER ACT 51 45 31 8 1 4 1 - 6 - 2 1 3 
NEGOTIA8LE INsTRuMENTs: : : 116 94 66 17 4 7 - - 22 6 4 8 4 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS •.• 2,126 1,499 909 284 143 147 12 4 627 98 126 107 234 

REAL PROPERTY. TOTAL •....•. 421 324 241 50 14 14 4 1 97 23 22 19 29 

CONDEh1NATION OF LAND •.•.. 87 52 41 4 5 2 - - 35 7 7 8 12 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY .••••• 334 272 200 46 9 12 4 1 62 16 15 II 17 

TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL .••.•.•. 3774 1266 686 265 107 leI 13 4 250B 423 667 496 817 

PERSONAL INJURY 
AIRPLANE ••••••...••.•.. 95 43 22 5 6 10 - - 52 3 9 3 30 
ASSAULT, LIBEL & SLANDER. 113 34 20 8 3 3 - - 79 14 24 17 20 
EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT. 250 24 16 6 1 1 - - 226 37 62 47 78 
MARINE ••.•••..••.•..•.. 563 252 135 70 14 30 3 - 311 60 111 58 80 
MOTOR VEHICLE •..•••....• 716 163 112 27 11 11 2 - 553 128 157 113 131 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY .••• 1,631 483 216 100 60 98 6 3 1,146 150 272 230 438 

PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE .• 406 267 165 49 12 38 2 1 139 31 32 28 40 

STATUTORY ACTIONS, TOTAL .••• 7033 5637 3657 998 456 525 71 30 1396 218 322 269 492 

ANTITRUST LAWS ..•••.••••• 196 128 78 15 11 16 4 4 68 3 10 5 26 
BANKRUPTCY 

TRUSTEE SUITS ••.•..•.••• 17 12 6 3 1 2 - - 6 1 - 2 1 
OTHER BANKRUPTCY SUITS ••• 121 113 95 9 1 5 2 1 8 1 3 3 I 

CIVI L RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT .•.......•.• 1,493 1,251 675 320 153 177 20 6 242 38 64 48 90 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS •.•..• 1,573 1,018 657 177 71 95 10 8 655 66 126 119 224 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
MOTIONS TO VACATE 14 14 10 2 - 1 1 - - - - - -
HABEAS CORPUS ..•..•.•... 149 146 114 18 5 7 1 1 3 1 2 - -
CIVIL RIGHTS ••.••••••.•. 502 347 274 46 14 12 1 - 155 57 60 20 17 
MANDAMUS, ETC •••.••.•••• 6 6 6 - - - - - - - - - -

FORFEITURE AND PENALTY .••. 177 166 132 23 6 4 1 - 12 1 4 4 3 
LABOR LAWS 

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT. 142 124 74 22 16 9 2 1 18 3 '2 8 4 
LABOR MANAGEMENT 

RELATIONS ACT .••..•.••• 276 256 185 30 22 17 1 - 21 5 2 4 8 
OTHER LABOR LAWS ........ 339 278 179 48 25 24 1 1 61 8 15 11 27 

10 20 
TO DAYS 
19 AND 

DAYS OVER 

425 116 

230 50 

63 13 

12 1 - -- -
- 1 

51 11 

3 1 

1 -
2 1 

94 11 

6 1 
3 1 
2 -
1 1 

23 1 
53 5 

6 2 

70 26 

15 9 

1 -- -
10 2 
17 3 

- -
- -
1 -- -
- -
I -
2 -- -
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TABLE CO. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
LENGTH OF CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED. BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 

FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

TOTAL 
ALL 

(EXCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES 1* 

NONJURY TRIALS 

4 
TO 
9 

10 
TO 
19 

20 
DAYS 
AND 

JUIlY TRIALS 

8. 
TO 
9 

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TRIALS TOTAL 
1 

DAY 
2 

DAYS 
3 

DAYS DAYS DAYS OVER TOTAL 
1 

DAY 
2 

DAYS 
3 

DAYS DAYS 

PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS 
COPYR I G.YT ••.••.••.••..• 
PATENT ••.••..•..•..••.• 
TRADEMARK .••.•..•••.••. 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, 

AND EXCHANGES •..•..••.• 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS ••••• 
REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS •••• 
TAX SUITS ••••.•••.••.•• 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE ..••• 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS ••.. 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS •. 

129 
149 
267 

285 
20 

7 
304 

33 
91 

743 

120 
118 
255 

209 
18 

6 
263 

29 

-~~ 
0'0> 

82 15 13 9 1 - 9 
28 14 18 47 7 4 31 

152 52 21 25 4 1 12 

116 48 20 21 4 - 76 
15 1 1 1 - - 2 

4 1 - 1 - - 1 
216 35 6 4 1 1 41 

20 5 3 1 - - 4 

2 
2 
2 

4 

9 
1 

2 

2 

6 

11 
2 

3 
2 

17 
1 

11 
1 

4 
14 
6 

37 
1 
1 
8 

56 10 8 9 6 - 2 - - - 2 
4B3 104 42 38 4 2 70 14 21 10 18 

10 
TO 
19 

DAYS 

1 
8 

8 

2 

4 

20 
DAYS 
AND 

OVER 

4 

4 

3 

OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL •..•. "r-__ ~6~Bt-__ ~6~6t-__ ~~0~ __ ~1~0 ____ ~4 ____ ~I ______ - ____ ~I+-__ ~2+-__ ~I ______ -______ -______ 1. ______ -______ -_ 

TOTAL CRIMINAL TRIALS ••••.• r-~6~6~5~6+-~3~0~0~3+_~2~4~0~6--~3~7~3~--1~1~3~--~9~7-----1~0~ __ ~4~~3~65~3~--~46~0~--~8~47~--~8~15~~1~2~70~--~1~9~5----~6~6_ 

HOMICIDE. . • . • . . • • • • . • . • 72 27 1 B 6 1 1 1 - 45 3 B 12 19 1 2 
ROBBERY.. • .. . .. .. • .. . .. 478 194 154 29 4 7 - - 284 43 73 74 88 6 
ASSAULT................ 170 4B 43 4 - 1 - - 122 28 53 30 11 
BURGLARY. • • . • • • • • • . . . • • 27 9 8 1 - - - - 18 2 5 4 7 
LARCENY AND THEFT •••.... 488 211 173 24 5 8 1 - 277 34 71 70 91 
EMBEZZLEMENT........... 188 77 58 7 2 10 - - 111 8 32 33 33 
FRAUD 

INCOME TAX............ 270 83 61 B 6 6 - 2 187 a 32 47 83 
OTHER FRAUD.. .. .. • .. .. 796 303 234 42 13 11 2 1 493 47 78 89 215 

AUTO THEFT. .••. .••••.•• 101 31 26 5 - - - - 70 9 13 21 25 
FORGERY.. .. . .. .. .. .. • .. 249 117 106 4 4 3 - - 132 25 40 25 39 
COUNTERFEITING •• '" .••.• 141 - 64 47 11 4 2 - - 77 10 19 24 22 
SEX OFFENSES. . . . • . • • • . • . 44 17 15 1 1 - - - 27 3 8 7 7 
DRUG LAWS 

MARIHUANA... •.•. ••... 580 302 239 35 15 12 1 - 278 33 49 61 105 
NARCOTICS .••..•.••.•• 957 484 366 83 21 14 - - 473 34 100 107 198 
CONTROLLED SU8STANCES . . 421 222 170 31 12 9 - - 199 21 45 45 70 

ESCAPE. • . . • . • . • • • • . • . • . 99 50 45 5 - - - - 49 9 22 8 9 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, 

AND THREATS........ . .. • 210 72 50 9 7 3 2 1 138 12 17 23 60 
FIREARMS AND WEAPONS. • • • • 544 269 233 23 9 3 1 - 275 60 99 57 53 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES... 222 112 104 3 2 3 - - 110 15 24 20 41 
IMMIGRATION LAWS .•.•• , .• 264 170 148 17 2 3 - - 94 20 34 19 18 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE. 7 - - - - - - - 7 4 1 1 1 
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT. • . • 9 5 4 1 - - - - 4 2 - 1 1 
OTHER FEDERAL STATUTES. . . 319 136 104 24 5 1 2 - 183 30 24 37 74 

*INCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON 
CONTESTED MOTIONS AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED 

9 
3 

13 
47 

2 
3 
2 
2 

21 
25 
14 

1 

17 
3 
9 
3 

14 

2 
2 

4 
17 

9 
9 
4 

9 
3 
1 

4 

'" 
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District 

NY, W ••• 
NY, S ••• 
PR ••••• 
DC ••••• 
NH ••••• 
PA, M ••• 
VT •••••• 
MD ••••• 
UT ••••• 
DE ••••• 
UT ••••• 
NJ •••••• 
IL, N .... 
CA, N ••• 
NY,S ••• 
MN ••••• 
CA, C ••• 
OH, N ••• 
NY, S ••• 
CA, N ••• 
CA, N ••• 
TX, S •••• 
UT .. _ •• 
UT ..... 
AL, N ••• 
MD ••••• 
OH, N ••• 
MA ••••• 
CT ••••• 
DC ••••• 
DC ••••• 
LA, E ••• 
KS •••••• 
MA ••••• 
ND ••••• 
CA, N ••• 
MA ••••• 
PA, W •• _ 
MO,E ••• 
TN,M ••• 
IL, N .... 
CA, C ••• 
MI, E •••• 
MN ••••• 
MI, E •••• 
WA, W ••• 
NJ •••••• 
PA, E ••• 
FL, S •••• 
MD ••••• 
MA ••••• 
NY, S ••• 
PA, M ••• 
MI, E •••• 
OH, S ••• 
IL, N •••• 
FL, S •••• 
MA ••••• 
NY, W ••• 
IL, N .... 

---~----- --- - -- -

Table C-9 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Number 

Style of Case/Defendant 

Civil Cases 

Monsanto Enviro v City of Rochester •••••••••••• 
In Re: Investors Funding Corp of NY •••••••••••• 
Jackson Enterprises v Greyhound Lea •••••••••••• 
Verveer v A TT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Seaward Const Co v Town or Hudson •••••••••••• 
USA v Tabor Court Realty Corp ••••••••••••••• 
Northern Oil Co v Standard Oil Co •••••••••••••• 
Harris v Vasco •••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
US Industries Inc v Bond et al ••••••••••••••••• 
Hall Ltd v Chase Manhattan OVersea •••••••••••• 
Dunlop v Vriens ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
USA v Local 560 et al ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Foremost Sales Prom Inc v Glen ••••••••••••••• 
Ronan v City of Richmond ••••••••••••••••••• 
Soc Wkers Party v Attorney Gen of US ••••••••••• 
Happke v Robins Co •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LA Memorial Comm v NatI Football Ige ••••••••• 
Heights Comm Congress v Hilltop Rea ••••••••••• 
Gen Pub Utilities v Babcock Co •••••••••••••••• 
Draszewski et al v State Farm Gen In ••••••••••• 
Bio-Rad Lab v Nicolet Instrument •••••••••••••• 
Clipper Maritime v Anglo Dutch ••••••••••••••• 
Allen et al v USA •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Slaney &. Co v NW Pipeline Corp ••••••••••••••• 
EEOC v Alabama Power Co et al ••••••••••••••• 
EEOC v ffiM Corp •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PPG Ind Inc v Guardian Industries C ••••••••••••• 
Kactell v Blue Shield ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Uniroyal Inc v Rudkin Corp ••••••••••••••• , ••• 
Scsurely v McCellan •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern Pac Comm et al v Amer Tel A •••••••••• 
Abramson et al v Bank of New Orleans ••••••••••• 
Williard v USA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Simmons Research v Wallace Washburn •••••••••• 
Assoc Retarded Citizens v Link •••••••••••••••• 
R G Enterprises Inc v CUdahy Co ••••••••••••••• 
Todd v Polaroid ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
De Guinea v Ins Com of North America •••••••••• 
Morrill v Becton ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Kincade v Firestone Tire ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Monroe v United Air Lines Inc ••••••••••••••••• 
Albrecht v Linde ••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
Oxy Metal Ind v Quin Tee Inc ••••••••••••••••• 
Monson v Century Mfg •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ruby v Billings •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Exxon Inc v Jersey Central Power L ••••••••••••• 
Monaco v Searle Co •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Gottlieb v Firestone Steel Prod •••••••••••••••• 
Jean v Meissner et al ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Central Chemical Corp v Agrico Chern •••••••••• 
Lynch et al v Dukakis et al ••••••••••••••••••• 
Horger v Bay Tankers I' •••••••••••••••••••• 
Consolidated Freightwa) I v Larson ••••••••••••• 
Kelly Springfield Tire v Stefani •••••••••••••••• 
Der Lely v Maschlo et al ••••• ' •••••••••••••••• 
Adams Lab v Jacobs •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Lex Tex Ltd v Monsanto Textile Co ••••••••••••• 
USA v Mass Maritime Acad et al ••••••••••••••• 
Essex Plastic Finishing v Ionics In •••••••••••••• 
Brady v Lem Prod •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

296 

Natul'\2 
of 

Proceeding 

Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Bankruptcy ••••••••••••••• 
Fraud ••••••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Tax SUits ••••••••••••••••• 
OVrpymnts &. Judgments •••••• 
Civil Rights ••••••••••••••• 
Sec, Comm, Exchge ••••••••• 
Banks and Banking •••••••••• 
Fair Labor Stnds. Act •••••••• 
Labor ••••••••••••••••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights ••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights ••••••••••••••• 
Pers Injury-Prod Liab •••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights Housing ••••••••• 
Tort-Prod Liability •••••••••• 
Civil Rights Jobs ••••••••••• 
Patent ••••••••••••••••••• 
Marine Contract •••••••••••• 
Personal Injury ••••••••••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights Jobs ••••••••••• 
Civil Rights Jobs ••••••••••• 
Patent ••••••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Patent ••••••••••••••••••• 
Statutory Actions ••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Sec, Comm, Exchge ••••••••• 
Pers Injury-Prod Liab •••••••• 
Nego.tiable Instrument ••••••• 
CivirRights ............. .. 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights Jobs ••••••••••• 
Insurance ••••••••••••••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights Jobs ••••••••••• 
Civil Rights Jobs ••••••••••• 
Sec, Comm, Exchge ••••••••• 
Patent ••••••••••••••••••• 
Empl Retirement Act •••••••• 
Civil Rights Jobs ••••••••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Pers Injury-Prod Liab •••••••• 
Pers Injury-Prod Liab •••••••• 
Prisoner Habeas Corpus •••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights Welfare ••••••••• 
Marine Pers Injury •••••••••• 
Const of St Statutes ••••••••• 
Contiact ••••••••••••••••• 
Patent ••••••••••••••••••• 
Cont-rllct ••••••••••••••••• 
PateI1t: ••••••••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights ••••••••••••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Trademark •••••••••••••••• 

pf 
Trial 
Days 

186 
154 
118 
116 
100 

98 
90 
89 
82 
81 
64 
63 
63 
63 
54 
54 
53 
52 
50 
48 
47 
42 
42 
41 
40 
39 
37 
36 
36 
35 
33 
33 
32 
31 
31 
31 
30 
30 
30 
29 
29 
29 
28 
28 
27 
27 
26 
26 
26 
25 
24 
24 
24 
24 
24 
24 
24 
23 
23 
23 

TYPe 
of 

Trial 

Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-JUry 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-JUry 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-.Tllry 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-JUry 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-JUry 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-JUry 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 

i 
! 
IJ 

District 

IL, N •••• 
AR, W ••• 
MO,W ••• 
NM ••••• 
FL, M ••• 
FL, S •••• 
GA, N ••• 
NY, S ••• 
PA, W ••• 
OH,S ••• 
OH, S ••• 
OK, N ••• 
DC ••••• 
NY,E •• , 
NY, E ••• 
PA, E ••• 
PA, W ••• 
MI, Eoo •• 
WI, E •••• 
CA, E ••• 
CA, C ••• 
WA, W ••• 
KS •••••• 
MA ••••• 
NY, E ••• 
OH, N ••• 
MN ••••• 
FL, M ••• 
FL, S •••• 
GA, N ••• 

NY,S ••• 
OH, N ••• 
PA, E ••• 
FL, S •••• 
FL, S •••• 
MA ••••• 
NY,E ••• 
MN ••••• 
TX, W ••• 
TX, N ••• 
FL, M ... 
OH,N ••• 
FL, S •••• 
GA, N ••• 
NY,S ••• 
WA,W ••• 
FL, S •••• 
MN ••••• 
CA, S ••• 
NY, S ••• 
IL, N .... 
CA, S ••• 
FL, M ••• 
PA, W ••• 
OH, N ••• 
CA,C ••• 
MA ••••• 
NJ •••••• 

Table C-9 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Number 
Nature 

of 
Style of Case/Defendant Proceeding 

Civil Cases (continued) 

Ketchum v Byrne •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Desoto Inc v Otis Elevator Co ••••••••••••••••• 
Wamble v Boyer et al ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Fortier v Dona Anna Plaza Partners ••••••••••••• 
Griffin et al v US Postal Serv et al ••••••••••••• 
Lex Tex Ltd v Matco Tex Fibers Inc ••••••••••••• 
NntI Ind Theatre et al v Charter Fin •••••••••••• 
Lin v McDonnell Douglas Corp et al ••••••••••••• 
Indian Coffe v Pl'IOCtor &. Gamble et al ••••••••••• 
Delk v Holiday Inns Inc et al •••••••••••••••••• 
Borden Inc v Acco Indust ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Facet Enterprises Inc v Internat PA ••••••••••••• 
Tavoulareas v Piro ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Good Retarded Childs Inc et al v Care ••••••••••• 
Kara v Upjohn Co •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Bolden ETC v PA State Police et al ••••••••••••• 
Malley Duff Inc v Crown Life Ins ••••••••••••••• 
Acho v Natl Union Fire Ins ••••••••••••••••••• 
USA v Capitol Serv Inc •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Donaldson v USA •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Vargas v City of Anaheim •••••••••••••••••••• 
Gordan v Brandt Inc •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Schock v M Marietta Corp •••••••••••••••••••• 
Infusaid Corp v Intermedics Infusaid •••••••••••• 
Hydrolevel Corp v ITT ••••••• ,..... , ••••••• 
W L Gore Assoc v Garlock Inc ••••••••••••••••• 
Swanston Equip Co v H B Fuller Co ••••••••••••• 
Deas et al v Paccar Inc •••••••••••••••••••••• 
G M Brod v US Home Corp ••••••••••••••••••• 
BVA Credit Corp v Rossville Textile •••••••••••• 

Criminal Cases 

Civil Rights Voting •••••••••• 
Prop Damage-Prod Liab •••••• 
Statutory Actions ••••••••••• 
Real Property Actions ••••••• 
Civil Rights Jobs ••••••••••• 
Patent ••••••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Airplane Pers Injury ••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Mtr Vehicle Pers Inj ••••••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Statutory Actions ••••••••••• 
Asslt, Libel, Slander ••••••••• 
Civil Rights ••••••••••••••• 
Pers Injury-Prod Liab •••••••• 
Civil Rights ••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Personal Injury ••••••••••••• 
Civil Rights ••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Pers Injury-Prod Liab •••••••• 
Contract ••••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Patent ••••••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Antitrust ••••••••••••••••• 
Sec, Comm, Exchge ••••••••• 
Fraud ••••••••••••••••••• 

Witt, Herman. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Narsotics ••••••••••••••••• 
Licavoli, James T. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Ext, Racktg, Threats •••••••• 
Gefiman, Raymond J ••••••••••••••••••••••• Fraud-Income Tax •••••••••• 
Freedman, Irvin • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Postal •••••••••••••• 
Alonso, Fabio. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
Osserman, George M. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Income Tax •••••••••• 
Duggan, Andrew. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Firearms ••••••••••••••••• 
Perl, Norman. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Postal •••••••••••••• 
Chargra, Jamiel A •••••••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Murder •••••••••••••••••• 
Daly, Jerome. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-False Claims ••••••••• 
Murgo, Victor E • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud ••••••••••••••••••• 
Gallo, Joseph Charles • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
Harvey, William J •••••••••••••••••••••••••• Marihuana •••••••••••••••• 
Almeda, Al •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Fraud ••••••••••••••••••• 
Moorad, Tamer. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
SAtiacum, Robert. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Ext, Racktg, Threats •••••••• 
Simpi\~n, Westley •••••••••••••••••••••••••• Marihuana •••••••••••••••• 
Horvath, Paul Ed, Jr • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Income Tax •••••••••• 
Johnson, Snellen M • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud •• • ••••••••••••••• 
Abrams, Martin B • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Inc .. ne Tax •••••••••• 
Dorfman, Allen M. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Racketeering, Bribery •••••••• 
Lopes, Joao Antonio Sousa ••••••••••••••••••• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
Watchmaker, Ronald •••••••••••••••••••••••• Ext, Racktg, Threats •••••••• 
Litman, DavId S ••••••••••• ' • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Postal •••••••••••••• 
Stull, Henry Daniel, Sr •••••••••••••••••••••• Fraud-Postal •••••••••••••• 
Levy, Alan. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Postal •••••••••••••• 
Sorrentino, StaniCord A • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Income Tax •••••••••• 
Tabrave, Jorge. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Marihuana •••••••••••••••• 
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of 
Trial 
Days 

23 
23 
23 
23 
23 
23 
23 
22 
22 
22 
22 
22 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
21 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 

89 
71 
68 
62 
61 
59 
55 
55 
54 
51 
50 
45 
45 
43 
41 
41 
41 
40 
38 
36 
35 
35 
35 
34 
34 
33 
32 
32 

TYPe 
of 

Trial 

Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-JUry 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-JUry 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 

Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-JUry 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
JUry 



I 

t 
I 
! 

I 
I 

,4 

Table C-9 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(contltlued) 

Number 
Nature 

of 
District Style of Case/Defendant Proceeding 

Criminal cases (continued) 

OH, N • •• Traficant, James A. Jr • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Ext, Racktg, Threats •••••••• 
FL, S. • •• Accardo, Anthony. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Ext, Racktg, Threats •••••••• 
GA, N • •• Luck, John Oscar • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
NY, S ••• Dickson, Frederick J. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-lncome Tax ••••• , .•••• 
NY, S ••• Medows, Joel. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fnmd-False Claims ••••••••• 
PR ••••• Stella Perez, E~ar M • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-False Claims ••••••••• 
NJ. • • • •• case, Herbert G, Jr •••••••••••••••••••••••• Fraud-Postal •••••••••••••• 
TX, N ••• Webster, John Russell, Jr •••••••••••••••••••• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
NY, S ••• Orozco, Eduardo. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Marihuana •••••••••••••••• 
Mr, E. • •• August, Irving •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• lntimidation Witness ••••••••• 
NY, S ••• Dominick, Napolitano. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Ext, Racktg, Threats •••• _ ••• 
AZ ••••• Doe, John ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
CA, C • •• Mouzin, Barbara. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
MA ••••• Kelly, James A •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Ext, Racktg, Threats •••••••• 
RI • • • • •• Termini, Prank • • • • . • • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • . . • •• Marihuana •••..••••••••••• 
NY, N ••• Moore, Kenneth E, Jr ••••••••••••••••••••••• Fraud-Conspiracy ••••••••••• 
NY, E ••• Falvey, Thomas J •••••••••••••••••••••••••• Firearms & Weapons ••••••••• 
IL, N • • •• Covelli, Robert Frank. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Larceny and Theft •••••••••• 
lN, S ••• , MCComb, Thomas V •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• lntimidatlon Witness ••••••••• 
IL, N • • •• TUcker, Robert L • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Postal •••••••••••••• 
AZ ••••• Doe, John ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Nareotics ••••••••••••••••• 
CA, N • •• Shake, Sabu • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Postal Laws-Explosives ••••••• 
PR ••••• Maldonadomedina, Alejo. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Ext, Racktg, Threats •••••••• 
NY, S ••• Bein, calvin. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-Postal •••••••••••••• 
CO ••••• Martinez, Franke E. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • •• Firearms & Weapons ••••••••• 
PA, W • •• Golden, Gary. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Marihuana •••••••••••••••• 
TX, W • •• cammarata, Samuel A •••••••••••••••••••••• Marihuana •••••••••••••••• 
TX, W • •• Chargra, Jamiel A ••••••••••••••••••••••••• Murder •••••••••••••••••• 
AZ ••••• Doe, John ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
CA, C • •• Thordarson, Sten •••••••••••••••••••••••••• Embezzlement ••••••••••••• 
DC ••••• carver, Roy R • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Larceny & Theft •••••••••••• 
NY, N • •• Burks, John •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Fraud-Postal •••••••••••••• 
CA., S ••• Lahodny, Robert K • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Marihuana •••••••••••••••• 
AL, S. • •• Payne, Weldon Rushing •••••••••••••••••••• :. Embezzlement ••••••••••••• 
FL, M ••• O'CoMeU, John A. Jr • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Perjury •••••••••••••••••• 
FL, M ••• Govern, Robert Walter • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Marihuana •••••••••••••••• 
NY, N • •• Caran, John . • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . • • • • • • . • • •• Fraud • It " •••••••••••••••• 

NY, E ••• Martias, Theodore ••••••••••••••••••••••••• Ext, Racktg, Threats •••••••• 
NY, W • •• LeVenthal, Ronald H. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Narcotics ••••• < ~ •••••••••• 
MD ••••• King, Maurice D ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
Mr, E • • • • Murray, Sylvesters • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Narcotics ••••••••••••••••• 
FL, M ••• Akwa, Phillip W • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Fraud-False Claims ••••••••• 
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of Type 
Trial of 
Days Trial 

32 Jury 
32 Jury 
32 Jury 
31 Jury 
31 Jury 
30 Jury 
30 Jury 
30 Jury 
29 Jury 
29 Jury 
28 Jury 
28 Jury 
28 Jury 
27 Jury 
27 Jury 
27 Jury 
25 Jury 
25 Jury 
25 Jury 
24 Jury 
24 Jury 
24 Jury 
23 Jury 
23 Jury 
23 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
22 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Jury 
21 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 
20 Jury 





~ -----~------

TABLE 0-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COfIWENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWeLVE MONTH PERIOD E~DED JUNE 3D, 1983 

PENDING JULY 1 1982 CONMENCED -
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTA!, 
AND MISDE- COM- MISDE- RE- TRANS-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER· MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER· OPENS. FERS 

TOTAL ...... 16659 14508 1827 324 35872 34508 2336!i 10246 897 173 1 191 

DC ........ 174 157 17 - 400 392 297 95 - 2 6 

1ST ...... 452 402 35 15 846 811 708 61 42 2 33 

ME ........ 50 40 3 f 118 113 77 22 14 - 5 
MA ........ 245 216 27 2 327 305 278 24 5 1 21 
NH ........ 12 8 4 - 45 40 39 1 - - 5 
RI ........ 58 58 - - 75 74 67 7 - - 1 
PR ........ 87 80 1 6 281 279 249 7 23 1 1 

2ND ...... 1895 1714 156 25 2029 1936 1628 263 45 14 79 

CT ........ 160 152 8 - 236 226 212 13 1 - 10 
NY,N ....... 103 54 4 5 132 127 115 11 1 2 3 
NY,E .••.... 697 604 91 2 563 547 437 105 

3!1 

2 14 
Ny,S ....... 724 667 43 14 827 785 647 102 7 35 
NY,W ....... 129 122 7 - 218 201 174 26 2 15 
VT ........ 82 75 3 4 53 50 43 6 1 2 

3RD ...... 920 806 104 10 1827 1750 1424 309 17 11 86 

DE ........ 27 25 2 - 62 56 47 9 - 2 4 
NJ ........ 240 175 63 2 551 525 342 179 4 3 23 
PA,E ....... 247 217 27 3 481 459 398 55 6 2 20 
PA,M ....... 95 92 2 1 215 208 168 39 1 1 6 
PA,W ....... 111 107 4 - 197 181 169 12 - 3 13 
VI ........ 200 190 6 4 321 321 300 15 6 - -

\ 



---~-----------------------~ .. ~------- - --- --

TABLE 0-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMIN/IL CASES COfoII1i'l~nED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30 1983 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISDE- Jio:- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
NATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" OPENSt FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHt:R" DISTRICT 

33985 32841 20970 lQ,409 1462 232 912 18546 )5,788 2,542 216 i · ... TOTAL 

415 409 294 114 1 2 4 159 134 - 25 - ....... DC 

820 802 670 78 54 7 11 478 439 34 5 · ..... 1ST 

101 97 61 18 18 1 3 67 57 7 3 ....... ME 
331 323 283 35 5 3 5 241 219 20 2 ....... MA 

43 42 36 6 - 1 - 14 12 2 - ....... NH 
80 78 68 9 1 - 2 53 53 - - · ...... RI 

265 262 222 10 30 2 1 103 98 5 - · ...... PR 

2025 1942 1516 367 59 22 61 1899 1,54 119 26 ...... 2ND 

222 ,212 178 31 3 - 10 174 171 2 1 ....... CT 
128 113 92 17 4 2 13 107 99 3 5 ...... NY,N 
599 594 449 138 7 3 2 661 591 67 3 · ..... NY.E 
818 781 599 141 41 16 21 733 684 36 13 · ..... NY,S 
205 193 158 34 3 1 11 142 134 8 - •••••• NY,W 

53 49 42 6 1 - 4 82 75 3 4 ....... VT 

1765 1718 1335 357 26 15 32 982 882 91 9 · ....• 3RD 

54 51 39 11 1 2 1 35 35 - - · ...... DE 
537 524 321 195 8 2 11 254 199 54 1 · •..... NJ 
481 464 388 69 7 7 10 247 228 16 3 · ..... PA,E 
201 197 159 36 2 - 4 109 10i 8 - · ..... PA.M 
205 196 179 16 1 4 5 103 100 3 - ...... PA,W 
287 286 249 30 7 - 1 234 219 10 5 · ...... VI 

\ 
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TABLE 0-1 CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COfIIMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

PENDING JULY 1. 1982 COfIIMENCED 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND MlSDE- COM- MISDE-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" 

4TH ...... 1217 884 284 49 5044 4940 2104 2598 238 

MD ........ 347 260 74 13 1,126 1,108 379 679 50 
NC,E ....... 137 62 75 - 333 322 175 145 2 
NC,M ....... 70 62 8 - 229 217 206 11 -
NC,W ....... 43 37 3 3 282 271 244 20 7 
SC ........ 180 168 11 1 381 362 312 45 5 
VA,E ....... 303 167 106 30 2,222 2,206 388 1,650 168 
VA,W ....... 55 49 6 - 164 159 144 14 1 
WV,N ....... 28 27 1 - 125 124 120 3 1 
WV,S ....... 54 62 - 2 182 171 136 31 4 

5TH ...... 2271 2166 92 13 4389 4246 3764 409 7.3 

LA,E ....... 164 162 2 - 454 436 393 37 6 
LA,M ....... 23 21 2 - 79 75 69 5 1 
LA,W ....... 44 39 2 3 221 212 145 32 35 
MS,N ....... 27 25 2 - 75 64 57 6 1 
MS,S ....... 79 74 5 - 161 152 131 19 2 
TX,N ....... 313 293 18 2 665 636 573 58 5 
TX,E ....... 65 60 5 - 169 159 147 12 -
TX,S ....... 1,127 1,093 30 4 1,581 1,552 1,495 52 5 
TX,W ....... 429 399 26 4 984 960 754 188 lB 

6TH ...... 1 125 1004 109 12 2919 2 iHH 2206 547 41 

KY,E ....... 75 74 1 - 165 154 147 6 1 
KY,W ....... 135 91 43 1 3B3 371 164 206 1 
MI,E ....... 287 265 19 3 525 501 442 48 11 
MI,W ....... 81 77 3 1 195 188 156 29 3 
OH,N ....... 119 116 3 - 423 406 390 16 -
OH,S ....... 119 112 4 3 277 282 219 37 6 
TN,E ........ 43 38 5 - 269 254 211 28 15 
TN,M ....... 127 96 27 4 397 384 228 152 4 
TN,W ........ 139 135 4 - 285 274 249 25 -

\ 

RE-
OPENS$ 

13 

3 
1 
2 
3 
-
3 
1 
--

21 

4 
-
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
5 
6 

17 

4 -
7 
1 
1 -
2 
1 
1 

TRANS-
FERS 

91 

15 
10 
10 

8 
19 
13 

4 
1 

11 

122 

14 
4 
8 

10 
7 

28 
9 

24 
lB 

lOB 

7 
12 
17 

6 
16 
15 
13 
12 
10 

- - --- -~-~--­
~-------- -
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TABLE D-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COI'tWENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENnED JUNE 30. 1983 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30. 1983 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISDE- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
HATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER· OPENS. FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER· DISTRICT 

4911 4816 1892 2598 326 18 77 1350 1019 296 36 ...... 4TH 

1.123 1.108 354 699 55 4 11 360 259 76 16 ....... MD 
399 387 166 215 6 2 10 71 57 14 - · ..... NC.E 
218 208 195 13 - 2 8 81 75 6 - ...... NC.M 
269 260 215 25 10 2 7 66 60 3 3 ...... NC.W 
378 364 295 55 14 2 12 183 169 14 - · ...... SC 

2.123 2.094 325 1.541 228 3 26 402 212 173 17 · .•... VA.E 
150 148 126 18 4 1 1 69 64 5 - ••.... VA.W 
97 94 88 4 2 2 1 56 55 1 - ...... WV.N 

164 163· 128 28 7 - 1 72 68 4 - · ..... WV.S 

4 167 4018 3120 534 364 28 121 2493 2368 108 19 · ..... 5TH 

428 415 360 40 15 4 9 190 179 9 2 · ..... LA-.· 
60 58 49 8 1 - 2 42 41 1 - ...... LA.M 

206 201 130 35 36 1 4 59 51 3 5 ...... LA.W 
77 67 58 8 1 1 9 25 20 5 - ...... MS.N 

117 103 8a 14 1 2 12 123 IDS 13 1 · ..... MS.S 
632 604 529 66 9 3 25 346 320 23 3 · .. , .. TX.N 
179 171 155 16 - 1 7 55 50 5 - · ..... TX.E 

1.524 1.482 1.102 184 196 11 31 1.184 1.158 n 4 · ..... TX.S 
944 917 649 163 105 5 22 469 440 25 4 ...... TX.W 

2817 2704 2089 574 41 17 96 1227 1069 133 25 · .•... 6TH 

164 164 139 13 2 3 7 76 75 - 1 · ..... KY.E 
377 371 167 200 4 - 6 141 93 47 1 ...... KY.W 
517 488 414 60 14 7 22 295 273 19 3 · ..... MI.E 
197 191 162 26 3 - 6 79 67 10 2 · ..... MI.W 
366 351 332 18 1 1 14 176 174 2 - ...... OH.N 
293 281 239 34 8 

fl 
11 103 88 13 2 ...... OH.S 

242 232 194 36 2 8 70 53 4 13 · ..... TN.E 
384 374 203 166 6 9 140 108 29 3 .....• TN.M 
277 262 239 21 2 13 147 138 9 - ...... TN.W 

! j 
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TABLE D-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL CASES COV.l4ENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOI' ::;i.lDED JUNE 30. 1983 

PENDING JULY 1. 1982 COMMENCED 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND MISDE- COM- MISDE- RE- TRANS-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHEn" MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" OPENS. FERS 

7TH ...... 872 830 34 8 1705 1615 1377 219 19 8 82 

IL,N ....... 493 476 15 2 761 708 581 119 8 3 50 
IL,C ....... 92 82 8 2 221 215 166 45 4 1 5 
IL,S ....... 35 33 2 - 170 161 150 11 - 1 8 
IN,N ....... 6~ 53 - - 102 99 93 6 - 2 1 
IN,S ....... 8::1 77 4 2 170 162 140 18 4 - 8 
WI,E ....... 81 74 5 2 197 189 169 19 1 - 8 
WI,W ....... 35 35 - - 84 81 78 1 2 1 2 

8TH ...... 753 643 31 79 2254 2167 1504 415 248 11 76 

AR,E ....... 58 52 4 2 213 203 100 16 7 - 10 
AR,W ....... 36 33 2 1 109 102 91 10 1 - 7 
IA,N ....... 25 24 1 - 67 60 54 6 - - 7 
IA,S ....... 60 57 2 1 89 85 79 6 - 2 2 
MN ........ 131 127 4 - 245 230 227 7 1 1 9 
MO,E ....... 102 94 6 "2 316 311 301 8 2 3 2 
MO,W ....... 162 91 4 67 779 755 201 328 226 3 21 
NE ........ 48 45 - 3 109 97 83 12 2 1 11 
ND ......... 46 43 3 - 105 103 91 10 2 - 2 
SD ........ 85 77 5 3 222 216 197 12 7 1 5 

9TH ...... 4385 3561 746 78 8320 7968 4359 3516 93 35 317 

AK ........ 65 35 28 2 209 199 76 120 3 1 9 
AZ ........ 629 623 5 1 568 527 477 37 13 5 36 
CA,N ........ 368 292 61 15 670 634 494 134 6 1 35 
CA,E .....•. 259 231 16 12 441 419 340 64 15 - 22 
CA,C ....... 769 728 31 10 1,082 971 905 57 9 11 100 
CA,S ....... 1,069 1,051 13 5 982 941 806 116 19 4 37 
HI ........ 515 44 521 10 2,408 2,402 94 2,304 4 - 6 
ID ........ 29 23 2 4 145 135 118 13 4 1 9 
MT ........ 55 41 2 12 177 167 152 9 6 1 9 
NV ......... 155 145 7 3 322 310 279 26 5 4 8 
OR ........ 103 94 8 1 188 t74 157 16 1 2 12 
WA,E ., .•... 63 56 7 - 216 204 191 12 1 1 11 
WA,W ....... 188 145 43 - 865 839 237 597 5 3 23 
GUAM ...... 47 43 1 3 38 37 24 11 2~ 1 -
NMI ....... 11 10 1 - 9 9 9 - -I - -

\ , 
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TABLE D-1 CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30 1983 
r 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISDE- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
NATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER' OPENS. FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER' DISTRICT 

1654 1592 1341 219 32 8 54 923 857 61 5 · ..... 7TH 

732 713 590 111 12 2 17 522 487 35 - · ..... IL,N 
233 226 171 50 5 1 6 80 69 10 1 · ....• IL,C 
146 140 128 12 - 1 5 59 57 2 - · .•... IL,S 
105 99 94 5 - 2 4 50 48 2 - · •.... IN,N 
173 162 135 21 6 - 11 80 72 8 2 · ..... IN,S 
195 187 161 19 7 1 7 83 75 6 2 · •.... WI,E 

70 65 62 1 2 1 4 49 49 - - .....• WI,W 

2254 2157 1453 514 190 18 79 753 637 101 15 · ..... 8TH 

213 195 166 24 5 - 18 58 50 4 4 ...... AR,E 
113 107 94 11 2 1 5 32 29 3 - •..... AR,W 

55 52 47 4 1 - 3 37 30 7 - · •.... IA,N 
101 89 79 9 1 3 9 48 46 1 1 · ..•.. IA,S 
253 243 228 14 1 1 9 123 120 2 1 ...•... MN 
306 295 279 13 3 4 7 112 110 1 1 ...... MO,E 
783 765 199 411 155 6 12 158 85 66 7 ...... MO,W 
102 98 85 8 5 - 4 55 50 5 - · .•.... NE 
111 104 92 10 2 - 7 40 36 to - .•..... NO 
217 209 184 10 15 3 5 90 81 8 1 ..•..•. SO 

7450 7204 38,,4 3094 226 42 204 5255 3852 1345 58 · ..... 9TH 

211 193 69 119 5 3 15 63 35 27 1 .•..... AK 
484 456 387 36 33 7 21 713 695 17 1 ....... AZ 
582 548 397 139 12 1 33 466 361 91 14 • ....• CA,N 
461 429 361 56 22 - 22 249 203 36 10 · .•... CA,E 

1,066 1,021 913 88 20 14 31 786 744 34 7 ...... CA,C 
883 869 620 173 76 2 12 1,168 1,163 8 7 ...... CA,S 

1,924 1,917 81 1,821 16 - 7 1,059 64 1,000 6 · ...... HI 
123 113 94 10 9 - 10 61 44 7 - · ...... 10 
166 162 132 13 17 - 4 66 68 6 3 ....... MT 
283 261 228 27 6 8 14 194 179 12 3 •...... NV 
177 162 142 18 2 2 13 114 102 11 1 ......• OR 
219 211 187 23 1 1 7 60 69 1 - ...•.. WA,E 
832 814 241 666 7 3 16 221 132 87 2 •••••• WA,W 

36 37 32 4 1 1 - 47 36 8 4 ••••• GUAM 
11 11 10 1 - - - 9 8 1 - · ....• NMI 

\ 
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TABLI: D-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COWMENCED AND TEIRMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 1983 

PENDING JULY 1 1982 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DlSTRICT TOTAL FELONY 

10TH ...•. 691 5ni 

CO ......... 160 112 
KS ............ 108 911 
NM .............. 129 116 
OK,N ....... 31 3/) 
OK,E ....•.. 24 116 
OK,W ....... 158 143 
UT ............. 59 46 
WY ............ 22 n 

11TH ..... 1904 1766 

AL,N ............ 89 76 
AL,M ............ 47 26 
AL,S ............ 57 53 
FL,N ........... 75 72 
FL,M ............. 232 216 
FL,S .......... 1,087 1,044 
GA,N ........ 'O • 228 207 
GA,M .......... 28 25 
GAS ............. 61 47 

~.::....;::.~.;:::;:::..".:..::;::,,-.:::::.~:.:;.:::::;:=: ... -~~=~,:::~~..;;.,.::;:~:.~.;;~~ "":.:::..,~--....:.':.,:;:::..::::- ::;:.'-.:.,'" 
,.~ 

MISDE-
MEANOR 

103 

45 
9 
9 
1 
8 

15 
11 

5 

116 

9 
16 
4 
-

15 
36 
20 

2 
12 

OTHER" 

13 

3 
3 
5 
-
--
2 -

22 

4 
3 
-
3 
1 
7 
1 
1 
2 

COMWENCED 

OR!GINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL 
COM- MISDE-

MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" 

2065 1966 1378 548 40 

350 326 259 61 6 
301 282 243 35 4 
234 222 180 32 10 
164 153 142 11 -
142 138 126 10 2 
612 595 218 374 3 
155 147 123 13 11 
107 103 87 12 4 

4074 3923 2616 1266 41 

527 511 338 168 5 
291 283 131 144 8 

72 70 68 2 -
90 82 77 5 -

470 4~4 383 48 3 
1,231 1,183 1,045 131 7 

458 435 352 81 2 
757 754 112 626 16 
178 171 110 61 -

; , 

RE- TRANS-
p,~eNS. FERS 

18 81 

2 22 
4 15 
1 11 
4 7 
1 3 
4 13 
1 7 
1 3 

21 130 

5 11 
1 7 
1 1 
2 6 
4 32 
4 44 
3 20 
- 3 
1 6 



TABLE D-1 CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMIINAL CASES CONMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30 1983 

OR:IGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISDE- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
NATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" OPENS. FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" DISTRICT 

1964 1666 1 III 1 610 74 23 76 792 672 113 7 ..... 10TH 

344 318 190 112 16 4 22 166 140 24 2 ....... CO 
277 201 206 46 10 6 10 132 119 12 1 · ...... KS 
213 206 146 38 21 - 8 160 138 10 2 ....... NM 
161 141 126 16 - 6 6 44 43 1 - ...... OK,N 
124 118 90 26 2 1 6 42 39 3 - · ..... OK,E 
618 602 261 343 8 6 11 162 10~ 48 - ...... OK.W 
148 141 106 21 14 2 6 66 68 7 1 ....... UT 
89 79 67 9 3 - 10 40 31 8 1 ••••••• WY 

3743 3614 2 HJ5 1360 69 32 97 2236 2106 119 11 · .... 11TH 

601 483 304 176 4 6 13 116 106 7 2 · ..... AL,N 
284 274 lOP 149 16 4 6 64 36 19 - ...... AL,M 

87 83 80 3 - 2 2 42 39 3 - ...... AL,S 
97 93 89 1 3 1 3 68 63 4 1 · ..... FL,N 

428 409 326 76 9 1 18 274 263 10 1 · ..... FL,M 
941 917 748 166 14 6 16 1,377 ',326 49 3 · ..... FL,S 
494 464 360 98 6 12 28 192 176 16 1 ...... GA,N 
737 733 93 626 16 - 4 48 40 6 3 · ..... GA,M 
174 168 97 69 2 1 a 66 68 7 - ...... GAS 

• PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES TRIED BY A JUDGE. 
$ INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATES, RE-OPENS AND REMANDS. 

\ 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COWIfENCIED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

PENDING JUL'( 1 1982 COWIfENCED 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND MISDE- COM- MISDE- RE-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER' MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER' OPENS$ 

TOTAL ..... 24029 21727 1966 347 48863 47037 35409 10684 944 616 

DC .....•.. 218 t99 19 - 461 461 349 102 - 3 

1ST ..... 768 704 39 15 1312 1262 1 161 67 44 13 

ME ........ 119 108 4 7 187 181 146 22 14 1 
MA ••..•••. 388 368 28 2 619 484 460 27 7 10 
NH ........ 19 14 6 - 73 67 63 4 - 1 
RI ........ 86 86 - - 103 102 96 7 - -
PR ........ 146 138 2 6 430 428 398 7 23 1 

2ND ..... 3168 2967 176 26 2976 2861 2520 287 64 31 

CT ........ 296 287 8 - 343 333 317 16 1 -
NY,N ....... 126 117 4 6 196 182 167 14 1 10 
NY,E ....... 1,286 1,177 106 2 863 834 711 114 9 4 
Ny,S ....... 1,166 1,098 44 14 1,196 1,161 1.006 109 37 8 
NY,W ....... 193 183 10 - 306 283 266 27 1 6 
VT ........ 103 96 4 4 83 78 65 8 6 3 

3RD ..... 1320 1 191 119 10 2714 2602 2231 363 18 43 

DE ........ 36 33 3 - 83 74 66 9 - 6 
NJ •••••••• 342 268 72 2 822 787 676 207 4 11 
PA.E .•••••• 389 368 28 :3 743 711 641 63 7 10 
PA.M ...•... 126 122 2 1 296 286 242 43 1 4 
PA,W. , ... , . 189 183 6 - 319 293 278 16 - 13 
VI ........ 239 227 8 4 461 461 429 16 6 -

'\ 

TRANS-
FERS 

1,301 

7 

37 

6 
26 

6 
1 
1 

83 

10 
3 

15 
36 
17 

2 

69 

4 
24 
22 

6 
13 
-

H 
" 
'I 
'J 
:J 
'i 
l~ 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TeRMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30 1983 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISDE- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
NATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER' OPENS. FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" DISTRICT 

46354 44540 31423 11 311 1806 518 1296 26528 23621 2678 229 • ...... TOTAL 

486 475 348 126 1 6 5 193 166 27 - .......... DC 

1338 1300 1 154 91 55 19 19 732 689 36 7 ........ , 1ST 

170 162 125 19 18 4 4 136 126 7 3 · ......... ME 
545 526 481 40 5 11 8 362 337 21 4 .......... MA 

70 ::6 56 10 - 1 3 22 19 3 - · ......... NH 
1'Z1 124 114 9 1 - 3 62 62 - - · ...•..... RI 
426 422 378 13 31 3 1 150 145 f3 - · ......... PR 

3008 2896 2379 444 73 36 76 3126 2966 132 27 · ........ 2ND 

349 336 286 45 5 - 13 289 284 4 1 .......... CT 
181 157 134 19 4 11 13 140 130 5 5 ......... NY,N 
901 891 717 162 12 5 5 1.237 1.161 73 3 · ........ NY,E 

1,219 1.177 965 171 41 18 24 1,132 1,081 37 14 · ........ NY,S 
281 262 219 40 3 2 17 218 210 8 - ......... NY,W 

77 73 58 7 8 - 4 109 100 5 4 .......... VT 

2587 2513 2071 413 29 35 39 1447 1332 106 9 · ........ 3RD 

75 70 57 12 1 3 2 44 44 - - · ......... DE 
784 761 526 226 9 10 13 380 315 64 1 · ......... NJ 
731 710 624 78 8 9 12 401 380 18 3 · .....•.• PA,E 
270 264 221 41 2 - 6 151 142 9 - ......... PA,M 
337 319 298 20 1 13 5 171 167 4 - ......... PA,W 
390 389 345 36 8 - 1 300 284 11 5 · ......... VI 

\ 

~. 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

PENDING JULY 1. 1982 CONMENCED 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND MISDE- COM- MISDE- RE- TRANS-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" OPENS$ FERS 

4TH ..... 1742 1396 291 55 6345 6181 3275 2664 242 54 110 

MD ........ 565 477 74 14 1,394 1,372 635 687 50 7 15 
NC,E ....... 161 85 76 - 454 428 276 150 2 8 18 
NC,M ....... 100 91 9 - 301 287 273 14 - 4 10 
NC,W ....... 62 56 3 3 378 356 324 23 9 13 9 
SC .....•.. 276 264 11 1 660 635 579 51 5 3 22 
VA,E ....... 373 230 108 35 2,465 2,438 583 1,685 170 12 15 
VA,W ....... 66 57 9 - 233 225 206 18 1 3 5 
WV,N ....... 50 49 1 - 180 179 175 3 1 - 1 
WV,S ....... 89 87 - 2 280 261 224 33 4 4 15 

5TH ..... 3084 2975 S6 13 6293 6086 5557 449 80 66 141 

LA,E ....... 264 259 5 - 650 619 576 37 6 17 14 
LA,M ....... 39 37 2 - 108 104 98 5 1 - 4 
LA,W ....... 49 44 2 3 282 272 195 42 35 1 9 
M5,N ....... 36 34 2 - 98 84 75 8 1 2 12 
M5,5 ....... 120 115 5 - 213 202 179 21 2 4 7 
TX,N ...•... , 414 394 18 2 962 923 848 69 6 3 36 
TX,E ....... 82 77 5 - 199 186 173 13 - 2 11 
TX,S ....... 1,460 1,426 30 4 2,382 2,333 2,266 60 7 21 28 
TX,W ....... 620 589 27 4 1,399 1,363 1,147 194 22 16 20 

6TH ..... 1560 1433 115 12 4 141 3984 3363 579 42 39 118 

KY,E ....... 115 114 1 - 327 306 297 8 1 11 10 
KY,W., ..... 207 162 44 1 470 458 245 212 1 - 12 
MI,E ...•... 394 371 20 3 841 807 744 52 11 14 20 
MI,W ....... 132 127 4 1 236 228 192 33 3 2 6 
OH,N ....... 165 160 5 - 545 528 510 18 - 1 16 
OH,5 ....... 155 148 4 3 393 376 331 38 6 2 16 
TN,E .....•. 61 56 5 - 395 377 331 31 15 2 16 
TN,M ....... 148 117 27 4 498 482 322 156 4 4 12 
TN,W ....... 183 178 5 - 436 423 391 31 1 3 10 

<) 

\ 

---------------------~~----~--~-~-. -
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED .IUNE 30. 1983 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30. 1983 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISDE- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
NATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER· OPENS. FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER" DISTRICT 

6160 5995 2946 2706 343 49 116 1927 1585 305 37 · ........ 4TH 

1,447 1,426 642 726 58 7 14 512 421 75 16 .......... MD 
503 481 257 218 6 9 13 112 95 17 - · ........ NC,E 
287 274 281 13 - 2 11 114 104 10 - ......... NC,M 
342 323 279 32 12 4 15 98 91 3 4 ......... NC,W 
634 601 509 74 18 12 21 302 288 14 - · ......... SC 

2,343 2,307 489 1,582 236 4 32 495 304 174 17 ......... VA,E 
202 194 163 27 4 4 4 97 91 6 - ......... VA,W 
156 152 146 4 2 3 1 74 73 1 - ......... WV,N 
246 237 200 30 7 4 5 123 118 5 - ......... WV,S 

5954 5716 4484 711 521 55 183 3423 3283 120 20 · ........ 5TH 

595 558 496 45 17 15 22 319 308 9 2 · ........ LA,E 
90 88 79 8 1 - 2 57 56 1 - ......... LA,M 

254 248 168 44 36 1 5 77 68 4 5 · ...•.... LA,W 
99 87 77 9 1 2 10 35 30 5 - · ........ MS,N 

154 134 116 17 1 4 16 179 163 15 1 • .......• MS,S 
933 891 785 96 10 3 39 443 412 27 4 ......... TX,N 
220 206 HiS 17 , 1 13 61 56 5 - · ••.....• TX,E 

2,270 2,207 1,618 283 306 21 42 1,572 1.541 27 4 · ........ TX,S 
1,339 1,297 957 192 148 8 34 680 649 27 4 ...•..... TX,W 

3941 3766 3082 638 46 30 145 1760 1 596 139 25 · ........ 6TH 

289 273 252 19 2 6 10 153 152 - 1 · ........ KY,E 
476 465 253 207 5 - 11 201 153 47 1 .. , ...... KY,W 
830 780 683 81 16 10 40 405 382 20 3 · ........ MI,E 
257 249 213 33 3 - 8 111 97 12 2 · ........ MI,W 
477 456 433 22 1 4 17 233 231 2 - ......... OH,N 
373 357 313 36 8 1 15 175 160 13 2 ....•.... OH,S 
358 344 303 39 2 3 11 98 81 4 13 · ........ TN,E 
477 457 278 174 5 3 17 169 136 30 3 ......... TN,M 
404 385 354 27 4 3 16 215 204 11 - ......... TN,W 

\ 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

PENDING JULY 1. 1982 COMMENCED 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND MISDE- COM- MISDE- RE- TRANS-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER' MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER' OPENS$ FERS 

7TH ...... 1 187 1 141 38 8 2372 2273 2015 233 25 14 85 

IL,N ....... 690 673 15 2 1,086 1,028 899 120 9 7 51 
IL,C ....... 120 107 11 2 286 280 226 46 8 1 5 
IL,S ....... 52 50 2 - 214 203 192 11 - 2 9 
IN,N ....... 67 67 - - 150 147 141 6 - 2 1 
IN,S ....... 104 98 -1 2 279 270 235 30 5 - 9 
WI,E ....... 106 99 5 2 252 243 223 19 1 1 8 
WI,W ....... 48 47 1 - 105 102 99 1 2 1 2 

8TH ...... 979 854 41 84 2867 2751 2048 455 248 28 88 

AR,E ....... 68 59 7 2 280 266 241 18 7 2 12 
AR,W ....... 42 39 2 1. 145 133 120 12 1 2 10 
IA,N ....... 28 26 2 - 95 88 81 7 - - 7 
lA,S ....... 76 73 2 1 173 164 138 26 - 4 5 
MN ........ 195 190 5 - 360 348 337 10 1 3 9 
MO,E ....... 162 148 7 7 422 413 397 14 2 7 2 
MO,W ....... 188 116 5 67 844 814 260 328 226 7 23 
NE ........ 72 69 - 3 159 146 130 14 2 1 12 
ND ........ 54 50 4 - 133 130 117 11 2 - 3 
SD ........ 94 84 7 3 256 249 227 15 7 2 5 

9TH •..... 5770 4924 762 84 10598 10183 6474 3 C12 97 81 334 

AK ........ 75 43 30 2 249 233 93 137 3 5 11 
AZ ........ 622 813 7 2 837 790 737 40 13 11 36 
CA,N ........ 478 400 63 15 901 859 711 142 6 4 38 
CA,E ....... 456 425 19 12 700 678 588 73 17 - 22 
CA,C ....... 973 930 33 10 1,472 1,342 1,268 63 11 24 106 
CA,S ....... 1,519 1,500 14 5 1,565 1,511 1,361 131 19 12 42 
HI ........ 591 55 523 13 2,466 2,460 148 2,308 4 - 6 
ID ........ 33 27 2 4 184 174 153 17 4 1 9 
MT ........ 67 51 3 13 217 205 189 10 6 3 9 
NY ........ 40 7 197 7 3 486 469 429 35 5 9 8 
OR ........ 161 152 8 1 240 225 205 19 1 3 12 
WA,E ....... 66 59 7 - 232 219 206 12 1 2 11 
WA,W ....... 245 200 44 1 992 962 344 613 5 6 24 
GUAM ...... 64 60 1 3 44 43 29 12 2 1 -
NMI ....... 13 12 1 - 13 13 13 - - - -

o 
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TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS C.oMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30 1983 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISDE- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
NATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER· OPENS. FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER· DISTRICT 

2273 2184 1901 243 40 12 77 1286 1216 65 5 · ....•... 7TH 

1,050 1,020 893 114 13 4 26 726 691 35 - · ........ IL,N 
311 302 238 53 11 1 8 95 84 10 1 · •....... IL,C 
187 176 164 12 - 2 9 79 77 2 - · ........ I L,S 
143 134 129 5 - 2 7 74 72 2 - · ........ IN,N 
257 243 204 32 7 - 14 126 115 9 2 · ........ IN,S 
236 225 192 26 7 2 9 122 114 6 2 · ....•... WI,E 

89 84 81 1 2 1 4 64 63 1 <- .•....... WI,W 

2847 2721 1952 555 214 30 96 999 873 111 15 · ........ 8TH 

264 237 202 30 5 1 26 84 76 4 4 · ........ AR,E 
141 134 121 11 2 2 5 46 41 5 - .......•. AR,W 

74 71 64 5 2 - 3 49 41 8 - · ........ IA,N 
183 170 140 16 14 3 10 66 64 1 1 · ........ lA,S 
400 388 366 21 2 3 9 155 151 3 1 .......... MN 
423 410 381 20 9 6 7 161 158 2 1 ..•...... MO,E 
846 820 250 415 lS5 12 14 186 113 66 7 ......... MO,W 
131 124 106 12 6 - 7 100 93 7 - · ......... NE 
135 127 113 12 2 - 8 52 47 5 - ........ ,. ND 
250 240 210 13 17 3 7 100 89 10 1 · ...•..... 5D 

9503 9122 5504 3305 313 80 301 6865 5438 1366 61 · ........ 9TH 

255 "". ... ~. aa 138 5 5 20 68 39 28 1 .......... AK 
742 701 599 57 45 14 27 917 898 18 1 .......... AZ 
763 727 558 156 13 3 38 611 505 92 14 · ........ CA,N 
756 723 616 84 23 - 33 400 352 37 11 ......... CA,E 

1,404 1,324 1,203 99 22 29 51 1,041 997 35 9 ......... CAC 
1,380 1,346 955 249 142 7 27 1,704 1,688 9 7 ......... CA,5 
1,977 1,969 121 1,830 18 - 8 1,080 75 1,000 5 · ......... HI 

140 1:26 105 12 9 - 14 77 67 10 - · ......... ID 
202 196 163 15 18 1 5 82 73 6 3 .......... MT 
383 353 312 35 6 9 21 310 291 16 3 .....•.... NV 
240 217 195 20 2 3 20 161 147 13 1 ..•....... OR 
231 222 198 23 1 1 

8/ 

67 66 1 - • ......... WA,E 
950 914 325 581 8 7 29 287 193 92 2 • •••••••• WA,W 

58 57 51 5 1 1 50 38 8 4 •••.•••• GUAM 
16 16 15 1 - - 10 9 1 - · ...•.... NMI 

\ 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMftIIENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE nYElVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1993 

PENDING JULY 1 1982 COMftIIENCED 

OlllGINAL ~i(OCEEj)INGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND MISDE- COM- MISDE- RE- TRANS-

DISTRICT TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER· MENCED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER· OPENS. FERS 

10TH .... 861 724 123 14 2636 2508 1884 581 43 41 87 

CO ......•• 186 134 49 3 480 46!i 384 66 6 2 22 
KS .....•.. 128 115 10 3 376 342 301 37 4 13 21 
NM •••••••• 200 172 22 6 324 312 265 36 11 1 11 
OK.N •.•.... 37 36 1 - 219 203 190 13 - 9 7 
OK.E .....•. 24 16 8 - 192 187 174 11 2 2 3 
OK.W ......• 184 169 15 - 687 662 274 386 3 12 13 
UT ....•... 70 56 12 2 222 214 182 19 13 1 7 
WY •••••••• 32 26 6 - 136 132 114 14 4 1 3 

11TH .... 3392 3229 136 27 6139 5895 4542 1302 51 102 142 

AL.N ..•.... 100 86 10 4 665 647 470 169 8 6 12 
AL.M .••.... 69 47 19 3 364 351 197 145 9 5 8 
AL.S ..•.... 91 86 5 - 156 146 144 2 - 9 1 
FL.N .....•. 157 '154 - 3 170 152 147 5 - 12 6 
FL.M ••..... 397 377 19 1 727 676 614 59 3 14 37 
FL,S •.•••.. ~.105 2,051 47 7 2,318 2,229 2.074 148 7 41 48 
GA,N ....... 330 307 22 1 630 597 512 82 3 13 20 
GA,M ....... 47 41 2 4 822 819 167 631 21 - 3 
GAS ....... 96 80 12 4 287 278 217 81 - 2 7 

Q 

\ 



TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COAWENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

. .. 
TERMINATED PENDING JUNE 30. 1983 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI- MISD.E- RE- TRANS- MISDE- AND 
NATED TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER' OPENS. FERS TOTAL FELONY MEANOR OTHER' DISTRICT 

2423 2282 1528 665 89 41 100 1074 936 131 7 · ....... 10TH 

415 385 246 121 18 4 26 251 221 26 2 .......... CO 
354 322 257 53 12 13 19 150 137 12 1 · ...•..... KS 
305 296 220 49 27 - 9 219 195 22 2 .......... NM 
199 184 167 17 - 9 8 57 56 1 - ......... OK,N 
167 159 126 31 2 2 6 49 46 3 - · ........ OK,E 
683 656 293 355 8 11 16 188 140 48 - ......... OK,W 
190 180 132 29 19 2 8 102 94 7 1 .......... UT 
110 100 87 10 3 - 10 58 47 10 1 ••••••••.• WY 

5834 5570 4074 "414 82 125 139 3 697 3 541 140 16 ........ 11TH 

617 595 413 178 4 8 14 148 136 7 5 · ..•..... AL,N 
361 348 174 lSfi 17 6 9 72 52 20 - ......... AL,M 
175 158 154 4 - 11 8 72 69 3 - · ........ AL,S 
197 179 175 2 2 11 7 130 125 4 1 · ....•... FL,N 
684 628 523 94 11 9 27 460 447 12 1 · ........ FL,M 

2,063 1,992 1,804 174 14 40 31 2,360 2,290 67 3 · ........ FL,S 
699 630 515 108 1 38 31 261 244 15 2 ......... GA,N 
787 781 129 630 22 - 6 82 73 5 4 · ........ GA,M 
271 261 187 69 5 2 8 112 105 7 - ......... GAS 

• PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES TRIED 8Y A JUDGE. 
$ INCLUDES APPEAl,S FROM MAGISTRATES, RE-OPENS AND REMANDS. 

, '. 

\ 
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TABLE D-2 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL CASES COW«ENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE I EXCLUDES TRANSFERS I DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 THROUGH 1983 

PER-
CENT 

CHANGE 
NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1983 

OVER 1 
1982 

TOTAL •.•••••••••.•••.•••••••••.•••.••••.•••.•. 31536 27968 30355 3.1 624 34681 9.7 

PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT .•.••••.••••••.••• ' 18.724 16.524 17,229 18.408 20,069 9.0 
INFORMATION--INDICTMENT WAIVED (I<\!i~!IY' o"niy)' :: ....... '. : 2,047 2,456 2,905 3,216 3,784 17.1 
INFORMATION--OTHER ••.•••••••.•••••••.•••••••. 9,037 7,063 7,621 6,393 6,847 7.1 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT .................. 125 90 83 76 46 -39.5 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT ...................... 61 30 22 16 22 37.5 
REOPENED/REINSTATED .......................... 181 100 87 118 50 -57.6 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE •.•••••••.••.••••..• 169 113 210 169 174 3.0 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCV PROCEEDINGS ............... 78 85 82 93 101 8.6 
CONS~NT BEFORE MAGISTRATE ................ .... . 1,114 1,465 2,070 3,047 3,511 15.2 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL .......................... - 19 17 46 70 52.2 
RETRIAL--REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT ••.•.••••••.•• - 23 29 42 7 -

GENERAL OFFENSES 

HOMICIDE TOTAL ..•.•.•••••••.•••••••..••.••.•• 148 141 lB6 151 156 3.3 

MURDER 1ST DEGREE •••••.•.•••••••••.••..•••• 63 67 83 70 85 21.4 
MURDER 2ND DEGREE ••..••••••.•••••••••••••.• 29 25 42 34 32 - 5.9 
MANSLAUGHTER .............................. 56 49 61 47 39 -17 .0 

ROBBERY, TOTAL ............................... 1 149 1251 1415 1428 1333 - 6.7 

8ANK ..................................... 1,061; 1,147 1,314 1,324 1,222 - 7.7 
POSTAL •••••••.•••••••...•••••••.•••••..•• 41 52 41 47 60 27.7 
OTHER ••••.••••••.•••••...•••••.•••••.•••• 42 52 60 57 51 -10.5 

ASSAULT ..................................... 541 555 559 579 543 - 6.2 

BURGLARY--BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL ••••••••••• 198 151 125 143 181 26.6 

BANK .................................... 7 2 5 8 72 -
POSTAL •.••••...••••••.••.•.•••••.•••••.•• 45 24 32 34 26 -23.5 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS ••••••.•••••..••••••.•• - 1 4 3 4 -
OTHER •••.•.•••••••.••••.••••••••..•••.•.• 146 124 84 98 79 -19.4 

\ 



TABLE D-2 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMliNAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE I EXCLUDES TRANSFERS I DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 THROUGH 1983 

PER-
CENT 

CHANGE 
NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1979 19!!O 1!H!1 1982 1983 1983 

OVER 1 
1982 

LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL •..•••.•.•.• , •.•••••••• 3420 3033 3030 2887 3385 17.2 

8ANK .................................... 134 124 134 161 171 6.2 
POSTAL ••••••••..•.•..•••.••..•.••••••.••. 887 690 518 531 563 6.0 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS ••••.••..•••••••••••.•. 276 299 307 255 260 2.0 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY •••.•••..••.•••••••••••• 1,282 1,158 1,158 1,063 1,463 37.6 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY ....... 243 228 280 342 401 17 .3 
OTHER ••.•••••••••.•••.•••..••••.••.••.••. 598 534 633 535 527 - 1.5 

EM8EZZLEMENT, TOTAL ••...•.•.••••.••••..•.••••. 1625 1578 1836 2072 2104 1.5 

8ANK .................................... 844 920 1,018 1,051 1,130 7.5 
POSTAL ••••••••.••••••••••.•••••••••• , •••• 251 267 274 286 324 13.3 
OTHER •••.•••••••.•••••.••••.•••..•••••..• 530 391 544 735 650 -11.6 

FRAUD, TOTAL •••..••.•.•••••.•••••••••••••••.• 5005 4632 4744 4708 5557 18.0 

INCOME TAX ................................ 1.429 1,357 1,223 1,055 939 -11.0 
LENDING INSTITUTION .•••.•.•.•••••••.••••••• 421 416 470 485 469 - 3.3 
POSTAL •••.••.•••••••••..••••••••••.•••.•• 1,005 881 930 937 1,119 19.4 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS .................... 15 10 10 15 28 86.7 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE ..................... 29 13 11 15 26 73.3 
SOCIAL SECURITY ............................. 276 320 330 225 265 17.8 
FALSE PERSONATION ......................... 65 37 42 45 39 -13.3 
NATIONALITY LAWS .......................... 217 121 185 180 152 -15.6 
PASSPORT FRAUD ............................. 62 59 72 75 84 12.0 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS ................ 720 757 817 948 1,126 18.8 
OTHER .•••••.•••••••••.••..•.....•••••.••• 766 661 654 728 1,310 78.0 

AUTO THEFT .................................... 399 381 305 369 347 - 6.0 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL ................ 2877 2124 1810 2128 2322 9.1 

TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES .......... 242 218 200 200 185 - 7.5 
POSTAL FORGERY ............................. 121 88 92 112 123 9.8 
OTHER FORGERY ••••.•••••••••..•••....•.•••• 2,055 1,296 922 1,178 1,399 18.8 
COUNTERFEITING ••.•.•.•.••••••••.•••••.•.•• 459 522 536 638 615 - 3.6 

SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL ........................... 139 150 152 135 140 3.7 

RAPE .................................... 98 102 104 76 90 18.4 
OTHER •..•.•...••••••••••.••..••••.•.•.••• 41 48 48 59 50 -15.3 

'-
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TABLE 0-2 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 THROUGH 1983 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 

DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT, TOTAL2 ...... 3277 3130 3697 4192 

MARIHUANA ................................ 784 675 1,189 1,664 
NARCOTICS ................................ 1,673 1,656 1,772 1,697 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES .•.••.•.•••••••••••.•• 820 799 736 831 

MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL ........... 8704 7240 8416 8759 

BRIBERY .•••••••.••••••.•••...•.•••.•.•.•. 158 136 173 145 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC ••.•••.•.•••.•••••. 5,448 4,598 5,231 5,188 
ESCAPE 3 .................................. 1,095 832 919 819 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS .......... 376 324 391 424 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY ....................... 48 51 26 36 
KIDNAPPING ............................... 64 74 59 61 
PERJURY •••..•.•••.•...•..•••••..•••••...• 152 114 90 142 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS ........................ 1,209 931 1,306 1,780 
OTHER .•.•.•.•.•..•.•.••.••.•.•••••••.•••• 154 180 221 164 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

IMMIGRATION LAWS ..•.•.•••.•••••.••••.•.•••••• 1869 1 821 1929 1803 

LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE ..••••..••••.••.••••••• 41 25 30 20 

FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL •.•••.•••..•••••••.••••• 2144 1 756 2121 2250 

AGRICULTURAL ACTS ......................... 283 300 490 662 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS ..••.•••.•.••••.•••••.• 28 39 82 82 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT ••••.•..••.••••..••••..••• 113 104 95 77 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS •.•...••.•....•.•••.•••. 75 89 69 80 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT .•••.•...•••••••••..•••.•• 90 72 82 87 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS ....................... 407 106 145 96 
CIVIL RIGHTS4 ............................ 81 79 70 62 
CONTEMPT •••••• ,o •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 47 40 76 43 
CUSTOMS LAWS .••••••.•••.••..•••• ......... 114 100 96 59 
POSTAL LAWS ••.••.••••.••.•.•••.•.••••..••. 363 225 246 308 
OTHER ..•.•...••••...•.•.•.•...•••••...... 543 602 670 694 

1 PERCENT CHANGE I S COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 
2 THE COMPREHENSIVE DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT OF 1970 (PUBLIC LAW 91-513) BECAME EFFECTIVE MAY 1, 1971. 
3 INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY. AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND 8AIL JUMPING. 
4 THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443. 

5024 

1,999 
2,143 

882 

9881 

178 
6,288 

897 
478 

28 
62 

125 
1,707 

118 

1898 

16 

1 794 

284 
74 
65 

112 
76 
84 
76 
42 
64 

238 
679 

PER-
CENT 

CHANGE 
1983 
OVERt 
1982 

19.8 

20.1 
26.3 

6.1 

12.8 

22.8 
21.2 
9.5 

12.7 
-22.2 

1.6 
-12.0 
- 4.1 
-28.1 

5.3 

-20.0 

-20.3 

-57.1 
- 9.8 
-15.6 

40.0 
-12.7 
-12.5 

22.6 
- 2.3 

8.5 
-22.7 

2.2 
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TABLE 0-2 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS CONMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 THROUGH 

19B3 

PER-
CENT 

CHANGE 
NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 19B3 

OVER, 
1982 

TOTAL •.•••..•.••••••••••..•••••••..••••••.••.• 42245 38033 41397 43655 47552 8.9 

PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT •.••••..••••..••.•.••.•••••.•••••• 28,395 25,612 27,367 29,385 31,742 8.0 
INFORMATION--INDICTMENT WAIVE" ••••.•..•.••..••• 820 510 543 870 4,300 94.3 
INFORMATION--OTHER ••••.••••••..••..•.•••.•.•• 11,081 9,799 10,720 9,415 7,058 -25.0 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT .................. 204 152 131 140 66 -52.9 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT ...................... 74 32 30 16 31 93.8 
REOPENED/REINSTATED .......................... 249 135 116 180 122 -32.2 
APPEAL FROM U. S • MAGISTRATE ••.••••••••••...•••• 170 115 215 181 182 0.6 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS ........... \ ... 95 103 86 143 119 -16.8 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE ..................... 1,157 1,507 2,117 3,133 3,605 15.1 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL .......................... - 27 21 79 120 51.9 
RETRIAl--REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT ••.•••.•.••••• - 41 51 113 207 83.2 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

HOMICIDE TOTAL •..••••.••••••••••••••••••..•.. 175 183 216 185 190 2.7 

MURD!:R 1ST DEGREE •••••.•••.••.•.••••••••.•• 89 101 110 97 112 15.5 
MURDER 2ND DEGREE .•.••••••••••••••••••••••. 30 31 42 4'0 38 - 5.0 
MANSLAUGHTER ............................. 56 51 64 48 40 -18.7 

ROBBERY, TOTAL ............................... 1558 1.709 1882 1978 1758 -11.1 

BANK ......... " .......................... 1,439 1,549 1,754 1,814 1,604 -11.6 
POSTAL ••••••••••••.•••••••••.•••.•••••••• 69 87 50 73 74 1.4 
OTHER ••.•••••••.••••••••.••••..••••.•.••. 60 73 78 91 80 -12.1 

ASSAULT .................................... 630 633 624 649 629 - 3.1 

BURGLARY--BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL •••••••.••• 263 209 167 199 239 20.1 

BANK .................................... 10 3 6 10 85 60.0 
POSTAL ••••.••••••••••.•••••.••••••.••..•• 62 32 45 67 37 -36.1 
INTERSTATE SHI PMENTS .••••.••••••••••••••.•• - 1 10 6 4 -
OTHER ••••••••••• " ••••••••.•.•••.••••••••. 181 173 96 127 113 -11.0 

, . 



r 

\ 

~~~~~~- -~- - -- ----~ -------

TABLE 0-2 DEFENDANT:;. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMI'IENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1979 TtIROUGH 

1983 

PER-
CENT 

CHANGE 
NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFf'!!NSE 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1983 

OVER 1 
1982 

LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL ....................... 4176 3912 3951 3801 4416 16.2 

BANK .................................... 166 175 179 217 231 6.5 
POSTAL ••••••••••••••••••••••.•••• , , •.•••• 1,107 850 650 708 743 4.9 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS •.•••.••• , , , , •••••••••• 439 565 541 451 458 1.6 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY ••••••..•• , ..••••••••••. 1,430 1,306 1,341 1,221 1,709 40.0 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY ....... 393 418 541 608 670 10.2 
OTHER •••••••••.•••• , , •••..•••.••••••••••• 641 598 699 596 605 1.5 

EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL .•••••••••••••.•••••••••.•• 1807 1710 1987 2264 2321 2.5 

BANK .......... " .......................... 922 992 1,091 1,134 1,241 9.4 
POSTAL •••.•••.••••••••••••••••.•••••••••• 254 269 284 294 336 14.3 
OTHER .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• 631 449 612 836 744 -11.0 

FRAUD, TOTAL ................................. 6333 5890 6162 6167 7124 15.5 
~, 

-INCOME TAX ............................... 1,587 1,541 1,448 1,203 1,084 - 9.9 
LENDING INSTITUTION ••• , ••••••••••.••••••••• 505 503 568 567 551 - 2.8 
POSTAL ••.••••••••••••..••••••••••••••••.• 1,644 1,409 1,532 1,571 1,715 9.2 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS .................... 15 10 10 15 28 86.7 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE .................... 35 19 16 20 45 25.0 
SOCIAL SECURITY ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. •• '. A • • 287 335 336 231 279 20.8 
FALSE PERSONATION .......................... 75 45 45 49 46 - 6.1 
NATIONALITY LAWS .......................... 230 '36 204 200 171 ",14.5 
PASSPORT FRAUD ............................ 63 60 75 84 97 15.5 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS ... " ............. 916 944 1,021 1,199 1,398 16.6 
OTHER, •••.••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• , 976 888 907 1,02(l 1,710 66.3 

AUTO THEFT .................................. 612 6lSa 485 623 545 -12.5 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL ............... 3708 2763 2369 2869 32,0 11.9 

TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES .......... 355 271 267 277 276 - 0.4 
POSTAL FORGERY .............................. 165 125 135 178 208 16.9 
OTHER FORGERY •••.••••.•••..•••..•••••.••.. 2,516 1,598 1,110 1,472 1,729 17 .5 
COUNTERFEITING ••••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 672 769 857 942 997 5.8 

SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL ....................... ,. .... 168 176 182 160 169 S.6 

RAPE .................................... 114 122 125 85 108 27.1 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••..•••••.•••.•• 54 54 57 75 61 -18.7 

-'" 
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TABLE 0-2 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COft'MENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSfi:RS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS I:NDED JUNE 30, 1979 THROUGH 

1983 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 

DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT, TOTAL 2 ...... 7208 667B B 149 9083 10656 

MARIHUANA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,945 1,622 3,031 3,724 4,151 
NARCOTICS ................................ 3,707 3,478 3,573 3,678 4,728 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES •••••••••••••••••••••• 1,556 1,578 1,545 1,681 1,777 

MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL ........... 9849 8093 9295 9761 10933 

BRIBERY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• 213 198 227 201 256 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC ••••••••••••••••••• 5,454 4,614 5,257 5,209 6,317 
ESCAPE3 ................................. 1,219 870 963 876 991 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS .......... 836 573 663 749 843 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY ................ , ...... 190 177 111 164 119 
KIDNAPPING ................................ 96 124 94 104 106 
PERJURY •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 194 126 102 161 144 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS ....................... 1,477 1,217 1,635 2,127 2,028 
OTHER ••.•.•••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••• 170 194 243 • 170 129 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

IMMIGRATION LAWS ••••••••••••••••••.•••.•••••• 2547 2684 2880 2669 2793 

LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE •.•.•••••.••••••••••••• 58 49 50 33 28 

FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL ••• .................... 3163 2686 3008 3214 2541 

AGRICULTURAL ACTS ......................... 370 396 670 913 417 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS •••••••.••••••••••••••• 187 144 179 211 161 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT ••••••••••••••.••••••••••• 193 156 150 123 100 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 262 166 95 104 119 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT •••••••••.••••..•.•••••••• 125 83 92 103 89 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS ••••••••••• 'O •••••••••• 452 233 186 125 112 
CIVI l RIGHTS4 .••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 176 145 116 101 185 
CONTEMPT ••.•.•••..••••••••••••••••••••.•. 52 49 79 88 53 
CUSTOMS LAWS ••••..•••••••••••••••••.•••••• 169 166 178 94 100 
POSTAL LAWS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 398 236 262 333 257 
OTHER ......•.••..•.•..•...••..•.••••••••• 779 912 1001 1019 948 

1 PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 
2 THE COMPREHENSIVE DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT OF 1970 (PUBLIC LAW 91-513) BECAME EFFECTIVE MAY I, 1971. 
3 INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPt:, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND BAIL JUMPING. 
4 THESE INCLUDE CAS!:S REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVI L RIGHTS ACT, 28 U. S. C. 1443. 

PER-
CENT 

CHANGE 
1983 
OVER 
19821 

17.3 

11.5 
28.5 
5.7 

12.0 

27.4 
21.3 
13.1 
12.6 

-27.4 
1.9 

-10.6 
- 4.7 
-24.1 

4.6 

-15.2 

-20.S 
-~ 

-54.3 
-23.7 
-18.7 

14.4 
-13.6 
-10.4 
83.2 

-39.8 
6.4 

-22.8 
- 6.9 

" 
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TABLE 0-3 CASES. ·U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COfIIMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

FORGERY CIIRCUIT 
AND AND EMBEZ- AUTO COUNTER-DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FEXTING 

TOTAL ..... 34681 156 1333 543 181 3,385 2,104 5,557 347 2,322 
DC ........ 394 - 2 4 1 52 30 71 - 23 

1ST ...... 813 2 16 13 - 111 82 164 3 108 
ME ........ 113 1 3 - - 16 8 9 1 19 MA ........ 306 1 10 7 - 48 34 79 1 27 NH ........ 40 - - - - 6 5 14 - 3 RI ....•..• 74 - - 4 - 4 10 22 1 9 PR ........ 280 - 3 2 - 37 25 40 - 50 

2ND ..... 1950 2 98 15 6 232 199 433 13 135 
CT ........ 226 - 9 2 2 12 25 77 2 15 NY,N .•.••.. 129 - 1 3 - 11 14 28 1 4 NY,E ....... 549 1 17 3 3 67 36 94 9 31 NY.S ••••••• 792 1 48 6 - 120 106 175 1 56 NY,W ....... 203 - 23 1 - 21 18 47 - 24 v·r ........ 51 - - - 1 1 - 12 - 5 

3RD ..... 1761 15 82 43 43 210 112 484 9 139 
DE ......•. 5.8 - 2 - - 2 2 12 2 12 NJ ........ 528 - 20 2 1 74 51 191 2 34 PA,E ....... 461 -. 13 1 - 35 26 161 3 50 PA,M ....... 209 - 6 4 - 18 9 70 2 5 PA,W ..•.... 184 - 16 2 - 15 12 38 - 23 VI ........ 321 15 25 34 ~2 66 12 12 - 15 

\ 
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TABLE 0-3 CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERiOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA( DRUG) LAWS 
WEAPONS 

~NTROL- AND 1"'1- AGRI- CIRCUIT 
MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS· OTHER DISTRICT , 

1999 2143 882 1707 5288 897 1129 1898 284 238 1288 •• TOTAl.. - ... 
9 64 28 40 - 35 22 1 6 - 6 • •••• DC 

38 47 18 29 3& 10 22 69 3 5 37 • .•• 1ST 

5 2 - 8 30 1 2 3 2 - 3 · ••.• ME 
17 19 12 12 4 6 16 2 - - 11 ..... MA 

1 4 - 3 - - - 1 - - 3 •..•• NH 
3 3 1 4 2 - 2 - 1 3 5 • ••.• RI 

12 19 5 2 - 3 2 63 - 2 15 • •••• PR 

48 323 25 65 1 43 83 63 6 67 93 ••.• 2ND 

5 30 1 28 1 2 9 2 - 1 3 • ..•. CT 
7 8 3 - - 5 1 19 - 3 21 •... NY,N 

20 172 3 11 - 1 16 10 2 23 30 · •.• NY,E 
9 94 12 9 - 32 46 Hi 4 35 23 · .•. NY,S 
5 16 4 10 - 2 10 11 - 5 6 .•.. NY,W 
2 3 2 7 - 1 1 6 - - 10 ..... VT 

35 82 112 87 47 23 96 22 3 16 101 • . " 3RD 

- 1 7 12 - - 2 - - 4 - • •... DE 
9 6 23 17 5 1 37 4 - 9 42 · ••.• NJ 
1 47 29 26 24 1 19 2 - 2 21 ••.• PA,E 

10 9 18 4 7 11 11 1 - 1 23 ••.• r'A,M 
4 13 25 16 - 2 6 - - - 12 .... PA,W 

11 6 10 12 11 8 21 15 3 - 3 · .•.. VI 

t' 
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TABLE 0-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL CASES COWflENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AND 

AND EMBEZ- AUTO COUNTER-
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FElTING 

4TH ..... 4953 11 152 86 8 567 159 578 38 237 

MD ........ 1,111 3 38 20 - 126 36 82 7 22 
NC,E ....... 323 - 22 2 3 34 18 82 5 11 
NC,M ....... 219 1 21 - - 29 10 53 - 39 
NC,W ....... 274 2 16 12 3 19 16 71 5 29 
5C ........ 362 - 19 5 - 30 30 60 8 56 
VA,E ....... 2,209 4 26 40 1 274 19 161 4 30 
VA,W ....... 160 1 7 4 - 19 11 23 8 16 
WV,N ....... 124 - 1 2 1 14 9 18 - 13 
WV,5 ....... 171 - 2 1 - 22 8 28 1 21 

5TH ..... 4267 5 51 44 18 268 190 687 33 312 

LA,E ....... 440 - 10 5 - 41 35 104 - 43 
LA,M ....... 75 - - - - 5 12 6 2 20 
LA,W ....... 213 - 1 1 6 20 17 51 3 13 
M5,N ....... 65 - 7 - - 3 6 20 1 4 
M5,5 ....... 154 1 1 5 6 16 9 47 4 12 
TX,N ....•.. 637 - 8 6 1 43 25 146 6 129 
TX,E ....... 160 - 1 2 1 14 9 44 2 27 
TX,5 ....... 1,557 2 7 9 1 37 41 162 7 34 
TX,W ....... 966 2 16 16 3 89 36 107 8 30 . 

6TH ..... 2611 1 118 26 13 417 255 629 80 340 

KY,E ....... 158 - 9 3 1 9 9 35 6 18 
KY,W ....... 371 1 15 2 3 151 10 51 4 23 
MI,E ......• 508 - 17 5 1 69 31 109 26 40 
MI,W ....... 189 - 1 1 - 16 43 31 1 39 
OH,N ....... 407 - 24 3 3 57 57 95 10 67 
OH,5 ....... 262 - 24 5 2 24 38 60 4 34 
TN,E ....... 256 - 13 2 1 22 27 73 19 24 
TN,M ....... 385 - 6 3 1 42 18 68 4 53 
TN,W .....•. 275 - 9 2 1 27 16 107 6 42 

\ 
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TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMIlENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 19B3 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA (DRUG I LAWS 
WEAPONS 

CONTROL- AND IM'ltI- AGRI- CIRCUIT 
MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

581 152 92 274 1472 85 201 4 18 15 223 · ... 4TH 

202 65 38 25 365 17 25 1 1 6 32 ..... MD 
46 3 2 16 44 7 16 - 3 - 9 · ... NC,E 

3 11 9 25 - 2 3 1 1 - 11 · ... NC.M 
11 7 6 30 5 6 16 1 2 2 13 .... NC.W 
22 5 3 54 7 9 9 - - - 45 · .... SC 

266 49 14 63 1.049 32 105 - 10 2 60 · ... VA.E 
3 1 '5 29 2 5 7 - 1 - 18 .... VA.W 

20 8 12 9 - 4 8 - - 1 4 .•.. WV.N 
8 3 3 ~3 - 3 12 1 - 4 31 '" .WV.S 

348 223 167 259 116 186 109 1004 57 23 167 · ... 5TH 

31 24 49 32 - 5 19 20 3 3 16 · ... lA.E 
1 4 4 13 1 2 1 - - 3 1 · ... lA,M 
8 2 7 13 - 4 11 5 8 1 42 · ... lA,W 
2 - 1 7 1 1 1 1 - 4 6 · ... MS.N 
6 3 8 16 - - 7 6 1 - - 6 · ... MS.S 
4 62 22 70 3 42 22 18 - 3 27 .... TX.N 
6 1 1 4 - 18 7 4 1 2 16 · ... TX.E 

217 69 29 72 19 74 21 677 40 3 36 · ... TX.S 
73 58 46 32 92 40 20 273 4 4 17 .... TX.W 

76 118 64 199 131 38 101 19 44 25 117 .... 6TH 

4 3 5 18 - 5 14 - - 1 18 .•.. KY.E 
17 5 5 16 21 8 20 1 5 1 12 .... KY.W 
19 60 18 39 - 6 18 10 - 12 22 · ... MI.E 
4 8 4 22 1 1 4 1 1 1 10 · ... MI.W 
3 17 7 28 - 4 17 3 1 2 9 .... OH.N 
7 8 7 20 5 2 8 1 1 4 8 · ... OH,S 
2 12 6 21 - 2 5 - 11 1 15 · ... TN,E 

12 - 4 25 104 2 6 1 18 3 15 .•.. TN.M 
8 5 8 10 - 8 9 2 7 - 8 '" .TN.W 

\ ,\I 



TABLE 0-3 CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COWdENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWelVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AND 

AND EMBEZ-- AUTO COUNTER-
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY lARCENY ZlEMENT F~AUD THEFT FEITING 

7TH ..... 1623 4 63 32 13 256 204 417 25 89 

Il,N ...... -. 711 - 19 1 9 142 94 203 4 33 
I L,C ....... 216 - 5 3 2 16 30 62 2 13 
IL,S ....... 162 1 7 4 1 31 11 23 5 4 
IN,N ....... 101 - 8 3 - 15 10 15 7 14 
IN,S ......• 162 1 9 10 - 15 26 40 3 8 
WI,E ....... 189 2 14 5 1 20 18 62 2 11 
WI,W ....... 82 - 1 6 - 17 15 12 2 6 

8TH ..... 2178 16 60 64 19 231 131 341 27 132 

AR,E ....... 203 - 1 2 2 29 25 55 4 22 
AR,W ....... 102 1 4 1 - 11 13 20 16 10 
IA,N ....... 60 - 2 1 - 4 4 23 - 3 
lA,S ....... 87 - 3 - - 12 5 21 - 6 
MN ..... ". 236 - 17 5 4 11 23 38 - 11 
MO,E ....... 314 - (; - 1 81 17 51 4 30 
MO,W ....... 758 - 20 - - 25 16 54 2 33 
NE ........ 98 1 5 1 - 3 9 26 - 7 
NO ........ 103 2 3 15 2 16 8 24 - 4 
SO ........ 217 12 - 39 10 39 11 29 1 6 

9TH ..... 8003 73 523 126 49 559 496 888 24 345 

AK ..• , •. " 200 - 4 4 - 14 14 23 - 7 
AZ ........ 532 37 30 29 4 35 25 43 3 15 
CA.N •...... 635 2 55 5 6 79 175 138 1 42 
CA.E ....... 419 - 62 3 4 37 27 59 2 34 
CA,C ....... 982 3 243 11 1 115 114 150 3 103 
CA,S ....... 945 3 41 14 3 25 19 64 2 16 
HI ........ 2,402 - 1 12 - 90 12 25 1 3 
10 ........ 136 3 5 1 - 14 10 34 2 14 
MT ........ 168 8 - 20 2 40 8 33 6 15 
NV ...•..•• 314 2 4 7 16 16 15 156 - 26 
OR •••••••• 176 - 34 7 - 16 25 46 1 9 
WA,E ....... 205 1 5 3 6 18 13 44 2 39 
WA.W ....... 842 4 38 8 - 58 37 69 1 21 
GUAM ...... 38 9 - 2 3 2 1 4 - 1 
NMI ....... 9 1 1 - 4 - 1 - - -

\ 
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TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES C'lfINENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING T~E TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

GENERAl. u.~FENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA (DRUG) LAWS 
WEAPONS 

CONTROL- AND 1".,..1- AGRI- CIRCUIT 
MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
HUANA COTICS STANCES ARJjS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

51 104 46 68 10 39 79 24 12 34 53 ••• 0 7TH 

9 66 15 11 2 6 41 8 2 17 29 o 0 0 oIL,N 
25 13 6 5 2 3 7 10 2 3 7 o . 0 oIL,C 

6 10 10 23 2 13 6 1 - 2 2 o . 0 .IL,S 
3 3 9 7 2 2 2 - - - 1 • • 0 .IN,N 
5 5 - 11 2 7 8 2 1 3 6 o. 0 • IN,S 
2 6 2 10 - 2 11 3 6 9 4 o •.• WI,E 
1 1 4 1 - 6 4 - 2 - 4 o •• oWI,W 

44 148 71 119 532 36 65 26 31 7 78 • 0 •• 8TH 

9 9 5 12 - 3 5 - - 4 16 •• 0 oAR,E 
4 4 4 - - 1 2 5 1 2 3 .o.oAR,W 
3 7 2 - - 2 1 1 1 - 6 ••• oIA,N 
2 12 - 7 - 1 5 5 - - 8 • 0 • 0 lA,S 
3 44 18 33 - 10 4 4 5 - 6 .... oMN 
5 44 25 34 - 3 14 - - - - .oo,MO,E 

17 9 7 12 532 3 13 4 - - 11 ooo.MO,W 
1 13 2 9 - 1 6 6 3 1 4 000 •• NE 
- 6 6 6 - 3 1 - 1 - 6 •• 0 o. ND 
- - 2 6 - 9 14 1 20 - 18 0000. SD 

231 429 127 178 2741 217 158 554 64 24 197 • •• 0 9TH 

23 13 - 3 67 1 1 4 12 - 10 .... oAK 
20 30 8 30 6 91 42 72 1 2 9 .... oAZ 

4 41 10 13 13 8 9 13 - 4 17 0 ••• CA,N 
9 24 25 25 19 19 13 29 11 3 14 .0 •• CA,E 
7 79 32 20 - 20 34 16 2 8 21 00, .CA,C 

102 147 21 21 1 51 10 352 - 1 62 · " .CA,S 
28 28 4 4 2,162 1 12 2 1 2 14 • ••• 0 HI 

3 4 3 10 3 1 1 20 5 1 2 o • 0 • 0 ID 
- 6 2 7 - 4 3 2 5 - 7 ..... MT 
1 23 9 8 - 5 13 6 3 2 2 o ••• 0 NV 
3 7 4 6 - 7 1 2 1 1 6 .00. 0 OR 
2 5 - 18 - 3 4 29 5 - 8 .o.oWA,E 

28 21 3 12 467 6 10 7 18 - 34 .o.oWA,W 
1 1 6 1 3 - 3 - - - 1 .00 GUAM 
- - - - - - 2 - - - - .00. NMI 

\ 
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TABLE D-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES CONMENCED I EXCLUD~S TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERl'OD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AND 

AND EMBEZ- AUTO COUNTER-
DISTRICT TOTA.L HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FElTING 

10TH .... 1984 25 75 39 6 178 113 368 30 154 

CO ........ 328 1 20 J - 44 38 69 3 20 
KS ........ 286 4 7 7 1 22 19 87 3 19 
NM ........ 223 11 12 6 2 10 13 35 6 11 
OK,N ...•... 157 - 4 2 1 9 12 23 7 41 
OK,E ...•... 139 - 1 1 1 11 6 42 4 17 
OK,W ....... 599 3 10 7 1 47 7 91 3 26 
ur ..... '" 148 2 19 10 - 15 12 26 - 10 
WY ........ 104 4 2 3 - 14 6 15 4 11 

11TH .... 3944 2 93 51 5 <104 133 497 65 308 

AL,N ....... 516 - 11 5 1 47 17 76 28 80 
AL,M ....... 284 - 1 5 2 37 9 39 9 17 
AL,S ....... 71 - 4 - - 8 6 18 6 3 
FL,N ....... 84 - 3 2 - 3 6 5 - 5 
FL,M ....... 438 - 24 9 - 47 28 76 4 70 
FL,S ....... 1,187 - 22 13 1 43 28 121 3 54 
GA,N ....•.. 438 1 18 14 - 63 22 1'l!1 10 40 
GA,M ...•... 754 - 4 2 - 37 14 24 4 13 
GAS ....... 172 1 8 1 1 19 3 17 1 26 

\ 
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TABLE 0-3 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COUATS 
CRIMINAL CAses C<WMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19S3 

---

-

GENERAL OFFENS~S--CONTINUED 

DAPCA (DRUG I LAWS 
WEAPONS 

CONTROL- AND 
MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE-
HUANA concs STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC 

73 73 !i3 137 

- 17 15 14 
10 4 7 34 

6 22 4 25 
8 13 5 12 

14 1 7 9 
31 B 11 14 

1 !i 2 14 
3 3 2 15 

466 380 79 252 

13 2 8 55 
11 2 1 15 

9 7 3 2 
13 11 10 -
29 27 18 32 

346 298 20 89 
3 26 11 32 

27 3 3 14 
14 .. 5 13 

• OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 

345 

20 
8 
9 
--

304 
1 
3 

857 

136 
104 

-
3 
;1, 

-
2 

566 
44 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

IM\!I- AGRI-
GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 

ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER 

54 79 70 20 10 82 

5 12 17 5 3 22 
28 13 16 3 2 12 

1 8 26 5 1 4 
3 3 1 - - 13 1 - 13 - 2 - 10 

13 11 1 2 2 8 
2 15 7 1 2 4 
2 4 2 2 - 9 

131 114 42 20 12 134 

8 17 2 1 - 9 
9 4 - 2 3 14 
- 2 - 1 - 2 
4 8 1 - - 10 

11 23 11 3 1 23 
64 20 27 3 5 30 
31 15 1 2 2 24 

3 18 - - 1 21 
1 7 - 8 - 1 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

••• 10TH 

..... CO 
• ..•• KS 
..... NM 
" •• OK,N 
· ., .OK,E 
.••• 01(,W 
• .••• UT 
..... WY 

• •. 11TH 

.• , .AL,N 

.. , .AL,M 
• .•• AL,S 
• ••. FL,N 
• ••• FL,M 
• •.. FL,S 
• .•. GA,N 
•••• GA,M 
.•.• GAS 
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TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COfIINENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AND 

AND EMBEZ- AUTO COUNTER-
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FElTING 

TOTAL ..... 47652 190 1,758 629 239 4,416 2,321 7,124 545 3,210 

DC ........ 454 - 3 4 1 56 30 78 - 29 

1ST ..... 1275 2 30 13 - 153 91 206 7 141 

ME ........ 182 1 5 - - 20 9 9 4 21 
MA •••••••• 494 1 21 7 - 65 37 96 2 37 
NH ........ 68 - - - - 9 5 24 - 3 
RI ........ 102 - - 4 - 6 11 32 1 12 
PR .......• 429 - 4 2 - 53 29 45 - 68 

2ND ..... 2892 3 141 16 11 318 226 545 14 170 

CT ........ 333 - 15 2 6 12 30 90 2 18 
NY,N ....... 192 - 2 3 - 1.3 15 35 1 4 
NY,E ....... 838 1 38 4 4 92 38 127 10 43 
Ny,S ......• 1,159 2 58 6 - 171 118 219 1 70 
NY,W ...•... 289 - 27 1 - 29 25 59 - 30 
VT ........ 81 - - - 1 1 - 15 - 5 

3RD ..... 2645 20 108 50 64 294 125 654 12 181 

DE ........ 79 - 2 - - 4 2 13 3 16 
NJ ........ 798 - 22 2 1 101 67 235 3 42 
PA,E ....... 721 - 14 1 - 53 31 224 ., 71 
PA,M ....... 290 - 12 6 - 26 9 105 2 " PA,W .•..... 306 - 24 2 - 19 13 57 - 29 
VI ........ 451 20 34 39 63 91 13 '1:0 - 18 

\ 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA {DRUG) LAlitS I WEAPONS 
CONTROL- AND 

I TRAFFIC 

IMMI- AGRI- CIRCUIT 
MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

4.151 4,.728 1777 2028 6317 991 1766 2793 417 257 1895 •• TOTAL 

12 89 33 45 - 35 22 1 8 - 8 · .••. DC 

218 100 48 36 36 10 36 78 4 5 61 · ..• 1ST 

43 5 10 10 30 1 4 5 2 - 3 .•••• ME 
87 54 22 15 4 6 20 3 - - 17 ••••• MA 

2 7 - 3 - - 1 2 - - 12 • .... NH 
7 3 1 6 2 - 4 - 2 3 8 • •••. RI 

79 31 15 2 - 3 7 68 - 2 21 • •••. PR 

136 694 32 90 1 50 133 101 6 70 135 • ... 2ND 

34 62 2 33 1 2 15 4 - 1 3 · .••. CT 
15 22 5 - - 9 1 36 - 3 28 • ..• NY,N 
49 291 4 25 - 1 24 11 2 25 49 · ••• NY,E 
17 284 13 11 - 35 68 17 4 36 29 .. V" .. , ".',,,,, 
9 32 5 12 - 2 24 17 - 5 12 '" .NY,W 

12 3 3 9 - 1 1 16 - - 14 '" •. VT 

139 199 269 103 47 28 148 36 4 19 145 • •.• 3RD 

- 3 15 14 - - 3 - - 4 - · .••• DE 
71 16 89 21 5 1 65 4 - 10 53 • •..• NJ 

1 105 75 31 24 1 36 2 - 4 44 .••• PA,E 
13 14 30 5 7 12 15 1 - 1 27 · ..• PA.M 
18 50 47 18 - 5 6 - - - 18 · ..• PA,W 
36 11 13 14 11 9 23 29 4 - 3 • .... VI 

\ 
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TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS I DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 
CIRCUIT 

AND 
FORGERY 

AND EMBEZ-
AUTO COUNTER-

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FElTING 

-, 
4TH ..... 6235 13 207 

-~ 
92 '10 644 174 777 58 351 

MD ........ 1,379 3 53 20 - 136 39 126 10 45 

NC,E ....... 436 - 34 2 3 39 21 92 9 19 

NC,M ....... 291 1 25 - - 37 10 61 - 51 

NC,W ....... 369 2 19 13 3 28 18 95 5 40 

SC '" '" " 638 - 30 6 - 42 35 109 12 94 

VA,E ....... 2,450 6 33 44 1 285 20 197 5 35 

VA,W ...•... 228 1 10 4 - 24 13 29 14 21 

WV,N ....... 179 - 1 2 3 21 9 23 - 19 

WV,S ....... 265 - 2 1 - 32 9 45 3 27 
5TH .O' ••• 6152 5 70 55 24 349 212 844 59 429 

LA,E ....... 636 - 12 5 - 45 41 110 - 51 

LA,M ....... 104 - - - - 5 13 8 2 30 

LA,W ......• 273 - 1 1 7 23 18 64 3 16 

MS,N ....... 86 - 7 - - 3 6 23 2 4 

MS,S ....... 206 1 2 5 8 22 10 5f. 4 18 

TX,N ....... 926 - 8 6 1 59 27 186 20 203 

TX,E ....... 188 - 4 2 1 15 12 49 2 29 

TX,S ....... 2,364 2 11 13 1 67 48 215 18 43 

TX,W ....... 1,379 2 2/? 23 6 110 37 131 8 35 

6TH ..... 4023 1 155 31 14 571 286 844 145 483 
KY,E ....... 317 - 13 3 1 22 10 61 14 37 

KY,W ••••••• 458 1 21 2 3 158 12 78 5 27 

MI,E ....... 821 - 33 5 1 108 46 148 58 53 

MI,W ....... 230 - 1 2 - 21 50 35 1 44 

OH,N ....... 529 - 27 3 3 78 61 131 11 77 

OH,S ... '" . 377 - 27 8 2 35 38 82 4 44 

TN,E ....... 379 - 16 3 2 49 28 85 36 36 

IN,M ....... 486 - 7 3 1 54 22 91 8 74 

TN,W ....... 426 - 10 2 1 46 19 133 8 91 

\ 
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TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL bEI'ENDANTS cor.ENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

GENERALOFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA (DRUGI LAWS 
WEAI'Of!$ 

CONTROL- AND IMMI- AGRI- CIRCUIT 
MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
HU~.NA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

846 378 159 307 1487 100 281 5 26 16 304 ... , 4TH 

215 169 65 27 369 17 34 1 1 7 42 ..... MD 
92 6 2 16 44 7 30 - 3 - 17 ., .. NC,E 

3 26 14 26 - 2 7 1 3 - 24 .... NC,M 
31 14 7 31 6 6 20 2 4 2 23 ...• NC,W 

140 11 8 64 7 10 16 - - - 54 ., ... SC 
320 93 23 66 1,059 46 130 - 13 2 72 · ... VA,E 

7 4 9 40 2 5 13 - 2 - 30 ...• VA,W 
25 20 24 12 - 4 11 - - 1 " .•.. WV,N 
13 35 7 25 - 3 20 1 - 4 38 '" .WV,S 

683 538 334 298 119 199 139 1458 86 25 246 .... 5TH -
104 57 93 35 - 5 23 21 3 3 28 · .•. LA,E 

2 11 11 13 1 2 2 - - 3 1 · ... LA,M 
24 4 15 13 - 4 14 6 15 1 44 · ... LA,W 

8 1 8 7 1 2 2 1 - 4 7 ., .. MS.N 
21 9 12 17 - - 7 6 1 - 7 ...• MS,S 

9 136 36 77 3 43 33 35 - 3 39 .... TX,N 
10 3 2 5 - 19 9 6 1 2 17 .... TX,E 

366 170 69 91 19 82 22 987 42 3 85 •... TX,S 
139 147 88 40 95 42 27 396 4 6 18 .... TX,W 

158 287 153 231 133 42 181 29 81 28 170 .... 6TH 

12 18 12 2S - 6 42 - - 1 37 '" . KY,E 
19 19 7 21 21 8 28 2 3 3 15 ., .. KY,W 
48 160 30 43 - 8 29 -- - 12 28 · ..• MI,E .-, 

5 9 6 24 1 1 13 2 1 1 13 ••.. MI,W 
3 24 12 34 - 4 27 3 1 2 28 .... OH,N 

10 14 59 21 5 2 12 1 1 4 8 '" .OH,S 
15 31 12 23 - 2 12 - 13 1 15 .... TN,E 
19 - 7 25 .,," ".ow 2 6 1 42 3 15 ., .. TN,M 
27 12 8 12 - 9 12 9 15 1 11 .•.. TN,W 

\ 
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TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRI"..INAL DEFENDA'iTS COMYIE;\ICED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

FORGERY 
CIRCUIT . AND 

AND EMBEZ- AUTO COUNTER-
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FElTING 

7TH ..... 2287 7 86 34 13 369 225 505 28 143 

IL,N ....... 1,035 - 31 1 9 210 104 252 4 51 
IL,C ....... 281 - 7 3 2 17 30 74 3 15 
IL,S ......• 205 1 7 5 1 37 14 28 5 5 
IN,N ....... 149 - 9 3 - 28 11 20 7 25 
IN,S .....•. 270 3 13 10 - 31 31 50 4 22 
WI,E ....•.. 244 3 18 6 1 26 19 65 2 17 
WI,W ....... 103 - 1 6 - 20 16 16 3 8 

8TH ..... 2779 19 89 76 29 287 144 439 33 172 

AR,E ....... 268 - 2 2 5 37 30 64 6 29 
AR,W ....... 135 1 4 1 - 13 15 23 19 15 
IA,N ....... 88 - 3 6 - 5 4 29 - 4 
lA,S .....•. 168 - 4 - - 18 5 37 - 9 
MN ........ 351 - 28 7 5 16 26 50 - 14 
MO,E ....•.. 420 - 5 - 1 89 17 78 4 42 
MO,W ....... 821 - 31 - - 31 16 64 3 41 
NE ........ 147 1 9 - 3 9 30 - 7 
NO ........ 130 5 3 7 17 11 30 - 5 
SO •......• 251 12 - ~ . 11 58 11 34 1 6 

9TH ..... 10264 85 660 14.' 
" 

59 720 549 1,129. 32 459 

AK ........ 238 - 4 5 - 18 15 28, - 9 
AZ .......• 801 39 34 34 4 45 26 52 3 23 
CA,N ....... 863 5 74 5 9 106 1971 167 1 48 
CA,E ....... 678 - 102 3 4 53 30 99 4 66 
CA,C ..•.... 1,366 5 289 12 1 164 132 196 4 134 
CA,S •...... 1,523 7 55 18 6 34 22 87 2 20 
HI ....•... 2,460 - 1 15 - 93 12 30 2 3 
10 ..•.•... 175 3 6 1 - 19 10 37 2 15 
MT ........ 208 9 1 22 4 53 9 38 9 19 
NV ........ 478 2 5 7 17 36 15 199 - 44 
OR ........ 228 - 38 8 - 18 25 52 1 11 
WA,E ....... 221 1 6 3 6 18 14 48 2 41 
WA,W ......• 968 4 41 8 - 61 40 92 2 25 
GUAM •••••• 44 9 - 2 3 2 1 4 - 1 
NMI ....... 13 1 4 - 5 - 1 - - -

o 

\ 
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TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COM\'E~CED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DUnING THE TWELVE MONTH PERI0D ENDED JUN£i 3D, 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINU~D 
SP!,CIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA (DRUQ) LAWS 
WEAPONS 

CONTROL- AND IMMI- AGRI- CIRCUIT MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

119 226 89 75 10 50 122 37 23 ,36 90 · '" 7TH 43 125 29 12 2 6 69 13 3 18 53 · ... Il,N 
38 19 17 6 2 3 11 14 3 3 14 • ... IL,C 
11 17 13 24 2 20 10 1 - 2 2 · ... Il,S 

7 6 16 7 2 2 5 - - - 1 · ... IN,N 
15 34 7 lql 2 7 10 2 ! 4 10 · ... IN,S 
3 22 3 11 - 2 13 7 11 9 6 · ... WI,E 
2 3 4 1 - 10 4 - 5 - 4 · ... WI,W 81 286 103 129~ 532 52 105 35 38 7 123 · ... 8TH 20 20 7 i:l - 3 7 - - 4 20 · ... AR,E 
9 6 6 - - 5 2 8 1 2 5 '" .AR,W 
4 16 3 - - 2 1 1 2 - 8 · ... IA,N 
4 24 - 7 - 2 17 10 - - 31 · ... lA,S 
5 90 31 38 - 11 4 5 9 - 12 ..... MN 
9 65 35 37 - 9 29 .. - - - · " .MO,E 

29 14 8 13 532 3 18 4 - - 14 .... MO,W 
1 44 3 9 - 1 11 6 4 1 7 · .... NE 
- 7 8 6 - 5 2 - 1 - 7 ...•. NC 
- - 2 7 - 11 14 1 21 - 19 .. '" SO 398 1 053 276 224 2 746 227 247 840 112 25 280 " .. 9TH 27 18 - 4 68 1 1 4 25 - 11 .•... AK 

33 154 33 36 6 93 62 105 1 2 16 '" .. AZ 
6 119 19 16 13 B 16 22 - 4 28 .... CA,N 

13 73 68 33 19 20 19 33 15 3 21 .... CA,E 
13 187 67 ,35 - 22 42 24 3 9 37 , ... CA,C 

196 281 50 23 1 56 37 564 - 1 63 · ... CA,S 
39 50 5 4 2,164 1 15 8 1 2 15 · .... HI 

4 20 6 11 3 1 1 25 7 1 3 · .... 10 
- 8 3 7 - 4 3 4 8 - 7 ..... MT 
1 77 14 13 - 5 20 11 7 2 3 · ...• NV 

20 13 7 9 - 7 3 2 2 1 11 " ... OR 
6 8 - 18 - 3 4 31 5 - 8 · ... WA,E 

38 44 4 14 469 6 19 7 38 - 56 .... WA,W 
3 1 10 1 3 - 3 - - - 1 '" GUAM 
- - - - - - 2 - -~, 

- - .... NMI 

\ 

~---------------~~----~-"'------~. 
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TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS Cor.wJENCED (EXCLUDeS TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, ~983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

FORGERY 
CIR':UIT AND 

AND EMBEZ- AUTO COUNTER-
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE 1l0BBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FElTING 

10TH .... 2549 31 92 52 7 229 116 448 52 195 

CO ........ 468 1 26 6 - 67 40 92 7 28 
KS ........ 365 9 10 10 1 30 19 78 4 26 
NM ........ 313 12 17 7 2 17 13 42 10 13 
OK,N ....... 212 - 4 4 1 11 13 26 8 43 
OK,E ....... 189 - 1 1 2 18 6 48 6 25 
OK,W ....... 674 3 12 7 1 55 7 99 8 32 
UT ........ 215 2 21 14 - 25 12 38 - 17 
WY ........ 133 4 2 3 - 16 6 26 9 11 

11TH .... 5997 4 117 63 7 426 143 655 105 457 

AL,N ....... 653 - 16 6 1 69 19 96 45 119 
AL,M ....... 356 - 3 6 2 46 9 67 14 18 
AL,S ....... 165 - 7 - - 15 7 31 9 4 
FL,N ....... 164 - 4 2 - 4 6 5 - 5 
FL,M .....•. 690 - 29 12 - 54 32 99 5 96 
FL,S ....... 2,270 - 25 15 2 74 31 170 5 103 
GA,N ....... 610 3 20 16 - 95 22 138 1:' 64 
GA,M ....... 819 - 5 2 - 40 14 31 9 14 
GA,S ....... 280 1 8 4 2 29 3 18 1 34 

\ 



TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS CONIoIENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1'983 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED 

DAPCA (DRUG' LAWS I SPECIAL OFFENSES 

WEAPONS 
CONTROL- AND 

IMIII- AGRI-
CIRCUIT 

MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE-
GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 

AND 

HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 
122 159 105 156 347 63 116 107 26 11 115 ... 10TH 

- 51 28 14 20 12 14 18 10 3 32 " ••. CO 

15 5 10 43 8 30 16 22 3 2 14 " ..• KS 

23 35 8 26 9 1 9 52 5 1 11 ..... NM 

15 32 15 14 - 3 4 1 - - 19 • " .OK,N 

23 3 13 9 - - 16 - 3 - 15 •... OK,E 

40 16 26 14 306 13 21 1 2 2 9 '" .OK,W 

1 9 2 20 1 2 32 11 1 3 4 · .••• UT 

5 8 3 16 3 2 4 2 2 - 11 '" .. WY 
1239 719 176 334 859 135 236 66 23 15 218 · •. 11TH 

21 2 12 58 136 11 30 2 1 - 9 '" .AL,N 

20 5 1 20 104 9 4 - 2 4 22 ••.• AL,M 

59 12 " 2 - - 2 - 1 - 2 · ••• AL,S 

76 14 11 - 3 4 Hi 2 - - 12 · .•. FL,N 

81 59 56 36 2 11 65 12 5 1 35 • •.• FL,M 

838 559 50 149 - 64 63 47 4 7 64 • ... FL,S 

11 53 29 36 3 32 22 3 2 2 42 " •. GA,N 

47 5 6 20 567 3 27 - - 1 28 '" .GA,M 

86 10 7 13 44 1 7 - 8 - 4 .... GAS 
• OBSTRUCTING MAl L, MAILING NON-MAr LABlE MATERIAL 

AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 

\ 
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TABLE 0-4 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY TYPE OF DISPOSITIO~ AND OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 

ACQUITTED 
TOTAL BY NOLO 

NATURE OF OFFENSE DEFEN- DIS- J PLEA OF CON-
DANTS TOTAL MISSED' COURT JURY TOTAL GUlL TV TENDERE 

CONVICTED 
BY 

COURT I JURY 

TOTAL .•.••.••••••..•••••.•••. r-__ ~43~3~29~--~7~7~3~B+_ __ --~6~5~6~6------~2~8~1----~8~9~11_ __ ,,~3~5~5~9~11_--~2~9~8~14~ __ .----~70~9~----~1,~28~6~--~3,~7~8~2_ 

GENERAL OFFENSES .•••••.••.•••• 

HOMICIDE ............... .... r-____ ~1~53~----~3~6+_------~2~0-----------------1~61_-----~11~7~------7~1 ________ ~1 ________ ~4~ ____ ~4~1_ 

MURDER-FIRST DEGREE... ..••• 62 21 8 - 13 41 19 - 2 20 
MURDER-SECOND DEGREE ••••••• 41 8 7 - 1 33 18 - 1 14 
MANSLAUGHTER . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50 7 5 - 2 43 34 1 1 7 

ROBBERY •.••••••••.•••.•••.• r-____ ~1~5~29~--~1~6~9+_----~1~3~6--------~2----~3~11_ ____ 1~3~6~0~----1~0~7~4~------~3~-------4~2~--~2~4~1-

~~~~AL.::::::::::::::::::: 1,3~g 14~ 11~ ~ 2~ 1,2~~ 9~~ ~ 3~ 22J 
OTHER.................... 72 19 15 - 4 53 38 - 4 11 

ASSAULT ••.••••••.••.••••••. r-____ ~6~O~Ir_--~1~8~5+_----~1~3~2--------~7----~2~6!+_----~4~3~6~ __ .---3~19~------~6~------~18~----~9~3-

BURGLARy .••••••.••.••••.••• r-____ ~2~03~----~3~0+_------~2~9--------~-~----~I1_----~17w3~,----~15~5~ ______ ~-~ ______ ~2~ .. ____ ~1~6_ 

BANK. • • . . • • • • • • • • • . • • . • • • 92 8 7 - 1 84 72 - - 12 
POSTAL •••••.••.•••••..••. 31 4 4 - - 27 26 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS. • • • . • • 1 - - - - 1 1 
OTHER.......... •••••••••• 79 18 18 - - 61 56 - 1 4 

LARCENY AND THEFT .•.•••••••.• r-____ 4~1~99~~--~6~6~3+_----~5~5~8--------~4~Q----~6~5~--~3~5~3~6~--~3~14~6~-------3~1------~1~16~--~2~4~3-
BANK • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • 239 23 11 1 11 216 191 1 6 18 
POSTAL •.•.••••...•••.••.• 927 73 64 1 8 854 3::°179 1 11 35 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS. • • . • • • 455 63 42 2 19 392 3 18 52 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY ••.•• '" 1,471 :l63 225 23 10 1,208 1,0

37
78

6 
22 47 61 

TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN PROP. 556 93 78 5 10 463 4 21 62 
OTHER....... .•• ••••••.••. 551 148 138 8 2 403 375 - 13 15 

EMBEZZLEMENT ••••••••••.••.•• ~ ____ 2~1~3~7~ __ ~1~7~6+-____ ~1~3~7 _______ ~1~0 ____ ~2~9+-__ ~1~9~6~1+-__ ~1~8~0~7 _________ 1u8~ ______ ~5~8~ ____ 7~8~ 

BANK •••••••••••••.•.•. '" 1,200 69 58 2 9 1,131 1,061 2 34 34 
POSTAL. • • ••••• •• • . • • . • • . • 265 37 24 4 9 228 210 4 7 7 
OTHER.................... 872 70 55 4 11 602 536 12 17 37 

FRAUD •••••••.•••••••••••••. r-____ 7~0~29~ __ ~1~1~8~2+-____ ~9~3~6 ________ ~4~3 _____ 1~8~31_--~5~8~6~7~--~5~O~19~------~8~1~------~14~5~--~6~2~2-

INCOME TAX .......... ...... 1,163 154 106 7 41 1,009 786 25 43 155 
LENDING INSTITUTION..... ..• 598 100 81 4 15 498 443 7 10 38 
POSTAL ................... 1,756 322 230 3 89 1,434 1.16157 17 25 226 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS • • • . • 21 4 4 - - 17 - - -
-SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE. • • . . 23 3 2 - 1 20 20 
SOCIAL SECURITY.. • .. .. .. ... 315 42 41 - 1 273 252 7 6 a 
FALSE PERSONATION. • • • • • . . • • 46 9 9 - - 37 25 - 4 8 
NATIONALITY LAWS..... •..••• 140 16 16 - - 124 121 - - 3 
PASSPORT FRAUD.... .... ..... 93 15 15 - - 78 70 - 5 3 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS. • • 1,143 215 193 3 19 928 804 9 27 88 
OTHER... • • ••• • • • . • • •• • •• • 1,731 282 239 2tl 17 1,449 1,316 16 24 93 

AUTO THEFT .••••••••••.•••••• ~ ____ ~5~5~1L-__ ~9~0~ ______ ~7~5 _____ ~ __ ~1 ____ ~1~4~ ____ ~4~6~1~ ____ ~3~9~0~ ______ ~2 ________ ~6~ __ ~6~3~ 
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TABLe D-4 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

---------------------------r-------~--------------------------~--------------------------------------
NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 

NATURE OF OFFENSE 
TOTAL 

DEFEN-
DANTS TOTAL 

DIS­
MISSED' 

ACQUITTED 
8Y 

COURT I JURY TOTAL 
PLEA OF 
GUILTY 

NOLO 
CON­

TENDERE 

CONVICTED 
BY 

COURT I JURY 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING . "'r-__ ~2~7~5~2+-__ ~3~S~7+-____ ~3~3~6 ________ ~9~ __ ~4~2i-__ ~2~3~6~5+-__ ~~~ ______ ~~ ______ ~ ____ ~~ 

TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 295 45 35 1 9 260 
POSTAL FORGERY. . . . . . . . . . . . . 211 44 38 - Q 167 
OTHER FORGERY. ••••••• . .••. 1,354 180 163 4 13 1,174 
COUNTERFEITING. . • • . • . . • • • • 892 118 100 4 14 774 

SEX OFFENSES ..•.......•..... r-____ ~13~0~ ____ ~3~0+-______ ~2~0 __________ - ______ 1~0~~--~10~0~------~------__ ~ ________ ~ ____ ~~ 

RAPE " . • • • . • • • • • • • . • . • • . • 76 20 13 - 7 '56 
OTHER .................... 64 10 7 - 3 44 

DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACT r-__ ----'9"-1~6""4+----'1"'6~7..::4+-____ -"1 ",3~9:<.3 _____ ~3'-'6~ __ __'2"-'4""5+-__ --!.7""4=90.t_--"""'""""'--------.=.------~~--...!.J.~~ 

MARIHUANA.......... . •. ••.• 3,806 792 676 19 97 3,014 
DRUGS •.••.•.•..•....•.•.• 3,692 601 481 16 104 3,091 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES •.••.. 1.666 281 236 1 44 1.385 

MISCELL4.NEOUS GENERAL OFFENSE 

BRIBERY .....•..••••••.••• 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC •. , 
ESCAPE •••.......•.•.•..•• 
EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY •.••.•• 
KIDNAPPING .••.••.•..•••.•. 
PERJURY ••••...•..•••.•.•• 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS ••.•.•. 
OTHER •.••••.••..•.••.••.• 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

9649 

192 
5.572 

720 
743 
136 
92 

130 
1.934 

130 

2304 

32 
1.528 

128 
169 

18 
30 
38 

319 
42 

2061 

19 
1,437 

109 
126 

15 
29 
25 

261 
40 

101 

1 
81 

2 
6 
2 

2 
7 

142 

12 
10 
17 
37 

1 
1 

11 
51 

2 

7345 

160 
4,044 

592 
574 
118 
62 
92 

1,615 
88 

IMMIGRATION LAWS ••••..••....• ~---~2~3~9~2+_--~2~5~9+_----~2~3~6--------~6~--~1~7+_--~2~1~3~3+_--~~~ 

LIQUOR. INTERNAL REVENUE ...... r-______ 2~8~ ____ ~8t-______ ~4 __________ - ______ ~4~----~2~0~------~~------------------~ ______ ~ 

FEDERAL STATUTES •.•••.•.•.•.• r-__ ~2~8~1~2+-__ ~5~8~5+-____ ~4~93~ ______ ~2~6~ __ ~6~6+-__ ~2~2~2~7+_ __ -u~ 

AGRICULTURAL ACTS. • . . . • . • • . 389 95 84 6 5 294 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS ...... . 180 36 18 - 18 144 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT '"......... 97 13 12 1 - 84 
MIGRATORY QIRD LAWS ...•.... 93 39 34 6 - 54 
MOTOR CARRlt;R ACT. • . • . • • . . • 83 11 11 - - 72 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS. . . • • • . i 1 2 2 - - 9 
CIVIL RIGHTS. • . . •• . . • . . . .• 104 46 28 4 14 58 
CONTEMPT. . . . . . . • • • • . . . • • . . 66 31 28 2 1 35 
CUSTOMS LAWS. .. .. .. .. .. ... 93 14 14 - - 79 

b~~I~L.~A~~.::::::::::::::: 1~~~ 2~: 21~ i 26 ~~~ 
INCLUDED IN THIS COLUMN ARE DEFENDANTS WHO WERE COMMITTED PURSUANT TO 

TITLE 28 U.S.C. 2902, OF THE NARCOTIC ADDICT REHABILITATION ACT OF 1966. 

,! 

, i 
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TABLE 0-5 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COCRTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENse .DURII~G THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EPiDED JUNE 30. 1983 

TYPE SENTENCE 

REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISONMENT' OTHER SENTENCES 
TO IMPRISONMENT 

NATURE OF OFFENSE 
TOTAL 

DEFENDANTS 
SENTENCED 

TOTAL 
IMPRIS­
Of!!MENT 

1 13 36 
THRU THRU THRU 

TOTAL 12 35 59 
REGULAR MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS 

60 
MONTHS 

AND 
OVER 

AVERAGE 
SENTENCE 

IN MONTHS' 

SPLIT 
SEN­

TENCE' 
INDETER­
MINATE' 

V.C.A. 
OR. 

Y.O. 

TOTAL •••••••••••..••••••.•••• r-____ ~3~5~5~9~1+_~1~7~B~B~6+_~1~1~9~7~9t_-:2~6~0~3--~2~6~7~1 __ ~2~5~4~3 __ ~4~2~6~2t_----~57~.2~--~3~9~7~3~--~1~4~9~6~----~4~3~B 

GENERAL OFFENSES .••••.•••••••• 

HOMICIDE .••.•••...••••••.•• r-_______ lwl~7+_----~9~0+_----~5~8t_----~6------~6----~I~I----~3~5~--.~1~5~1~.B4_----~8~----~2~0~------~4 
MURDER-FIRST DEGREE. •• . • . • • 41 32 21 3 2 2 14 182.9 - 8 3 
MURDER-SECOND DEGREE •••.••• 33 21 ~ 6 1 1 1 13 234.2 - 5 
MANSLAUGHTER. ••••••• ..•• •• 43 37 21 2 3 B B 5B.0 B 7 1 

ROBBERY •••••.•••••..•.••••. r-____ ~1~3~6~0+_--~1~2~6~9+_--~8~5~4t_----~9----~2~3----~5~B ____ ~7~6~4t_--~1~~4~.14_----~4~4~--~2~7~3~----~9~8 

BANK... •. ••••••• ...... . •• 1.257 1.175 7B6 6 18 46 716 157.4 35 :l61 93 
POSTAL................... 50 47 34 1 - 6 27 148.2 4 6 3 
OTHER .................... 53 47 34 2 5 6 21 84.9 5 6 2 

ASSAULT .••.•••••.••••••••.• r-______ ~4~3~G+_--~2~7~3+_--~2~0~3t_--~7~2----~4~0----~4~2----~4~9t_--__ ~42~.~44-____ ~3~4~ ____ ~2~7 ________ ~9 

BURGLARY .••••••••••••••••.. r-_______ lu7~3+-__ ~1~2~5+_----~9~2t_----~7------~9----~1~2----~6~4~--~1~03~.B4_-----1~0~----~1~5~------~8 

BANK..................... 84 77 56 1 - 4 50 143.0 3 13 6 
POSTAL •• f................. 27 14 14 1 - 6 7 57.0 
INTERSTATI: SilIPMENTS •• . • • • • 1 1 - - - - - - 1 
OTHER ••.. .••.••.•.•..••• 6 t 33 23 5 9 2 7 :lB. 4 6 2 2 

LARCENY AND TH .oFT •••.•••..••• r-____ --"3""5'-"3~6+_--..",1""6"'2..,.2+_--~1 ",0~3",,2 t_--~2..",1.!.1----~2""5..,.2----~2""6~7-----"3~0~2 t_----,,4, 2~.""7~ __ --'4:!...1!.-"9~ ____ 1~0~7 ______ ~6~4 

BANK..................... 216 146 82 8 10 15 49 65.8 2B 20 16 
POSTAL................... 854 526 37'1 59 112 122 78 31.1 110 31 14 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS....... 392 210 114 13 27 39 35 44.5 71 20 5 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY.. • • • • • • 1,20B 335 209 73 43 34 59 40.3 9B 12 16 
TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN PROP. 463 2B5 1 B7 26 40 49 73 63.0 70 21 7 
OTHER.................... 403 120 69 33 20 8 8 21.9 42 3 6 

EMBEZZLEMENT .••••••.•••••••• r-____ ~1~9~6~1+_----"5~6~7+---~2~43~----~5~9----~7..,.2----~7~5----~3~7~----3~2~.~B4---~2~8~8~----~2~1------~1~5 
BANK..................... 1,131 336 127 31 33 41 22 34.6 18g 10 10 
POSTAL................... 228 50 20 3 11 4 2 30.0 29 1 
OTHER .•• , •••••••.•••• , • • . 602 181 96 25 2B 30 13 31.1 70 10 5 

FRAUD •••••••••••••••••••••. r-____ --"5~8'_"6~7+_--~2~4~8~7t---~1"'3~93~--~4~6~2----~3~7~4----~3~0~0 ____ ..,.2~67~ _____ 3~6~.~3~--~8~9~2~--~1'-"9~0------~1~2 

INCOME TAX. • • • • • • • • . • • . • • • 1.009 501 229 96 70 35 2B 26.!l1 228 44 
LENDING INSTITUTION.... •••• 49B 192 107 27 46 22 12 29.8 74 10 
POSTAL................... 1.434 762 605 93 146 141 125 46.4 206 60 
VETERANS AND AllOTMENTS. • • • • 17 3 1 1 - - 12.0 2 
SECURITI ES AND EXCHANGE. • • • • 20 6 4 - - 1 3 72.0 1 
SOCIAL SECURITy........... . 273 30 15 9 3 2 1 18.4 16 
FALSE PERSONATION •••.••• '" 37 28 17 5 3 7 2 33.2 10 
NATIONALITY LAWS.. ..... .. .. 124 52 26 14 B 3 1 17.1 25 1 
PASSPORT FRAUD............. 78 31 19 B 6 2 3 23.4 8 4 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS. • • 928 340 174 [,3 42 42 37 36.9 142 19 5 
OTHER................ ... 1.449 543 296 146 50 46 56 32.0 lBl 62 4 

AUTO THEFT ••••.••••.•.•••• •. ~ ______ ~4~6~1~ __ ~3"'2~0L-__ ~2~3R~ ____ .!.1~9 ____ ~4~7 ____ ~8~6 ____ ~87~ ____ ~5~0~.~4w-. ____ ~6~3~ ____ ~2~3 ________ ~5 



TABLE D-6 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

TYPi.i SENTENCE 

PROBATION 

1 13 26 37 
THRU THRU THlIU ~NTHS AVERAGE 

12 24 36 AND SENTENCE FINE 
TOTAL MONTHS MONTHS iIroNTHS OVER IN MONTHS ONLY OTHER8 NATURE OF OFFENSE 

14097 3356 2876 4,13¢ 3732 33.6 3220 388 T9TAL 
GENERAL OFFENSES. 

8 - 1 6 1 36.0 1 18 HqMICI~!,. 

1 - 1 - - 24.0 - 8 MURDER-FIRST DEGREE. 
1 - - 1 - 36.0 1 10 MURDER-SECOND DEGREE. 
6 - - 5 1 38.0 - - MANSLAUGHTER. 

88 - 3 14 71 63.9 - 3 ROBBERY 

80 - 1 12 67 64.9 - 2 BANK. 
3 - 1 - 2 44.0 - - POSTAL. 
6 - 1 2 2 43.2 - 1 OTHER. 

147 37 34 49 27 30.3 12 4 ASSAULT 

48 1 13 19 16 38.9 - - BURGLARY:. 

7 - - 2 5 53.1 - - BANK. 
13 - 1 6 7 45.3 - - POSTAL. - - - - - - - - INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS. 
28 1 12 12 3 32.4 - - OTHER. 

1786 493 361 627 405 31.7 114 14 LARCENY AND THEFT 

69 11 9 18 31 40.6 1 - BANK. 
326 19 74 144 89 37.9 1 1 POSTAL. 
177 22 44 67 44 35.8 5 - INTERSTA7E SHIPMENTS. 
798 335 143 174 146 27.4 67 8 OTHER U.S. PROPERTY. 
175 3 23 78 71 42.8 3 - 6~~~~~ORT ETC, STOLEN PROP. 141 103 68 46 24 23.9 37 5 

1372 188 270 493 421 38.1 16 7 EMBEZZLEMENT. 
789 84 147 298 260 39.5 6 - BANK. 
175 45 52 62 26 33.5 - 3 POSTAL. 
408 69 71 143 135 37.3 9 4 OTHER. 

3193 405 766 1,016 1008 37.4 165 22 FfjAUD. 
488 46 116 193 134 36,8 19 1 INCOME TAX. 
292 24 76 90 103 39.0 10 4 LENDING INSTITUTION. 
639 29 114 229 267 42.9 30 3 POSTAL. 

13 - 6 1 7 43.B - 1 VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS. 
12 - 2 4 6 45.6 3 - SECURITI ES AND EXCHANGE. 

237 36 66 72 63 34.6 6 - SOCIAL SECURITY. 
7 2 2 1 2 30.9 2 - FALSE PERSONATION. 

71 8 12 18 33 40.0 - 1 NATIONALITY LAIYS. 
43 2 6 16 20 43.4 1 3 PASSPORT FRAUD. 

647 36 130 163 198 40.8 39 2 FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS. 
844 222 238 209 176 31.0 66 7 OTHER. 

140 6 29 61 64 40.6 1 - AUTO THEFT. 

\ 



}', " 
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TABLE 0-5 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TYPE SENTENCE 

REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISONMENT' 

1 13 36 60 

OTHER SENTENCES 
TO IMPRISONMENT 

TOTAL TOTAL THRU THRU THRU MONTHS AVERAGE SPLIT Y.C.A. 
NATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS IMPRIS- TOTAL 12 36 69 AND SENTENCE SEN- INDETER-

SENTENCED ONMENT REGULAR MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OVER IN MONTHS' TENCE3 MINATE4 -
OR 6 

Y.O. 

FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING ..•. ~ ____ ~2~3~6~5~ __ ~1~3~0~9+-__ ~8~6~5+_--~15~1~--~2~3~9----~2~3~6~ ___ 2~3~9~ ____ ~4~1~.7~ ____ ~3~2~0 ______ ~9~1~ ____ ~3~3<-

TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 250 176 124 19 24 29 52 54.0 29 23 
POSTALFORGERY............. 167 97 68 11 12 20 25 49.2 24 3 2 
OTHER FORGERY .•.• , .. , .• .•• 1,174 574 381 64 120 102 95 39.4 155 25 13 
COUNTERFEITING ••.••••.•••• 774 462 292 57 83 85 67 37.8 112 40 18 

SEX OFFENSES ................. ~ ______ ~10~0~ ____ ~8~0+-____ ~5~2+_----~4~----~9------~8~--~3~1~----~9~3~.~1~ ____ ~4 ______ ~i~2~ ______ 1~2=-

RAPE..................... 56 50 30 1 5 5 19 115.0 3 7 10 
OTHER •...•••.•.•.•.••..•. 44 30 22 3 4 3 12 63.3 1 5 2 

DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACr 7490 5 449 4 150 447 890 1 011 1 802 63.8 765 437 107 

MARIHUANA................. 3,014 1,921 1,416 197 387 322 510 55.1 339 139 27 
DRUGS.. . .•..•. •. .•.... .. . 3,091 2,493 1,942 173 352 457 960 70.8 278 220 53 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES...... 1,385 1,035 792 77 151 232 332 62.2 138 78 27 

MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSE 7345 2539 1 784 6~3 431 266 454 43.7 531 172 52 

SRI BERY ....•..•••• ..•••. 160 68 39 19 7 4 9 33.2 27 2 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFfIC. .• 4,044 345 196 192 3 1 - 2.2 148 1 
ESCAPE •.•..•..•.•.••.... , 592 505 422 226 86 62 49 24. 1 43 35 
EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 574 403 283 34 54 44 151 81.4 60 52 
GAMBLINGANDLOTTERY....... 118 61 24 9 11 2 2 24.8 36 1 
KIDNAPPING................ 62 51 39 1 3 2 33 236.2 1 5 
PERJURY.. .... .. ...... .... 92 64 39 12 \3 8 10 40.6 18 5 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS. . ... . . 1,615 1,022 728 130 257 143 198 43.3 197 69 
OTHER.. .... .............. 88 20 14 10 2 - 2 12.9 1 2 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

5 
8 

6 
2 

28 
3 

IMMIGRATION LAWS •.••••••••.•• r-____ ~2~1~33~ __ ~I~I~5~7+_--~6~5~9~--~27~6~--~2~i~7----~9~9~----~67~----~2~4~.~6t---~4wl~I------~7~4~------~13~ 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE .•..•. ~ ______ ~2~0+-____ ~1~0t-_____ 8~ _____ 2~ ____ ~5 ______ -______ ~1r-____ ~26~.~34-____ ~2~ ____ ~-~ ______ ~-_ 

FEDERAL STATUTES .•••••....•.. r-____ ~2~2~2~7~ ____ ~5~8~9+-__ ~3~4~7+_---1~5~5~----~57~----~7~2----~6~3~----~33~.7~----~2~0~2------~3~4~------~6<-

AGRICULTURAL ACTS .. .... '" . 294 53 10 6 3 - 1 15.7 43 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS.... . . . 144 31 24 23 1 - - 3.3 7 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT .......... 84 5 4 2 - 1 1 31 .5 1 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS •...•••• 54 1 - - - - - - 1 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT.......... 72 5 3 3 - - - 4.7 2 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS.. • •••• 9 3 2 1 1 - - 12.5 
CIVIL RIGHTS .. ......... " . S8 26 16 6 - 3 7 60.0 
CONTEMPT........... ....... 35 19 17 10 1 5 1 18.1 
CUSTOMS LAWS •...•.••.••.•. 79 23 7 1 3 1 2 33.4 
POSTAL LAWS............... 415 73 50 39 2 6 3 16.9 
OTHER........ .. .. .... .... 983 350 214 64 46 56 48 41.8 

6 
2 

14 
23 

103 

1 
4 

2 

27 6 

~~~.-~-
--------
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TABLE D-5 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TYPE SENTENCE 

PROBATION 

1 13 25 37 
THRU THRU THRU MONTHS AVERAGE 

12 24 36 AND SENTENCE FINE 
TOTAL MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OVER IN MONTHS ONLY OTHER6 NATURE OF OFFENSE 

1047 48 226 477 296 39.4 4 6 FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING. 

74 6 10 26 33 47.0 - - TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 
68 - 13 38 17 39.4 2 - POSTAL FORGERY. 

596 30 149 266 151 38.1 1 3 OTHER FORGERY. 
309 13 64 147 95 40.0 1 2 COUNTERFEITING. 

19 4 2 7 6 37.3 - 1 SEX OFFENSI;S. 

5 - 1 2 2 43.2 - 1 RAPE. 
14 4 1 5 4 35.1 - - OTHER. 

1893 582 243 479 589 33.7 108 , 40 DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACT 

973 463 124 153 233 27.9 94 26 MARIHUANA. 
583 66 77 199 241 40.8 B 7 DRUGS. 
337 53 42 127 115 38.0 6 7 CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES. 

2203 1082 373 406 342 23.8 2407 196 n'iSCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSE 

82 7 22 31 22 36.7 9 1 BRIBERY. 
1,207 994 176 31 7 11. 1 2,321 171 DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC. 

78 8 lB 18 34 40.3 3 6 ESCAPE. 
162 7 27 66 62 41.1 9 - EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 

52 5 10 17 20 39.9 6 - GAMBLING AND LOTTERY. 
2 - - 1 1 48.0 - 9 KIDNAPPING. 

28 3 6 11 8 37.3 - - PERJURY. 
656 29 111 227 188 40.4 30 8 WEAPONS AND F I REARMS. 

37 29 4 4 - 13.4 30 1 OTHER. 

SPECIAL OFFENSES. 

920 102 191 299 328 38.6 11 46 IMMIGRATION LAWS. 

10 1 2 7 - 31.2 - - LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE. 

1223 406 363 286 169 27.0 382 33 FEDERAL STATUTES. 

164 68 63 24 9 21.9 71 6 AGRICULTURAL ACTS. 
39 6 16 9 8 31.8 74 - ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. 
27 9 10 3 5 26.2 52 - FOOD AND DRUG ACT. 
37 12 20 3 2 22.7 16 - MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS. 
36 3 13 13 9 35.6 29 - MOTOR CARRI ER ACT. 

5 - 2 2 1 36.0 1 - NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS. 
26 12 3 5 6 28.6 - I) CIVI L RIGHTS. 
10 6 1 2 1 21.0 6 - CONTEMPT. 
43 2 21 12 8 32.8 f3 - CUSTOMS LAWS. 

328 154 96 62 16 20.9 8 6 POSTAL LAWS. 
606 134 118 160 104 31.3 112 15 OTHER. 

1. INCLUDES SENTENCES OF MORE THAN 6 MONTHS WHICH ARE TO BE FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES). 
2. EXCLUDES SPLIT SENTENCES, INDETERMINATE SENTENCES, YOUTH CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFENDER SENTE'NCES, AND LI FE SENTENCES INCLUDED IN THE CATEGORY 

OF OTHER. 
3. A SPLIT SENTENCE IS A SENTENCE ON A 1 COUNT INDICTMENT OF 6 MONTHS OR LESS IN A JAIL TYPE INSTITUTION FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF PROBATION 18 

U.S.C. 3651. INCLUDED IN THESE FIGURES ARE MIXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 MONTHS OR LESS ON 1 COUNT, TO BE FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF 
PROBATION ON 1 OR MORE OTHER COUNTS. 

4. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 4205 B ~1) AND (2). 
5. TITLE 16 IJ.S.C. 5010 B C. 
6. INCLUOES DEPORTATION,( S ~pkNDED SENTENCES, IMPRISONMENT FOR FOUR DAYS OR LESS OR FOR TIME ALREADY SERVED, REMITTED AND SUSPENDED FINES, 

AND LI FE SENTENCES. 

---~----- - --- ----
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TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL 

MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN 

JURY TRIAL 

MEDIAN 
DISTRICT NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) 

TOTAL ...... 43329 4.3 6566 4.1 30523 4.1 1567 4.8 4673 6.2 

DC ........ 469 3.8 39 4.0 384 3.7 !.~ 5.0 35 8.0 

1ST ...... 1259 4.9 192 4.8 849 4.6 43 8.5 175 7.1 
ME ........ 158 5.6 22 7.0 108 4.7 5 - ~~ 29.2 
MA ........ 500 5.4 50 6.8 336 4.9 17 5.9 7.3 
NH ........ 60 5.2 2 - 47 4.9 3 - 8 -
RI ........ 117 6.8 25 5.8 68 6.2 12 9.7 12 10.0 
PR ........ 424 4.1 93 3.8 290 4.0 6 - 35 4.8 

2ND ...... 2847 5.7 296 8.3 2058 5.0 78 7.9 415 7.5 
CT ........ 325 7.6 38 9.5 236 6.8 23 9.2 28 8.9 
NY,N ....... 159 5.1 20 21.0 108 3.8 1 - 30 6.0 
NY,E ....... 871 5.5 90 10.7 632 5.0 11 9.5 138 6.9 
NY,S ....... 1,171 5.4 106 6.3 866 4.8 37 7.3 162 7.3 
NY,W ....... 253 5.8 22 11.0 179 4.9 5 - 47 8.7 
VT ........ 68 5.7 20 9.0 37 4.8 1 - 10 13.0 

3RD .. , ... 2401 5.0 345 4.9 1575 4.7 71 5.2 410 6.6 
DE ........ 72 4.4 15 4.2 53 4.5 4 
NJ ........ 754 5.1 86 4.8 506 4.9 50 4.4 112 7.1 
PA,E ....... 687 5.2 78 5.6 458 4.7 10 9.0 141 7.2 
PA,M ....... 247 4.5 34 4.7 180 4.1 - - 33 7.7 
PA,W ....... 321 5.9 36 6.8 215 5.7 3 - 67 6.5 
VI ........ 320 4.5 96 4.0 163 4.5 8 - 53 4.8 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

4TH ...... 
MD ........ 
NC,E ....... 
NC,M ....... 
NC,W ....... 
SC ........ 
VA.E ....... 
VA,W ....... 
WV,N ....... 
WV,S ....... 

5TH ...... 
LA,E ....... 
LA.M ....... 
LA,W ....... 
MS,N ....... 
"IS,S ....... 
TX,N ....... 
TX,E ....... 
TX,S ....... 
TX,W ....... 

6TH .....• 
KY,E ....... 
KY,W ....... 
MI,E ....... 
MI,W ....... 
OH,N .. '" .... 
OH,S ....... 
TN,E ....... 
TN,M ....... 
TN,W ....... 

'-

\ 
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TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENI}ANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUI L TY COURT TRIAL 

MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN 

JURY TRIAL 

MEDIAN 
NUMBER I (MOS. ) NUMBER I (MOS. ) NUMBER J (MOS. ) NUMBER I (MOS. ) NUMBER I (MOS. ) 

5708 3.3 1028 3.0 4008 3,3 268 2.2 404 5.2 
1,399 3.9 236 2.1 1,042 4.0 24 5.a 97 6,8 

475 3.8 123 17.3 297 3.3 18 4.0 37 5,4 
224 3.7 17 3.7 1·97 3.7 3 - 17 4.0 
301 3.5 32 3.6 231 3.5 5 - 33 3.2 
592 4.2 97 3.9 441 4.2 12 5.3 42 5.0 

2,175 1.9 453 2.1 1,421 1.8 11'13 1.9 108 4.0 
191 4.3 19 8.3 138 4.0 10 3.0 24 4.7 
152 5.2 18 4.3 107 5.1 - - 27 6.2 
199 4.3 33 4.3 144 3.9 3 - 19 7.2 

5597 4.2 748 4.8 4327 3.9 88 4.7 434 6.1 
560 4.7 58 4.7 420 4.6 3 - 79 5.9 

83 5.2 7 - 67 5.1 - - 9 -
237 4.7 32 4.2 175 4.5 11 5,0 19 7.3 

88 3.9 11 5.3 59 3.5 - - 18 7.1 
134 6.0 24 5.5 102 5.7 - - 8 -
875 4.4 116 4.9 869 4.2 7 - 83 5.8 
199 4.2 39 5.0 143 3,7 - - 17 9.3 

2,149 3.7 329 5.4 1,674 3.5 36 4.7 110 6.2 
1,272 4.2 132 3.8 1,018 4.1 31 4.6 91 5.5 

3632 4.6 436 4.5 2723 4.4 70 5.2 403 6.0 
256 4.9 64 5.2 134 4.8 5 53 5.0 
444 3.0 50 4.2 330 2.6 24 3.0 40 5.0 
763 5.4 96 4.2 538 5.3 17 5.9 112 6.0 
238 4.9 21 4.5 187 4.6 2 - 28 8.0 
450 4.7 26 5.0 375 4.5 5 - 44 9.0 
349 4.4 28 4.4 291 4.3 3 - 27 5.2 
313 3.9 26 7.1 258 3.7 - - 27 5.5 
443 4.5 77 4.6 326 4.3 12 6.3 28 6.0 
376 5.2 46 3.4 284 5.2 2 - 44 6.6 
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CIRCUIT 
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DISTRICT 

7TH ...... 
IL,N ....... 
!L,C ......... 
!L,S ....... 
IN,N ....... 
IN,S ....... 
WI,E ....... 
WI,W ....... 

8TH ...... 
AR,E ....... 
AR,W ....... 
IA,N ....... 
lA,S ....... 
MN ........ 
MO,E ........ 
MO,W ....... 
NE ........ 
NO ........ 
SO ......... 

9TH ...... 
AK ......... 
AZ ........ 
CA,N ....... 
CA,E ....... 
CA,C ....... 
CA,S ....... 
HI ......... 
ID ........ 
MT ......... 
NV ........ 
OR ......... 
WA,E ...... . 
WA,W ....... 
GUAM ....... 
NMI ....... 

TABLE D-8 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MO~nH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUI LTV COURT TRIAL 

MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN 

JURY TRIAL 

MEDIAN 
NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER 1 (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER _I (MOS.) 

2120 5.1 206 4.9 1497 4.7 142 6.7 275 7.4 
995 5.3 79 6.6 709 4.7 70 7.2 137 9.0 
278 5.3 25 4.2 189 4.5 10 8.7 54 7.8 
172 4.3 23 4.4 119 4.2 3 - 27 4.7 
130 4.9 21 5.0 80 4.9 4 - 25 4.9 
241 5.3 13 5.7 208 5.2 10 5.6 10 7.0 
220 4.7 35 4.0 163 4.6 8 - 14 5.8 

84 5.5 10 5.0 29 5.3 37 6.0 8 -
2612 4.2 437 3.1 1742 4.2 126 4.3 307 5.6 

231 3.8 27 5.1 104 3.7 68 3.5 32 5.2 
125 3.8 10 3.4 90 3.4 7 - 18 5.0 

69 4.3 8 - 60 4.3 - - 1 -
168 4.8 11 3.7 127 4.7 9 - 21 5.2 
377 5.3 18 4.0 297 5.3 8 - 54 5.8 
406 4.4 35 3.7 278 4.1 25 33.2 68 6.4 
786 2.9 271 2.8 468 3.0 2 - 46 6.5 
120 5.0 11 6.0 97 4.9 2 - 10 5.0 
124 4.7 11 4.7 90 4.6 3 - 20 6.2 
206 5.5 36 5.0 131 5.5 2 - 38 5.5 

8900 4.3 1891 a.9 6074 4.1 288 6.5 647 5.9 
227 4.4 46 4.7 160 3.9 2 - 19 6.0 
678 4.6 114 4.3 476 4.5 8 - 80 5.8 
720 4.4 93 3.9 555 4.2 21 5.4 51 6.6 
702 5.8 165 5.5 458 6.5 10 9.0 69 6.9 

1,324 4.6 116 3.7 936 4.5 99 5.1 173 5.4 
1,272 4.8 170 4.2 984 4.7 53 5.8 66 6.6 
1,923 2.7 759 3.4 1,117 2.2 15 5.7 32 5.8 

125 4.8 13 6.6 98 4.6 4 - 10 6.6 
179 4.9 65 6.0 97 4.9 2 - 15 4.8 
345 5.8 60 5.8 244 5.6 12 5.6 29 10.3 
213 5.6 37 8.0 136 4.8 8 - 32 7.2 
214 3.9 55 3.7 121 3.7 9 

_ . 
29 5. t 

907 3.3 170 3.6 654 3.1 44 4.0 39 5.4 
55 6.3 25 14.5 28 4.6 1 - 1 -
16 5.7 3 - 10 5.2 - - 3 -



\ 
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TABLE D-O DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FRDM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PEnIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL 

MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN 

,.-
JURY TRIAL 

MEDIAN 
DISTRICT PlUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) NUMBER I (MOS.) 

10TH ..... 2253 3.9 333 4.2 1053 3.7 00 5.1 207 5.5 
CO ............ 3'19 4.5 80 ~.O 247 4.2 12 4.6 40 5.5 
KS ................ 321 4.4 66 4.0 212 4.4 6 - 37 5.7 
NM ................ 284 4.4 39 4.3 191 4.0 21 6.7 33 5.6 
OK,N .............. 184 3.7 25 3.5 12B 3.5 2 - 29 7.4 
OK,E .............. 155 3.B 29 3.1 112 3.9 5 - 9 -
OK,W ....... 654 2.9 57 4.3 508 2.6 6 - 25 4.7 
UT ........... 177 4.4 26 4.7 123 4.2 B - 20 4.7 
WY ............ 99 4.1 11 3.7 74 3.8 - - 14 7.0 

11TH ..... 5531 4.4 615 4.9 3633 3.8 322 2.7 901 O.!: -AL,N .......... 586 2.5 64 2.6 462 2.4 6 - 56 ;:S.8 
AL,M ........... 336 3.0 43 2.9 212 2.B 29 1.9 52 4.0 
AL,S ......... 160 0.1 10 4.7 B4 6.1 5 - 55 7.4 
FL,N ......... 182 5.4 2B 4.0 B7 4.6 2 - 65 6.2 
FL,M ........... 617 4.9 65 4.6 395 4.6 2B 5.3 129 0.7 
FL,S ....... 1,975 5.7 237 7.1 1,216 6.2 Bl 6.3 441 7.0 
GA,N ......... 062 4.8 86 6.0 440 4.2 lB 7.0 109 7.5 
GA,M . ~ . . . . .. 766 1.6 26 4.7 610 1.6 111 1.5 19 5.7 
GAS ....... 267 4.1 51 3.4 127 4.2 43 2.6 30 4.9 

Note: Medians computed only where there are ten or more defendants. 



--------~------------------------. 

r 

TABLE 0-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 

ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
ClRCUIT TOTAL BY NOLO BY 

AND DEFEN- DIS- I PLEA OF C(f/ll- I FINE 
DISTRICT DANTS TOTAL MISSED COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY TEi'lDERE COURT JURY ONLY OTHER' 

TOTAL .... 43329 7738 6566 281 891 35591 29814 709 1286 3782 3220 388 

DC ....... 469 48 39 2 7 421 384 - 9 28 4 5 

1ST .... 1269 233 192 6 35 1026 846 3 37 140 55 3 

ME .. " .,. 158 23 22 1 - 135 106 2 4 23 29 -
MA ....... 500 76 50 3 23 424 335 1 14 74 6 3 
NH ....... 60 2 2 - - 58 47 - 3 8 - -
RI ....... 117 30 25 - 5 87 68 - 12 7 1 -
PR ....... 424 102 93 2 7 322 290 - 4 28 19 -

2ND .... 2847 387 296 9 82 2460 2039 19 69 333 42 27 

CT ....... 325 41 38 1 2 284 234 2 22 26 - 2 
NY.N ...... 159 25 20 - 5 134 108 - 1 25 1 -
NY,E ...... 871 116 90 - 25 756 629 3 11 113 15 6 
NY.S ....•. 1.171 149 106 6 37 1.022 864 12 31 125 16 12 
NY,W .•.... 253 37 22 2 13 216 177 2 3 34 5 3 
VT ....... 68 20 20 - - 48 37 - 1 10 I> 6 

3RD . " . 2401 448 345 8 96 1953 1558 17 63 315 70 8 

DE ....•.. 72 15 15 - - 57 62 1 - 4 - -
NJ ..... , . 754 119 86 4 29 636 500 6 46 83 31 -
PA,E ...... 687 117 78 2 37 670 450 8 8 104 19 2 
PA,M ..•... 247 37 34 - 3 210 179 1 - 30 16 2 
PA,W ...• , . 321 50 36 1 13 271 214 1 2 54 4 2 
VI ....... 320 110 96 1 13 210 163 - 7 40 - 2 

\ 
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TA8tE 0-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TYPE SENTENCE (CONTINUED) 

REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS) OTHER SENTf;NCES PROBATION (MONTHS) 
TO IMPRISONMENT 

TOTAL 1 13 36 60 AVG. SPLIT INDE- yeA 1 13 25 37 AVG. CIRCUIT 
IMPRIS- THRU THRU THRU AND SEN- SEN- TERMI- OR THRU THRU THRU AND SEN- AND 
ONMENT TOTAL1 12 35 59 OVER TENCE" TENCE4 NATE" YOe TOTAL 12 24 36 OVER TENCE" DIfJTRICT 

.' 
17 B86 11979 2503 2671 2543 4262 57.2 3973 1496 43B 14097 3355 2 B76 4134 3732 33.5 · . TOTAL 

202 133 35 26 30 42 40.8 32 28 9 210 43 48 89 30 31. 1 ..... DC 

594 446 73 176 100 97 38.9 118 6 24 374 32 188 117 37 30.3 .... 1ST 

67 52 4 18 5 25 51.9 15 - - 39 3 28 .; 4 32.2 ..... ME 
251 165 39 58 43 25 33.3 74 3 9 164 9 102 47 6 28.6 1 ••••• MA 

23 16 7 5 - 4 - 6 - 1 35 3 11 11 10 36.5 ..... NH 
56 41 8 15 5 13 44.0 33 - 2 30 11 16 3 - 19.2 · .... RI 

197 172 15 80 47 30 39.7 10 3 12 106 6 31 52 17 33.4 · .... PR 

1368 1053 22~ 190 244 398 56.4 291 10 14 1023 218 248 316 241 32.7 · ... 2ND 

179 129 33 33 22 41 52.0 4B 2 - 103 14 39 25 25 33.0 ..... CT 
86 61 16 14 11 20 40.3 23 2 - 47 13 10 15 9 30.5 .... NY.N 

478 393 55 55 124 159 55.8 78 3 4 258 32 58 82 86 37.7 .... NY.E 
503 370 79 72 72 147 65.8 124 2 7 491 126 124 147 94 30.2 · " .NY.S 

92 76 23 13 13 27 45.2 13 - 3 116 32 14 44 26 32.5 .... NY.W 
30 24 15 3 2 4 - 5 1 - 8 1 3 3 1 30.0 ..... VT 

1087 795 172 160 152 311 62.9 249 21 22 788 109 175 232 272 38.2 .... 3RD 

36 26 1 10 6 9 45.6 8 - 2 21 10 - 6 5 27.4 ..... DE 
356 267 67 63 42 95 59.3 78 2 9 248 33 62 91 62 35.4 · .... NJ 
277 202 43 42 35 82 69.7 57 16 2 272 26 22 73 162 47.8 '" .PA.E 
114 83 30 11 23 19 40.4 26 - 5 78 11 42 19 6 27.8 .... PA.M 
160 123 \6 16 31 60 72.5 30 3 4 lOB 4 23 35 43 40.9 .... PA.W 
144 94 15 18 15 46 70.7 50 - - 64 26 26 8 4 20.5 · .... VI 

/ 

-
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TABLE 0-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE gO. 1983 

NOT CON'JICTED CONVICTED AND SENTEr~CED TYPE SENTENCE 

ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT TOTAL BY NOLO BY 

AND DE FEN- DIS- I PLEA OF CON- I FINE 
DISTRICT DANTS TOTAL MISSED COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY TENDEIIE COURT JURY ONLY OTHER' 

4TH .... 5708 1 156 1028 53 75 4552 3977 31 216 329 552 62 

MD ....... 1.399 251 236 2 13 1.148 1.037 5 22 84 110 14 
NC.E ...... 475 132 123 4 5 343 295 2 14 32 14 9 
NC.M ...... 224 22 17 1 4 202 186 1 2 13 1 -
NC.W ...... 301 38 32 - 6 263 224 7 5 27 6 -
SC ....... 592 117 97 3 17 475 439 2 9 25 16 10 
VA.E .... " 2.175 506 453 39 14 1.669 1.412 9 154 94 385 29 
VA.W •.•••• 191 30 19 3 8 161 133 5 7 16 3 -
WV.N ...... 152 23 18 - 5 129 107 - - 22 1 -
VIV.S ...... 199 37 33 1 3 162 144 - 2 16 16 -

5TH .... 5597 856 748 20 88 4741 4270 57 68 346 189 37 

LA,E ...... 560 72 58 - 14 488 417 3 3 65 2 1 
LA,M ...... 83 9 7 - 2 74 66 1 - 7 - 2 
LA,W ...... 237 39 32 3 4 198 175 - 8 15 17 1 
MS,N .•.... 88 16 11 - 5 72 59 - - 13 4 -
MS,5 ...... 134 26 24 - 2 108 92 10 - 6 1 1 
TX,N .... , . 875 127 116 1 10 748 660 9 6 73 34 1 
TX,E ... '" 199 40 39 - 1 159 141 2 - 16 7 1 
TX.5 ...... 2,149 376 329 12 35 1,773 1.658 16 24 75 42 8 
TX,W ...... 1,272 151 132 4 15 1,121 1.002 16 27 76 82 22 

6TH .... 3632 531 436 22 73 3101 2697 26 48 330 86 18 

KY,E ...... 256 74 64 - 10 182 130 4 5 43 3 1 
KY,W ...... 444 68 50 9 9 376 324 6 15 31 43 3 
M1,E ...... 763 126 96 8 22 637 537 1 9 90 5 1 
M1,W ...... 238 26 21 - 5 212 186 1 2 23 6 -
OH.N ...... 450 31 26 1 4 419 369 6 4 40 6 5 
OH,5 .. '" . 349 37 28 - 9 312 287 4 3 18 8 7 
TN.E ...... 313 30 28 - 2 283 258 - - 25 3 -
TN,M ...... 443 85 77 4 4 358 326 - 8 24 11 -
TN,\'{ ...... 376 54 46 - 8 322 280 4 2 36 1 1 

\ 
\ 
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TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THe TWELVE MONTH P"ERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TYPE SENTENCE (CONTINUED) 

REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS) OTHER SENTENCES PROBATION (MONTHS) 
TO IMPRISONMENT 

TOTAL 1 13 36 60 AVG. SPLIT INDE- YCA 1 13 25 37 AVG. CIRCUIT 
IMPRIS- THRU THRU THRU AND SEN- SEN- TERMI- OR THRU THRU THRU AND SEN- AND 
ONMENT TOTAL2 12 35 59 OVER TENCE3 TENCE4 NATEs YO· TOTAL 12 24 36 OVER TENCE3 DISTRICT 

1894 1272 438 207 204 423 55.6 383 184 55 2044 837 390 453 364 27.6 .... 4TH 

425 225 44 47 43 91 77.1 114 65 21 599 240 186 100 73 24.1 ..... MD 
152 78 17 5 17 39 82.5 50 22 2 168 46 33 21 68 37.1 .... NC,E 
127 92 18 33 11 30 67.6 25 3 7 74 2 1 20 51 50.9 .... NC,M 
116 106 30 14 19 43 63.9 4 I 5 141 18 40 72 11 30.9 .•.. NC,W 
260 208 19 42 59 88 63.9 21 27 4 189 5 26 81 77 45.6 · .... SC 
616 464 293 43 36 92 30.5 131 17 4 639 499 65 44 31 16.5 .... VA.E 

51 21 3 6 4 8 - 1 23 6 107 7 23 72 5 32.5 .... VA.W 
63 38 4 4 10 20 93.3 13 7 5 65 3 7 28 27 41.8 .... WV.N 
84 40 10 13 5 12 39.6 24 19 1 62 17 9 15 21 35.3 .... WV.S 

2340 1559 248 349 398 564 54.3 552 167 62 2175 268 351 682 874 39.9 · ... 5TH 

313 241 46 50 49 96 56.4 56 9 7 172 18 31 56 67 40.2 · ... LA,E 
48 31 7 7 8 9 69.2 16 - 1 24 4 4 9 7 36.8 .... LA.M 
77 43 7 15 12 9 44.2 27 7 - 103 25 10 27 41 38.3 '" .LA,W 
40 27 - 5 10 12 77.0 8 1 4 28 4 4 13 7 34.7 · ... MS,N 
62 28 - 6 9 13 79.7 20 2 2 54 7 2 23 22 42.1 .... MS.S 

460 371 61 81 85 144 52.5 66 10 13 253 9 70 122 52 36.7 .... TX.N 
88 68 5 12 21 30 70.1 18 2 - 63 7 2 33 21. 40.5 .... TX.E 

670 395 63 102 117 113 44.0 220 42 13 1.053 115 187 343 408 39.3 .... TX,S 
592 355 59 71 87 138 60.3 121 94 22 425 79 41 56 249 43.7 .... TX,W 

1660 1110 245 289 228 348 52.2 384 135 31 1337 345 372 429 191 29.3 .... 6TH 

145 103 11 21 30 41 72.6 37 2 3 33 1 5 10 17 44.9 · ... KY,E 
167 93 31 14 20 28 43.0 25 43 6 163 112 32 4 15 18.6 .... KY.W 
433 296 85 101 53 57 37.5 103 30 4 198 9 54 105 30 34.5 · ... MI.E 

82 51 II 14 13 13 49.2 23 8 - 124 12 26 64 32 36.5 .... MI.W 
187 133 7 27 32 67 85.8 35 17 2 221 7 44 122 48 37.5 .•.. OH.N 
178 132 24 30 29 49 56.5 42 2 2 119 24 29 48 18 33.6 .... OH.S 
174 103 17 25 14 47 61.2 36 26 9 106 26 51 15 14 27.5 .... TN.E 
160 95 22 23 21 29 45.0 59 4 2 187 108 43 24 12 19.6 .... TN,M 
134 104 37 34 16 17 32.9 24 3 3 186 46 88 47 5 24.0 .... TN,W 
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TABLE 0-7 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 

ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT TOTAL BY NOLO BY 

AND DEFEN-' DIS- I PLEA OF CON- I FINE 
DISTRICT DANTS TOTAL MISSED COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY TENDERE COURT JURY ONLY OTHER' 

7TH .... 2120 273 206 23 44 1847 1488 9 119 231 23 12 

IL,N ...... 995 120 79 14 27 875 705 4 56 110 5 5 
IL,C ...... 278 32 25 4 3 246 189 - 6 51 1 -
IL,S ...... 172 30 23 2 5 142 118 1 1 22 1 3 
IN,N ...... 130 25 21 - 4 105 80 - 4 21 - -
IN,S ...... 241 16 13 1 2 225 207 1 9 8 10 -
WI,E ...... 220 37 35 2 - 183 160 3 6 14 5 3 
WI,W ...... 84 13 10 - 3 71 29 - 37 5 1 1 

8TH .... 2612 528 437 20 71 2084 1694 48 106 236 52 10 

AR,E ...•.. 231 33 27 1 5 198 104 - 67 27 3 -
AR,W ...... 125 10 10 - - 115 89 1 7 18 6 1 
IA,N ...... 69 8 8 - - 61 59 1 - 1 6 -
lA,S ...... 168 15 11 3 1 153 127 - 6 20 11 -
MN ....... 377 34 18 - 16 343 297 - B 38 6 3 
MO,E ...... 406 61 35 15 11 345 278 - 10 57 6 1 
MO,W ...... 786 286 271 - 15 500 442 26 2 ,30 2 2 
NE ....... 120 17 11 - 6 103 85 12 2 "4 2 -
NO ....... 124 17 11 - 6 107 85 5 3 14 4 3 
SO ....... 206 47 35 1 11 159 12B 3 1 27 6 -

9TH .... 8900 2036 1891 30 115 6864 59al 83 258 532 1 187 166 

AK ....... 227 48 46 - 2 179 129 31 2 17 53 1 
AZ ....... 678 143 114 1 28 535 472 4 7 52 13 -
CA,N ...... 720 100 93 - 7 620 548 7 21 44 14 4 
CA,E ...... 702 172 165 - 7 530 446 12 10 62 10 4 
CA,C ...... 1,324 148 ' J6 8 24 1,176 933 3 91 149 4 3 
CA,S ...... 1,272 175 170 - 5 1,097 975 9 53 60 14 9 
HI ....... 1,923 770 759 5 6 1.153 1,110 7 10 26 692 133 
10 •...... 125 15 13 1 1 110 98 - 3 9 6 -
MT ....... 179 68 65 - 3 111 93 4 2 12 8 -
NV ....... 345 78 60 6 12 2,67 240 4 6 17 9 2 
OR, ...... 213 41 37 - 4 1',12 134 2 8 28 - -
WA.E •..... 214 63 55 1 7 151 121 - a 22 2 4 
WA,W.,. , 907 184 170 7 7 723 654 - 37 32 361 6 
GUAM ••••• 55 26 25 1 - 29 28 - - 1 1 -
NMI ...... 16 5 3 - 2 11 10 - - 1 - -

\ 
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TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE rnELVE MONTH PERIOO ENDED JlJi-IE 30, 19B3 

TYPE SENTENCE (CONTINUED) 

REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS) OTHER SENTENCES PROBATION (MONTHS) 
TO IMPRISONMENT 

TOTAL 1 13 36 60 AVG. SPLIT INDE- YCA 1 13 25 37 AVG. CIRCUIT 
IMPRIS- THRU THRU THRU AND SEN- SEN- TERMI- OR THRU THRU THRU AND SEN- AND 
OYIIENT TOTAL" 12 35 59 OVER TENCE3 TENCE4 NATE" YO· TOTAL 12 24 38 OVER TENCE3 DISTRICT 

947 646 122 131 136 257 65.0 218 64 19 B65 137 181 268 289 36.6 ..... 7TH 

386 257 53 75 45 84 55.5 92 31 6 479 38 66 151 224 42.0 • .... IL,N 
130 95 14 7 23 51 81.0 24 10 1 115 31 19 31 34 33.5 · .... IL,C 
103 81 8 16 15 41 82.2 17 3 2 36 15 9 3 8 26.2 · .... IL,S 
72 51 6 5 21 19 98.1 14 3 4 33 8 12 12 3 28.4 · .... IN,N 

126 87 25 15 18 29 46.3 30 4 5 89 27 28 27 7 25.6 · .... IN,S 
84 58 13 7 10 2B 62.7 22 3 1 91 17 37 25 12 32.3 · .... WI,E 
46 17 3 6 3 5 - 19 10 - 23 3 10 9 1 27.0 · .. , .WI,W 

1265 764 149 175 172 268 58.1 421 45 35 757 230 186 222 119 27.5 ..... 8TH 

119 74 16 20 22 16 38.2 44 - 1 76 5 19 44 8 32.8 •.... AR,E 
62 36 4 10 10 12 49.4 26 - - 46 5 14 21 G 35.6 ..... AR,W 
25 16 4 1 1 10 - 7 - 2 30 6 5 15 4 31.0 · .... IA,N 
89 56 27 14 3 12 27.0 31 2 - 53 15 21 14 3 24.3 · .... lA,S 

247 183 33 55 44 51 48.5 61 1 2 87 17 44 23 3 25.7 ...... MN 
255 201 7 35 56 103 79.5 35 1 18 83 3 7 28 45 50.5 ..... MO,E 
255 62 19 8 13 22 64.9 159 30 4 241 169 24 31 17 12.5 .•... MO,W 

71 38 14 7 1 16 65.8 28 3 2 30 5 7 3 15 40.3 ...... NE 
59 39 12 12 7 8 37.6 13 7 - 41 2 20 13 6 35.0 .••... NO 
83 59 13 13 15 18 65.7 17 1 6 70 3 25 30 12 33.7 ...... SO 

3092 1719 449 344 294 632 60.3 778 504 91 2419 562 378 761 718 36.3 · ... , 9TH 

44 17 3 5 7 2 - 27 - - 81 27 28 22 4 24.1 ...... AK 
312 173 53 41 35 44 43.5 51 72 16 210 26 32 90 62 38.9 ...... AZ 
329 236 50 54 43 89 61.5 77 6 10 273 56 36 80 101 42.1 •...• CA,N 
338 227 34 43 30 120 82.9 62 31 17 178 16 29 54 79 41.8 ..... CA,E 
746 350 60 52 55 183 76.5 190 184 22 423 25 43 190 165 43.4 ..... CA,C 
635 296 151 82 27 36 25.1 189 146 4 439 &7 81 176 95 35.1 · •... CA,S 

83 24 9 2 8 5 - 30 25 4 245 201 13 3 28 18.3 · ..... HI 
56 32 7 8 9 8 39.2 24 - - 48 5 6 26 11 36.3 · .•••• 10 , 
40 23 6 2 4 11 - 15 1 1 63 8 18 20 17 35.7 ...... MT 

109 72 6 10 27 29 66.5 24 7 6 147 44 30 29 44 33.9 ...... NV 
123 70 16 7 11 36 100.2 28 20 5 49 - 2 - 47 58.5 ...... OR 
64 46 31 5 5 5 24.5 7 8 3 81 10 22 27 22 35.3 ... , .WA,E 

192 140 21 29 31 59 75.5 47 2 3 164 53 35 40 36 30.6 ..... WA,W 
12 8 - 3 1 4 - 2 2 - 16 4 3 2 7 38.3 ••• , GUAM 
9 5 2 1 1 1 - 4 - - 2 - - 2 - 36.0 · ...• NMI 

\ 



TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

NOT CON,VICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 

ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT TOTAL BY NOLO BY 

AND DEFEN- DIS- I PLEA OF CON- I FINE 
DISTRICT DANTS TOTAl, MISSED COURT JURY TOTAL GUILTY TENDERE COURT JURY (}~LY OTHER' 

10TH ... 2253 3Be 333 9 45 1865 1633 20 51 161 326 13 
~ 

CO ....... 379 91 80 2 9 288 241 6 10 31 19 2 
KS .•..... 321 73 66 - 7 248 211 1 6 30 8 1 
NM ....... 284 52 39 1 12 232 189 2 20 21 8 3 
OK,N ...... 184 29 25 - 4 155 126 2 2 25 2 -
OK,E ...... 155 32 29 1 2 123 111 1 4 7 1 2 
OK,W ...... 654 61 57 - 4 593 559 7 6 21 276 -
UT ....... 177 37 26 5 6 140 123 - 3 14 10 5 
WY ....... 99 13 11 - 2 86 73 1 - 12 2 -

11TH ... 5531 854 615 79 160 4677 3237 396 243 801 634 27 

AL,N •..... 5S6 79 64 1 14 507 461 1 4 41 18 2 
AL,M ...... 336 57 43 1 13 279 211 1 28 39 79 2 
AL,S ...... 160 24 16 1 7 136 82 2 4 48 - 1 
FL,N ...... 182 30 28 - 2 152 87 - 2 6~ 5 1 
FL,M .....• 617 81 65 1 15 536 390 5 27 114 9 -
FL,S ...... 1,975 331 237 13 Sl 1,644 1,210 6 68 360 4 18 
GA,N ...... 652 96 85 . - 11 556 432 8 18 98 15 3 
GA,M •...•. 766 8S 26 55 7 67S 239 371 56 12 471 -
GAS ...... 257 68 51 7 10 189 125 2 36 26 • 33 -

\ 
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TABLE 0-7 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERiOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

-
TYPE SENTENCE <[CONTINUED) 

REGULAR IMPRISONMENT [MONTHS) OntER SENTENCES PROBATION (MONTHS) 
TO IMPRISONMENT ,. 

TOTAL 1 13 38 60 AVG. SPLIT INDE- YCA 1 13 26 37 .,.VG. CIRCUIT 
IMPRIS- THRU THRU THRU AND SEN- SEN- TERMI- OR THRU THRU THRU AND i~EN- AND 
ONMENT TOTAL" 12 36 69 OVER TENCE' TENCE4 NATE" YO' TOTAL 12 24 38 OVER TI~NCE3 DISTRICT 

872 645 106 166 127 167 61.3 147 148 32 664 119 143 231 161 33.4 ••• 10TH 

134 97 20 16 21 40 66.4 29 1 7 133 22 21 49 41 36.1 ..... CO 
136 67 33 6 6 12 31.6 24 48 7 103 26 32 31 16 29.6 ••••• KS 
137 107 10 36 31 30 48.6 23 1 6 84 14 16 33 22 36.1 ..... HM 
80 67 3 26 21 17 64.0 9 2 2 73 8 18 21 26 35.9 •••• OK,N 
77 82 4 27 16 16 60.4 13 1 1 43 2 8 19 14 38.9 ., •• OK,E 

217 101 27 26 22 26 44.9 31 84 1 100 40 23 23 14 24.9 .••• OK,W 
48 20 2 6 2 10 - 11 11 4 79 3 16 39 21 38.Q ..... UT 
46 34 7 12 8 7 39.2 7 - 4 39 6 10 16 8 .32.6 ..... WY 

2565 1937 245 469 458 765 62.7 400 184 44 1451 465 216 344 436 3~.:..Q. • •• 11TH 

188 1l!9 30 27 27 45 58.1 52 7 - 299 117 32 92 58 2ii.3 •••• AL,N 
96 83 16 13 19 35 69.6 8 1 3 103 47 5 36 16 211.3 •• , .AL,M 
90 75 - 6 22 47 78.4 14 - 1 46 1 1 8 35 63'.6 •••• AL,S 

131 110 5 3 9 93 131.1 11 9 1 16 2 - 4 9 47.2 • ••• FL,N 
350 280 46 63 62 110 62.9 ·48 16 9 177 21 44 49 63 37.3 •••• FL,M 

1,238 960 110 326 269 265 50.2 f~O 67 21 384 152 44 76 112 30.1 •••• FL,S 
294 196 27 20 43 106 76.0 45 48 5 244 30 60 65 89 39.1 • ••• GA,N 

70 61 9 10 12 20 61.6 16 4 - 137 78 25 7 27 20.6 .... ~~M 
f09 5S 3 1 6 44 90.1 19 33 4 47 7 6 7 28 46.() .... G S 

1. INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, IMPRISONMENT FOR FOUR DAYS OR LESS OR FOR TIME ALREADY SERVED, REMITTED AND SUSPENDED FINES 
AND L1 FE SENTENCES. 

2. INCLUDES SENTENCES OF MORE THAN 6 MONTHS WHICH ARE TO BE FOLli'WED 8Y A TERM OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES). 
3. NOT COMPUTI§D WHERE NUMBER IMPRISONED LESS THAN 25. EXCLUDES SPLIT SENTENCES INDETERMINATE SENTENCES AND YOUTH CORRECTIONS ACT /OFFEND­

ER SENTENCES. 
4. A SPLIT SENTENCE IS A SENTENCE ON A 1 COUNT INDICTMENT OF 6 MONTHS OR LESS IN A JAr L TYPE INSTITUTION, FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF PROBATION, 18 

Ii.s .1';. 3651. INCLUDED IN THESE FIGURES ARE MIXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 MONTHS OR LESS ON 1 COUNT. TO BE FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF 
PROB~\ 'lION ON 1 OR MORE OTHER COUNTS. 

6. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 4206 B (1) AND (2). 
6. TITLE 111 U.S.C. 6010 (B) (C). 
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TABLE 0-8 CASES 0 U 0 S 0 DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30. 1983 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENE,RAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

TOTAL 000000 18546 73 582 221 91 1,369 679 2,883 195 

DC 000000000 159 2 5 1 - 10 6 22 -
1ST 000000 478 2 16 8 1 66 40 99 5 

ME 000000000 67 1 3 - 1 14 3 5 1 
MAo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 241 1 8 5 - 31 27 48 4 
NH 000000000 14 - - - - - 2 5 -
RI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 53 - - 1 - 2 2 27 -
PR 000000000 103 - 5 2 - 19 6 14 -

2ND 000000 1899 1 60 7 2 150 74 376 11 

CT .. o ...... 174 - 8 1 1 7 13 54 3 
NY,N ....... 107 - 1 3 - 1 4 18 3 
NY,'!! ....... 661 - 10 2 1 51 19 89 3 
NY,S ....... 733 1 32 1 - 78 31 159 2 
NY,W ....... 142 - 9 - - 9 7 46 -
VT 000000000 82 - - - - 4 - 10 -

3RD 000000 982 7 27 18 30 115 39 245 6 

DE •••••• 0 0 0 35 - 3 - - - i 4 2 
NJ 0 0 0 000000 254 - 5 1 1 39 15 93 3 
PA,E ....... 247 - 7 - - 9 5 83 1 
PA,M ........ 109 - 1 2 - 10 2 32 -
PA;W ....... 103 - 6 1 - 9 2 23 -
VIo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 234 7 5 14 29 48 14 10 -

~ 

a 

\ 
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TABLE D-B CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 19B3 DY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCII (DRUG I LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 

AND CONTROL- AND IP1MI- AGRI- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- ClRATION CULTURAL POSTI'L AND 
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWfj* OTHER DISTRICT 

1060 1525 2545 681 942 1399 1736 614 1085 95 66 705 · .. TOTAL 

10 8 43 12 12 - 10 10 - 4 - 4 ...... DC 

49 45 40 14 19 6 18 12 9 2 - 27 .. , .. 1ST 

8 8 2 2 7 4 1 - 2 1 - 4 ...... ME 
15 28 22 9 8 2 11 9 3 - - 10 •••••• MA 

1 2 - - 1 - - - - - - 3 ...... NH 
3 2 5 1 3 - - 2 1 1 - 3 · ...•. RI 

22 5 11 2 - - 6 1 3 - - 7 · ., '" PR 

100 53 549 66 73 - 101 88 80 2 30 76 ..... 2ND 

10 4 31 3 19 - 10 3 5 - 1 , ...... CT 
3 6 6 1 6 - 4 2 32 - 2 15 ...•. NY,N 

26 23 302 25 15 - 11 28 10 1 14 31 · .... NY,E 
44 12 189 25 15 - 54 44 13 1 13 19 · ., .. NY,S 
14 3 17 5 9 - 4 9 7 - - 3 ..... NY,W 
3 5 4 7 9 - 18 2 13 - - 7 ...... VT 

73 24 76 82 46 14 63 61 15 6 2 33 ..... 3RD 

8 - 1 6 7 - 1 1 - - - 1 · ..... DE 
15 6 13 20 6 1 1 16 6 1 2 10 ...... NJ 
20 2 37 34 14 4 - 18 1 2 - 10 ..... PA,E 

3 3 5 ;l 3 - 30 7 1 - - 7 · .... PA,M 
11 4 18 13 6 - 1 5 - - - 4 · .... PA,W 
16 9 2 6 10 9 30 14 7 3 - 1 · ..... VI 

_-----------..-----------------------~..-...O----------------~-~------
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TABLE D-B CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 

ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30. 1983 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

4TH - 1350 5 65 ..... , 17 1 135 42 204 21 

MD .••..•••. 350 2 20 4 - 24 16 49 4 
NC,E ....... 71 - 7 1 - 9 2 11 1 
NC,M ....... 81 - 5 - - 9 2 26 1 
NC,W ....... 66 1 5 1 1 2 5 14 3 
SC ••.•.•... 183 - 11 2 - 12 5 19 8 
VA,E ....... 402 1 14 8 - 60 6 45 -
VA,W ....... 69 1 2 - - 7 1 10 4 
WV,N ....... 56 - 1 - - 5 3 10 -
WV,S ....... 72 - - 1 - 7 2 20 -

5TH ...... 2493 ,I 27 19 9 115 65 341 30 

LA,E ....... 190 - 3 - - 17 11 33 -
LA,M ....... 42 - - - - 2 4 6 1 
LA,W ....... 59 - 1 - 2 3 3 16 4 
MS,N ....... 25 - 1 - - 4 2 5 -
MS,S ....... 123 - 2 5 2 8 6 37 2 
TX,N ........ 346 - 5 1 1 29 10 86 4 
TX,E ....... 55 - 2 1 - 2 2 18 1 
TX,S ........ 1,184 1 7 6 1 30 16 98 15 
TX,W ....... 469 - 6 6 3 20 11 42 3 
CZ .•••••••• - - - - - - - - -

6TH •••••• 1227 1 44 17 4 148 68 243 37 

KY,E ....... 76 1 8 - 1 4 3 13 6 
KY,W ....... 143 - 8 - - 39 5 14 2 
MI,E ....... 295 - 5 5 1 41 11 52 12 
MI,W ....... 79 - - 1 1 3 11 15 -
OH,N ....... 175 - 9 3 - 24 17 34 1 
OH,S ....... 103 - 5 3 - 8 8 25 4 
TN,E ....... 70 - 4 2 - 8 1 11 2 
TN,M ....... 140 - 2 - - 13 5 28 5 
TN,W ....... 147 - 3 3 1 8 7 51 5 

-', 

\ 
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TABLE D-B CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30. 1983 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--coNTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA I DRUG) LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 

AND CDNTROL- AND IMMI- AGRI- CIRCUIT 

COUNTER- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 

FElTING HUANA concs STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS· OTHER DISTRICT 

73 131 120 57 119 142 87 54 3 4 1 69 ••... 4TH 

14 22 68 17 21 49 11 12 2 - 1 14 ...... MO 

4 16 2 2 7 1 2 2 - - - 4 · •• , .NC,E 

10 2 11 3 4 - - 1 - 1 - 6 ••.•• NC,M 

7 1 2 6 7 2 3 3 - 1 - 2 ••••• NC,W 

12 30 5 5 29 1 24 8 - - - 12 • ••••• SC 

10 43 24 9 21 89 29 22 1 1 - 19 •.••• VA,E 

4 5 1 6 14 - 4 2 - 1 - 7 • •••• VA,W 

5 5 4 7 5 - 7 2 - - - 2 ••••• WV.N 

7 7 3 2 11 - 7 2 - - - 3 •...• WV,S 

134 286 217 105 155 16 387 50 451 6 6 73 • .••• 5TH 

12 28 14 21 12 - 4 7 18 - 2 8 • •••• LA,E 

14 - :1 3 5 - 2 2 - - - 1 ••.•• LA,M 

2 4 2 1 6 - 4 1 4 - - 6 ••.•• LA,W 

3 1 1 1 3 1 - - - - - 3 ••.•• MS,N 

9 10 3 9 15 - 3 4 4 - - 4 · .•.• MS,S 

47 7 34 10 35 2 42 11 10 - 2 10 ., .•• TX,N 

4 5 1 - 2 - 4 4 3 - - 6 · .••. TX,E 

23 167 99 27 64 3 287 10 298 5 2 25 · .••• TX,S 

20 64 61 33 13 1Q 4i il ii4 1 - 10 ••••• TX,W 

- - - - - - - - - - - - ••...• CZ 

139 67 105 35 104 23 37 60 18 6 4 67 • •.•• 6TH 

8 1 1 3 9 - 4 7 - - 1 6 •..•• KY,E 

9 26 8 6 5 5 2 8 1 - - 3 ••••• KY,W 

20 12 60 7 18 1 5 14 13 - 2 16 • •••. MI.E 

8 7 6 4 15 - 1 3 2 - - 2 ••..• MI,W 

27 2 10 2·. 24 - 4 10 1 - - 8 ••••• OH,N 

8 4 6 4 9 3 6 6 - - 1 3 ••••• OH,S 

5 1 8 4 4 - 2 3 - 1 - 14 · ..•• TN,E 

30 8 2 - 14 14 4 2 - 5 - 8 ..... TN.M 

24 6 4 5 6 - 9 7 1 - - 7 ••••• TN,W 



~ --~-------------------~--------
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TABLE D-B CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30. 1983 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTnICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

7TH ...... 923 - 24 14 6 118 54 202 12 

I L,N ....... 522 - 6 2 4 61 23 124 -
I L,C ....... 80 - 4 - 2 5 12 20 -
IL,S ....... 59 - 1 2 - 14 3 11 1 
IN,N ....... 50 - 2 - - 13 1 4 4 
IN,S ....... 80 - 4 5 - 9 7 14 5 
WI,E ....... 83 - 7 3 - 7 4 23 -
wr,w ....... 49 - - 2 - 9 4 6 2 

8TH ...... 753 9 28 15 5 79 37 125 S 

AR,E ....... 58 - - - 2 8 2 10 2 
AR,W ........ 32 - 2 - - 2 4 8 3 
IA,N ....... 37 1 2- 1 - 1 2 11 -
lA,S ....... 48 - 1 - - 10 2 9 -
MN ••.••••.. 123 - 11 1 2 5 8 15 1 
MO,E ....... 112 - 3 - - 16 5 20 -
MO,W •••• 'O •• 158 - 5 - - 14 3 25 1 
NE ••••••••. 55 - 3 1 1 - 4 12 1 
NO ......... 40 S 1 :; - 7 - 7 -
SO ••••••••• 90 5 - 10 - 16 7 9 -

9TH ...... 5255 38 211 76 25 261 172 554 21 

AK •••.•.••• 63 - 3 4 - 10 3 13 -
AZ ........ . 713 14 e 21 2 12 11 35 1 
CA,N ....... 456 3 24 8 4 51 65 106 1 
CA,E ....... 249 - 26 2 - 18 11 40 1 
CA,C ....... 799 2 94 6 1 69 36 129 9 
CA,S ........ 1,171 1 20 9 3 12 7 ,31 5 
HI ••••••••• 1,042 1 1 5 - 36 5 15 1 
10 ......... 51 2 4 1 - 4 2 16 -
MT ••.•••.•• 66 5 - 8 - 9 4 16 1 
NV •••••.••• 194 1 4 2 4 12 3 82 -
OR .•.••.••• 114 - 15 2 1 8 8 30 1 
WA,E ....... 60 - 1 - 2 6 5 15 -
WA,W ....... 221 1 11 4 - 10 11 22 1 
GUAM ••••••• 47 7 - 3 4 4 - 4 -
NMI •.•••••• 9 1 - 1 4 - 1 - -

\ 



TABLE 0-8 CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1983 8Y MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPEGIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA I DRUG I LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 

AND CONTROL- AND 1""'1- AGRI- CIRCUrr 
COUNTER- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL ANI' 
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS· OTHER 01 S'(illCT 

50 29 179 26 43 3 36 50 26 3 6 43 ••••• 7TH 

- 22 11 147 11 16 - 11 31 16 1 4 32 • •••• IL,N 
4 5 11 2 5 - 3 2 4 - 1 - • •••. IL,C - 3 2 4 5 1 6 4 1 - - 1 • •••• IL,S 
7 2 6 3 2 1 3 2 - - - 1 ••••• IN,N 
5 5 6 1 6 1 3 3 2 - 1 3 • •••• IN,S 
7 2 7 3 7 - 3 6 1 - - 3 • •.•• WI,E 
5 1 1 2 2 - 7 2 1 2 - 3 ••••• WI,W 

51 23 87 36 47 64 41 20 12 19 4 42 • •.•• 8TH 

6 2 6 3 4 - 2 2 - - 3 6 ••••• AR,E 
- 1 5 1 1 - 2 - 2 - - 1 ••••• AR.W 
4 3 4 - - - 1 - 1 2 - 4 " .•• IA,N 
3 1 6 - 6 - 3 4 2 - 1 - • ••.• IA,S 
7 5 23 10 1(j - 16 - 1 2 - 6 ...... MN 

12 3 20 11 13 - 3 5 - - - 1 · •••• MO,E 
12 6 6 3 4 64 7 4 2 - - 2 ••••• MO,W 

3 - 13 2 4 - 3 1 4 1 - 2 • ••••• NE - - 4 4 4 - 1 2 - - - 4 • ••••. NO 
4 2 - t 1 - 3 2 - 14 - 16 •••••• SO 

187 449 627 140 112 1060 687 95 368 31 8 143 •.••• 9TH 

2 5 4 1 3 8 1 - - 4 - 2 ...... AK 
10 115 71 10 18 1 305 22 45 - - 12 .. , ... AZ 
23 6 66 19 9 11 211 12 7 2 4 19 • •.•• CA,N 
18 9 34 19 10 12 14 8 10 9 - 8 ••••. CA,E 
89 68 134 33 26 2 24 17 35 1 3 37 ••• , .CA,C 
17 216 238 38 14 1 270 9 244 - - 33 ..... CA,S 

1 16 17 - 1 942 2 6 2 - 1 7 • ••••• HI 
4 - 3 1 2 - - 1 7 3 - 1 · .•... 10 
7 - 5 - 3 - - 1 1 3 - 3 ...... MT 

15 5 26 10 4 0- 8 10 4 2 - 2 ••.••• NV 
6 5 7 5 9 - 10 1 2 - - 4 .••••• OR 
8 1 3 - 4 - 3 - 8 2 - 2 • •••• WA,E 
7 11 22 1 8 69 21 4 3 5 - 10 ••••. WA,W - 1 7 3 1 4 3 3 - - - 3 •••• GUAM 
- 1 - - - - - 1 - - - - • •••• NMI 

\ 
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TABLE D-8 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30. 1983 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GE~ERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT T'OTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

10TH ..... 792 7 33 6 6 82 26 166 15 

CO ••••••••• 166 1 6 - 1 26 12 "'3 1 
KS ••••••••• 132 - 4 1 1 11 3 :,11 2 
NM ••••••••• 150 4 5 1 2 13 3 17 5 
OK,N ....... 44 - 1 - - 2 1 - 1 
OK,E ....... 42 - 1 - 1 4 2 15 3 
OK,W ....... 152 1 8 1 1 11 3 41 1 
UT •••••.••• 66 - 7 2 - 13 2 21 1 
WY ••• , ••••• 40 1 1 1 - 2 - 8 1 

11TH ..... 2235 - 42 22 2 90 56 305 29 

AL,N ....... 116 - 2 - 1 10 3 39 6 
AL,M ....... &4 - - 1 - 6 3 9 1 
AL,S ....... 42 - 1 - - 4 1 8 1 
FL,N ....... 68 - 1 1 - 1 4 5 -
FL,M ....... 274 - 10 5 - 15 10 56 3 
FL,S ....... 1,377 - 20 9 1 30 25 136 9 
GA,N •••• o, •• 192 - 2 5 - 17 7 39 4 
GA,M ....... 48 - 3 - - 2 2 7 3 
GAS ....... 65 - 3 1 - 5 1 6 2 

\ 
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TABLE D-8 CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1983 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED 

DAPCA (DRUGI LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 

AND CONTROL- AND 
COUNTEfi- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE-
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCl:S ARMS 

49 39 66 31 63 

10 4 16 8 9 
8 10 2 5 15 
4 9 23 6 11 
8 2 12 5 1 
7 1 - i -
8 9 6 7 7 
3 - 4 - 4 
1 4 4 - 6 

145 371 437 78 159 

21 3 - 1 14 
2 6 1 - 5 
- 12 a 1 3 
3 28 6 4 -

24 30 26 24 22 
62 272 377 38 70 
19 6 13 6 33 

6 6 3 1 4 
9 11 6 3 8 

• OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 

TRAFFIC 

63 

11 
1 
2 
-
-

37 
1 
1 

28 

6 
8 
-
2 
1 
-
3 
3 
6 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

IMMI- AGRI-
GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 

ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS· 

40 31 39 6 

3 3 5 3 
18 9 9 -
13 5 22 1 

1 2 1 -
- 1 - 1 
5 4 - 1 
- 6 1 -- 1 1 -

229 83 66 6 

1 6 - -
5 2 - -
1 1 - 2 

10 2 - -
16 17 4 -

175 38 60 3 
17 12 1 -

4 2 - -
1 3 - 1 

, i 

CIRCUIT 
ANO 

OTHER DISTRICT 

1 44 •••. 10TH 

- 15 •..•.• CO 
- 2 • ..••• KS 
- 5 • .••.. NM - 7 ••••• OK,N 
- 5 ••••• OK,E 
1 1 " •.• OK,W - 1 '" ••. UT 
- 8 •••••• WY 

4 84 · •.• 11TH 

- 3 •.••• AL,N 
- 5 · .••• AL,M - 1 .•••• AL,S 
- 3 • •••. FL,N 
1 11 • •.•• FL,M 
3 49 • ••.. FL,S - 8 • ••.• GA,N 
- 4 • •••. GA,M - - .•.•• GAS 



TABLE 0-9. DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1983 8Y MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

TOTAL ....... 11313 69 379 143 71 872 416 1864 117 

DC ......... 69 - - - - 4 3 10 -
1ST ....... 389 1 9 7 - 40 30 60 4 

ME ......... 69 - 1 - - 9 - 1 4 
MA . . . . ~ . . . . 201 1 7 6 - 16 22 30 -
NH ......... 20 - - - - - 2 6 -
RI ......... 36 - - 1 - 1 1 19 -
PR ......... 64 - 1 1 - 16 6 6 -

2ND ....... 836 2 44 2 2 61 37 164 6 

CT ......... 117 - 4 - 1 2 7 26 3 
NY,N ........ 41 - - 2 - - 3 12 -
NY,E ........ 202 - 9 - 1 13 3 28 2 
NY,S ........ 323 2 23 - - 39 13 64 -
NY,W ........ 130 - e - - 6 11 32 -
VT ......... 22 - - - - 1 - 3 -

3RD ....... 663 1 8 9 32 68 19 176 2 

DE ........ , 13 - - - - - - - 1 
NJ ......... 181 - 1 1 1 17 13 67 1 
PA,E ........ 189 - 1 - - 6 1 66 -
PA,M ........ 71 - 1 3 - 4 1 34 -
PA,W ........ 64 - 2 - - 6 1 14 -
VI .......... 136 1 3 6 31 26 3 16 -

\ 
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TABLE 0-11 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS P:C~lOING ON JUNE 30, 1983 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--OONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA (DRUG I LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 

AND CONTROL- AND IMMI- AGRI- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

647 1353 1702 628 491 528 183 612 571 93 31 564 • •. TOTAL 

2 6 25 8 3 - 2 3 - - - 3 ...... DC 

24 109 51 10 9 3 3 7 1 2 - 19 ..... 1ST 

2 32 5 7 2 2 - - 1 1 - 2 •..••• ME 
11 60 32 1 6 1 - 4 - - - 6 ...... MA 

1 2 - - - - - - - - - 10 •••••• NH 
2 2 2 1 1 - - 3 - 1 - 1 · •...• RI 
8 13 12 1 - - 3 - - - - - · •••.• PR 

43 46 255 10 32 - 14 70 14 - 11 33 ••..• 2ND 

5 18 29 1 13 - - 8 1 - - - ...... CT 
2 3 1 - - - 5 3 4 - 1 5 ..•.. NY,N 
5 16 93 1 2 - 1 8 1 - 4 15 • ••.. NY,E 

24 6 103 5 5 - 7 29 2 - 6 5 .•.•• NY,S 
6 - 27 2 5 - - 22 6 - - 5 •.•.• NY,W 
1 3 2 1 7 - 1 - - - - 3 ...... VT 

42 39 64 86 24 2 8 35 14 4 2 29 .•••• 3RD 

2 - 3 1 5 - - 1 - - - - •••••• DE 
4 20 11 27 2 1 - 11 - 3 2 9 • ••.•. NJ 

18 1 36 40 6 - - 11 - - - 15 · •••. PA,E 
3 3 3 5 3 - 2 4 1 - - 4 • •.•. PA,M 
8 6 11 1'- 2 - - 2 - - - 1 ••... PA,W 
7 9 1 2 6 1 6 6 13 1 - · ..••. VI 

\ 
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TABLE D-9. DEFENDANTS U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30. 19B3 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

4TH ...•••. 913 6 42 9 1 70 27 176 19 

MD ......... 258 2 15 2 - 10 11 34 5 
NC,E ........ 56 - 4 - - 6 5 12 -
NC,M ........ 79 - 4 - - 5 1 30 -
NC,W ........ 73 1 4 1 1 - 5 20 2 
SC ......... 102 - 3 2 - 10 3 19 6 
VA,E ........ 190 2 9 4 - 27 - 28 -
VA,W ........ 68 1 3 - - 4 1 6 6 
WV,N ........ 22 - - - - 4 - 2 -
WV,S ........ 65 - - - - 4 1 25 -

5TH ••.••.• 1500 1 19 17 10 67 40 269 20 

LA,E ........ 165 - 2 - - 9 7 23 -
LA,M ........ 15 - - - - - - 1 -
LA,W ......... 32 - - - 1 - 1 16 -
MS,N ........ 27 - - - - 3 2 6 -
MS,S ........ 119 - 2 4 4 7 3 38 2 
TX,N ........ 180 - 2 - - 3 4 61 3 
TX,E ........ 44 - - - - 1 1 16 -
TX,S ........ 677 1 6 4 1 29 16 81 13 
TX,W ........ 341 - 8 9 4 15 6 30 2 
CZ ......... - - - - - - - - -

6TH •••...• 860 - 27 11 1 97 63 149 26 

KY,E ......... 96 - 6 - - 3 3 6 6 
KY,W ........ 143 - 4 - _. 33 4 20 3 
MI,E ........ 137 - - 2 2 1 19 6 17 10 
MI,W ........ 61 - - 1 - 3 14 8 -
OH,N ......... 142 - 7 2 - 21 16 28 -
OH,S ........ 64 - 1 4 - 3 4 10 2 
TN,E ........ 47 - 4 1 - 7 - 6 1 
TN,M ........ 90 - 1 - - 5 4 21 -
TN,W ........ 90 - 2 1 - .- 3 4 34 3 

\ 
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TABLE 0-9 CASES. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30. 1983 BY MAJOR O~FENSE 'AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA (DRUG 1 LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 

AND CONTROL- AND IMYlI- AGRI- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

44 88 106 56 56 86 10 38 1 7 - 71 ., ••• 4TH 

8 17 58 27 9 35 1 7 1 - - 16 ...... MD 
5 11 - 1 5 1 - 1 - - - 5 ••••• NC,E 
2 2 11 6 1 - - - - ,1 - 14 .•••• NC,M 
9 - 5 6 6 2 1 4 - 1 - 6 •••.• NC,W 
3 29 1 2 9 1 - 5 - - - 9 •••••. SC 
7 19 7 1 4 47 8 18 - 1 - 8 • •••• VA,E 
2 8 4 7 14 - - 2 - 2 - 8 "" .VA,W 
3 - 5 5 1 - - - - - - 2 ••• , .WV,N 
5 2 15 1 8 - - 1 - - - 3 ••••• WV,S 

79 224 169 108 66 16 33 43 269 6 4 61, •••.• 5TH 

8 54 19 20 7 - - 4 ] - 1 4 • •••• LA,E 
6 1 - 2 1 - 2 2 - - - - ••••. LA,M 
1 1 2 - 3 - 2 1 - - - 5 •.••• LA,W 
2 2 2 8 1 1 - - - - - 1 ••••. MS,N 
4 26 4 8 10 - - 2 2 - - 3 •.••• MS,S 

37 - 28 6 12 1 4 5 5 - 1 8 ..... TX,N 
3 2 3 - 2 - 3 6 5 - - 3 ••••• TX,E 

11 102 46 32 23 2 11 15 148 4 2 31 •••.. TX,S 
7 36 55 32 7 12 11 8 92 1 - 6 • •••• T)(,W 
- - - - - - - - - - - - ••.••• CZ 

82 64 71 33 53 18 6 92 3 7 3 65 ••..• 6TH 

2 - 2 2 11 - 2 36 - - 1 17 .•••• KY,E 
7 35 11 6 2 5 1 8 - - - 4 ••••• KY,W 
7 5 29 3 4 1 1 19 1 - 2 9 • •••• MI,E 
5 5 3 - 6 - - 12 2 - - 2 " .•. MI,W 

13 - 10 2 12 - - 7 - - - 25 ••••• OH,N 
2 2 3 14 4 1 - 3 - - - 1 ..••• OH,S 
2 5 11 6 3 - - 1 - 1 - - ••••• TN,E 

25 8 - - 9 11 - 1 - 4 - 1 ••••• TN,M 
19 4 2 - 2 - 2 6 - 2 - 6 ••.•• TN,W 
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TABLE D-9. DEFENDANTS U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30. 1983 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT -

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 
~ 

7TH ••••••• 644 - 20 8 6 106 39 124 9 

, 
IL,N ........ 299 - 3 - 4 44 16 67 -

IL,C ........ 48 - 2 - 1 3 7 14 -

IL,S ........ 48 - 1 1 - 13 3 10 -

IN,N ........ 48 - 1 - - 20 - 2 3 

IN,S ........ 79 - 6 3 - 13 8 10 6 

WI,E ........ 90 - 8 3 - 7 4 18 -

WI,W ........ 32 - - 1 - 6 1 3 1 

8TH ••.•••• 626 7 13 17 2 60 22 72 4 

AR,E ........ 67 - - - 1 9 2 7 1 

AR,W ........ 36 - 2 - - 1 4 6 3 

IA,N ........ 41 - 2 6 - 1 2 7 -

lA,S ........ 32 - 2 - - 8 2 4 -

MN •• ~ - - • .!. •• 
69 - 6 - 1 3 1 6 -

MO,E ........ 87 - 1 - - 8 2 13 -

MO,W ........ 60 - - - - 11 1 6 -

NE ......... 64 - - 1 - - 1 11 -

NO ......... 30 2 - 3 - 6 - 6 -

SO ......... 80 6 - 7 - 14 7 8 -

9TH •..•••• 2468 36 146 41 11 183 106 329 6 

AK .......... 32 - 1 2 - 8 2 9 -

AZ ......... 228 10 6 12 1 6 4 24 1 

CA,N ........ 307 6 12 6 4 ", 37 39 51 -

CA,E ........ 217 - 26 1 - 18 4 30 1 

CA,C ........ 386 1 64 1 - 44 28 67 1 

CA,S ........ 414 - 16 6 2 7 6 21 -

HI •••• "' ••• 0-

374 2 - 3 - 15 2 9 2 

10 .......... 46 2 3 - - 6 1 17 -

MT ......... 47 5 - 6 - 9 4 11 -

NV .......... 166 1 1 1 2 19 3 60 -

OR ......... 60 - 10 1 - 6 3 19 -

WA,E ........ 23 - - - - 3 3 11 -

WA,W ... , .... 128 1 7 3 - 4 7 7 -

GUA,'·" •••• ••• • 
29 6 - 1 2 2 - 3 -

NMI .•••••••. 3 2 - - - - 1 - -

\ 
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TABLE D-9 CASES. U.S. DiSTRICT COURTS 

ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30. 19B3 BY MAJOR OFFfiNSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA LDRUGI LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 

AND CONTROL- AND IMMI- AGRI- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL ANti 
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

44 39 71 23 21 2 15 72 6 6 2 34 ••••• 7TH 

14 23 34 14 2 - 2 40 4 1 1 30 • •.•• IL.N 
3 - 11 2 2 - 1 1 1 - - - • •••• IL,C - 4 2 2 3 1 1 7 - - - - • •••• IL,S 
8 3 1 3 2 1 - 4 - - - - • •••• IN,N 
4 7 11 - 5 - 2 3 - - 1 2 • •••• IN,S 

12 2 12 1 6 - 1 15 - - - 1 • •••• WI,E 
3 - - 1 1 - 8 2 - 5 - 1 · '" .WI,W 

32 23 106 26 22 4 20 32 8 16 2 39 ••••• 8TH 

5 4 13 3 2 - - 3 - - 2 6 ••••• AR.E 
1 1 6 2 2 - 6 - 3 - - 1 ••••• AR,W 
4 3 9 - - - - - 1 2 - 4 • •••• 1A,N - - 6 - 3 - - 6 1 - - - • •••• 1A,S 
5 1 12 7 6 - 6 - 1 - - 5 ...... MN 
9 6 18 7 6 - 7 11 - - - 1 ••••• MO,E 
3 9 8 - 1 4 - 6 1 - - 1 •.••• MO,W 
2 - 33 2 - - - 2 1 - - 1 • ••••• NE - - 2 3 3 - - 2 - - - 4 •••••• NO 
3 - - 1 - - 2 2 - 14 - 17 •••••• SO 

/ 
106 119 380 136 62 343 37 78 220 34 4 82 • . '" 9TH 

1 1 3 - 2 2 - - - 1 - - ...... Ali: 
3 20 64 22 8 1 13 16 22 - - 5 ...... >'Z 

16 4 69 16 7 2 3 9 8 1 2 16 • •••• CA,N 
11 6 36 41 10 6 - 11 7 6 - 4 • •••• CA,E 
34 '3 69 20 15 - 3 15 12 2 1 16 ••••• CA,C 
16 54 78 17 9 1 8 7 160 - - 8 ••••• CA,S - 12 17 - - 303 - 2 2 - 1 4 • •...• HI 

4 - - 4 - - - 1 2 6 - 1 • ••••• 10 
7 - 2 - - - - - - 3 - 1 ...... MT 
9 - 36 9 3 - 2 11 4 4 - - ...... NV 
1 - 4 3 2 - 2 1 1 - - 7 •••••• OR 
3 - - - 2 - - - 1 - - - ••••• WA,E 
2 8 21 1 4 26 6 2 1 12 - 19 ••••• WA,W - 3 1 3 - 3 1 3 - - - 1 .... GUAM - - - - - - - - - - - - • •••• NMI 

\ 
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TABLE 0-9. DEFENDANTS U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENJ)ING ON JUNE 30. 1983 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

10TH .••••• 502 5 ~g 6 4 41 10 84 11 --
GO ......... 106 - 2 - - 10 3 21 -
KS ......... 64 - 1 2 1 2 3 17 -
NM ......... 73 4 4 1 2 9 2 4 3 
OK,N ........ 31 - 1 - - - - - -
OK,E ........ 30 - 1 - - 4 2 9 2 
OK,W ........ 90 - 5 1 1 8 - 5 5 
UT ......... 57 - 4 1 - 7 - 15 -
WY ......... 51 1 1 1 - 1 - 13 1 

11TH •••••• 1964 - 32 16 3 86 29 252 13 

AL,N ........ 111 - 1 - 1 8 3 47 4 
AL,M ........ 46 - - 1 - 6 3 5 -
AL,S ........ 31 - 1 - - 1 - 8 2 
FL,N ........ 21 - - - - 1 2 1 -
FL,M ........ 203 - 7 3 - 7 5 31 -
FL,S ........ 1,272 - 16 7 2 38 13 121 1 
GA,N ........ 164 - 2 5 - 19 2 26 2 
GA,M ........ 54 - 3 - - 3 - 10 2 
GAlS ........ 62 - 2 - - 3 1 3 2 



\ 

TABLE 0-9 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30. 19B3 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED 

DAPCA (DRUG I LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 

AND CONTROL- AND 
COUNTER- MARI- HAR- LED SUB- FIRE-
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS 

27 26 59 38 29 

8 - 21 10 3 
2 2 1 6 8 
1 12 7 4 6 
- 1 11 3 2 
7 - - 2 -
4 4 7 12 2 
4 - 4 - 3 
1 6 8 1 6 

122 571 355 95 114 

15 3 - 1 13 
1 9 2 - 5 - 11 4 - 2 
1 12 1 - -

11 32 21 37 6 
67 461 296 40 57 
17 5 20 14 22 

3 16 3 2 1 
7 22 B 1 B 

• OBSTRUCTING MAl L. MAl LING NON-MAl LABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 

TRAFFIC 

36 

2 
1 
1 -
-

31 
-
1 

18 

3 
5 
---
-
3 
3 
4 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

IMMI- AGRI-
GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 

ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWS' 

6 38 16 8 

1 6 1 5 
4 7 5 -
- 3 6 -
- 3 - -
- - - 2 
1 1 - 1 
- Ii 1 -
- 1 1 -

29 104 30 4 

- 11 - -
- 2 - -
- - - 2 
- 1 - -
I 28 2 -

18 51 28 1 
9 8 - -
1 3 - -
- - - 1 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

OTHER DISTRICT 

1 39 • ••• 10TH 

- 13 ...... CO 
- 2 • ••• " KS 
- 3 ...... NM 
- 10 ••••• OK.N 
- 1 • ..•• OK.E 
1 1 .•..• OK.W 
- 1 ...... UT 
- 8 ...... YN 

2 89 •••• 11TH 

- 1 ••.•• AL.N 
- 7 • •••. ALoM 
- - · •... AL.S 
- 2 • .••. FL.N - 12 • .••• FL.M 
2 53 • .••• FL.S 
- 10 ••••. GA.N 
- 4 ..... GA.M 
- - · •... GAS 

1 i 



r 

ClRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT PENDING FUGITIVE 

TOTAL ..... 26528 10395 

DC ....... 193 51 

1ST ..... 732 221 

ME ....... 136 38 
MA ....... 362 123 
NH ....... 22 2 
RI ....... 62 16 
PR ....... 150 42 

2ND ..... 3125 1634 

CT ....... 289 124 
NY,N ...... 140 67 
NY,E ...•.. 1,237 753 
NY,S ...... 1,132 577 
NY,W ...... 218 42 
VT ....... 109 71 

3RD ..... 1447 350 

DE ....... 44 10 
NJ ....... 380 65 
PA,E ...... 401 75 
PA,M ...... 151 41 
PA,W ...... 171 43 
VI ....... 300 116 

TABLE 0-10. DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 

AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 BY DISTRICT 

NONTRXABLE TRIED 

DISMISSAL OBSER-
MENTALLY REQUESTED VATION 

IN- BY U.S. AWAITING AND 
COMPETENT ATTORNEYS OTHER SENTENCE STUDY 

57 20 28 3325 100 

4 - - 28 -
7 1 - 83 1 

- - - 14 1 
4 - -' 21 -
- - - - -
- - - 11 -
3 1 - 37 -
4 2 - 429 3 

- - - 23 -- - - 12 -
4 1 - 146 3 
- - - 196 -
- 1 - 36 -- - - 16 -
4 8 3 346 4 

- - - 13 -
1 - - 123 1 
1 - - 122 1 
- - 2 36 -
2 - 1 35 2 
- 8 - 17 -

~-- ~--~ -----
--~---

~--~-

TRIABLE 

FUGITIVE 
""AFTER AWAITING * OTHER 
TRIAL TRIAL OTHER STATUS' 

419 9055 2258 871 

14 47 22 27 

12 303 86 18 

- 18 51 14 
11 193 8 2 
- 15 5 -
- 22 13 -
1 55 9 2 

75 409 426 143 

1 28 89 24 
1 5 36 19 

42 63 139 86 
28 214 109 8 

3 77 53 6 
- 22 - -

18 483 170 61 

3 6 7 5 
7 179 2 2 
1 81 108 12 
1 60 11 -
- 25 39 24 
6 132 3 18 

Q 



CIRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT PENDING FUGITIVE 

4TH ..... 1927 578 

MD .... , .. 512 140 
NC,E ...... 112 22 
NC,M ...... 114 33 
NC,W ...... 98 22 
SC ....... 302 124 
VA,E ...... 495 158 
VA,W ...... 97 20 
WV,N ...... 74 34 
WV,S ...... 123 25 

5TH ..... 3423 1514 

LA,E ...... 319 99 
LA,M ...... 57 13 
LA,W ...... 77 5 
MS,N ...... 35 4 
MS,S ...... 179 44 
TX,N ...... 443 202 
TX,E .... " 61 7 
TX,S ...... 1,572 872 
TX,W ...... 680 268 

6TH ..... 1760 459 

KY,E ...... 153 18 
KY,W ...... 201 57 
MI,E ...... 405 159 
Ml,W ...... 111 22 
OH,N ...... 233 37 
OH,S ...... 175 41 
TN,E ...... 98 10 
TN,M ....•. 169 64 
TN,W ...... 215 51 

\ 

TABLE 0-10. DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 

AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 BY DISTRICT 

NONTRIABLE TRIED 

DISMISSAL OBSER-
MENTALLY REQUESTED VATION 

IN- BY U.S. AWAITING AND 
COMPETENT ATTORNEYS OTHER SENTENCE STUDY 

8 2 2 379 14 

4 - - 105 5 - - 1 32 -- - - 2 -- - - 2 -
2 2 - 68 1 
1 - 1 121 4 - - - 3 1 - - - 16 1 
1 - - 30 2 

4 3 2 288 2 

1 1 - 49 -- - - 24 -2 - - 27 -- 1 1 - -- - 1 2 -- - - 44 2 - - - 7 -- 1 - 80 -
1 - - 55 -
8 2 7 317 8 

1 - 1 26 6 
1 - - - -- - - 84 1 - 1 - 25 -- - 1 52 -- - - 31 -1 1 - 24 -
1 - 4 10 -
4 - 1 65 1 

r 

" 

TRIA8LE 

FUGITIVE 
AFTER AWAITING 

OTHER * OTHER 
TRIAL TRIAL STATUS. 

19 742 171 12 

- 150 108 -- 54 2 1 - 73 6 -- 40 33 1 
3 95 7 -

15 188 2 5 - 68 - 5 
1 22 - -- 52 13 -

,...52 1088 412 58 

2 151 14 2 - 7 8 5 
2 26 6 9 - 15 12 2 - 13 106 13 
2 100 80 13 - 28 16 3 

32 516 61 10 
14 232 109 1 

9 681 179 90 

- 43 53 5 - 116 27 -
2 131 6 22 
2 38 23 -
1 128 14 -
3 38 16 46 - 45 2 15 - 85 5 -1 57 33 2 



CIRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT PENDING FUGITIVE 

7TH ..... 1286 466 

IL.N ...... 726 360 
IL.C ...... 96 18 
IL.S ...... 79 11 
IN.N ...... 74 19 
IN.S ...... 126 26 
WI.E 122 21 
WI.W ... '" 64 12 

8TH ..... 999 266 

AR.E ...... 84 16 
AR.W ...... 46 3 
IA.N ...... 49 6 
IA.S ...... 66 22 
MN ....... 166 32 
MO.E 161 32 
MO.W ...... 186 93 
NE ....... 100 32 
NO ....... 62 17 
SD ....... 100 4 

9TH ..... 6866 3163 

AK ....... 68 11 
AZ ....... 917 603 
CA.N ...... 611 210 
CA.E ...... 400 95 
CA.C ...... 1.041 514 
CA.S '" ... 1.704 1.129 
HI ....... 1.080 241 
ID ..... 77 3 
MT ....... 82 24 
NV ....... 310 96 
OR ....... 161 84 
WA.E ...... 67 25 
WA.W •..... 287 118 
Gl,lAM ...... 50 6 
NMI ...... 10 4 

\ 

TABLE D-10. DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 

~~ OF JUNE 30. 1983 BY DISTRICT 

NONTRIABLE TRIED 

DISMISSAL OBSER-
MENTALLY REQUESTED VATION 

IN- BY U.S. AWAITING AND 
COMPETENT ATTORNEYS OTHER SENTENCE STUDY 

2 - - 141 6 

- - - 68 1 
- - - 23 -
- - - 16 4 
- - - 6 -- - - 21 -
2 - - 6 -
- - - 12 -
1 - 3 176 8 

- - - 9 -
- - - 7 -- - - - 1 
- - 2 10 -- - - 47 1 
1 - - 40 -
- - 1 34 6 
- - - 10 -
- - - 6 -
- - - 14 -
5 1 5 688 36 

- - - 14 -- - 1 66 -
2 - - 64 -
1 - 1 66 18 - - - 76 9 
1 - 1 98 4 
- 1 1 179 1 
- - - 29 -
- - - 7 1 
- - - 40 -
- - 1 14 1 
- - - 17 1 
- - - 35 -
- - - 1 -
1 - - 2 -

TRIABLE 

FUGITIVE 
AFTER AWAITING 

OTHER* TRIAL TRIAL 

16 492 162 

11 299 -
- 34 14 
- 47 1 - 26 23 
- 36 43 
1 40 60 
3 11 21 

4 384 142 

1 36 21 
- 36 -
1 9 32 
- 30 2 
1 43 16 
- 66 32 
1 40 10 
- 48 6 - 29 1 
- 58 22 

147 2230 228 

1 32 -
14 205 23 

9 291 16 
2 137 80 

54 375 11 
54 410 4 

1 371 3 
- 45 -
1 46 1 
4 89 76 
- 60 -
1 21 2 
6 116 12 
- 29 -
- 3 -

OTHER 
STATUS$ 

23 

7 
6 
-
1 
1 
3 
6 

26 

2 
-
-
-

16 
1 
1 
4 
-
2 

363 

10 
5 

29 
10 
2 
3 

282 
-
2 
5 
1 
-
-

14 
-

~ 
;~ , 
I 
'. 

,-



~ . 
I 

\ 

~ \ + 

TABLE D-10. DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 

AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 BY DISTRICT 

NONTRIABLE TRIEO TRIABLE 

DISMISSAL OBSER"'I 
CIRCUIT MENTALLY REQUESTED VATION FUGITIVE 

AND TOTAL IN- BY U.S. AWAITING AND. AFTER AWAITING 
DISTRICT PENDING FUGITIVE COMPETENT ATTORNEYS OTHER SENTENCE STUDY I TRIAL TRIAL 

10TH •.•• 1074 356 6 1 - 178 12 6 393 

CO ....... 251 106 - - - 31 7 1 100 
KS ....... 150 63 1 - - 19 2 1 35 
NM "".' . 219 117 - - - 22 - 3 47 
OK,N ••.••• 57 6 2 - - 18 - - 28 
OK,E .••••• 49 2 - - - 17 - - 29 
OK,W .•••.• 188 32 2 - - 59 - 1 59 
UT ....... 102 28 1 1 - 8 2 - 47 
WY ....... 58 2 - - - 4 1 - 48 

11TH ..•• 3697 1357 4 - 6 272 8 48 1803 

AL,N ••.. ,. 148 31 - - - 2 ; - 111 
AL,M .•.. , . 72 15 - - - 10 - 1 45 
AL,S ••.•.• 72 17 - - - 19 5 - 31 
FL,N •.•.•• 130 70 - - 2 24 - 8 13 
FL,M •.•••• 460 178 1 - - 70 - 6 151 
FL,S .•.••• 2,360 916 2 - 4 114 - 27 1,217 
GA,N .•••.• 261 81 1 - - 8 - 5 161 
GA,M ...... 82 20 - - - 6 - 1 28 
GA,S •••..• 112 29 - - - 19 2 - 46 

$ INCLUDES ANY PENDING DEFENDANT WHO CANNOT BE CLASSIFIED UNDER A PERIOD OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY OF STATUS CATEGORY. * INCLUDES DEFENDANTS IN A PERIOD OF EXCLUDABLE DELAY UNDER TITLE 18 U.S.C. SECTICN 3161 (H). 

OTHER* 

109 

6 
29 
26 

3 
1 

31 
10 

3 

161 

-
1 
-
8 

52 
55 

3 
26 
16 

OTHER 
STATUS$ 

13 

-
-
4 
--
4 
5 
-

38 

3 --
5 
2 

25 
2 
1 -



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL ... 

DC ...... 

1ST .. , 

ME .•.... 
MA ...... 
NH •. , •.. 
RI ...•.• 
PR ••.•.. 

2ND ... 

CT ...•.. 
NY.N ..... 
NY.E •.... 
NY.S .•.•. 
NY,W ...•. 
VT ...... 

3RD '" 

DE •..... 
NJ ...... 
PA.E .•... 
PA,M ..•.. 
PA.W .•... 
VI ...... 

4TH ... 

MO ...... 
NC,E ..••. 
NC,M ..... 
NC,W •.... 
SC ...... 
VA,E •.... 
VA,W ....• 
WV,N •.... 
WV,S ..... 

5TH ..• 

LA,E ..... 
LA,M ..... 
LA,W ..•.• 
MS,N •..•• 
MS,S .•... 
TX,N ..... 
TX,E •.•.. 
TX.S .•.•. 
TX,W ..... 

6TH ..• 

KY,E •.•.. 
KY,W •.••• 
MI,E ..... 
MI,W .•••. 
OH,N .•.•. 
OH,S ..... 
TN,E .•..• 
TN,M .•... 
TN,W ....• 

TABLE 0-11 DEFENDANTS. U. S. DISTIIICT COURTS 
DEFENDANTS TERMINATED IN CASES SUBJECT TO THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 1 DEFENOANTS IN INTERVAL 2 

ARREST TO INDICTMErtlT INDICTMENT OR APPEARANCE 
30 DAYS nil lESS TO TIlIAL 70 DAYS OR LESS 

TOTAL PERCENT TOTAL PERCENT 
DEFENDANTS NUM8ER OF TOTAL DEFENDANTS NUMBER OF TOTAL 

12619 12249 97.1 41044 39946 97.3 

195 183 93.8 475 470 98.9 

562 544 96.8 1233 1 164 94.4 

40 40 100.0 142 142 100.0 
179 168 93.9 514 450 87.5 

16 16 100.0 67 67 100.0 
42 38 90.5 117 117 100.0 

285 282 98.9 393 388 98.7 

1444 1437 99.5 2793 2749 98.4 

60 59 98.3 316 299 94.6 
26 26 100.0 169 159 100.0 

553 551 99.6 862 859 99.7 
678 677 99.9 1,136 1,133 99.7 
108 105 97.2 260 239 91.9 

19 19 100.0 60 60 100.0 

722 705 97.6 2 436 2 404 98.7 

14 14 100.0 69 68 98.6 
327 316 96.6 743 719 96.8 

55 52 94.5 693 693 100.0 
42 42 100.0 244 243 99.6 
44 41 93.2 321 319 99.4 

240 240 100.0 366 362 98.9 

853 803 94.1 6427 5387 99.3 

224 205 91.5 1,311 1,284 97.9 
42 41 97.6 412 412 100.0 
53 63 100.0 267 287 100.0 
75 72 96.0 307 306 99.7 

116 112 96.6 591 591 100.0 
267 245 91.8 1,978 1,970 99.6 

31 31 100.0 190 187 98.4 
15 15 100.0 150 150 100.0 
30 29 96.7 221 220 99.5 

2140 2055 96.0 4979 4846 97.3 

196 195 99.1} 536 536 100.0 
31 31 100.0 83 a3 100.0 
32 31 96.9 207 196 94.7 

9 9 100.0 88 88 100.0 
4 4 100.0 131 129 98.5 

104 98 94.2 832 809 97.2 
44 42 95.5 198 196 99.0 

1.077 1,042 96.8 1,775 1,737 97.9 
643 603 93.8 1,129 1,072 95.0 

739 711 CS.2 3608 3475 96.3 

19 19 100.0 261 254 97.3 
194 193 99.5 444 443 99.8 

81 66 80.2 766 690 91.3 
62 59 95.2 238 209 87.8 
77 69 89.6 452 449 99.3 
91 91 100.0 346 338 97.7 
71 71 100.0 329 323 98.2 

104 104 100.0 420 417 99.3 
40 40 100.0 362 352 97.2 

378 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH •.• 

IL,N ...•. 
IL,C •••.. 
IL,S •..•. 
IN,N •.•.. 
IN,S .•••• 
WI,E •.•.• 
WI,W •••.• 

8TH ... 

AR.E ••••. 
AR,W ••..• 
IA,N •.•.. 
IA,S ••.•. 
MN ...... 
MO,E •...• 
MO,W •.... 
NE .••••• 
NO .•.••• 
SO .•.•.• 

9TH •.. 

AK ...... 
AZ ...... 
CA,N ..•.• 
CA.E •.•.. 
CA.C ...•. 
CA,S •.•.. 
HI .•.... 
10 ..••.. 
MT ...... 
NV ...... 
OR •..... 
WA,E ..•.• 
WA.W •.. , . 
GUAM •.•. 
NMI •.•.• 

10TH .. 
CO ...... 
KS .••••• 
NM ...... 
OK,N •.••• 
OK,E •...• 
OK,W •••.• 
UT ...... 
WV ...... 

11TH . . 
AL,N ••••• 
AL.M •.••• 
AL,S •• , •. 
FL,N ••.•. 
FL.M .••.• 
FL,S •.•.• 
GA,N •• " . 
GA,M ..... 
GAS •.... 

TABLE 0-11 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DEFENDANTS TERMINATED IN CASES SUBJECT TO THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 1 OEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 2 

~RREST TO INDICTMENT INDICTMENT OR APPEARANCE 
30 DAYS OR LESS TO TRIAL 70 DAYS OR LESS 

TOTAL PERCENT TOTAL PERCENT 
DEFENDANTS NUM8ER OF TOTAL DEFENDANTS NUMBER OF TOTAL 

383 367 96.8 2123 1967 92.7 

222 212 95.5 1,000 852 85.2 
73 68 93.2 291 289 99.3 
14 14 100.0 171 167 97.7 
18 18 100.0 133 133 100.0 
52 51 98.1 231 231 100.0 

4 4 100.0 214 213 99.5 
83 82 98.8 

445 433 97.3 2465 2431 98.6 

15 14 93,3 223 217 97.3 
20 20 100.0 132 132 100.0 

7 7 100.0 66 83 95.5 
23 23 100.0 157 156 99.4 

140 134 95.7 383 376 98.2 
141 141 100.0 407 406 99.8 
38 35 92.1 677 677 100.0 
13 13 100.0 116 114 98.3 
32 32 100.0 116 116 100.0 
16 14 87.5 188 174 92.6 

2558 2483 97.1 7922 7671 96.8 

20 20 lOO.O 209 209 100.0 
245 237 96.7 633 626 98.9 
270 252 93.3 705 678 96.2 
172 156 90.7 637 595 93.4 
698 686 98.3 1,317 1.207 91.6 
757 741 97.9 1,151 l,129 98.1 

6 6 100.0 1,370 1,366 99.7 
40 40 100.0 115 115 100.0 
12 11 91.7 155 153 98.7 
71 71 100.0 334 327 97.9 
56 56 100.0 205 202 98.5 
68 68 100.0 189 189 100.0 

125 1:l1 96.8 851 833 97.9 
18 18 100.0 36 27 75.0 

15 15 100.0 

588 580 98.6 2155 2138 99.2 ._. 
86 79 91.9 360 350 97.2 
23 22 95.7 284 281 98.9 
79 79 100.0 260 260 100.0 
30 30 100.0 191 189 99.0 
21 21 100.0 155 155 100.0 

326 326 100.0 654 652 99.7 
3 3 100.0 157 157 100.0 

20 20 100.0 94 94 100.0 

1990 1948 97.9 5428 5244 96.6 

70 70 100.0 576 576 100.0 
130 122 93.8 324 322 99.4 
33 26 78.8 16B 139 82.7 
23 23 10D.0 1;'3 172 99.4 

190 190 100.0 610 602 98.7 
1,267 1,246 9&.3 1,929 1,807 93.7 

90 90 100.0 644 631 98.0 
44 40 90.11 751 742 98.8 

143 141 98.6 253 253 10!l.0 

379 
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TABLE 0-12 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CONVICTED DEFEM)ANTS WHO "E~E 8ENTENCED IN 45 DAYS OR LESS 

DURING THE TWELVE IOOtmI PERIOO ENDED ~UNE 30. 1883 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTA~ 
CONVICTED 

DEFEMIANTS 3ENTENCED j 
4& DAYS OR LESS 

AFTER CONVICTION 

DEFENC'.VlTS N~ER 
PERCC;NT 

OF TOTAL 

TOTAL ••••• r-____ ~3~4~9~8~B+_--2~4~4~3~B+_------~69~.~B~ 
DC •••••••• ~------~4~2~5+_--~2~7~~+_------~64~.~7~ 

1ST •..•• ~------1~0~3~3+_--~B~2~5+-------~79~.YH9 

~L:::::: m 3:~ :~:: 
NH........ 84 54 B4.4 
RI • • • • • • •• B9 32 36.0 
PR.. .. .. .. 308 282 91. B 

2ND ••••. b-____ ~2~4n3~5+_--~9n4~4+_------_r38~.~8~ 

~~.N.:::::: m :~~ :t; 
NV.E ...... 752 249 33.1 
NY.S •••••• 1.000 286 26.8 
NY.W •••••• 222 125 66.3 
VT........ 43 14 32.6 

DE~~~::::: ~---!.1 ... :p;~9!4H--......:..l 3.:.;:!24~~72+-----i!5!;;,,~07"i .• :!9~ 
NJ. • • • • • . • 842 
PA,E •••••• 587 358 61.0 
PA.M •••••• 219 89 40.6 
PA,W ~..... 274 167 BO.9 
Vi........ 215 158 72.8 

~g:~~:::::r-----~4r·iH<.:rn~:+---~3~;n~~~~:+--------t~:~:~:~~H 
NC.M ...••• ~.~ 219 89.0 
NC.W •••••• 287 252 94.4 
se........ 471 282 55.6 
VA,E •••••• 1.574 1.426 90.6 
VA,W ...... 162 120 74.1 
~.N ...... 130 66 52.3 
WV.S •••••• 170 ~11 65.3 

5TH ••••• r_----~.~3~1~1+_--~3~2~1~9+_------_t7.r.~7n 

t~ :::::: "7, '3~ 40:1 

LA,W 
MS.N 
IIS.S 
TlC,H 
TX.E 
TX.S 
TX.W 

179 106 59.2 
72 61 84.7 

107 92 86.0 
74& 594 79.7 
160 121 75.6 

1.496 1.150 76.9 
996 765 16.8 

6TH ••••• r_----~3~ln4m9+_---1~9n9~8+_------~63~.~4H 
KY.E •••••• I.. I.. I •• 

KY.W 
MI.E 
MI.W 
OH.N 
OIi,S 
-;'N.t 
T".M 
TN.W 

387 380 9~.2 
a31 257 4U.7 
218 119 55.1 
424 220 51.9 
309 146 47.9 
306 266 68.9 
382 321 88.7 
328 15! 46.0 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL 
CONV!CTED 

DEFENDANTS SENTENCED 
4& DAYS OR LESS 

AFTER CONVICTION 

DEFENDANTS H..sER 
PERCENT 
OF TOTAL 

7TH •••• r_------~1~8~~2'<~--~1~2~0~0~------~84~.~6~ 

IL.N...... 87S 542 81.7 
IL.C...... 252 138 54.8 
IL.S. ..... 144 119 82.,8 
IH.N...... 111 75 88.5 
IN.S...... 221 133 60.2 
WI.E... .. 182 187 91.B 
WI.W...... 70 25 35.7 

8TH •••• b-______ ~2~Orn5*0r_--~1~4~3~5r_------~09r.~7~ 

~~L:::: l~~ '~~ :~:~ 
IA,N... .. • 80 53 99.2 
IA,S...... 141 110 78.0 
MN .. .. • .. 348 84 24. 1 
MO.E...... 342 279 91.6 
MO.W...... 492 411 83.5 
NE....... 103 59 57.3 
ND....... 104 62 16.8 
SD....... 149 85 57.0 

9TH 6730 5044 74.9 
~~:::::::r-------~Jgr.·l~--~~~~~2*~9r------;e~~~5~·::r 
CA.N...... 611 439 71.8 
CA,E.. • .. • 526 343 65.2 
CA,C...... 1.176 886 73.6 
CA,S. • • • • • 1.000 a41 84.1 
HI....... 1,183 1.065 93.3 
ID, ••••. 104 77 74.0 
lIT....... 102 71 69.6 
NV....... 272 145 53.3 
OR....... 176 87 49.4 
WA,E. ••••• 1~3 117 78.5 
WA,W...... 726 566 76.0 
GUAM..... 29 22 78.8 
1&11 ...... 11 G 54.5 

10TH ••• b-______ -'1"'9".2.!.1+-_~1"'3:.!1"'3r_------"'72"' .... 1-

CO. • • • • • • 276 197 71.4 
KS....... 241 160 74.7 
NM. •• • • . • 213 192 90.1 
OK.N. ••••• 158 138 88.1 
OI(,E...... 123 75 61.0 
OI(,W...... 592 379 64.0 
UT... .... 135 118 88.1 !IV....... 83 35 42.2 

11TH ... b-_____ ..::4"'6"'B""5r_---'3""8"'1"'6r_------.:.77'"'."'2~ 

AL.N...... 516 50G 98.4 
AL.M...... 276 229 63.0 
AL.S...... 139 92 88.2 
FL.N. • • • • • 152 103 87.8 
FL.M, • • • • • 535 407 76.1 
FL.S. . • . . • 1.849 1,008 61.0 
GA,~.. _.. 558 493 68.7 

~:::~'.:.:~:~--------'~~~~~~----'~~!.:.~~-----;'"'~-':~:-
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TABLE D-13 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DEfEt~DANTS IPj TERMINATED CRIMINAL CASES WHO IIAD BEEN DETAINED IN CUSTODY PRIOR TO DISMISSAL, PLEA OF GUILTY, OR TRIAL 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

NUMBER OF DAYS OF DETENTION 

TOTAL 161 DAYS 
CIRCUIT TOTAL DETAINEES 1-10 DAYS 11-30 DAYS 31-90 DAYS 91-120 DAYS 121-160 DAYS lit OVER 

AND DE FEN- NU'''- I PER- N_~- I PER- NUM- I PER- NUM- I PER- NUM- I PER NUM- I PER- NUM- I PEIl-
DISTRICT DANTS BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT 

TOTAL ..... 41.044 9387 22.9 3991 42.5 1504 16.0 3413 36.4 224 2.4 77 .8 178 1.9 

DC ......... 475 195 41. 1 116 59.5 42 21.5 30 15.4 5 2.6 0 .0 2 1.0 

1ST ...... 1233 314 25.5 84 26.8 56 17.B 124 39.5 23 7.3 9 2.9 18 5.7 

ME .•....... 142 5 3.5 2 40.0 0 .0 1 20.0 1 20.0 0 .0 1 20.0 
MA ......... 514 85 16.5 42 49.4 12 14.1 2B 32.9 2 2.4 1 1.2 0 .0 
NH •••.•••.• 67 6 9.0 0 .0 1 16.7 5 B3.3 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
RI ......... 117 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
PR ......... 383 218 55.5 40 lB.3 43 19.7 90 41.3 20 9.2 8 3.7 17 7.8 

2ND ...... 2793 425 15.2 138 32.5 89 20.9 166 39.1 lB 4.2 3 .7 11 2.6 

CT ......... 316 9 2.8 1 11.1 4 44.4 4 44.4 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
NV,N ........ 169 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
NY,E ........ 862 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
NY,S ........ 1,136 329 29.0 120 36.5 74 22.5 129 39.2 4 1.2 0 .0 2 .6 
NY,W ........ 260 62 23.B 7 11.3 6 9.7 26 41.9 13 21.0 3 4.B 7 11.3 
VT ......... 60 25 41.7 10 40.0 5 20.0 7 2B.0 1 4.0 0 .0 2 B.O 

3RD ...... 2436 13B 5.7 37 26.8 24 17.4 73 52.9 2 1.4 1 .7 1 .7 

DE ......•.. 69 3 4.3 1 33.3 0 .0 2 66.7 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
NJ ......... 743 10 1.3 3 30.0 0 .0 6 60.0 0 .0 0 .0 1 10.0 
PA,E ........ 693 35 5.1 0 .0 1 2.9 34 97.1 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
PA,M ......• , 244 30 12.3 9 30.0 B 2!!. 7 13 43.3 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
PA,W ........ 321 16 5.0 4 25.0 3 18.8 8 50.0 1 6.3 0 .0 0 .0 
VI •.••••••. 366 44 12.0 20 45.5 12 27.3 10 22.7 1 2.3 1 2.3 0 .0 
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TABLE 0-13 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DEFENDANTS IN TERMINATED CRIMINAL CASES WHO HAD BEEN DETAINED IN CUSTODY PRIOR TO DISMISSAL, PLEA OF GUILTY. OR TRIAL 

. DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

-'J 

NUMBER OF DAYS OF DETENTION 

TOTAL 151 DAYS 
CIRCUIT TOTAL DETAINEES 1-10 DAYS 11-30 DAYS 31-90 DAYS 91-120 DAYS 121-150 DAYS & OVER 

AND DEFEN- NUM- , PER- NUM- , PER- NUM- , PER- NUM- , PER- NUM- , PER- NUM- , PER- NUM-, PER-
DISTRICT DANTS BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT 

4TH ...... 5427 682 12.6 261 38.3 140 20.5 270 39.6 10 1.5 1 .1 0 .0 

MD •••••• '" 1,311 153 11.7 46 30.1 24 15.7 80 52.3 3 2.0 0 .0 0 .0 
NC,E ........ 412 32 7.8 9 28.1 5 15.6 18 56.3 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
NC,M ........ 267 50 18.7 14 28.0 11 22.0 25 50.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
NC,W ........ 307 146 47.6 81 55.5 24 16.4 40 27.4 1 .7 0 .0 0 .0 
SC ........ , 591 129 21.8 55 42.6 31 24.0 43 33.3 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
VA,E ........ 1,978 109 5.5 36 33.0 25 22.9 46 42.2 2 1.8 0 .0 0 .0 
VA,W ........ 190 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
WV,N ........ 150 11 7.3 2 18.2 1 9.1 3 27.3 4 36.4 1 9.1 0 .0 
WV,S ........ 221 52 23.5 18 34.6 19 36.5 15 28.8 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 

5TH .... ~ .. 4979 1302 26.1 515 39.6 226 17.4 516 39.6 37 2.8 5 .4 3 .2 

LA,E •. , ..... 536 62 11. 6 10 16.1 12 19.4 39 62.9 0 .0 1 1.6 0 .0 
LA,M ........ 83 19 22.9 6 31.6 6 31.6 7 36.8 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
LA,W ........ 207 47 22.7 15 31.9 16 34.0 16 34.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
MS,N ........ 88 8 9.1 1 12.5 1 12.5 6 75.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
MS,S ........ 131 23 17.6 6 26.1 6 26.1 8 34.8 1 4.3 1 4.,;3 1 4.3 
TX,N ........ 832 173 20.8 89 51.4 26 15.0 52 30.1 5 2.9 0 .0 1 .6 
TX,E .....•.. 198 7 3.5 3 42.9 0 .0 3 42.9 0 .0 1 14.3 0 .0 
TX,S ........ 1,775 134 7.5 54 40.3 14 10.4 56 41.8 8 6.0 2 1.5 0 .0 
TX,W ........ 1,129 829 73.4 331 39.9 145 17.5 329 39.7 23 2.8 0 .0 1 .1 

6TH •..... 3,608 560 15.5 282 50.4 82 14.6 180 32.1 7 1.3 2 .4 7 1.3 _ .. 
KY,E •••••••• 261 2 .8 1 50.0 1 50.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
KY,W •••••••• 444 48 10.8 12 25.0 5 10.4 30 62.5 1 2.1 0 .0 0 .0 
MI,E ........ 756 128 16.9 54 42.2 28 21.9 45 35.2 1 .8 0 .0 0 .0 
MI,W ..•. , ... 238 28 11. 8 10 35.7 5 '17 • 9 9 32.1 0 .0 0 .0 4 14.3 
OH,N .......• 452 66 14.6 35 53.0 12 18.2 19 28.8 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
OH,S ..••. '" 346 131 37.9 72 55.0 16 17-.2 38 29.0 3 2.3 2 1.5 0 .0 
TN,E ..••.... 329 113 34.3 80 70.8 12 11).6 18 15.9 2 1.8 0 .0, 1 .9 
TN,M ..••.... 420 7 1.7 2 28.6 0 .0 5 71.4 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
TN,W ...•.. -. 362 37 10.2 16 43.2 3 .1!..:...!.L-. 16 43.2 _~._O ___ .0 0 .0 2 5.4 
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TABLE 0-13 DEFI:NDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DEFENDANTS IN TERMINATED CRIMINAL CASES \'tHO HAD BEEN DETAINED IN CUSTODY PRIOR TO DISM1lSSAL, PLEA OF GUILTY, OR TRIAL 

OUR ING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

NUMBER OF DAYS OF IJE.TENTION 

TOTAL 161 DAYS 
CIRCUIT TOTAL DETAINEES 1-10 DAYS 11-30 DAYS 31-90 DAYS 91-120 DAYS 121-160 DAYS 8. OVER 

AND DEFEN- NUM- I PER- NUM- I PER- NUM- J PER- NUM- I PER- NIIM- I PER- NUM- 1 PER- NUM- I PER-
DISTRICT DANTS BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER j CENT B'ER CENT BER CENT BER CENT 

7TH ...... 2123 760 31i.8 485 63.8 81 10.7 l:r.O 22.4 11 1.4 6 .8 7 .9 

IL,N ........ 1,000 559 55.9 412 73.7 36 6.4 88 15.7 11 2.0 6 1.1 6 1.1 
IL,C ........ 291 83 28.5 32 38.6 23 27.7 28 33.7 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
IL,S ........ 171 9 5.3 1 11. 1 4 44.4 4 44.4 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
IN,N ........ 133 29 21.8 9 31.0 2 6.9 18 62.1 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
IN,S ........ 231 75 32.5 28 37.3 14 18.7 32 42.7 0 .0 0 .0 1 1.3 
WI,E ........ 214 1 .5 0 .0 1 100.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 ,0 0 .0 
WI,W ........ 83 4 4.8 3 75.0 1 25.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 

8TH ...... 2465 506 20.5 222 43.9 104 20.6 147 29. I, 22 4.3 5 1.0 6 1.2 

AR,E ........ 223 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
AR,W ........ 132 14 10.6 4 28.6 3 21.4 7 50.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
IA,N ........ 66 2 3.0 0 .0 0 .0 1 50.0 1 50.0 0 .0 0 .0 
IA,S ........ 157 24 15.3 4 16.7 5 20.8 6 25.0 8 33.3 0 .0 1 4.2 
MN ......... 383 110 28.7 55 50.0 13 11. 8 26 23.6 9 8.2 2 1.8 5 4.5 
MO,E ........ 407 145 35.6 69 47.6 45 31.0 31 21.4 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
MO,W ........ 677 68 10.0 26 38.2 14 20.6 28 41.2 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
NE .. " ..... 116 8 6.9 4 50.0 1 12.5 3 37.5 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
NO ..... " .. 116 57 49.1 22 38.6 7 12.3 25 43.9 3 5.3 0 .0 0 .0 
SO ......... 188 78 41.5 38 48.7 16 20.5 2D 25.6 1 1.3 3 3.8 0 .0 

9TH ...... 7922 3.320 41.9 1366 41.1 491 14.8 1369 41.2 42 1.3 20 .6 32 1.0 

AK ......... 209 14 6.7 5 35.7 0 .0 8 57.1 0 .0 0 .0 1 7.1 
AZ" ....... 633 437 69.0 209 47.8 58 13.3 169 38.7 0 .0 1 .2 0 .0 
CA,N ........ 705 365 51.8 163 44.7 58 15.9 138 37.8 4 1.1 1 .3 1 .3 
CA,E ........ 637 197 30.9 78 39.6 34 17.3 54 27.4 8 4.1 9 4.6 14 7.1 
CA,C ........ 1,317 874 66.4 343 39.2 101 11.6 394 45.1 18 2.1 8 .9 10 1.1 
CA,S •....... 1,151 961 83.5 395 41.1 146 15.2 410 42.7 6 .6 0 .0 4 .4 
HI ......... 1,370 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
10 ......... 115 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
MT ......... 155 7 4.5 3 42.9 1 14.3 3 42.9 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
NV ......... 334 90 26.9 36 40.0 10 11. 1 43 47.8 1 1.1 0 .0 0 .0 
OR ••••••••• 205 90 43.9 27 30.0 25 27.8 35 38.9 2 2.2 1 1.1 0 .0 
WA,E ...... , . 189 105 55.6 30 28.6 35 33.3 40 38.1 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
WA,W ........ 851 170 20.0 77 45.3 22 12.9 68 40.0 2 1.2 0 .0 1 .6 
GUAM ....... 36 10 27.8 0 .0 1 10.0 7 70.0 1 10.0 0 .0 1 10.0 
NMI ........ 15 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 



TABLE D-13 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DEFENDANTS IN TERMINATE!) CRI"'INAL CASES WHO HAD BEEN DETAINED IN CUSTODY PRIOR TO DISMISSAL. PLEA OF GUI LTY. OR TRIAL 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

NUMBER OF DAYS OF DETENTION 

TOTAL 151 DAYS 
CIRCUIT TOTAL DETAINEES 1-10 DAYS 11-30 DAYS 31-90 DAYS 91-120 DAYS 121-150 DAYS & OVER 

AND DEFEN- ~U_M- I PER- NUM- I PER- NUM- I PER- NUM- I PER- NUM- I PER- NUM- I PER- NUM-I PER-
DISTRICT DANTS BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT BER CENT 

10TH ..... 2155 lB9 B.B 64 33.9 47 24.9 71 37.6 0 .0 6 3.2 1 .5 

CO ......... 360 30 8.3 8 26.7 5 16.7 16 53.3 0 .0 0 .0 1 3.3 
KS ......... 284 41 14.4 12 29.3 7 17.1 16 39,0 0 .0 6 14.6 0 .0 
NM ........• 260 31 11. 9 1 3.2 11 35.5 19 61.3 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
OK,N .. , ..... 191 26 13.6 12 46,2 8 30.8 6 23.1 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
OK,E ........ 155 1 .6 0 .0 0 .0 1 100.0 0 .0 0 .0 r. .0 
OK,W ...... , . 654 60 9.2 31 51.7 16 26.7 13 21.7 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
UT •••...•.. 157 0 ,0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 ,0 0 .0 
WY ......... 94 0 ,0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 

11TH ..... 5428 996 18.3 421 42.3 122 12.2 297 29.8 47 4.7 19 1.9 90 9.0 

AL,N ...... " 576 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 ,0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
AL,M ........ 324 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
AL,S ........ 168 16 9.5 0 .0 2 12.5 8 50.0 4 25.0 0 .0 2 12.5 
FL,N ........ 173 9 5.2 4 44.4 0 .0 4 44.4 0 .0 0 .0 1 11. 1 
FL,M ..•..... 610 25 4.1 0 .0 20 80.() 5 20.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
FL,S ........ 1,929 623 32.3 207 33.2 56 9.0 214 34.3 41 6.6 18 2.9 87 14.0 
GA,N ........ 644 316 49.1 208 65.8 41 13.0 64 20,3 2 .6 1 .3 0 .0 
GA,M ........ 751 2 .3 1 50,0 0 .0 1 50.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 
G~S ........ 253 5 2.0 1 20.0 3 60.0 1 20.0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 

; , 
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PERSONS 
UNDER 

CIRCUIT SUPER-
AND VISION TOTAL 

DISTRICT JULY 1 RECEIVED 
1982 

TOTAL .... 58338 410{9 

DC '" .... 1530 1007 

1 <iT .... 1481 996 

ME ....... 104 82 
MA ....... 830 571 
NH '" ... , 111 65 
RI ....... 140 100 
PR ....... 296 178 

2ND .... 4949 3007 

CT ....... 400 294 
NY,N ...... 227 144 
NY,E ...... 1,985 1,075 
Ny,S ...... 1,870 1.237 
NY,W ...... 395 202 
VT ...••.. 72 55 

3RD ., .. 4115 2431 

DE .•..... 126 98 
NJ ....... 1,405 862 
PA,E ....•. 1,402 820 
PA,M .....• 278 170 
PA,W ...•.. 661 337 
VI ....•.• 243 144 

\ 

~--------

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED rOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 

TOTAL PRE- U.S. 
lESS COURT TRIAL MAGIS- MANDA-

TRANS- PROBA- DIVER TRATE PAROLE TORY 
FERS TION -SION PROBA- RELEASE 

TION 

33784 14587 2170 7280 5899 2016 

812 217 - 94 373 74 

847 496 95 30 125 48 

70 53 8 - 7 1 
476 256 69 23 59 36 

51 43 - - 6 1 
92 ;".16 2 5 15 4 

158 78 16 2 38 6 

2378 1169 152 303 369 220 

235 147 14 12 31 16 
117 63 6 31 10 2 
771 283 39 99 181 114 

1,033 550 77 136 119 72 
181 107 7 25 ,:1 13 

41 19 9 - 7 3 

2060 1026 161 321 ~103 129 

68 26 8 14 9 7 
685 238 98 168 99 5a 
723 426 - 105 88 44 
145 92 6 28 12 4 
299 165 45 6 50 16 
140 89 4 - 45 -

.1. 

\ 
-', , 

MILI- SPECIAL RECEIVED 
TARY PAROLE BY 

PAROLE TRANSFER 

276 1555 7235 

1 52 195 

9 44 149 

- 1 12 
3 30 95 
1 - 14 
- - 8 
5 13 20 

23 142 629 

5 10 59 
4 1 27 
8 47 304 
5 74 204 
1 7 21 
- 3 14 

13 107 371 

2 2 30 
4 20 177 
4 56 97 
1 2 25 
2 25 38 
- 2 4 
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TOTAL 
REl- TOTAL 

MOVED LESS COURT 
TRANS- PROBA-

FERS TIOr~ 

39177 32161 12977 

1 119 1018 323 

961 811 409 

86 59 35 
582 514 266 

51 29 21 
96 81 51 

146 128 36 

2990 2432 1 146 

218 189 107 
169 135 77 

1.102 907 ::'''3 
1.206 946 462 

249 217 94 
46 38 28 

2526 2178 1009 

94 83 24 
887 721 290 
796 713 334 
160 125 68 
444 394 191 
145 142 102 

\ '0 

,..* 

TABLE E 1. FEDER,.,:" PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE :i0. 1983 

REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 

PRE- U.S. 
TRIAL MAGIS- MANDA- MILI- SPECIAL 
DIVER TRATE PAROLE TORY TARY PAROLE 
-SIGN PROBA- RELEASE PAROLE 

TION 

2053 6369 6739 2082 277 1654 

5 188 367 70 - 65 

100 65 124 51 11 51 

9 3 8 3 - 1 
60 46 70 35 6 31 

1 - 2 2 2 1 
1 10 10 4 1 4 

29 6 34 7 2 14 

189 355 410 189 26 117 

11 10 32 17 4 8 
10 22 14 4 4 4 
74 154 177 85 8 31 
84 118 143 63 6 70 

7 49 40 19 4 4 
3 2 4 1 - -

168 347 402 129 19 104 

12 22 18 5 - 2 
87 '163 105 53 9 24 

9 134 129 47 3 57 
8 23 18 7 1 -

51 15 93 17 6 21 
1 - 39 -

, , 

PERSONS 
REMOVED UNDER 

BY SUPER- CIRCUIT 
TRANS- VISION AND 

FER JUNE 30 DISTRICT 
1983 

" 

7026 60180 · . TOTAL 

101 1 418 · .... DC 

150 1516 .... 1ST 

27 100 · .... ME 
68 819 ..... MA 
22 125 · .... NH 
15 144 · .... RI 
18 328 · .... PR 

558 4966 · ... 2ND 

29 476 .•... CT 
34 202 .... NY.N 

195 1.958 · ... NY.E 
260 1.901 • ••. NY,S 

32 348 '" ,NY.W 
8 81 ..... VT 

348 4020 · ... 3RD 

11 130 · .... DE 
166 1.380 · •... NJ 
83 1,426 · ... PA.E 
35 288 .... PA.M 
50 554 .... PA.W 

3 242 · •... VI 



\ 

Co) 

00 
00 

·--~ -- --

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

4TH .... 
MD ....... 
NC,E ...... 
NC,M ...... 
NC,W ...... 
SC ....... 
VA,E ...... 
VA,W ...... 
WV,N ...... 
WV,S ...... 

5TH .... 
LA,E ...... 
LA,M ...... 
LA,W ...... 
MS,N ...... 
MS,S ...... 
TX,N ...... 
TX,E ...... 
TX,S ...... 
TX,W ...... 

6TH ..... 
KY,E ...... 
KY,W ...... 
MI,E ...... 
MI,W ...... 
OH,N ...... 
OH,S ...... 
TN,E ...... 
TN,M ...... 
TN,W ...... 

PERSONS 
UNDER 

SUPER-
VISION TOTAL 
JULY 1 RECEIVED 

1982 

6263 4951 

1,661 1,637 
6BB 493 
469 318 
790 496 
B36 552 

1,041 870 
371 264 
105 133 
302 18B 

8062 586B 

631 502 
147 161 
448 299 
218 95 
210 235 

1,569 1,057 
430 276 

2,744 1,980 
1,665 1,263 

5117 3>:355 

382 266 
468 407 

1,113 667 
286 254 
835 542 
62! 402 
384 374 
429 387 
599 356 

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL pp .. ;:ATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND R~W"',ED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PER.iJD ENDED JUI~E 30. 1983 

RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 

TOTAL PRE- U.S. 
LESS COURT TRIAL MAGIS- MANDA-

TRANS- PROBA- DIVER TRATE PAROLE TORY 
FERS TION -SION PROBA- RELEASE 

TION 

4269 1439 177 1790 640 132 

1,506 334 - 940 165 39 
410 119 8 227 36 11 
241 111 10 21 72 13 
439 154 26 178 63 10 
456 206 44 69 100 22 
729 24B 39 289 120 23 
215 111 16 42 37 5 
109 79 5 - 20 3 
164 77 29 24 27 6 

4759 1839 35B 1292 744 223 

448 207 69 55 65 31 
136 41 6 74 7 3 
246 102 25 89 22 3 

72 31 2 23 11 1 
:<l03 63 10 91 22 13 
771 356 103 13 198 49 
162 73 25 9 37 11 

1,737 648 95 601 195 74 
984 318 23 337 186 38 

3167 1529 127 529 664 178 

218 93 12 22 71 H! 
363 78 25 179 59 13 
593 302 - 28 159 4., 
225 135 4 29 43 9 
471 255 26 39 99 36 
328 159 - 26 106 19 
313 144 1 85 60 13 
338 130 42 lOB 36 14 
31B 233 17 13 31 11 

MILI- SPECIAL RECEIVED 
TARY PAROLE BY 

PAROLE TRANSFER 

35 56 6B2 

4 24 131 
2 7 B3 
9 5 77 
4 4 57 
6 9 96 
4 6 141 
3 1 49 
2 - 24 
1 - 24 

31 272 1 109 

2 19 54 
1 4 25 
1 4 53 
3 1 23 
4 - 32 
3 49 286 
3 4 114 
4 119 243 

10 72 279 

32 108 488 

2 2 48 
2 7 44 
1 56 74 
2 3 29 
6 10 71 
B 10 74 
5 5 61 
3 5 49 
3 10 38 



r 

TOTAL 
RE- TOTAL 

MOVED LESS 
TRANS-

FERS 

4745 3,827 

1,380 l,ll57 
487 390 
279 238 
614 548 
530 433 
948 767 
236 184 

89 58 
182 152 

5410 . ...,i,300 

439 373 
112 85 
297 252 
108 85 
180 146 

1,024 819 
280 199 

1,813 1,426 
1.157 915 

3293 2814 

226 178 
444 377 
621 55B 
209 15B 
494 444 
363 312 
255 210 
345 283 
336 294 

\ 

~.~.----.~-------

COURT 
PROBA-

TION 

1,299 

204 
122 
113 
181 
213 
251 

94 
32 
89 

1,466 

133 
29 
79 
54 
44 

330 
92 

534 
171 

1 157 

84 
79 

242 
76 

186 
117 

69 
115 
lB9 

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 

PRE- U.S. 
TRIAL MAGIS- MANDA- MILI- SPECIAL 
DIVER TRATE PAROLE TORY TARY PAROLE 
-SION PROBA- RELEASE PAROLE 

TION 

181 1,472 646 126 30 73 

- 623 163 33 5 29 
23 161 59 11 3 11 
16 40 49 11 7 2 
32 243 73 9 2 8 
35 48 102 25 4 6 
42 288 143 26 4 13 
11 47 23 6 2 1 

6 4 13 2 - 1 
16 18 21 3 3 2 

253 983 1008 241 36 313 

39 42 87 29 1 42 
1 21 27 4 - 3 

17 111 26 7 6 7 
1 12 10 3 5 -
8 68 22 9 2 3 

78 77 233 55 7 39 
17 22 40 15 3 10 
59 314 307 73 4 136 
33 326 256 46 9 74 

149 466 721 198 17 106 

9 14 49 18 1 3 
28 185 66 18 - 1 
- 14 191 57 1 63 
4 lB 46 10 - 4 

62 3B 111 30 3 14 
1 31 119 27 B 9 
3 79 44 12 1 2 

22 B4 42 12 1 7 
20 3 53 14 2 13 

r 

PERSONS 
REMOVED UNDER 

BY SUPER- CIRCUIT 
TRANS- VISION AND 

FER JUNE 30 DISTRICT 
19B3 

918 6469 · ... 4TH 

323 1,918 ..... MD 
97 694 · ... NC.E 
41 508 .... NC,M 
66 672 ..•. NC,W 
97 858 · .... SC 

181 963 .. , .YA.E 
52 399 · ... YA,W 
31 149 .... WY.N 
30 308 .. , .WV.S 

1110 8520 · ... 5TH 

66 694 • ... LA,E 
27 196 .... LA,M 
45 450 · ... LA,W 
23 205 · ... MS,N 
34 265 · ... MS,S 

205 1.602 .... TX,N 
81 426 .... TX,E 

387 2.911 .•.. TX.S 
242 1.771 .. , .TX,W 

479 5479 · ... 6TH 

48 422 · ... KY,E 
67 431 .. , . KY,W 
63 1,159 · ... MI.E 
51 331 .... MI,W 
50 BB3 .... OH.N 
51 660 .... OH.S 
45 503 · ... TN,E 
62 471 .... TN.M 
42 619 .... TN.W 



~- -~-----~-----

PERSONS 
UNDER 

CIRCUIT SUPER-
AND VISION TOTAL 

DISTRICT JULY 1 RECEIVED 
1982 

7TH .... 3890 2437 

IL,N ...... 2,145 1,177 
IL,C ...... 334 246 
IL,S ...... 279 180 
IN,N ...... 324 182 
IN,S ...... 472 358 
WI,E ...... 238 215 
WI,W ...... 98 79 

8TH .... 3192 2417 

AR,E ...... 357 276 
AR,W ...... 153 152 
IA,N ...... 130 109 
IA,S ...... 143 192 
MN .....•. 535 360 
MO,E ...... 721 455 
MO,W ...... 529 389 
NE ....... 187 155 
NO ....... 161 110 
SO ....... 276 219 

9TH .... 10771 7624 

AK .....•. 192 182 
AZ ....... 996 809 
CA,N .... ,. 1,342 875 
CA,E ...... 815 723 
CA,C ...... 3,432 1,954 
CA,S .•.... 1,220 1,145 
HI ....... 370 284 
10 ....... 191 144 
MT ....... 322 179 
NV ...... , 316 344 
OR ....... 582 325 
WA,E ...... 186 179 
WA,W ...... 715 454 
GUAM ••••• 91 27 
NMI ...... 1 -

\ 

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 

TOTAL PRE- U.S. 
LESS COURT TRIAL MAGIS- MANDA-

TRANS- PROBA- DIVER TRATE PAROLE TORY 
FERS TION -SION PROBA- RELEASE 

TION 

2118 1,206 195 180 323 105 

1,049 708 77 21 130 61 
223 134 13 39 25 8 
144 49 24 19 31 7 
158 60 25 1 47 8 
301 113 22 77 57 13 
184 99 30 18 27 7 
59 43 4 5 6 1 

2015 964 185 155 452 129 

229 126 17 20 48 10 
119 71 7 21 19 1 

80 40 12 7 13 2 
139 79 10 10 27 8 
315 142 4 15 85 26 
389 131 68 27 114 14 
325 131 25 31 76 38 
136 65 22 16 27 4 

95 65 a - 9 6 
188 114 12 8 34 20 

6093 2613 401 1435 849 468 

149 80 6 36 15 4 
677 262 72 169 84 44 
693 297 42 151 105 61 
564 218 81 123 89 28 

1,422 631 33 180 270 196 
988 455 16 373 66 39 
256 67 - 168 9 9 
111 64 11 16 10 7 
146 95 24 3 15 9 
282 119 43 58 39 16 
261 84 25 46 60 27 
1.41 84 28 7 11 3 
379 140 19 105 73 23 

24 17 1 - 3 2 
- - - - - -

MILI- SPECIAL RECEIVED 
TARY PAROLE BY 

PAROLE TRANSFER 

15 94 319 

5 47 128 
2 2 23 
3 11 36 
1 16 24 
4 15 57 
- 3 31 
- - 20 

17 113 402 

3 5 47 
- - 33 
2 4 29 
2 3 53 
2 41 45 
3 32 66 
3 21 64 
1 1 19 
1 6 15 
- - 31 

39 288 1531 

1 7 33 
1 45 132 
6 31 182 
7 18 159 
9 103 532 
2 37 157 
1 2 28 
- 3 33 
- - 33 
3 4 62 
5 14 64 
3 5 38 
1 18 7:5 
- 1 3 
- - -



--~-~------ - -- -

TOTAL 
RE- TOTAL 

MOVED LESS 
TRANS-

FERS 

224.\1 1897 

1,079 946 
219 163 
190 152 
193 168 
330 273 
178 145 
60 50 

2288 1958 

227 183 
132 95 
109 92 
137 118 
354 328 
448 395 
383 339 
146 12' 
128 109 
224 178 

7198 5760 

153 125 
751 590 
673 572 
630 455 

1,925 1,646 
1,173 852 

339 300 
110 85 
192 157 
224 146 
353 295 
137 97 
513 418 

25 22 
- -

\ 

~----~--------~----------------~--------------------------------~---------------------

COURT 
PROBA-

TION 

889 

513 
74 
67 
63 
88 
64 
20 

805 

85 
47 
37 
47 

137 
112 
118 

57 
69 
96 

2367 

70 
208 
193 
187 
732 
349 

73 
52 
83 
69 

107 
50 

175 
19 
-

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 

PRE- U.S. 
TRIAL MAGIS- MANDA- MILI- SPECIAL 
DIVER TRATE PAROLE TORY TARY PAROLE 
-SION PROBA- RELEASE PAROLE 

TION 

198 178 369 116 22 125 

115 38 139 52 11 78 
11 34 30 11 2 1 

8 20 42 5 3 7 
14 3 57 10 - 21 
10 62 73 23 4 13 
32 12 21 11 2 3 

8 9 7 4 - 2 

181 175 495 175 23 104 

15 23 37 12 2 9 
5 24 14 2 3 -

12 12 19 9 1 2 
7 16 27 17 1 3 
8 22 84 39 1 37 

61 29 135 21 7 30 
28 28 102 39 5 19 
17 8 28 6 :s 2 
11 3 17 8 - 1 
17 10 32 22 - 1 

287 1228 1072 459 31 316 

8 19 13 6 - 9 
30 112 140 46 2 52 
56 86 129 60 10 38 
n 97 75 36 1 22 
36 212 366 181, 5 111 
11 329 90 40 2 31 
- 198 t5 7 1 6 
7 6 15 3 - 2 

25 2 33 1 \ - 3 
8 26 26 12 - 5 

25 57 69 25 4 8 
17 10 13 2 - 5 
27 74 87 25 6 24 
- - 1 2 - -- - - - - -

PERSONS 
REMOVED UNDER 

BY SUPER- CIRCUIT 
TRANS- VISION AND 

FER JUNE 30 DISTRICT 
1983 

352 4078 .... 7TH 

133 2,243 · ... Il,N 
56 361 · ..• IL,C 
38 269 · ... IL,S 
25 313 · ... IN,N 
57 500 · •. _ IN,5 
33 275 .... WI,E 
10 117 .... WI,W 

330 3321 · ... 8TH 

44 406 · ... AR,E 
37 173 ...• AR,W 
17 130 · ... IA,N 
19 198 · ... lA,S 
26 541 ..... MN 
53 728 .... MO,E 
44 535 .... MO,W 
25 196 · ...• NE 
19 143 ..... NO 
46 271 · .... 50 

1438 11 197 · ... 9TH 

28 221 ..... AK 
161 1,054 ..... AZ 
101 1,544 .... CA,N 
175 908 · .•. CA,E 
279 3,461 · ... CA,C 
321 1,192 .... CA,S 

39 315 · .... HI 
25 225 • ••.. 10 
35 309 ..... MT 
78 436 · .... NV 
58 554 · .... OR 
40 228 · ... WA,E 
95 656 .... WA,W 

3 93 ... GUAM - 1 · ... NMI 



• ,-

PERSONS 
UNDER 

CIRCUIT SUPER-
AND VISION 

DISTRICT JIJLY 1 
1982 

10TH ., . 3061 

CO ....... 679 
KS ....•.. 438 
NM ....... 601 
OK,N ...... 266 
OK,E ...... 159 
OK,W ...... 450 
UT ....... 323 
WY ....... 146 

11TH ... 5907 -' 
AL,N ...... 780 
AL,M .....• 281 
AL,S ...... 272 
FL,N ...... 287 
FL,M ...... 1,119 
FL,S ...... 1,443 
GA,N ..• 1,066 
GA,M ...... 331 
GAS ...... 328 

\ 

~ -----~----~ 

TOTAL 
RECEIVED 

2180 

502 
339 
336 
176 
131 
351 
236 
109 

4446 

670 
198 
131 
267 
811 

1,147 
747 
217 
258 

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JI,JNE 30, 1983 

RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 

TOTAL PRE- U.S. 
LESS COURT TRIAL MAGIS- MANDA-

TRANS- PROBA- DIVER TRATE PAROLE TORY 
FERS nON -SION PROBA- RELEAse 

nON 

1689 683 123 374 337 89 

379 123 11 130 71 17 
293 121 38 48 54 21 
257 75 8 83 56 19 
135 79 1 8 36 5 

81 34 - 17 24 3 
266 81 18 72 64 16 
188 115 35 8 22 5 

90 55 12 8 10 3 

3577 1.406 196 777 720 221 

600 263 35 160 101 20 
170 74 7 42 33 11 
99 63 1 - 26 3 

204 24 6 112 40 14 
554 215 83 54 136 22 
932 363 4 111 204 109 
633 282 9 193 106 30 
177 67 8 44 40 4 
208 55 43 61 34 8 

--, 

MILI- SPECIAL RE~EIVED 
TARY PAROLE BY 

PAROLE TRANSFER 

20 63 491 

6 21 123 
3 8 46 
4 12 79 
2 4 41 
1 2 50 
3 12 85 
1 2 48 
- 2 19 

41 216 869 

2 19 70 
3 - 28 
1 5 32 
3 5 63 

11 33 257 
9 132 215 
3 10 114 
6 8 40 
3 4 50 



. -,.-- --, ~ --<T. 

TOTAL 
RE- TOTAL 

moVED LESS COURT 
TRANS- PROBA-

FERS TION 

2185 1711 663 

461 360 140 
303 244 95 
424 347 109 
173 136 77 
108 74 30 
3'11 272 77 
226 175 83 
149 103 52 

4213 3445 1444 

660 567 234 
226 184 100 
173 138 73 
249 197 56 
767 608 244 
962 767 338 
711 597 275 
212 171 47 
273 226 77 

\ 

.~-~----or-__________________ ~_~ ____ _ 

TABLE E 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AND REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 

PRE- U.S. 
TRIAL MAGIS- MANDA- MILI- SPECIAL 
DIVER TRATE PAROLE TORY TARY PAROLE 
-SION PROBA- RELEASE PAROLE 

TION 

142 305 392 100 21 88 

5 83 79 23 7 23 
24 27 60 20 6 12 
31 107 65 17 2 16 

2 1 38 8 1 9 
3 13 19 4 - 5 

17 56 83 14 4 21 
38 10 32 10 1 1 
22 8 16 4 - 1 

200 607 733 228 41 192 

36 140 122 23 2 10 
3 33 33 7 2 6 
2 8 32 8 3 12 
6 71 49 8 1 6 

65 63 145 26 12 63 
11 52 169 97 8 82 

7 138 116 40 5 16 
28 39 39 11 2 5 
42 63 28 8 6 2 

PERSONS 
REMOVED UNDER 

BY SUPER- CIRCUIT 
TRANS- VISION AND 

FER JUNE 30 DISTRICT 
1983 

414 3056 ... 10TH 

101 720 ..... CO 
59 474 · .... KS 
77 513 ..... NM 
37 269 .... OK,N 
34 181 · ... OK,E 
69 460 .... OK.W 
51 333 ..... UT 
46 106 ..... WY 

768 6140 · .. 11TH 

93 790 · ... AL,N 
42 25:? .... AL.M 
35 230 .... AL,S 
52 306 · ... FL,N 

149 1.173 · ... FL,M 
195 1,638 • ... FL.S 
114 1,102 · .•. GA,N 

41 336 .... GA,M 
47 313 .... GAS 



TABLE E 2. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

U.S. 
CIRCUIT COURT MANDA- MILI- PRETRIAL MAGIS- SPECIAL 

AND TOTAL PROBA- PAROLE TORY TARY DIVERSION TRATE PAROLE 
DISTRICT TION RELEASE PAROLE PROBA-

TION 

TOTAL ........ 60180 33502 11,159 1,141 413 2,245 8,88'1 2,833 

DC .......... 1418 504 588 49 1 - 218 58 

1ST ........ 1516 978 236 29 15 93 69 96 

ME .......... 100 72 14 1 1 7 2 3 
MA .......... 819 507 109 20 6 68 55 54 
NH .......... 125 100 16 1 2 1 2 3 
RI .......... 144 112 20 2 - 1 5 4 
PA .......... 328 187 77 5 6 16 5 32 

:!: ....... D •••••••• 4966 3026 764 157 34 149 518 318 

CT .......... 476 328 72 12 5 12 25 22 
NY,N ......... 202 135 16 - 5 5 37 4 
NY,E ......... 1,958 1,110 334 75 13 49 260 117 
NY,S ......... 1,901 1,169 281 62 8 71 152 158 
NY,W .......•. 348 226 52 '1 3 7 42 11 
VT .......... 81 58 9 1 - 5 2 6 

3RD ........ 4020 2452 640 72 25 159 466 206 

DE .......... 130 66 24 4 3 8 18 7 
NJ .......... 1,380 768 193 34 11 83 242 49 
PA,E ......... 1,426 951 187 22 8 7 139 112 
PA,M ......... 283 199 21 2 1 14 45 6 
PA,W ......... 554 338 110 10 2 43 21 30 
VI .......... 242 130 105 - - 4 1 2 

\ 



" 

TABLE E 2. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

U.S. 
CIRCUIT COURT MANDA- MILI- PRETRIAL MAGIS- SPECIAL 

AND TOTAL PROBA- PAROLE TORY TARY DIVERSION TRATE PAROLE 
DISTRICT TION RELEASE PAROLE PROBA-

TION 

4TH ........ 6469 3100 1214 68 53 147 1782 105 

MD .................. 1,918 643 337 31 6 - 862 39 
NC,E ............... 694 319 93 5 7 10 250 10 
NC,M ......... 508 297 111 5 9 11 60 15 
NC,W ......... 672 378 119 4 5 23 137 6 
SC ................. 858 465 196 4 9 34 138 12 
VA,E ................ 963 425 207 10 9 24 269 19 
VA,W .............. 399 276 59 4 5 15 36 4 
WV,N ......... 149 108 33 1 2 4 1 -
WV,S ............. 308 189 59 4 1 26 29 -

5TH ........ 8520 4323 1422 135 ~4 386 1,698 502 

LA,E ............. 694 399 103 17 3 79 63 30 
LA,M ............... 196 73 29 1 2 1 82 8 
LA,W ............. 450 293 46 1 4 41 58 7 
MS,N .............. 205 129 36 2 4 3 28 3 
MS,S ............... 265 120 36 5 5 10 85 4 
TX,N ................ 1,602 867 332 34 9 99 171 90 
TX,E ............... 426 266 73 6 3 29 41 8 
TX,S ............... 2,911 1,486 383 49 10 96 691 196 
TX,W ................ 1,771 690 384 20 14 28 479 156 

6TH ........ 5479 3248 1278 91 38 125 500 199 

KY,E ................. 422 256 118 4 3 10 25 6 
KY,W ............ 431 166 103 5 5 29 109 14 
MI,E ................ 1,159 647 316 34 2 - 45 115 
MI,W ................ 331 209 72 1 3 5 38 3 
OH,N ........... 883 561 187 20 8 29 63 15 
OH,S ............ 660 391 212 11 7 2 26 11 
TN,E ........... 503 286 116 6 3 4 80 8 
TN,M ............... 471 230 85 7 2 42 93 12 
TN,W ............. 619 502 69 3 5 4 21 15 

\ 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH ........ 

IL.N ......... 
IL.C ......... 
IL,S ......... 
IN,N ......... 
IN,S ......... 
WI,E ......... 
WI,W ......... 

8TH ........ 

AR,E .......... 
AR,W ......... 
IA,N ......... 
lA,S ........ .-

MN .......... 
MO,E .......... 
MO.W .......... 
NE .......... 
NO .......... 
SO .......... 

9TH ........ 

AK ........... 
AZ ........... 
CA,N ......... 
CA,E ......... 
CA,C ......... 
CA.S ......... 
HI .......... 
10 ......... "' 

MT ........... 
NV .......... 
OR .......... 
WA.E ......... 
WA,W ......... 
GUAM ••••••••• 
NMI ......... 

TOTAL 

4078 

2.243 
361 
269 
313 
500 
275 
117 

3321 

406 
173 
130 
198 
541 
728 
535 
196 
143 
271 

11 197 

221 
1,054 
1,544 

908 
3,461 
1,192 

315 
225 
309 
436 
554 
228 
656 

93 
1 

TABLE E 2. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

COURT MANDA- MILI- PRETRIAL 
PROBA- PAROLE TORY TARY DIVERSION 

TION RELEASE PAROLE 

2671 653 75 25 228 

1,612 275 50 12 106 
259 52 2 3 13 
141 67 5 2 20 
158 92 6 2 26 
249 107 12 4 28 
178 38 - 2 26 

74 22 - - 9 

1932 730 52 21 193 

259 68 1 4 17 
124 25 2 - 6 

77 23 2 2 12 
129 34 3 1 16 
290 138 11 4 4 
337 220 ~ 3 71 
280 132 15 4 23 
132 27 1 1 21 
107 19 2 1 7 
197 44 6 1 16 

6276 1,717 264 64 449 

129 31 3 1 6 
522 184 20 1 67 
795 268 48 8 64 
457 151 10 13 94 

2,124 545 109 17 47 
673 103 18 3 11 
163 17 3 1 1 
151 24 5 - 13 
216 513 7 - 23 
258 49 7 4 44 
257 105 15 6 29 
150 22 2 4 25 
313 149 14 4 24 

67 14 3 2 1 
1 - - - -

U.S. 
MAGIS- SPECIAL 
TRATE PAROLE 

PROBA-
TION 

': 

235 191 

73 '15 
26 6 
21 13 

5 24 
79 21 
22 9 

9 3 

221 172 

48 9 
15 1 

8 6 
11 4 
31 63 
40 48 
50 31 
12 2 - 7 

6 1 

1,889 538 

35 16 
181 79 
289 72 
150 33 
451 168 
322 62 
123 7 

25 7 
5 3 

62 12 
114 28 

19 6 
113 39 

- 6 
- -



.~-------.----~-------------------
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TABLE E 2. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

U.S. 

CIRCUIT COURT MANDA- MILI- PRETRIAL MAGIS- SPECIAL 

AND TOTAL PROBA- PAROLE TORY TARY DIVERSION TRATE PAROLE 

DISTRICT TION RELEASE PAROLE PROBA-
TION 

10TH ....... 3056 1626 573 49 26 130 528 124 

CO .......... 720 357 129 12 7 14 162 39 

KS .......... 474 256 87 13 6 42 54 16 

NM .......... 513 233 84 10 4 12 135 35 

OK,N ......... 269 186 45 1 3 3 24 7 

OK,E ......... 181 94 41 2 2 2 35 5 

OK,W ......... 460 202 128 9 2 17 87 15 

UT .......... 333 230 42 - 2 32 23 4 

WY .......... 106 68 17 2 - 8 8 3 

11TH ....... 6140 3,366 1,344 100 57 186 763 324 

AL,N ......... 790 475 151 9 4 34 92 25 

AL,M ......... 253 145 54 5 1 5 40 3 

AL,S ......... 230 158 49 1 1 1 10 10 

FL,N ......... 305 94 90 7 7 8 89 10 

, FL,M ......... 1,173 678 259 12 14 68 98 44 

FL,S ......... 1,638 891 389 48 9 6 103 192 

GA,N ......... 1,102 608 221 12 9 11 217 24 

GA,M ......... 336 176 66 5 6 17 5f! 10 

GAS ......... 313 141 65 1 6 36 58 6 

, 
~,: 

Q 

\ 



TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE. JUNE 30. 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

TOTAL ........ 60180 325 3415 706 393 6232 4,994 10,360 987 

DC .......... 1418 29 201 41 49 147 72 189 8 

1ST .•...... 1516 7 61 21 2 207 129 285 25 

ME .......... 100 2 3 2 - 12 15 18 -
MA .......... 819 - 37 12 2 118 61 159 14 
NH ........... 125 1 6 - - 6 11 33 4 
RI .......... 144 2 4 1 - 20 13 41 7 
PR .......... 328 2 11 6 - 51 29 34 -

2ND ........ 4966 7 285 33 14 716 392 936 39 

CT .......... 476 - 24 5 2 40 48 110 6 
NY.N ......... 202 - 4 4 - 14 46 45 1 
NY.E ......... 1.958 4 142 14 5 341 112 313 20 
NY.S ......... 1.901 3 90 10 4 264 153 366 9 
NY.W ......... 348 - 22 - ::1 53 29 86 2 
VT ........... 81 - 3 - ., 4 4 16 1 

3RD ........ 4020 44 252 59 3£1 432 346 942 46 

DE .......... 130 - 8 3 1 16 13 18 2 
NJ .......... 1.380 3 68 12 7 187 157 372 14 
PA.E ......... 1.426 1 85 13 6 112 80 356 18 
PA.M ......... 288 2 14 2 - 21 32 91 3 
PA,W ......... 554 2 51 1 3 40 57 97 8 

'VI .......... 242 36 26 28 . 22 56 7 8 1 

\ 
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TABLE E 30 FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION ,BY D!STRICT AND OFFeNSE, JUNE 30, 1983 

/IENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DAPC:A I DRUG LAWS 

FORGERY WEAPONS LIQUOR, AND CONTROL- AND Ir.w"I- INTER-COUNTER- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION NAL POSTAL FElTING Hlr~NA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHER LAWS REVENUE LAWS' :.~ 

4714 3722 6,911 2492 2505 1899 2432 3239 129 1053 
77 35 229 91 66 82 74 1 - 8 

153 97 202 32 48 20 65 36 - 19 
22 6 1 1 4 2 6 1 - -75 55 105 23 29 16 41 1:< - 9 14 13 10 4 5 2 5 - - -14 6 8 :3 8 - 5 2 - 1 28 17 78 1 2 - 8 21 - 9 

366 167 999 221 164 12 199 68 - 144' 
20 26 80 17 28 5 22 7 - 11 12 10 13 7 3 2 10 4 - 9 172 57 371 82 73 4 88 26 - 52 138 51 491 86 39 - 66 21 - 49 18 16 29 20 12 1 11 8 - 22 6 7 15 9 9 - 2 2 - 1 

295 101 389 293 146 33 214 32 - 171 
7 8 7 9 11 2 6 2 - 11 84 41 105 71 41 12 65 15 - 60 102 21 187 157 62 8 59 4 - 82 30 7 10 19 2 5 20 1 - 10 65 16 75 35 21 5 48 1 - 8 7 8 5 2 9 1 16 9 - -

OTHER 

3672 

19 

107 

5 
51 
11 
9 

31 

204 

25 
18 
82 
61 
16 

2 

186 

6 
66 
73 
19 
21 

1 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

00 TOTAL 
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TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 

PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE, JUNE 30, 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

4TH ....•... 6469 33 408 104 52 732 448 1,013 121 

MD .......... 1.918 7 124 29 14 167 99 229 21 
NC.E ......... 694 2 37 9 7 123 51 124 >6 
NC.M ......•.. 508 - 53 4 1 45 45 84 13 
NC.W .....•..• 672 5 43 25 14 62 39 152 15 
SC .......... 858 2 53 8 3 106 68 158 3:~ 
VA.E ......... 963 10 72 23 5 130 76 132 1(1 

VA.W ......... 399 6 13 4 3 45 30 63 
" WV,N .....•.•. 149 - 2 - 1 14 ~4 24 €i 

WV.S ......... 308 1 11 2 4 40 26 47 17 

6fH .....••. 852O 27 203 59 14 601 552 1101 89 

LA.E ......... 694 2 26 5 - 94 106 94 4 
LA.M ......... 196 1 7 - 3 17 23 21 -
LA.W ....... , . 450 1 7 8 1 66 69 96 4 
MS.N ......... 205 - 4 1 2 9 14 50 9 
MS.S ......... 265 4 10 4 - 39 15 61 2 
TX,N ......... 1.602 7 56 6 2 129 114 254 21 
TX.E ......... 426 - 17 3 2 47 41 85 9 
TX.S ......... 2.911 6 50 13 2 84 104 232 32 
TX.W ......... 1.771 6 26 19 2 116 66 208 8 

6TH ...••••. 5479 13 474 31 16 576 526 1,086 211) 

KY,E •.•..•... 422 2 26 1 9 36 34 47 23 
KY,W ..•.•.••. 431 2 34 2 1 54 28 76 18 
MI.E •.....•.. 1.159 - 147 8 3 79 07 201 52 
MI.W ..•....•. 331 - 17 1 - 49 53 57 8 
OH.N .......... 883 2 100 5 1 111 131 197 31 
OH.S ........... 660 2 79 4 - 73 72 154 29 
TN,E ......... 503 3 29 2 1 65 43 66 36 
TN.M ......... 471 1 23 3 1 37 41 64 8 
TN,W . . . . . . . . ~ 619 1 19 5 - 72 37 218 13 -

\ 
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TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE, JUNE 30, 19B3 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 

DAPCA _lDRUG LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS LIQUOR, 

AND CONTROL- AND IIYMI- INTER- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE- GRATION NAl. POSTAL AND 
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHER LAWS REVENUE LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

450 409 378 207 357 840 349 11 71 89 397 · ... 4TH 

60 136 184 79 50 565 84 2 - 23 45 ••••• MD 
40 48 23 14 32 84 31 - - 7 57 ... NC,E 
66 12 25 24 37 9 36 2 20 5 32 .. , NC,M 
54 39 15 7 46 46 36 - 19 3 52 NC,W 
99 56 26 10 68 13 37 2 1 28 88 · .... SC 
50 73 77 35 47 114 62 2 - 5 40 ... VA,E 
45 17 5 9 34 8 21 3 31 7 48 ... VA,W 
22 13 4 13 5 1 18 - - 2 10 ... WV,N 
14 15 19 16 38 - 24 - - 9 25 ... WV,S 

545 865 883 334 354 76 246 1773 5 81 712 · ... 5TH 

47 28 86 31 31 - 33 5 - 21 81 ... LA,E 
5 6 12 12 12 2 2 - 1 2 70 ... LA,M 

31 20 15 13 25 18 13 2 1 4 56 ... [.A,W 
27 11 5 5 12 8 16 1 . 5 25 MS,N , ... 
16 8 6 9 18 25 15 3 - 2 28 ... MS,S 

226 105 167 59 71 2 46 218 - 13 106 " , TX,N 
52 26 12 13 18 - 29 31 - 3 38 ... TX,E 
87 466 298 103 111 12 44 1,101 - 11 155 ... TX,S 
54 195 2.82 89 56 <) 48 412 2 2f 153 ... TX,W 

518 215 457 178 254 174 255 14 8 87 379 " .. 6TH 

38 28 14 20 38 3 39 - - 12 52 ... KY,E 
32 27 10 15 23 60 18 - 1 - 30 ... KY,W 
67 23 257 71 43 8 42 - - 19 46 " . MI,E 
25 20 31 13 14 1 12 5 - 8 17 " . MI,W 
95 22 47 15 54 4 30 3 - 11 24 ... OH,N 
65 26 27 23 22 7 34 - - 9 34 ... OH,S 
50 16 10 8 25 26 47 - 2 8 66 ... TN,E 
50 25 27 5 26 62 16 1 4 13 64 ... TN,M 
96 28 34 8 9 3 17 5 1 7 46 " . TN,W 

\ 
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TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE. JUNE 30. 19B3 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
AND EMBEZ- AUTO 

DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

7TH ........ 4078 10 198 22 18 468 476 960 73 

IL.N .......... 2,243 3 89 6 8 271 246 605 39 
IL,C ......... 361 2 12 4 - 26 46 104 4 
IL,S ......... 269 - 11 - 2 37 23 59 9 
IN,N ......... 313 1 21 2 3 32 40 43 6 
IN,S ......... 500 3 42 5 4 61 47 57 10 
WI,E ......... 275 1 15 4 1 24 45 73 2 
WI,W ......... 117 - 8 1 - 17 29 19 3 

8TH ... : .... 3321 25 198 86 42 382 343 584 62 

AR,E .......... 406 - 20 3 1 53 74 79 6 
AR,W ......... 173 1 12 - - 26 23 37 6 
IA,N ......... 130 2 9 1 2 16 9 26 1 
IA,S ......... 198 - 14 - 1 17 12 24 2 
MN .......... 541 2 43 10 3 26 51 85 8 
MO,E ......... 728 4 35 2 5 86 63 121 20 
MO,W ......... 535 1 49 7 7 39 59 99 11 
NE .......... 196 1 4 - - 19 24 52 3 
ND .......... 143 2 2 19 7 18 15 25 -
SD .......... 271 12 10 44 16 82 13 36 5 

9TH ........ 11 197 89 762 164 100 987 982 1833 83 

AK ... ., ...... 221 - 11 4 1 16 21 27 2 
AZ ........... 1,054 38 30 40 9 62 57 128 12 
CA,N ......... 1,544 7 141 18 9 133 222 282 6 
CA,E ......... 908 1 70 8 6 93 84 115 5 
CA,C ......... 3,461 8 319 32 8 312 313 637 30 
CA,S ......... 1,192 1 35 6 1 40 46 114 8 
HI .......... 315 - 6 10 4 59 20 25 1 
ID .......... 225 6 8 4 5 21 19 46 2 
MT .......... 309 17 2 22 43 83 22 36 2 
NV .......... 436 3 2a 3 2 24 22 89 4 
OR .......... 554 3 51 6 7 63 74 123 6 
WA,E ......... 228 1 10 6 2 17 17 59 4 
WA,W ......... 656 4 57 4 3 58 58 144 1 
GUAM ........ 93 - 2 1 - 5 7 8 -
NMI ......... 1 - - - - 1 - - -

\ 



TABLE E 30 FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DIS .. UCT AND OFFEf\iSE. JUNE 30. 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES--CONTINUED SPECIA'_ OFFENSES 

DAPCA lDRUG LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS LIQUOR. 

AND r.;ONTR~l- AND IMMI- INTER- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- MARI- NAR- :LEO SJ)B- FIRE- GRATION NAL POSTAL AND 
FEITING HUANA COVICS STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC OTHER LAWS REVENUE LAWS' OTHER DISTRICT 

319 120 538 144 173 56 153 101 1 56 192 o. 0 0 7TH 

164 55 324 71 80 9 75 84 1 25 88 000 IL,N 
23 22 24 16 22 5 19 6 - 6 20 000 IL,C 
23 6 38 15 19 3 13 1 - 1 9 000 IL,S 
31 4 64 19 17 - 14 2 - - 14 000 IN,N 
52 23 59 20 19 38 18 1 - 9 32 o. 0 IN,S 
18 9 20 2 9 1 11 4 - 13 23 000 WI,E 

8 1 9 1 7 - 3 3 - 2 6 000 WI,W 

308 131 403 183 139 14 131 19 1 40 230 . 0 0 0 8TH 

56 15 21 13 11 2 14 3 - 4 31 000 AR,E 
18 13 2 7 8 4 6 1 - 1 8 000 AR,W 

6 9 26 8 3 - 4 2 - 2 4 000 IA,N 
8 18 29 8 16 1 8 5 - 3 32 lA,S 

18 23 115 60 39 3 18 3 - 11 23 .... oMN 
99 20 135 48 17 2 21 1 - 12 37 000 MO,E 
52 23 57 24 25 2 26 1 1 3 49 MO,W 
32 3 10 3 7 - 9 3 - 3 23 00000 NE 
12 6 3 9 10 - 8 - - - 7 00000 NO 

7 1 5 3 3 - 17 - - 1 16 00000 SO 

795 600 1531 414 342 292 362 916 1 208 736 oooo9TH 

18 21 43 10 10 3 2 - - - 32 0000 oAK 
61 98 166 16 47 3 50 174 - 13 50 .... oAZ 

119 " 70 207 61 30 57 39 37 1 29 76 000 CA,N 
82 54 126 29 34 44 24 68 - 30 35 000 CA,E 

281 168 423 132 100 35 105 275 - 74 209 000 CA,C " 

40 85 240 65 16 39 29 333 - 24 70 000 CA,S 
, 

15 19 41 6 10 56 19 - - 5 19 o 0 0 0 0 HI 
21 6 19 13 11 6 7 10 - 13 8 o 0 0 0 0 10 
27 4 10 4 8 2 9 - - 1 17 .... oMT 
27 19 39 26 21 7 29 7 - 10 84 00000 NV 
30 20 45 25 21 3 16 4 - 6 51 . 0 0 0 0 OR iI 
34 4 29 6 13 - 5 6 - 2 13 000 WA,E I 

35 23 109 17 14 37 22 2 - 1 67 WA,W 
5 9 34 4 7 - 6 - - - 5 000 GUAM - - - - - - - - - - - 0000 NMI 

\ 
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"ABlE E 3, FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND OFFENSE, JUNE 30, 1983 

GENERAL OFFENSES 
CIRCUIT 

AND 
EMBEZ- AUTO DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE RI)BBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

10TH ....... 3056 26 122 40 28 329 275 521 52 CO ..... "." ... 720 3 42 8 7 66 83 99 12 
KS ......... " 474 1 22 4 5 43 28 109 6 
NM "" .. " .. ". " 513 7 6 11 8 38 37 47 2 
OK,N .... , .. ,. 269 1 4 2 2 26 37 61 7 
OK,E ""." .. ". " 181 1 8 1 - 22 12 40 6 
OK,W .,., ..... 460 6 22 2 4 71 28 82 16 
UT ... ""." ... 333 6 16 B 2 49 ~O 74 2 
WY ." .. "." .... 106 2 2 6 - 16 10 19 2 11TH ....•. , 6140 16 251 46 19 656 463 910 171 AL,N ." .. " ..... 790 - 39 9 2 119 46 86 50 
AL,M " ... " .. ". " 263 - 7 2 2 54 22 44 7 
AL,S ... " ... "." . 230 1 13 - 1 22 18 34 7 
FL,N .... "" .... 306 1 17 4 2 41 22 30 9 
FL,M " .. "."." . 1,173 6 48 9 2 132 139 194 24 
FL,S "" .. ".,," . 1,638 1 33 7 6 67 79 179 13 
GA,N ." .. " ... " 1,102 5 62 7 3 135 78 ~!42 49 
GA,M " .... " ... 336 1 21 4 - 46 27 60 6 
GAS .... " .. " . 313 - 11 4 2 39 22 41 6 -

\ 
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TABLE E 3. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT I\ND OFFENSE. JUNE 30. 19B3 

GENERALOFFENSES--CONTINUED 

DAPCA (DRUG LAWS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 

AND CONTROL- AND 
COUNTER- MARI- NAR- LED SUB- FIRE-
FElTING HUANA COTICS STANCES ARMS 

225 185 279 153 137 

33 33 96 29 23 
39 20 34 25 37 
16 44 58 33 11 
57 15 19 12 12 
19 26 5 3 13 
31 29 44 32 19 
22 16 19 15 11 

8 2 4 4 11 

663 797 623 242 325 

184 22 37 22 51 
18 11 7 8 16 
37 27 17 8 17 
13 48 28 7 13 

142 152 88 48 42 
100 443 368 90 72 
100 42 60 ~9 86 

28 26 8 6 19 
41 26 10 14 9 

• OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILA8LE MNTERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

LIQUOR. 
IM'III- INTER-

GRATION NAL POSTAL 
TRAFFIC OTHER LAWS REVENUIii, LAWS· 

110 117 190 3 45 

40 26 52 - 10 
18 21 11 - 19 
25 14 89 1 10 
- 10 3 1 -
1 5 5 1 -

19 17 19 - 2 
3 19 7 - 3 
4 5 4 - 1 

190 267 78 39 105 

55 23 2 2 3 
25 8 - - 12 

2 9 - - -
34 16 - - -

9 56 28 - 14 
3 58 46 - 17 

36 56 1 11 28 
10 24 'I 11 11 
16 17 - 15 20 

t> 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

OTHER DISTRICT 

219 · .. 10TH 

58 •.. ,. CO 
32 · .... KS 
56 ..... NM 
11 ... OK,N 
14 ... OK,E 
16 OK,W 
23 ..... UT 

7 • .... Wy 

291 ... 11TH 

38 AL,N 
10 ... AL.M 
17 ., . AL,S 
20 ... FL.N 
40 ... FL,M 
57 ... FL,S 
62 ... GA,N 
27 ... GA,M 
20 ... GAS 
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TABLE E 4. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBAnONERS RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

TERM OF SUPERVISION I IN MONTHS 

PERCENT 
CIRCUIT 60 TO BE 

AND TOTAL 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 26-36 36 37-69 AND SUPERVISED 
DISTRICT ONLY ONLY ONLY OVER 2 YEARS 

OR MORE 

TOTAL ......• 13410 177 62 661 420 2264 538 4483 1215 3600 90.2 

DC ......... 176 3 2 13 6 23 11 81 5 31 86.3 

1ST ....... 469 12 4 37 31 213 4 123 7 38 82.1 

Ph: ......... 52 2 - 2 1 36 - 7 - 4 90.4 

I 
~ 

MA .......... 240 3 1 17 17 134 4 56 2 6 84.2 
NH ......... 41 1 - 2 1 9 - 12 - 16 90.2 
RI ......... 61 5 3 14 10 23 - 5 1 - 47.5 
PR ......... 75 1 - 2 2 11 - 43 4 12 93.3 

2ND ......• 1085 21 8 73 30 209 38 361 84 261 87.S 

CT ......... 141 4 2 13 1 43 1 3~ 16 22 85.S 
NY,N " ....... 61 - 1 9 1 17 3 21 2 7 82.0 
NY,E •••••••• t 262 2 2 7 4 28 11 71 21 116 94.3 
NY,S ........ 505 11 3 31 23 106 21 178 34 98 86.5 
NY,W ........ 100 4 - 13 1 10 2 43 11 16 82.0 
VT ••••• 0I ••• 16 - - - - 5 - 9 - 2 100.0 

3RD .•....• 931 7 10 38 40 162 37 263 108 266 89.8 

DE ......... 24 - - 2 - 1 3 7 8 3 91.7 
NJ . .- ....... 227 - - 3 5 34 4 99 21 61 96.5 
PA,E ........ 366 4 3 10 14 29 15 86 51 154 91.5 
PA,M ......... 87 - - 6 3 43 2 24 1 8 !l9.7 
PA,W ........ 141 - - 3 2 24 9 41 23 39 96.5 
VI ......... 86 3 7 14 16 31 4 6 4 1 63.5 

\ 
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TABLE E 4. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

TERM OF SUPERVISIOr~ IN MONTHS -
PERCENT 

CIRCUIT 60 TO BE 
AND TOTAL 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25-35 36 37-59 AND SUPERVISED 

DISTRICT ONLY ONLY ONLY OVER 2 YEARS 
OR MORE 

4TH ....... 1312 14 7 59 31 lBB 46 463 135 369 91.5 

MD ............ 315 4 1 21 12 4B 11 93 60 65 B7.9 
NC,E ........ 107 - - 3 - 9 - 12 6 17 97.2 
NC,M ......... 100 - - - - - - 21 13 66 100.0 
NC,W . .. . . . .. .. ~ 137 - - 7 - 46 2 71 2 9 94.9 
5C ................ 180 2 - 3 2 lB 3 70 25 57 96.1 
VA,E ............... 223 7 5 18 B 34 17 B6 B 40 B3.0 
VA,W .............. 105 1 1 3 6 14 4 69 1 6 B9.5 
WV,N ............... 17 - - 2 2 11 6 25 11 20 94.B 
WV,5 ............. 68 - - 2 1 B 3 16 9 ~a 95.6 

5TH ....... 1710 14 4 39 44 169 59 573 193 615 94.1 

LA,E ............... 201 2 1 5 6 20 10 73 16 6B 93.C 
LA,M .............. 3B - - 1 - 3 1 11 - 22 97.4 
LA,W ....... I""" 9B - - 3 - 6 - 24 4 61 96.9 
M5,N .............. 30 - - - - 2 1 15 9 3 100.0 
M5,5 ................ 61 - - 2 2 8 2 9 7 31 93.4 
TX,N ............. 334 1 1 6 26 65 35 127 31 42 89.B 
TX,E ............. 69 1 - - 3 2 1 39 4 19 94.2 
TX,5 ................ 517 5 1 12 5 47 8 236 96 167 96.0 
TX,W .............. 302 5 1 10 2 16 1 39 26 202 94.0 

6TH .•• , ••. .1441 27 5 94 75 3B6 73 S10 79 ~92 B6.1 

KY,E ................ B3 - 1 3 3 11 1 15 7 42 91.6 
KY,W .............. 76 - 1 5 1 41 1 9 4 14 90.B 
MI,E ............... 2B3 4 - 16 6 75 12 133 17 20 90.B 
MI,W ........... 125 3 - - 10 14 7 54 7 30 89.6 
OH,N .............. 241 3 1 1 6 42 11 129 16 32 95.4 
OH,5 ............. 155 3 1 12 10 30 20 51 9 19 83.2 
TN,E ............. 139 9 1 10 13 46 5 33 7 15 76.3 
TN,\\! ............... 124 2 - 16 6 40 4 33 8 15 BO.6 
TN,W ........ "= 2151 3 - 31 20 87 12 53 4 5 74.9 

\ 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH •...... 

IL,N ............ 
IL,C ............... 
IL,S .............. 
IN,N ............ 4. 

IN,S ................ 
WI,E ................ 
WI,W ................ 

8TH ....... 

AR,E ................ 
AR,W .............. ,. 
IA,N .............. 
lA,S ................ 
MN .................. 
MO,E ................ 
MD,W ................ 
NE ................ 
ND .................. 
S~ .................. 

9TH ....... 

A"f. .................. 
AZ .................. 
CA,N ................ 
CA,E ................ 
CA,C ................ 
CA,S ................ 
HI ................. 
ID .................. 
MT .................. 
NV .................. 
OR .................. 
WA,E ................ 
WA,W ................ 
GUAM ......•. 

TABLE E 4. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS RECEIVED FOR SIJPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS, 

TERM OF SUPERVISION (IN MONTHS 

PERCENT 
60 TO BE 

TOTAL 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25-35 36 37-59 AND SUPERVISED 
ONLY ONLY ONLY OVER 2 YEARS 

OR MORE 

1 130 19 9 83 44 179 40 293 156 307 86.3 

648 7 3 28 9 71 16 164 115 235 92.7 
130 2 1 23 3 19 2 37 16 27 77.7 

46 3 - 6 5 7 1 4 3 17 69.6 
56 4 2 4 4 10 3 20 2 7 75.0 

111 2 2 9 15 23 14 26 11 9 74.8 
97 1 1 9 4 36 2 30 4 10 84.5 
42 - - 4 4 13 2 12 5 2 81.0 

890 16 3 35 39 222 54 350 62 109 89.6 

117 1 1 2 8 11 21 64 9 - 89.7 
7~ - - 2 6 17 5 28 4 9 88.7 
38 1 - 5 - 5 1 20 5 1 84.2 
71 8 - 2 - 28 3 27 1 2 85.9 

138 2 - 11 10 64 7 41 - 3 83.3 
120 1 - - - 7 5 47 7 53 99.2 
122 - 1 1 3 27 - 61 18 11 95.9 

55 1 - 6 1 9 2 11 8 17 85.5 
56 1 - - 7 21 3 18 4 2 85.7 

102 1 1 6 4 33 7 33 6 11 88.2 

2329 26 5 104 30 253 97 812 185 817 92.9 

72 2 - 4 3 22 - 33 2 6 87.5 
238 4 1 12 3 37 5 92 29 55 91.6 
275 4 1 22 6 21 4 73 23 121 88.0 
202 4 - 5 - 26 6 50 19 92 95.5 
505 3 1 6 5 34 20 197 40 199 97.0 
405 4 ! 21 3 33 38 190 22 93 92.8 

62 1 - 2 2 2 2 11 - 42 91.9 
63 1 - 1 1 10 1 29 4 16 95.2 
90 3 - 5 2 20 8 30 9 13 88.9 

118 - 1 14 2 17 6 31 14 33 85.6 
77 - - - 1 1 1 1 3 70 98.7 
77 - - 2 2 15 4 27 9 18 94.8 

128 - - 6 - 13 2 45 9 53 95.3 
17 - - 4 - 2 - 3 2 6 76.5 
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TABLE E 4. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM 

DURING TliE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

TERM OF SUPERVISION (IN MONTHS 

PERCENT 
CIRCUIT 60 TO BE 

AND TOTAL 1-6 7-11 12 13-23 24 25-35 36 37-59 AND SUPERVISED 
DISTRICT ONLY ONLY ONLY OVER 2 YEARS 

OR MORE 

10TH ...... 636 7 2 29 28 104 20 222 83 141 89.6 

CO ......... 109 - - 3 2 6 4 27 27 40 95.4 
KS . . . . . . . . ~ 120 1 - 13 1 38 3 39 3 22 87.5 
NM ......... 68 - - 1 2 5 3 33 3 21 95.6 
OK,N ........ 70 2 - 3 5 12 - 20 16 12 85.7 
OK,E ........ 33 - - - - 5 1 11 7 9 100.0 
OK,VI ......... 80 2 2 6 15 13 6 21 3 12 68.8 
UT ......... 104 - - 1 1 16 2 47 16 21 98.1 
WY ......... 52 2 - 2 2 9 1 24 8 4 !l8.5 

11TH ...... 1302 11 3 57 22 146 59 432 118 454 92.9 

AL,N 0- ••••••• 243 - 1 6 5 25 25 99 32 50 95.1 
AL,M ........ 73 - - 11 - 5 - 38 3 16 84.9 
AL,S ........ 57 - - 1 - 1 4 12 5 34 98.2 
FL,N ........ 22 - - - - - 1 4 3 14 100.0 
FL,M ........ 194 2 - 7 6 26 6 69 30 48 92.3 
FL,S ........ 345 3 1 23 4 52 !3 121 23 105 91.0 
GA,N ........ 255 6 1 8 3 30 6 70 12 119 92.9 
GA,M ........ 63 - - - 3 7 1 8 5 39 95.2 
GAS ........ 50 - - 1 1 - 3 11 5 29 96.0 

\ 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

TOTAL ..... 

DC ........ 

1ST. ',' .. 

ME ........ 
MA ........ 
NH ........ 
RI ........ 
PR ........ 

2ND ..... 

CT ........ 
NY,N ...... 
NY,E ...... 
NY,S ...... 
NY,W 
VT ........ 

3RD ..... 

DE •....... 
NJ ........ 
I"A,E ...... 
PA,M ...... 
PA,W ...... 
VI ....•... 

\ 

1 t 

TABLE E 5. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS WHO COMPLETED SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM OF SUPERVISION 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND 'RANSFERS) 

1-12 MONTHS 13-24 MONTHS 25-36 MONTHS 37-48 MONTHS 

TOTAL TERM EARLY TERM EARLY TERM EARLY TERM EARLY 
TOT EXP. TERM TOT EXP. TERM TOT EXP. TERM TOT EXP. TERM 

8905 1000 766 234 2387 1602 785 3112 2141 971 808 428 380 

201 20 15 5 50 32 18 83 58 25 23 10 13 

296 58 51 7 156 126 30 59 52 7 9 7 2 

34 5 4 1 21 18 3 7 7 - 1 1 -
179 25 23 2 109 89 20 31 26 5 6 5 1 

17 5 4 1 7 5 2 5 4 1 - - -
36 18 16 2 14 12 2 3 3 - 1 - 1 
30 5 4 1 5 2 3 13 12 1 1 1 -

864 130 109 21 269 218 51 282 234 48 64 49 15 

90 21 16 5 33 25 8 23 16 7 8 4 4 
66 21 15 6 24 17 7 19 14 5 1 1 -

293 36 31 5 69 52 17 98 82 16 21 15 6 
326 41 38 3 114 103 11 118 104 14 18 15 3 

72 11 9 2 19 17 2 19 16 3 15 14 1 
17 - - - 10 4 6 5 2 3 1 - 1 

712 82 76 6 166 133 33 248 200 48 60 44 16 

16 1 1 - 2 1 1 8 4 4 3 2 1 
221 20 17 3 64 50 14 85 71 14 15 9 6 
213 18 17 1 32 23 9 63 45 18 23 20 3 

53 8 8 - 19 17 2 11 9 2 2 - 2 
140 6 4 2 22 18 4 70 62 8 15 11 4 

69 29 29 -. 27 24 3 11 9 2 2 2 -

OVER ·48 MONTHS 

TERM EARLY 
TOT EXP. TERM 

1598 1319 279 

25 17 8 

14 12 2 

- - -
8 7 1 
- - -
- - -
6 5 1 

119 102 17 

5 5 -
1 - 1 

69 58 11 
35 30 5 

8 8 -
1 1 -

156 132 24 

2 1 1 
37 30 7 
77 67 10 
13 12 1 
27 22 5 
- - -



r 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

4TH ..... 

MO ........ 
NC,E ...... 
NC,M ..... . 
NC,W 
SC ........ 
VA,E ...... 
VA,W ...... 
WV,N ...... 
ViV,S ...... 

6TH ..... 

LA.E ...... 
LA.M ...... 
LA.W ...... 
MS,N ...... 
fI'IS,S ...... 
TX,N ...... 
TX,E ...... 
TX,S ...... 
TX,W ...... 

6TH ..... 

KY,E ...... 
KY,W ...... 
MI,E ...... 
MI,W ...... 
OH,N ...... 
OH,S ...... 
TN,E ...... 
TN,M ....... 
TN,W ...... 

\ 

TABLE E 5. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS WHO COMPLETED SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM OF SUPERVISION 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

1-12 MONTHS 13-24 MONTHS 25-36 MONTHS 37-48 MONTHS 

TOTAL TERM EARLY TERM EARLY TERM EARLY TERM EARLY 
TOT EXP. TERM TOT EXP. TERM TOT EXP. TERM TOT EXP. TERM 

790 58 34 24 164 89 75 299 194 106 73 26 47 

135 16 8 7 48 25 23 46 31 15 9 2 7 
78 5 4 1 9 4 5 23 17 6 12 3 9 
75 1 -. 1 4 2 2 22 12 10 10 5 5 

104 6 3 2 22 10 12 48 33 16 4 2 2 
126 5 4 1 14 8 6 67 35 22 18 8 10 
136 21 12 9 40 16 24 48 29 19 7 2 6 

67 4 3 1 17 16 2 35 23 12 6 2 3 
23 - - - 2 1 1 6 5 1 4 2 2 
46 2 - 2 8 8 - 14 9 6 4 - 4 

971 60 50 10 211 137 74 342 218 124 139 88 61 

98 6 6 1 21 16 6 42 26 17 6 6 1 
17 1 - 1 2 2 - 7 5 2 4 3 1 
69 7 4 3 10 7 3 17 8 9 3 1 2 
48 3 2 1 4 4 - 17 14 3 18 13 6 
28 3 3 - 3 3 - 9 6 3 1 1 -

212 12 12 - 54 39 16 76 61 16 27 17 10 
74 6 4 2 19 14 6 26 21 6 11 6 6 

343 16 14 2 73 40 33 113 67 46 60 39 21 
92 6 6 - 26 12 13 35 11 24 9 4 6 

909 118 89 29 322 266 67 268 199 69 61 29 22 

67 1 1 - 9 8 1 14 12 2 4 1 3 
63 7 4 3 34 28 6 11 4 7 5 3 2 

196 16 13 3 78 67 11 57 47 10 14 9 6 
55 5 - 5 22 8 14 17 12 5 3 1 2 

146 9 8 1 25 21 4 58 41 17 4 3 1 
105 12 6 6 38 34 4 39 33 6 8 6 2 

52 9 6 3 18 13 5 17 13 4 2 2 -
92 20 17 3 36 27 9 22 9 13 6 1 6 

142 39 34 5 62 49 13 33 28 5 5 3 2 

OVER 48 MONTHS 

TERM EARLY 
TOT EXP. TERM 

196 169 27 

17 14 3 
29 26 4 
38 31 7 
26 22 3 
32 28 4 
20 17 3 

6 6 -
11 10 1 
18 16 2 

219 169 60 

23 20 3 
3 2 1 

22 16 7 
6 6 1 

12 10 2 
43 34 9 
12 11 1 
81 61 20 
17 11 6 

150 131 19 

29 27 2 
6 4 2 

31 26 6 
8 5 2 

50 46 4 
9 8 1 
6 6 -
B 5 3 
3 3 -



r 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH • 0 0 0 0 

IL,N ...... 
IL,C ...... 
IL,S ...... 
IN,N ...... 
IN,S ...... 
WI,E ...... 
WI,W ...... 

8TH 00000 

AR,E ...... 
AR,W ...... 
IA,N ...... 
lA,S 
MN 0 0 0 0 0 000 
MO,E ...... 
WD._ . "I NE 0 0 000000 
NO 00' •• 0 0 0 
SD 00000000 

9TH 00000 

AK 00000000 
AZ ........ 
CA,N ...... 
CA,E ....... ' 
CA,C ....... 
CA,S 
HI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ID 00000000 
MT ........ 
NV 00000000 
OR o. 0 0 0 0" 
WA,E ...... 
WA,W 
GUAM 000 ••• 

\ 

It 

TABLE E 50 FeDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS WHO COMPLETED SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM OF SUPER'IISION 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JIJNE 3D, 1983 (EXCLUDES REINSloATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

1-12 MONTHS 13-24 MONTHS 26-36 MONTHS 37-48 MONTHS 

TOTAL TERM EARLY TERM EARLY TERM EARLY TERM EARLY 
TOT EXPo TERM TOT EXPo TERM TOT EXP. TERM TOT EXPo TERM 

715 86 72 14 176 116 59 239 181 58 77 48 29 

393 28 24 4 67 49 18 140 116 24 53 39 14 
57 11 10 1 11 9 2 25 16 9 6 2 4 
58 6 5 1 14 12 2 17 11 6 4 - 4 
61 11 10 1 15 11 4 17 9 8 4 1 3 
78 12 11 1 28 18 10 25 22 3 7 5 2 
59 13 to 3 33 13 20 10 3 7 2 - 2 
19 5 2 3 7 4 3 5 4 1 1 1 -

514 54 36 18 198 147 51 174 128 46 33 23 10 

62 5 5 - 14 13 1 33 ~(l 7 !! 11 3 
37 3 2 1 11 4 7 16 15 1 3 3 -
14 2 2 - 7 6 1 4 1 3 1 - 1 
29 7 3 4 12 8 4 6 3 3 3 3 -
98 8 6 2 56 51 5 22 11 11 5 3 2 
63 4 3 1 9 8 1 25 21 4 1 - 1 
85 10 8 2 30 26 4 32 27 5 2 2 -
34 4 3 1 11 2 9 12 6 6 3 - 3 
36 7 2 5 23 12 11 4 3 1 2 2 -
56 4 2 2 25 17 8 20 15 5 5 5 -

1548 129 80 49 347 143 204 620 321 299 144 40 104 

29 2 2 - 10 5 5 10 6 4 - - -
142 16 8 8 34 17 17 49 18 31 15 5 10 
126 12 8 4 25 11 14 52 32 20 12 4 8 
116 11 8 3 29 12 17 ~1 13 H! 14 1 13 
458 21 14 7 74 36 38 214 136 79 49 18 31 
201 25 14 11 68 8 60 73 23 50 15 2 13 

41 4 2 2 5 4 1 11 8 3 3 1 2 
40 8 6 2 11 10 1 16 9 7 2 - 2 
69 8 6 2 26 15 11 21 10 11 4 2 2 
53 2 2 - 16 7 9 17 8 9 3 - 3 
79 3 - 3 8 2 6 28 12 16 10 1 9 
32 4 4 - 8 6 2 12 8 4 3 1 2 

146 10 4 6 27 5 22 81 36 45 12 3 9 
16 3 2 1 6 5 1 5 3 2 2 2 -

OVER 48 MONTHS 

TERM EARLY 
TOT EXPo TERM 

138 122 16 

105 96 9 
4 3 1 

17 13 4 
4 3 1 
6 5 1 
1 1 -
1 1 -

55 46 9 

2 2 -
4 2 2 
- - -
1 - 1 
7 7 -

24 21 3 
11 9 2 

4 3 1 
- - -
2 2 -

308 236 72 

7 5 2 
28 17 11 
25 23 2 
31 25 S 

100 76 24 
20 13 7 
18 13 5 

3 2 1 
10 8 2 
15 14 1 
30 23 7 

5 3 2 
16 14 2 
- - -



r 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

10TH •••• 

CO ........ 
KS •••••••• 
NM ........ 
OK,N ...... 
OK,E ...... 
OK,W 
UT ........ 
WY ........ 

11TH •••• 

AL,N ...... 
ALoM ...... 
AL,S ...... 
FL,N ...... 
FL,M ...... 
FL,S ...... 
GA,N ...... 
GA,M ...... 
GA,S ...... 

\ 
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TABLE E 5. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PROBATIONERS WHO COMPLETED SUPERVISION BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TERM OF SUPERV1SION 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

1-12 MONTHS 13-24 MONTHS 25-36 MONTHS 37-4B MONTHS 

TOTAL TERM EARLY TERM EARLY TERM EARLY TERM EARLY 
TOT EXP. TERM TOT EXP. TERM TOT EXP. TERM TOT ~~5~ . TERM 

442 61 37 24 1.18 63 55 151 97 54 46 25 21 

82 8 6 2 17 13 4 24 20 4 17 9 8 
75 15 8 7 34 14 20 13 6 7 4 3 1 
65 6 5 1 10 4 6 26 22 4 5 1 4 
49 7 6 1 11 7 4 20 14 6 9 7 2 
21 2 1 1 1 - 1 13 9 4 3 1 2 
57 5 4 1 16 10 6 22 14 8 5 3 2 
52 13 4 9 14 6 8 16 2 14 2 1 1 
41 5 3 2 15 9 6 17 10 7 1 - 1 

943 144 117 27 211 143 68 347 259 88 89 39 50 

142 11 9 2 34 16 18 60 39 21 23 11 12 
80 23 18 5 10 3 7 29 25 4 8 1 7 
44 4 3 1 7 5 2 12 11 1 2 - 2 
40 1 1 - 11 11 - 18 12 6 4 1 3 

159 19 14 5 32 19 13 74 54 20 16 7 9 
243 29 20 9 78 65 13 90 71 19 18 10 8 
164 51 46 5 27 18 9 36 28 8 8 5 3 

26 4 4 - 4 2 2 5 4 1 2 1 1 
45 2 2 - 8 4 4 23 15 8 6 3 5 

OVER 43 MONTHS 

TERM EARLY 
TOT E)[P. TERM -

66 55 11 

16 11 5 
9 9 -

18 16 2 
2 2 -
2 2 -
9 9 -
7 4 3 
3 2 1 

152 128 24 

14 7 7 
10 8 2 
'151 1: 17 2 

6 4 2 
18 14 4 
28 25 3 
42 38 4 
11 11 -

4 4 -
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TABLE E 6. FEDERAL PROBATION SY&iEM 
AVERAGE TERMS l1NDER SUPERVISION FOR COURT PROBATIONERS HAVING COMPLETED THEIR 

TERMS SATIS'FACTORIlY DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 
(EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

CIRCl1IT AVERAGE TERM AVERAGE TERM EARLY TERMINATIONS 
AND IMPOSED SERVED TERM I DISTRICT TOTAL (MONTHS) (MONTHS) EXPIRED NUMBER PERCENT 

TOTAL ....... . 8905 37.6 33.6 6266 2649 29.7 

DC ........ 201 36.6 32.9 132 69 34.3 

1ST ..... 296 27.3 26.4 248 48 16.2 

ME . " ..... 34 26.9 24.9 30 4 11.8 
MA ........ 179 27.6 25.9 160 29 16.2 
NH .......• 17 24.3 22.6 13 4 23.6 
RI ........ 36 20.8 18.4 31 5 13.9 
PR .....•.• 30 36.8 33.4 24 6 20.0 

2ND ...... 864 33.8 31.6 712 162 17.6 

CT ........ 90 29.1 26.4 66 24 26.7 
NY,N •.•.•.. 66 24.8 23.3 47 19 28.8 
NY,E ...• , .. 293 38.0 35.6 238 66 18.8 
NY,S •..•... 326 32.9 30.9 290 36 11.0 
NY,VI ..•.... 72 34.7 33.2 64 S 11. 1 
VT ........ 17 36.2 26.S 7 10 68.8 

3RD ...... 712 37.6 36.2 686 127 17.8 

DE ... , ...• 16 42.S 36.9 9 7 43.8 
NJ ........ 221 36.7 33.9 177 44 19.9 
"'A,E ..•.•.. 213 42.9 40.4 172 41 19.2 
PA,M .....•. 63 34.7 33.S 46 7 13.2 
PA,W ....... 140 40.1 38.0 117 23 16.4 
VI .••••••. 69 20,1 18.6 64 6 7.2 

4TH ........ 790 41.5 38.6 612 278 36.2 

MD ........ 136 34.S 29.9 BO 65 40.7 
NC,E .. , ••.• 78 48.1 41.9 53 26 32.1 
NC,M .•..... 7& 61.7 46.7 60 26 33.3 
NC,W •.•.•.. 104 40.3 36.4 70 34 32.7 
SC ..••.... 126 44.9 39.8 83 43 34.1 
VA,E .•..... 136 36.6 30.4 76 60 44.1 
VA,VI .. , .. " 67 34.9 32.7 49 18 26.9 
WV,N .••••.. :'~3 48.7 46.9 18 5 21.7 
WV,S ....•.. 46 46.1 41.6 33 13 28.3 

6TH ....... t--.971 42.1 36.7 862 309 31.8 

LA,E ....... 98 40.0 36.4 71 27 27.6 
LA,M ....... 17 43.9 37.4 12 6 29.4 
LA,W ...••.. 69 4&.4 37.6 36 24 40.7 
MS,N .....•. 48 41.5 40.3 38 10 20.8 
MS,S ....... 28 4,).1 41.9 23 6 17.9 
Tl<.N ....... 212 3S.S 36.3 t&3 49 23.1 
TX,e •.•.... 74 38.9 34.6 56 19 26.7 
TX,S ••..•.. 343 46.8 37.4 221 122 36.6 
TX,W ......• 92 42.8 33.3 44 48 52.2 

6TH ...... 909 33.9 31.6 703 206 22.7 

KY,E .••..•. 67 47.3 46.8 49 8 14.0 
KY,W .•.•.•. 63 32.6 28.4 43 20 31.7 
MI,E ......• 196 34.7 33.1 162 34 17.3 
MI,W ••.•... 66 36.2 30.2 27 28 50.9 
OH,N .....•• 146 40.7 39.6 119 27 18.5 
OIi,S ....... 106 32.6 30.0 87 19 17.9 
TN,E •.••... 62 30.1 28.4 40 12 23.1 
TN,M ....... 92 30.2 26.3 69 33 36.9 
TN,W ...••.• 142 24.8 23.1 \17 25 17.6 

414 
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TABLE E 6. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
AVERAGE TERMS UNDER SUPERVISION FOR COURT PROBATIONERS HAVING COMPLETEO THEIR 

TERMS SATISFACTORILY DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 
(EXCLUOES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS) 

CIRCUIT AVERAGE TERM AVERAGE TERM EARLY TERMINATIONS AND IMPOSED SERVED TERM I DISTRICT TOTAL (MONTHS) (MONTHS) EXPIRED NUM8ER PERCENT 

7TH ....... 716 37.7 34.1 539 176 24.6 
IL,N ....... 393 42.2 38.6 324 69 17.6 IL,C ..•...• 67 32.4 29.5 40 17 29.8 IL,S •.•.•.. 66 41.2 36.9 41 17 29.3 IN,N .....•• 51 30.3 27.9 34 17 33.3 IN,S .•...•. 78 30.9 29.3 61 17 21.8 WI,E •••..•. 59 27.6 21.8 27 32 54.2 WI,W ..•...• 19 27.8 24.8 12 7 36.8 

8TH ..... , .. 614 32.9 30.2 3BO 134 ~ 
AR,E .. '" •• 62 33.7 32.5 51 11 17.7 ~R,W ......... 37 33.4 32.9 26 11 29.7 IA,N .• , .... 14 27.S 24.8 9 5 35.7 lA,S. , . , ..... 29 26.9 23.9 17 12 41.4 MN ........ 98 30.2 27.6 78 20 20.4 MO,E .•..... 63 44.0 40.2 53 10 15.9 MO,W ..•..•. 86 32.0 31.3 72 13 15.3 NE ••.•..•• 34 37.7 29.7 14 20 68.8 NO .•..•••. 36 26.3 21.4 19 17 47.2 SO •.....•. [;6 30.9 28.0 41 16 26.8 

9TH ....... 1548 40.8 34.5 820 728 47.0 
AK .•.••••. 29 36.0 34.0 18 11 37.9 AZ ........ 142 40.4 33.6 66 77 54.2 CA,N ...•••. 126 40.6 34.6 78 48 38.1 CA,E •. " ... 116 43.5 ~e " en 57 49.1 ..,,,,.;;r ,,~ 

CA,C .... '" 468 42.3 37.1 279 179 as, i CA,S .•.••.• 201 38.1 28.6 60 141 70.1 HI ..•..•.. 41 46.8 41.6 28 13 31.7 10 ...•.... 40 32.4 28.6 27 13 32.6 MT ........ 69 36.1 30.6 41 28 40.6 NV •..•..•• 63 43.2 36.0 31 22 41.6 OR ........ 79 60.9 41.3 38 41 61.9 WA.E •..••.• 32 37.2 33.4 22 10 31.3 WA,W .••••.• 146 38.8 33.3 62 84 67.5 GUAM ..••.• 16 30.4 27.9 12 4 26.0 
10TH '" . 442 36.1 31.7 277 166 37.3 

CO ........ 82 38.0 36.2 69 23 28.0 KS .•. , •... 76 30.6 26.6 40 36 46.7 NM ........ 66 41.2 37.7 48 17 26.2 OK,N •.•..•. 49 36.3 29.7 36 13 26.6 OK,E ..••••• 21 39.6 34.9 13 8 38.1 OK,W ..•••.• 67 38.6 33.6 40 17 29.8 UT ........ 62 36.6 26.3 17 36 67.3 WY ........ 41 29.8 27.7 24 17 41.6 
11TH " .. 943 37.0 32.7 686 267 27.3 

AL,N •.••... 142 38.4 33.2 82 60 42.3 AL,M ••••.•. 80 34.2 30.0 66 26 31.3 AL,S ...••.• 44 46.7 41.1 36 8 18.2 FL,N •.•.•.• 40 36.9 34.4 29 11 27.6 FL,M ••.•••• 169 37.2 32.3 lOB 61 32.1 FL,S ••••.•• 243 34.3 31.1 191 62 21.4 GA,N ....... 164 36.9 31.9 136 29 17.7 GA,M ....... 26 44.7 40.0 22 4 16.4 GAS •...... 46 42.6 36.2 28 17 37.8 
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TABLE E 7. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION SHOWING TYPE OF SUPERVISION AND VIOLATION 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES. AND TRANSFERS) 

TYPE OF VIOLATION 
NO WITH 

VIOLATION VIOLATION TECHNICAL# MINOR$ MAJOR' 

TOTAL I PER- I PER- I PER- .1 PER- ,I PER-
TYPE OF SUPERVISION REMOVED TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT 

TOTAL ...................... 27,216 22,171 81.6 6,044 18.6 3,021 11. 1 461 1.7 1,662 5.7 

PR08ATION U.S. DISTRICT COURTS ••••.••••••••••••• 11,101 9,188 82.8 1,913 17.2 1,176 10.6 185 1.7 552 5.0 

PRETRIAL DIVERSION •••••• ; ••••.••••••.••••••.•• 1,960 1,888 96.3 72 3.7 60 3.1 4 0.2 8 0.4 

FEDERAL PAROLE ............................... 6,143 3,543 68.9 1,600 31.1 834 16.2 130 2.6 636 12.4 

MANDATORY RELEASE .••••••••••••••.•.•••.•••.••• 1,735 1,441 83.1 294 16.9 182 10.5 23 1.3 89 5.1 

MILITARY PAROLE FROM MILITARY INSTITUTION ........ 238 228 95.8 10 4.2 6 2.1 3 1.3 2 0.8 

PROBATION U.S. MAGISTRATES ..................... 6,681 4,810 84.7 871 16.3 690 10.4 102 1.8 179 3.2 

MILITARY PAROLE FROM FEDERAL INSTITUTION ......... 8 6 76.0 2 26.0 0 0.0 1 12.6 1 12.6 

SPECIAL PAROLE TERM ........................... 1349 1067 79.1 282 20.9 174 12.9 13 1.0 96 7.0 

# VIOLATION OF THE CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION OTHER THAN CONVICTION FOR A NEW OFFENSE. 
$ CONVICTION FOR MINOR OFFENSES SUCH AS DRUNK, DISORDERLY, PETTY THEFT, TRAFFIC VIOLATION, ETC. WHEN SENTENCE IS 90 DAYS OR LESS 
IMPRIS(''''IMENT, OR ONE YEAR OR LESS PROBATION, OR A FINE • 
• INVOLVEMENT IN OR CONVICTION OF A NEW MAJOR OFFENSE, INCLUDING ABSCONDED FROM CUSTODY, ARRESTED ON ANOTHER CHARGE, OR CONVICTED 
AND SENTENCED TO MORE THAN 90 DAYS IMPRISONMENT, OR MORE THAN ONE YEAR PROBATION. 



~----------~----~------------------,,--------------------' 

(Revised) 
TABLE E 7. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 

Pt.RSONS REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION SHOWING TYPE OF SUPERVISION AND VIOLATION 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUKE 30. 1982 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS. RE-RELEASES. AND TRANSFERS) 

TYPE OF VIOLATION 
NO WITH 

VIOLATION VIOLATION TECHNICALH MINOR$ MAJOR' 

TOTAL I PER- .1 PER- -'- PER- .1 PER- I PER-
TYPE OF SUPERVISION REMOVED TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT TOTAL CENT 

TOTAL ...................... 28870 23512 81.4 5358 18.6 3325 11.5 431 1.5 160Z 5.5 

PROBATION U. S. DISTRICT COURTS •.••..•• _ .••••. _ •• 12,077 10,046 83.2 2,031 16.8 1,333 11.0 1)'5 1.4 523 4.3 

PRETRIAL DIVERSION •••••.•••.••••• _ ••••.•.••••• 1,961 1,880 95.9 81 4.1 67 3.4 3 0.2 11 0.6 

FEDERAL PAROLE ............................... 6,093 4,264 70.0 1,829 30.0 992 16.3 117 1.9 720 11.8 

MANDATORY RELEASE •.••..••.•••.•.••••. , •••••••• 1,750 1,482 84.7 268 15.3 166 9.5 18 1.0 84 4.8 

MILITARY PAROLE FROM MILITARY INSTITUTION ........ 275 266 96.7 9 3.3 6 2.2 0 0.0 3 1.1 

PROBATION U.S. MAGISTRATES ••••••• 0" ••••••••••••• 5,196 4,354 83.8 842 16.2 590 11.4 96 1.8 156 3.0 

MILITARY PAROLE FROM FEDERAL INSTITUTION ......... 4 4 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

SPECIAL PAROLE TERM ............................ 1514 1216 80.3 298 19.7 171 11.3 22 1.5 105 6.9 . 
# VIOLATION OF THE CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISlON OTHER THAN CONVICTION FOR A NEW OFFENSE. 

$ CONVICTION FOR MINOR OFFENSES SUCH AS DRUNK, DISORDERLY, PETTY THEFT, TRAFFIC VIOLATION, ETC. WHEN SENTENCE JS 90 DAYS OR LESS 
IMPRISONMENT, OR ONE YEAR OR LESS PROBATION, OR A FINE • 

• INVOLVEMENT IN OR CONVICT-ON OF A NEW MAJOR OFFENSE, INCLUDING ABSCONDED FROM CUSTODY, ARRESTED ON ANOTHER CHARGE, OR CONVICTED 
AND SENTENCED TO MORE THAN ~O DAYS IMPRISONMENT, OR MORt: THAN ONE YEAR PROBATION. 



Clreult Act 
and (Es~~~2 District 

Total. •••••• 290 

DC •••••••••• -
lit C1r •••••• 14 

ME •••••••••• 1 
MA •••••••••• 8 
NH •••••••••• -
RI ........... 2 
PR •••••••••• 3 

Ind CIr ...... 29 

CT .......... 2 
NY.N ........ 7 
NY. E •••••••• G 
NY.S ........ 2 
NY. W •••••••• 10 
VT ........... 2 

~rd C1r •• , ••• 12 

DE •• , ••••••• -
NJ ••••••••••• 10 
PA, E •••••••• -
PA, M •••••••• 2 
PA, W •••••••• -
Vi ........... -

4th C1r •••••• 31 

MD •••••••••• -
NC, E •••••••• 10 
NC, M •••••••• 8 
NC, W •• •••••• 2 
SC ••••••••••• -
VA. E •••••••• 7 
VA. W ••• ••••• 4 
WV, N •••••••• -
WV,S •••••••• -

5th CII' •••••• 24 

LA,E ........ -
LA, M •••••••• 1 
LA,W ........ 1 
MS, N •••••••• -
IriS,S ......... 1 
TX, N •••••••• 6 
TX,E •••••••• 1 
TX,S ••••••••• S 
TX, W •••••••• 5 

.th C1r •••••• 39 

KY, E •••••••• -
KY, W •••••••• 3 
Ml,E ......... 8 
Ml,W •••••••• 2 
OH, N •••••••• 11 
OH,S •••••••• 7 
TN, E •••••••• -
TN, M •••••••• 1 
TN, W •••••••• 7 

\ 

Flied 

Table F-1 
U.s. Bankruptcy Courts 

Bankruptey Estlltes Comme""ed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Terminated 

(~:sll Code 
(Estlltes)1 

Act 
Joint Total· Cases Joint Total 

Cases Petitions Estates (Estatesl2 Cases Petition. Estates 

374,734 160,573 535,597 21,358 298,715 128,956 449,029 

795 111 906 - 599 76 675 

7,671 3,189 10,874 639 5,756 2,278 8,673 

736 326 1,063 237 948 419 1,604 
3,019 987 4,014 300 2,435 824 3,559 

636 275 911 23 555 256 834 
1,026 305 1,333 41 960 311 1,312 
2,254 1,296 3,553 38 858 468 1,364 

20,499 6,629 27,157 2,253 20,570 7,423 30,246 

2,505 563 3,070 51 2,214 672 2,937 
3.817 1.668 5.492 735 4.635 2.162 7.532 
5.634 1.664 7.304 542 6.253 2.053 8.848 
3.596 609 4.207 268 3.008 671 3.947 
~.681 2.008 6.699 654 4.218 1.762 6.634 

266 117 385 3 242 103 348 

20.874 9.113 29.999 908 15.400 7.073 23.381 

482 206 688 - 355 159 514 
9.501 3.263 11.774 168 6.378 2.575 9.121 
5.883 2.317 8.200 565 (.421 1.799 6.785 
1.999 1.079 3.080 70 1.894 1.09l 3.057 
4.002 2.241 6.249 105 2.352 1.447 3.904 

7 I 8 - - - -
24.234 10.574 34.839 2.750 20.041 8.618 31.409 

4.556 1.814 6.370 176 4.691 1.795 6.662 
2,421 1.197 3;628 352 2,748 1,418 4,518 
2,026 893 2,927 638 1,561 678 2.877 
1,651 898 2.551 996 863 492 2,351 
2.161 987 3.148 40 1.000 458 1,498 
5.989 2.135 8.131 199 5,500 1,978 7,677 
3,212 1.446 4.662 288 2,556 1,144 3,988 

802 441 1,243 17 744 450 1,211 
1,416 763 2.179 44 378 205 627 

24,901 12 ,286 37,211 573 15,984 7,634 24,191 

3,004 1,396 4.400 74 2,550 1,138 3.762 
825 388 1,214 9 497 210 706 

3,0~4 1,690 4,735 71 1,447 779 2,297 
1.269 582 1.851 11 1,286 612 1.909 
3,948 1,663 5.612 59 4.152 1,672 5.863 
3,931 1,884 5,821 78 2.167 1,134 3,379 

855 491 1,347 22 503 30e 833 
5,147 2,588 7.744 178 2,668 1,373 4,219 
2,G7G 1,604 4,487 71 744 408 1,223 

57,748 24.523 82,310 3,097 51,880 21.744 76,721 

2,576 1,277 3,853 125 1,349 689 2,163 
4,248 1,916 6.167 87 3,764 1.810 5,661 
8,773 2,889 11,670 599 9,094 3.135 12 ,828 
3,956 1,803 5,761 157 3,525 1,612 5,294 

12,022 5,779 17 ,812 562 12,120 5,503 18.185 
11 ,321 5.401 16,729 629 10,647 4,991 16.267 

4.669 2,069 6,738 183 3,141 1,374 4,698 
3,922 1,519 5,442 185 3,478 1,322 4.985 
6,261 1.870 8,138 570 4,762 1,308 6,640 

418 

Pending 

(Es~s)1 
Act 

Cases Joint 
(Estatesl2 Cases Petitions 

-.-

38,344 537,306 236,540 

153 1,441 199 

1,343 11,184 4,706 

239 1,543 684 
564 4,492 1,588 
105 873 332 
112 1,006 346 
323 3,270 1,756 

3,714 28,524 11,075 

177 2,375 639 
348 7.442 3.491 
532 6.474 2.724 

1,517 4.627 741 
1.137 7.364 3.389 

S 242 91 

3,335 39.802 17.164 

34 914 400 
742 15.599 6.436 

2.043 12.626 5.256 
155 2.297 1.184 
355 7.321 3.983 

6 45 5 

3.230 41.628 19.502 

728 7.009 2.783 
108 4,275 2,356 
358 5,926 2.801 

1,097 5.342 2.995 
63 3.253 1.542 

207 6,665 2.673 
488 5.684 2,546 

38 1,228 646 
143 2.246 1,160 

3.696 43,549 21.982 

145 2.905 1,300 
60 1,471 714 

124 5,437 l,008 
11 1,082 489 

631 6,643 2,812 
858 7,086 3,347 
126 1,339 758 
997 10,003 5.168 
946 7.583 4,386 

3.411 82,726 36,273 

447 5.279 2.723 
70 5,129 2,362 

649 9,791 2,901 
191 7,639 3,883 
570 17,048 8.694 
788 14,954 7,545 
123 1.019 3.057 
143 4,939 1,924 
430 10,928 3,384 

Total 
Estlltes 

I 812,190 

1,793 

17,233 

2,466 
6,6 • .; 
1,310 
1,464 
5,349 

43,313 

3.191 
11.281 

9.730 
6.885 

11.890 
336 

59.301 

1.348 
22.777 
19.925 

3.636 
11.559 

56 

64.360 

10,520 
6.739 
9,085 
9.434 
4.858 
9,545 
8,718 
1,912 
3,549 

89,227 

4.350 
2,245 
8,569 
1,582 

10,086 
11,089 

2,223 
16,168 
12,915 

122,410 

8,449 
7,561 

13,341 
11,513 
26,312 
23,287 
10,199 
7,006 

14.742 

j 

! 
i ' 

\ c 

; . 
/ 

Clreuit Act 
and (~~:~2 Distrlot 

Ttl! C1r •••••• 32 

IL. N ••••••••• 14 
IloC ......... • IL,S ......... -
IN, N ••••••••• 4 
IN,S ••••••••• 6 
WI, E ••••••••• 4 
Wl,W •••••••• -

Ith C1r •••••• 27 

AR,E •••••••• 4 
AR. W •••••••• 2 
1A. N ••••••••• 1 
IA.S ••••••••• 1 
MN •••••••••• 18 
MO, E ••••••• , 1 
MO, W •••••••• -
NE •••••••••• -
ND ••••••••• , -
SD ••••••••••• -

'th C1r •••••• 48 

AK •••••••••• -
AZ •••••••••• 8 
CA, N •••••••• 8 
CA.E •••••••• 2 
CA. C •••••••• 16 
CA,S ........ -
HI ........... -
ID ••••••••••• -
MT .......... I 
NV •••••••••• 1 
OR •••••••••• 2 
WA, E •••••••• -
WA, W •••••••• 10 
au ••••••••.• -
NMI •••••••••• -

11th Cr ••••• 15 

CO .......... 5 
1m ••••••••• , • -
NM .......... 5 
OK. N •••••••• 1 
OK.E •••••••• -
OK.W ........ 1 
UT .......... 3 
WY •••••••••• -

Ulb Cir ..... 19 

AL, N •••••••• 3 
Alo M •••••••• 1 
AL,S ......... -
Flo N •••••••• 1 
FL, M •••••••• 2 . 

FL.S ......... 4 
GA, N •••••••• S 
GA,M •••••••• -
GA,S •••••••• -

Filed 

Table P-I 
U.s. Bankruptoy Courts 

Bankruptcy Estates Commenced, Terminated. and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Period End." June 30.1983 

(continued) 

'l'erminated 

Code 
(Estat,sll 

Code 
(Estet,s)1 

Act 
Joint Total Case. Joint Total 

Cases Petitions Estates (Estates)2 Cases Petitions Estates 

45,202 18,870 64,104 2,975 39,504 16,811 59,290 

18,451 6,240 24.705 2.504 15,011 5,177 22,692 
•• 811 2,540 7,355 79 4,819 2,559 7.457 
1,781 927 2.708 53 1.654 818 2,523 
5,385 2,443 7,932 68 4.728 2,186 6.982 
7,502 3.427 10,935 101 8,879 4,093 13,073 
5.004 2.112 7.120 147 2,756 1,108 4,011 
2,268 1,181 3,449 23 1,657 872 2,552 

22,368 11,221 33,616 1.451 20,923 10.513 32,887 

2.098 999 3.101 220 1,526 681 2,427 
869 472 1,343 22 694 389 1,105 

1,684 993 2.878 28 1.296 757 2,081 
1,829 1.011 2.841 46 1,871 1,061 2.978 
5,041 2.445 7,504 783 4,840 2,269 7,692 
3.229 1,273 4,503 27 3,802 1,569 5,398 
3.786 1,939 5.725 183 4.009 2,049 6,241 
2,290 1,243 3,533 74 2,040 1,145 3,259 

718 396 1,104 23 480 266 771 
824 460 1,284 45 565 325 935 

95,831 41.799 137,678 3,805 65,591 29,382 98,778 

358 84 442 1 252 73 326 
5,271 2.110 7,989 185 4,289 2,183 6,657 

14,832 5,1175 20,315 874 10.484 3.719 15,077 
11.303 6,n

'
93 17,398 629 10,726 5,699 17,054 

35.706 13,660 49.382 568 20,087 7,679 .8,334 
6,293 2.655 8,946 383 2.251 966 3,600 

677 2:!4 901 25 526 171 722 
2.341 1,4117 3.828 190 1.959 1,230 3.379 
1.022 5~3 1,556 17 849 462 1.328 
2,957 1,234 4,192 104 1,368 633 2,105 
5,929 3,013 8.944 293 4,787 2,491 7,571 
2,329 1,153 3.482 282 2.422 1.2~2 3.936 
6,775 3,46. 10,251 254 5,579 2,839 8.672 

38 12 50 - 12 5 17 
- - - - - - -

22,102 11,210 33,327 707 17 ,307 8,847 26.061 

6,081 2,962 9.048 197 5,121 2.574 7,892 
4,298 2,285 6,583 262 3;897 2,076 6,235 
1,572 845 2,422 57 1,241 678 1,976 
1,936 957 2.894 99 1.795 891 2,785 

659 379 1,038 - 447 253 700 
3.127 1,499 4,627 12 1,758 869 2,639 
3,657 1,873 5,533 68 2,560 1,258 3,886 

772 410 1,182 12 488 248 748 

32,509 11.048 43,576 2,200 25,160 8,557 35,917 

7,603 2,314 9,980 865 5,791 1,688 8.344 
1,867 690 2.558 288 1,750 617 2,655 
1,378 500 1,878 219 980 344 1,543 

563 212 776 35 422 176 633 
5.048 2.072 7,122 63 4,432 1,862 6,357 
2,509 741 3,254 33 1.934 638 2,605 
8,113 2,644 10,765 361 5,697 1,797 7.855 
3.265 1,123 4,388 202 2,494 902 3,598 
2,163 692 2,855 134 1,660 533 2,327 

Cases originally flied on or arter October 1,1979. 

Pendin!,: 

(Es~:sll 
Act 

Cases Joint 
(Estates)2 Cases Petitions 

4,628 54,416 22.090 

3.592 28,830 10,141 
116 1,640 2,459 

82 1,522 812 
101 4.979 2.320 
187 5.205 2,269 
260 6.242 2,579 
310 2,992 1,510 

1,418 26,837 13,672 

366 3,697 1.790 
36 1.232 747 
50 1,888 1,093 
15 1,849 1.032 

50S 8,025 3,956 
91 2,865 1,186 

136 2,715 1.356 
143 2.490 1.383 

23 912 468 
51 1,164 661 

10,923 135,681 61.568 

78 617 151 
350 7,791 4.129 

2.459 22,963 8,824 
1,293 19,872 11,098 
1,815 42,071 16.625 
2,983 12,237 5,454 

274 1,442 527 
103 3,541 2,380 

11 1.194 630 
300 5,627 2.310 

89 6.456 3,376 
759 3,634 1.789 
403 8,167 4.250 

25 69 25 
1 - -

894 25,897 13.495 

133 8,221 4,281 
310 5,239 2,880 
156 1,954 1,048 
122 2,030 994 

1 552 304 
70 ~,169 1,430 
82 _.lI,852 1,957 
20 ·'1,680 601 

1,601 46.621 14,814 

431 14,011 3.777 
117 3,542 1,272 

73 2.123 760 
127 1,009 357 
117 5,352 2,139 
129 2,969 761 
256 10,494 3,576 
185 4.101 1,259 
106 3,020 913 

cases originally Cited undar the Ba .. krl4'tcy Aot and reopened art,r Implementation of the Bankrl4't<!\' Reform Act of 1978 on October 1.1979. 

419 

Total 
Estates 

81.134 

42,569 
7,215 
2,396 
7.400 
7,661 
9,081 
4,812 

41,925 

5,853 
2,015 
3,031 
2,896 

12.486 
4,142 
4,207 
4,016 
1,403 
1,876 

208,172 

846 
12,270 
34,246 
32,263 
60,SII 
20,674 

2,243 
8,024 
1.835 
8.237 
9,901 
6,182 

12,820 
119 

1 

40,286 

12.635 
8,429 
3.158 
3,146 

857 
4,669 
5,~q1 
1,?~~ 

63,036 

18,219 
4.991 
2,956 
1,493 
7,608 
3,859 

14.326 
5,545 
4,039 



----------~~ ------

TABLE F-3A U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BUSINESS AND NONBUSINESS BANKRUi'TCY CODE CASES COfcWENCED. BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE. 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL 
AND TOTAL CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER BUSINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER NONBUSINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER 

DISTRICT FILINGS 7 11 13 FILINGS· 7 11 13 FILINGS 7 11 13 

TOTAL ••• 374734 251319 21206 102201 69818 43758 18306 7746 304916 207561 2900 94455 

DC .•..•• 795 448 89 258 91 27 57 7 704 421 32 251 

1ST .•• 7671 4796 706 2169 2034 976 658 400 5637 3820 48 1769 

ME ••.••. 736 553 38 145 248 187 36 25 488 366 2 120 
MA ...... 3,019 2,216 280 523 580 303 260 17 2,439 1,913 20 506 
NH ••.••. 636 521 59 56 223 147 51 19 413 374 2 37 
RI ••.••• 1,026 874 48 104 213 154 45 14 813 720 3 90 
PR .••..• 2,254 632 281 1,341 770 185 260 325 1,484 447 21 1,016 

2ND .•• 20499 15587 1278 3634 4020 2407 1240 373 16479 13180 38 3261 

CT ...... 2,505 1,998 131 376 494 342 124 28 2,011 1,656 7 348 
NY,N •..•• 3,817 3,292 155 370 892 660 152 80 2,925 2,632 3 290 
NY,E ..•.• 5,634 4,194 238 1,202 771 460 :£33 78 4,863 3,734 5 1,124 
Ny,S •••.• 3,596 2,714 513 369 832 320 495 17 2,764 2,394 18 352 
NY,W .•••. 4,681 3,158 216 1,307 906 530 213 163 3,775 2,628 3 1,144 
VT ...... 266 231 25 10 125 95 23 7 141 136 2 3 

3RD .•• 20874 12730 1258 6885 3121 1847 1116 157 17753 10883 142 6728 . 
DE •••••• 482 320 32 130 66 34 27 5 416 286 5 125 
NJ ..•••• 8,501 4,705 467 3,328 1,126 695 411 19 7,375 4,010 56 3,309 
PA,E •.••. 5,883 2,706 316 2,861 568 257 273 38 5,315 2,449 43 2,823 
PA,M •.••. 1,999 1,707 140 152 565 397 135 33 1,434 1,310 5 119 
PA,W •••.• 4,002 3,288 300 414 793 464 267 62 3,209 2,824 33 352 
VI .••..• 7 4 3 - 3 - 3 - 4 4 - -

\ 



CIRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT FILINGS 

4TH ••• 24234 

MD ...... 4,556 
NC,E .•••• 2,421 
NC,M •.•.• 2,026 
NC,W ••••• 1,1.161 
SC •••..• 2,161 
VA,E ••••• 5,989 
VA,W ••••. 3,212 
WV,N •.••• 802 
WV,S ••••• 1,416 

5TH ••• 24901 

LA,E .•••. 3,004 
LA,M •.••• 825 
LA,W •.••• 3,044 
MS,N •••.• 1,269 
MS,S •••.• 3,948 
TX,N ••••• 3,931 
TX,E •.••• 855 
TX,S •••.. 5,147 
TX,W •.••• 2,878 

6TH ••• 57748 

KY,E •.••• 2,576 
KY,W •.••• 4,24B 
MI,E ••... 8,773 
MI,W .•... 3,966 
OH,N .••.. 12,022 
OH,S ••••• 11,321 
TN,E ••.•• 4,669 
TN,M .•••• 3,922 
TN,W •.••. 6261 

\ 

TABLE F-3A U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BUSINESS AND NONBUSINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE CASES COMIIIENCED, BY CHAPTER OF TtJE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL TOTAL 
CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER BUSINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER NONBUSINESS CHAPTER 

7 11 13 FILINGS' 7 11 13 FILINGS 7 

15966 1 183 7085 3923 2403 1023 497 20311 13563 

3,451 233 872 496 285 176 36 4,060 3,166 
1,003 134 1,284 423 216 124 83 1,998 787 

430 124 1,472 341 159 124 58 1,685 271 
630 97 924 203 105 77 21 1,448 525 
926 14f) 1,089 313 169 98 4fl 1,848 757 

5,147 181 661 847 621 l89 5i/ 5,142 4,626 
2,368 145 699 839 516 142 18:Z 2,373 1,863 

719 69 24 260 183 l\8 '9 562 536 
1,292 64 60 211 150 !i,\:, 6 1,205 1,142 

15446 2108 7346 5838 3415 1925 4£17 19063 12031 

2,079 196 129 519 323 181 15 2,485 1,756 
829 57 t39 158 83 48 27 667 546 

2,146 207 691 681 445 197 39 2,363 1,701 
1,087 50 132 192 140 44 8 1,077 947 
1,971 152 1,825 268 138 104 26 3,680 1,833 
2,694 484 753 1,673 1,069 466 'J38 2,2t d 1,625 

608 108 1:511 337 221 98 17 51S 387 
2,620 586 1,941 1,428 707 549 172 3,719 1,913 
1,612 268 998 582 289 238 55 2,296 1,323 

3B 660 1781 17306 7549, 5016 1617 915 50199 33644 

2,149 66 361 594 478 65 51 1,982 1,671 
3,356 147 745 479 333 121 25 3,769 3,023 
6,837 366 1,569 1,002 588 347 66 7,771 6,249 
2,226 183 1,547 724 417 179 128 3,232 1,B09 
8,286 309 3,427 1,151 706 289 156 10,871 7,580 
7,793 289 3,239 1,612 1,143 279 190 9,709 6,650 
3,016 122 1,531 928 628 120 lBO 3,741 2,388 
2,962 116 844 791 611 109 71 3,131 2,351 
2035 183 4043 268 112 108 4B 5993 1923 

, 4 

CHAPTER CHAPTER 
11 13 

160 6688 

67 837 
10 1,201 
- 1,414 

20 903 
48 1,043 
12 604 
3 617 
1 15 
9 54 

183 69.49 

15 714 
9 112 

10 652 
6 124 

48 1,799 
18 615 
10 121 
37 1,769 
30 943 

164 16391 

1 310 
26 720 
19 1,503 

4 1,419 
20 3,271 
10 3,049 
2 1,351 
7 773 

75 3995 



CIRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT FILINGS 

7TH .•. 45202 

IL,N ••... 18,451 
IL,C ..•.. 4,811 
IL,S ..... 1,781 
IN,N •.... 5,385 
IN,S .•... 7,502 
WI,E ...•• 5,004 
WI,W •.•.• 2,26B 

8TH '" 2236B 

AR,E ..... 2,09B 
AR,W •.•.• 869 
IA,N ..•.. l,6B4 
IA,S •..•. l,B29 
MN •..... 5,041 
MO,E •...• 3,229 
MO,W .•.•. 3,786 
NE .•...• 2,290 
NO •..... 718 
SD •••... 824 

9TH ... 96 B31 

AK ..•.•. 358 
AZ .....• 5,271 
CA,N .••.• 14,B32 
CA,E ..... 11,303 
CA,C ....• 35,706 
CA,S •...• 6,293 
HI ..••.. 677 
ID ..•.•• 2,341 
MT ••.... 1,022 
NV •••••• 2,957 
OR .•.••. 5,929 
WA,E ..... 2,329 
WA,W .•... 6,775 
GUAM •••• 38 
NMI .••.• -

' .. 

\ 

TABLE F-3A U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BUSINESS AND NONBUSINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE CASES COMMENCED, BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 19B3 

TOTAL l'OTAL 
CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER BUSINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER NONBUSINESS CHAPTER 

7 11 13 FILINGS' 7 11 13 FILINGS 7 
:. 

33756 15911 9850 7083 5020 1467 596 311119 28736 

10,782 703 6,986 2,242 1,275 684 283 16,209 9,487 
4,324 80 407 1,026 887 75 64 3,785 3,437 
1,485 36 260 457 3B3 34 40 1,324 1,102 
4,532 lBO 873 6BB 49B 152 3B 4,697 4,034 
6,91B 244 340 B42 579 225 3B 6,660 6,339 
4,055 14B BOI 967 762 13B 67 4,037 3,293 
1,6BO 200 3B3 B61 636 159 66 1,407 1,044 

17264 1336 3766 6690 4 B49 1223 516 1577B 12415 

709 129 1,260 334 141 117 76 1,764 56B 
539 64 276 179 108 49 22 690 431 

1,471 130 82 B13 642 127 43 B71 829 
1,590 109 1:\\0 591 462 103 36 1,23B 1,138 
3,879 236 926 1,496 1,17'1 229 95 3,646 2,70B 
2,937 103 lB.9 603 493 92 18 2,626 2,444 
3,216 203 36'7 1,075 828 177 70 2,711 2,388 
1,735 131 423 669 485 92 81 1,631 1,260 

689 99 30 379 266 99 14 339 323 
699 142 83 462 263 138 61 362 336 

62625 6897 26307 20053 11863 5533 2665 75778 50772 

229 80 49 187 2J 76 14 171 132 
4,506 363 402 1,490 1,055 332 103 3,7Bl 3,451 
8,014 1,130 5,6B7 3,654 l,B84 B2B 941 11,178 6,130 
B,007 B51 2,445 3,033 1,917 667 449 8,270 6,090 

22,450 2,207 11,049 6,747 3,350 I,BOB 5B9 29,959 19,100 
3,193 7B5 2,315 931 371 501 59 5,362 2,B22 

464 63 129 266 173 72 20 411 291 
l,5B2 124 635 5BO 301 122 167 1,761 1,281 

888 B9 45 287 195 80 12 735 693 
2,313 345 299 645 290 308 47 2,312 2,023 
4,645 230 1,054 1,613 1,226 223 164 4,316 3,419 
1,784 223 322 572 356 190 26 1,757 1,428 
4,521 381 1,873 1,039 634 321 84 5,736 3,887 

29 6 3 9 4 5 - 29 25 
- - - - - - - - -

CHAPTER CHAPTER 
11 13 

129 9254 

19 6,703 
5 343 
2 220 

28 B35 
19 ;;02' 
10 734 
46 317 

113 3250_ 

12 1,1B4 
6 254 
3 39 
6 94 
7 831 

11 171 
26 297 
39 342 
- 16 
4 22 

1364 23642 

4 35 
31 299 

302 4,746 
184 1,996 
399 lD,4flO 
284 2,25!! 

11 109 
2 478 
9 33 

37 252 
7 890 

33 296 
60 1,789 

1 3 
- -

-.!l 



TABLE F-3A U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BUSINESS AND NONBUSINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE CASES COMMENCED. BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE. 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL 
AND TOTAL CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER BUSINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER NONBUSINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER 

DISTRICT FILINGS 7 l' 13 FILINGS· 7 11 13 FILINGS 7 l' 13 

10TH •• 22102 16376 1398 4329 4843 3133 1176 634 17269 13242 222 3796 

CO ••• " • 6,081 3,898 269 1,924 1,641 1.018 227 286 4.540 2.B80 22 1.638 
KS •••••• 4.298 3.232 96 970 694 466 72 66 3.704 2,766 24 914 
NM •••••• 1.672 1.311 127 134 208 107 92 9 1.364 1,204 36 125 
OK.N ••••• 1.936 1.750 98 88 387 290 90 7 1.649 1.460 8 81 
OK.E •••.• 669 605 28 26 231 198 28 5 428 407 - 21 
OK.W ••••• 3.127 2.618 243 266 613 301 198 14 2.614 2.317 46 262 
UT •••••• 3.667 2.317 48C 864 1.040 498 402 140 2.617 1.819 84 714 
WY •••••• 772 644 61 87 329 266 67 17 443 389 4 60 

11TH .• 32609 17666 1576 13266 4673 2812 1271 689 27836 14864 306 12677 

AL.N ••.•• 7.603 2.808 160 4.646 643 412 101 30 7.060 2.396 49 4.815 
AL.M •••.• 1.867 868 50 969 328 236 43 49 1.639 622 7 910 
AL.S •••• , 1.378 844 41 693 166 112 40 14 1.212 632 1 679 
FL.N ••••• 663 439 65 69 203 140 55 8 360 299 10 51 
FL.M •••• , 5.048 4.213 449 386 966 653 352 61 4.082 3.660 97 325 
FL.S ••••• 2.509 1.894 334 280 603 309 288 5 1.906 1.686 46 275 
GA.N ••••• 8.113 3.765 263 4.105 1.243 639 217 387 6.870 3.116 36 3.718 
GA,M •• " • 3.265 2,079 80 1.106 362 281 62 19 2.903 1,798 18 1.087 
GAs .•... 2163 976 154 1033 259 130 113 16 1904 846 41 1017 

• THESE FIGURES INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING CASES NOT REFLECTED ELSEWHERE: 
NJ , •••••.••••••••••••••••• CHAPTER 9 - 1 TX.E ••••••.•••.••••••• , CHAPT 7 CB - 1 MI.E •••••.• , •••••••••••• CHAPT 11 RR a 1 
IA,N .••••••••••••••••••••• CHAPT 7 CO - 1 Nt: •••••••••••••.••••••• CHAPrER 9 a 1 CA.N •••••.••• , •.••••••••.• CHAPTER 9 - 1 
HI •••••.••••••••••••••••• CHAPT 7 CO .. 1 FL.S •••••••••••••••••. SECTION 304 - 1 

\ 



CIRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT ESTAYES 

TOTAL .•• 536307 

DC .••.•• 906 

1ST., • 10860 

ME •••••• 1,062 
MA ...... 4,006 
NH .••••• 911 
RI .•..•. 1,331 
PR ..••.• 3,550 

2ND ••• 27128 

CT .•••.• 3,068 
NY,N •.••. 6,485 
NY,E, •••• 7,298 
Ny,S ••••• 4,206 
NY,W ••.•• 6,689 
VT ...... 383 

3RD , •. 2-9987 

DE ..•••• 688 
NJ .• " .. 11,764 
PA,E ••.•• 8,200 
PA,M •.••. 3,078 
PA,W •..•. 6,249 
VI ..•••• 8 

\ 

~ --------~------~-----------------------~--------------------------------------~-------

TABLE F-3B U. S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BUSINESS AND NONBUSINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE ESTATES CONtIIENCED. BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY ':ODE, 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDE:l JUNE 30, 19B3 

"OTAL TOTAL 
CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER BUSINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER NONBUSINESS CHAPTER 

7 11 13 ESTATES' 7 11 13 ESTATES 7 

361274 25203 148822 95439 62452 21039 11940 439868 298822 

503 93 310 94 29 58 7 812 474 

i}.624 766 3470 2598 1240 699 659 8262 \;384 

flO 1 38 223 332 257 36 39 730 544 
2,952 294 760 643 352 269 22 3,363 2,600 

761 63 87 280 194 60 26 631 667 
1,124 50 157 246 183 46 17 1,085 941 

986 321 2,24.'3 1,097 254 288 555 2,453 732 

20474 1336 Ii 318 4936 3106 1292 538 22192 17368 

2,444 131 487 573 407 127 39 2,495 2,037 
4,758 171 556 1,227 947 167 113 4,258 3,811 
5,289 245 1,764 909 51i5 240 114 6,389 4,734 
3,201 615 489 859 341 496 22 3,346 2,860 
4,441 239 2,009 1,202 724 236 242 5,487 3,717 

341 29 13 166 132 26 8 217 209 

18665 1394 10037 3885 2449 1200 235 26102 16106 

445 37 206 74 40 28 6 614 405 
6,297 501 4,965 1,291 829 430 31 10,473 5,468 
3,888 344 3,968 657 320 283 54 7,543 3,568 
2,659 172 247 797 584 16:; 50 2,281 2,075 
5,261 337 651 1,063 676 293 94 5,186 4,535 

5 3 - 3 - 3 - 5 5 

CHAPTER CHAPTER 
11 13 

,4,164 136,882 

36 303 

67 2811 

2 184 
25 738 

3 61 
4 140 

33 1,688 

44 4,780 

10 448 
4 443 
6 1,650 

19 467 
3 1,767 
3 5 

194 9802 

I) 200 
71 4,9::14 
61 3,914 

9 197 
44 557 
- -
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r 

TABLE F-3B U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BUSINESS AND NON6USINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE ESTATES COfIIMENCED. BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE. 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

CIRCUIT 
! 

TOTAL TOTAL 
AN:> TOTAL CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER 8USINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTEll NONBUSINESS Ct'.APTER CHAPTER CHAPTEr! 

DISTRICT ESTATES 7 11 13 ESTATES' 7 11 13 ESTATES 7 11 13 

4TH ... 34808 22670 1361 10787 6110 3266 1122 732 29698 19414 229 10.055 

MD ..•... 6,370 4,;133 281 1,366 606 365 190 51 5,764 4,368 91 1,305 
NC,E ..... 3,618 1,~\71 166 1,981 586 305 148 133 3,032 1,166 18 1,848 
NC,M .•... 2,919 6i17 142 2,160 431 201 142 88 2,488 416 - 2,072 
NC,W •.... 2,649 964 114 1,481 244 125 83 36 2,306 829 31 1,446 
SC ...... 3,148 1,3,37 163 1,648 347 189 105 63 2,801 1,148 58 1,595 
VA,E •.... 8,124 6,958 191 975 1,103 843 176 84 7,021 6,116 15 891 
VA,VI ..... 4,658 3,4~2 157 1.049 1,151 730 164 267 3,507 2,722 3 782 
WV,N ..... 1,243 1,136 69 38 366 287 67 12 877 849 2 26 
WV,S ...•• 2,179 2,012 68 99 276 211 57 8 1,903 1,801 11 SI1 

5TH ..• 37187 23138 2417 11 G31 7827 4861 2155 810 29360 18277 262 1082'1 

LA,E ..... 4,400 3,037 228 1,135 689 466 202 21 3,711 2,571 26 1,114 
LA,M ..•.. 1,213 925 68 220 218 121 53 44 995 804 15 176 
LA,W ..... 4,734 3,346 286 1,103 1,028 686 269 73 3,706 2,660 16 1,030 
MS,N ..... 1,851 1,584 60 207 268 206 52 10 1,583 1,378 8 197 
MS,S ..•.. 5,611 2,777 178 2,656 320 172 111 37 5,291 2,60!: 67 2,619 
TX,N ..... 5,815 4,036 541 1,238 2,291 1,538 518 235 3,524 2,498 23 1,003 
TX,E ..... 1,346 971 133 241 481 333 118 29 865 638 15 212 
TX,S ..... 7,735 3,961 622 3,152 1,803 961 577 276 5.932 3,:J10 45 2,877 
TX,W .•... 4,482 2,501 302 1,679 722 388 255 86 3,753 2,113 47 1,593 

6TH ... 82271 55404 2119 24747 10338 7089 1872 1376 71933 48315 247 23371 

KY,E ..... 3,853 3,225 75 553 841 6B8 73 80 3,012 2,537 2 473 
KY,W •.... 6,164 4,884 196 1,084 659 466 156 37 5,505 4,418 40 1,047 
MI,E ..... 11,662 9,209 389 2,063 1,153 709 366 77 10,509 8,500 23 1,986 
MI,W ..... 5,759 3,225 209 2,325 972 679 203 190 4,787 2,646 6 2,135 
OH,N .•..• 17.801 12,132 362 5.307 1,581 1,002 331 248 16,220 11,130 31 5,059 
OH,S .•... 16,722 11,429 352 4,941 2.354 1,715 338 301 14,368 9,714 14 4,640 
TN,E ..... 6,738 4,440 145 2,153 1,309 896 142 271 6,429 3,544 3 1,882 
TN,M ..... 5.441 4,115 149 1.177 1,136 886 140 110 4,305 3.229 9 1.067 
TN,W •..•. 8131 2745 242 5144 333 14B 123 62 7798 2597 119 5082 

\ 



CIRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT ESTATES 

7TH . " 64072 

IL,N ..... 24,691 
Il,C ..... 7,351 
Il,S ...•. 2,708 
IN,N ..... 7,8~8 
IN,S ..•.. 10,929 
WI,E ..... 7,116 
WI,W ..•.. 3,449 

8TH ... 33689 

AR,E ..... 3,097 
AR,W ..... 1,341 
IA,N ...•. 2,677 
lA,S ..... 2,840 
MtL ...•. 7,486 
MO,E .. '" 4,502 
MO,W ..... 5,725 
NE ...... 3,533 
NO ...... 1,104 
SO ...... 1,284 

9TH ... 137630 

AK ...... 442 
AZ ...... 7,981 
CA,N ...•. 20,307 
CA,E •.... 17,396 
CA,C ..... 49,366 
CA.S •.•.. 8.948 
HI ..•..• 901 
10 ...... 3.828 
MT ..•... 1.555 
NV ....•. 4,191 
OR ...... 8,942 
WA,E ...•. ' 3,482 
WA,W ..... 10,241 
GUAM •••• 50 
NMI ..•.. -

\ 

~---~-~-------------------
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TABLE F-3B U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 
BUSINESS AND NilNBUSINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE ESTATES COHMENCED, BY CHAPTER OF .. HE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 

DURING THE TWELVE MCNTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 19B3 

TOTAL TOTAL 
CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER BUSINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER NONBUSINESS CHAPTER 

7 11 13 ESTATES' 7 11 13 ESTATES 7 

48164 1922 13996 9814 7179 1721 914 54268 40976 

14,367 764 9,560 2,803 1,653 740 410 21,888 12,714 
6,586 112 653 1,588 1,380 103 105 5,763 5,206 
2,228 53 427 688 573 49 66 2,020 1,655 
6,676 228 1,024 954 706 180 68 6,874 5,870 

10,092 307 530 1,117 780 278 59 9,812 9,312 
6,728 174 1,214 1,364 1,097 156 101 5,762 4,631 
2,677 284 588 1,310 990 215 105 2,139 1,687 

25869 1889 5829 10028 7474 1702 850 23561 18395 

1,021 163 1,913 464 183 145 126 2,643 838 
815 69 467 249 151 60 38 1,092 664 

2,346 196 134 1,308 1,042 192 73 1,369 1,304 
2,466 160 214 944 733 148 53 1,896 1,733 
5,774 302 1,410 2,236 1,788 293 155 5,250 3,986 
4,075 145 282 884 737 124 23 3,618 3,338 
4,839 315 671 1,669 1,278 271 120 4,056 3,561 
2,686 178 669 994 751 116 127 2,539 1,934 

919 143 42 567 403 143 21 537 516 
929 218 137 723 408 211 104 561 521 

90919 8436 38273 28247 17628 6480 4137 109383 73291 

292 89 61 233 126 85 22 209 166 
6,872 453 656 2,235 1,669 401 175 5,746 5,213 

10,868 1,433 8,005 5,073 2,663 995 1,414 15,234 8,205 
12.366 1.151 3.879 4.671 3.054 869 748 12.725 9,312 
31.488 2.524 15.354 7,677 4,805 2.010 862 41.689 26,683 

4,577 951 3,420 1.145 520 537 88 7.803 4,057 
613 89 198 331 222 76 33 570 391 

2.585 165 1.078 913 479 162 272 2.915 2,106 
1.369 113 73 409 291 97 21 1.146 1,078 
3,339 403 449 830 412 347 71 3.361 2.927 
6,999 284 1,659 2.410 1.880 272 258 6.532 5,119 
2,684 319 479 866 565 258 42 2.617 2,119 
6.828 456 2.968 1.444 947 366 131 8,797 5,881 

39 7 4 11 5 6 - 39 34 
- - - - - - - - -

CHAPTER CHAPTER 
11 13 

; 

201 13082 

24 9,150 
9 548 
4 361 

48 955 
29 471 
18 1,113 
69 483 

187 4,979 

18 1,787 
9 419 
4 61 

12 151 
9 1,255 

21 259 
44 451 
63 542 
- 21 
7 33 

1956 34136 

4 39 
52 481 

438 6.591 
282 3.131 
514 14.492 
414 3,332 

14 165 
3 806 

16 62 
56 378 
12 1,401 
61 437 
89 2,827 

1 4 
- -



\ 

CIRCUIT 
AND TOTAL 

DISTRICT ESTATES 

10TH •. 33312 

CO ... '" 9,043 
KS ...••. 6,583 
NM ...••. 2,417 
OK,N .•... 2,893 
OK,E .•..• 1,038 
OK,W .•••• 4,626 
UT ...... 5,530 
WY ...... 1,182 

11TH •. 43557 

AL,N •..•. 9,977 
AL,M .•••• 2,557 
AL,S ••.•• 1,878 
FL,N ..••• 775 
FL,M •.•.• 7,120 
FL,S •.•.. 3,260 
GA,N ..... 10,757 
GA,M ..... 4,388 
GAS ..... 2855 

TABLE F-3B U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURrS 
BUSINESS AND NONBUSINESS BANKRUPTCY CODE ESTATES COIIWENCED, BY CHAPTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE, 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

TOTAL TOTAL 
CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER BUSINESS CHAPTER CHAPTER CHAPTER NONBUSINESS CHAPTER 

7 11 13 ESTATES' 7 11 13 ESTATES 7 
"" 

24703 1730 6879 6820 4565 1385 870 26492 20138 

5,761 280 3,002 2,199 1,485 253 461 6,844 4,276 
4,942 137 1,504 886 701 95 00 5,697 4,241 
2,027 lfl7 223 263 142 104 1'; I 2,154 1,885 
2,638 110 145 520 408 100 12 2,373 2,230 

957 36 45 351 307 36 8 687 650 
3,936 281 409 636 400 218 18 3,990 3,536 
3,444 645 1,441 1,485 733 512 240 4,045 2,711 

998 74 110 480 389 67 24 702 609 

24261 1750 17545 5742 3576 1353 812 37815 20685 

3,971 169 5,837 685 542 103 40 9,292 3,429 
1,184 59 1,314 435 318 50 67 2,122 866 

903 46 929 212 149 45 18 1,666 754 
619 71 85 255 186 60 9 520 433 

6,030 513 577 1,197 731 377 89 5,923 6,299 
2,490 348 411 620 322 290 7 2,630 2,168 
4,885 268 5,604 1,563 798 225 540 9,194 4,087 
2,868 90 1,430 462 370 70 22 3,926 2,498 
1311 186 1358 313 160 133 20 2542 1 151 

• THESE FIGURES INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING CASES NOT REFLECTED ELSEWHERE: 

CHAPTER CHAPTER 
11 13 

345 6,009 

27 2,541 
42 1,414 
63 206 
10 133 
- 37 

63 391 
133 1,201 

7 86 

397 16,733 

66 5,797 
9 1,247 
1 911 

11 76 
136 488 
58 404 
43 5,084 
20 1,408 
53 1,338 

NJ ••••••.•.•.•••.•••.•..• , CHAPTER 9 D 1 TX,E ••••.•.••.•••..•.•. CHAPT 7 C8 = 1 MI,E.................... CHAPT 11 RR D 1 
IA,N ••.• , •••.••..••••••••• CHAPT 7 C8 DINE •••.• , , •.•.•••••••••. CHAPTER 9 - 1 CA,N ••• , ••..• , .•.•••••• , •. CHAPTER 9 D 1 
HI ••• , ••....•....•••..•.• CHAJ'T 7 C8 = 1 FL,S ••.. , •••.•.•.•.••. SECTION 304 - 1 

- -~ .. - ~- .------~ -
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TABLE F-AP 
U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 

ADVERSARY PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED. 
TERMINATED. AND PENDING 

UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY CODE 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

CIRCUIT PENDING 
AND JULY 1. 

DISTRICT 1982 FILED TERMINATED 

TOTAL ••••••. 103776 171623 128429 

DC . - ....... 263 692 438 

1ST .•••.•• 2666 4406 3391 

ME ......... 422 690 632 
MA ......... 1,381 1,829 1,470 
NH ......... 213 388 248 
RI _ ........ 232 491 462 
PR . . ...... 327 1,107 689 

2ND •••.•.• 4306 7472 6,797 

CT ......... 691 1,403 1,439 
NY,N ........ 729 996 1,004 
NY,E ........ U,6 1,668 1,617 
NY,S ........ 1,422 2,007 1,296 
NY,W ........ 694 1,232 1,266 
VT ......... 114 177 186 

3RD •••.••• 11722 14 162 11510 

DE .......... 66 114 111 
NJ ......... 2,677 4,286 3,914 
PA,E ........ 4,426 6,116 4,410 
PA,M ........ 808 1,636 1,466 
PA,W ........ 3,744 3,113 1,610 
VI 2 - -......... 

4TH •••.•.. 8436 12S63 12774 

MD ......... 3,283 3,090 3,426 
NC,E ........ 501 8113 768 
NC,M ........ 624 849 784 
NC,W ........ 724 1,438 1,346 
SC ......... 736 1,684 1,656 
VA,E ........ 751 2,048 1,873 
VA,W ........ 762 1,394 1,421 
WV,N ........ 726 641 1,023 
WV,S ........ 439 726 688 

6TH ••...•• 8600 12008 4310 

LA,E ......... 360 642 477 
LA,M ........ 210 340 83 
LA,W ........ 218 666 440 
MS,N ........ 336 486 561 
MS,S ........ 1,066 946 703 
TX,N ........ 2,146 3,113 1,079 
TX,E ........ 226 636 396 
TX,S ........ 2,614 3,286 274 
TX,W ....... . 1,326 1,997 297 

6TH ••••••• 12990 20647 18461 

KY,E ........ 716 680 282 
KY,W ........ 367 742 576 
MI,E ........ 2,018 3,966 4,436 
MI,W ........ 1,843 2,381 2,146 
OH,N ........ 2,824 6,463 6,094 
OH,S ......... 1,464 2,682 1,916 
TN,E ........ 1,446 2,217 2,039 
TN,M ........ 1,284 931 79Z 
TN,W ........ 1029 1796 1 172 

428 

PENDING 
JUNE 30. 

1983 

146,970 

417 

3669 

480 
1,720 

363 
271 
745 

~ 

656 
720 
197 

2,133 
671 
106 

14374 

69 
3,048 
5,130 

878 
6,247 

2 

8314 

2,947 
626 
689 
816 
764 
926 
726 
344 
677 

16198 

626 
467 
443 
260 

1,309 i 
I 

4,179 ! 
366 

6,626 
3,026 

I 

i 

tl 
16 186 I 

1,013 
633 

1,639 
2,078 
3,193 
2,131 
1,624 
1,423 
1662 

i 
J 
: 
I 

1 
! 

~ 
i 
i' , 
, 
I. 
); 

}l 
,Ii 
i' 

r I 
11 
!! 
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TABLE F-AP 
U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURTS 

ADVERSARY PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED. 
TERMINATED. AND PENDING 

UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY CODE 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

CIRCUIT PENDING 
AND JULY 1. 

DISTRICT 1982 FILED TERMI~ATED 

7TH ••••••• 7332 12142 10419 

I L,N . ....... 2,960 4,776 4,668 
IL,C ........ 960 1,117 1,032 
IL,S ........ 371 640 621 
IN,N ........ 610 837 704 
IN,S . ....... 1,360 2,642 2,366 
WI,E . ....... 737 1,892 1,019 
WI,W . ....... 364 338 130 

8TH .•••••• 4727 10086 8901 

AR,E ........ 422 847 694 
AR,W ..... , .. 272 362 309 
IA,N . ....... 860 1,160 1,266 
IA,S . ....... 194 673 642 
MN . ........ 761 1,381 1,241 
MO,E . ....... 667 1,248 1,238 
MO,W . ....... 718 2,094 1,831 
NE . ........ 674 929 690 
NO ......... 201 544 430 
SO ......... 388 848 770 

9TH ••••.•• 32946 64257 31649 

AK . ........ 467 609 334 
AZ . ........ 1,373 2,823 1,823 
CA,N . ....... 6,862 8,697 4,746 
CA,E . ........ 6,466 6,087 2,018 
CA,C ........ 11,796 23,800 14,871 
CA,S ........ 2,986 4,130 1,478 
HI ......... 233 278 172 
10 . ........ 386 1,016 890 
MT . ........ 178 264 271 
NV . ......... 1,006 1,646 474 
OR . ........ 602 1,743 1,427 
WA,E . ....... 1,020 826 684 
WA,W . ....... 1,674 2,321 2,362 
GUAM •••••..• 19 18 -
NMI . ....... - - -

10TH •••••• 3961 9113 7911 

CO ....... , . 1,090 2,734 2,801 
KS . ........ 690 1,764 1,494 
NM . ........ 447 988 926 
OK,N . ....... 622 969 641 
OK,E . ....... 64 196 184 
OK,W . ....... 346 903 230 
UT . ........ 836 1,470 1,633 
WY . ........ 77 90 102 

11TH •••••• 6040 14.086 11978 

AL,N ........ 776 1,596 1,436 
AL,M ......... 166 586 677 
AL,S . ....... 381 844 670 
FL,N ., ...... 366 309 138 
FL,M . ....... 1,068 2,482 1,672 
FL,S . ....... 461 1,288 1,172 
GA,N . ....... 1,963 4,684 3,880 
GA,M . ....... 676 1,688 1,647 
GAS . ....... 326 710 787 

PENDING 
JUNE 30. 

1983 

9066 

3,178 
1,036 

390 
743 

1,637 
1,610 

662 

6912 

676 
326 
664 
326 
891 
667 
981 
913 
316 
466 

65663 

732 
2,373 
9,804 
9,634 

20,724 
6,638 

339 
611 
171 

2,177 
918 

1,162 
1,633 

37 
-

6163 

1,023 
860 
609 
860 

66 
1,018 

773 
66. 

8148 

936 
164 
666 
626 

1,878 
667 

2,667 
617 
249 
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Table G-l 
U.S. Court of International Trade 

Summary of All Cases Filed and Terminated 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 1982 and 1983 

Type of Case I I Increase/ 
1 QQ~ no,.. .. ooC!o .!.~-;.; 

i 
.-",_v __ ""L_,""U_ 

Total Cases Pending at 
Beginning (,f Year •••.•.••.••••.• 61,568* 53,597 -7,971 

Total Cases Filed .••..•.•...•.•...• 1,933 1,915 -18 

Total Cases Terminated ............. 9,904 10,972 1,068 

Total Cases Pending at 
End of' Year ..... s ••••••••••••• 53,597 44,540 -9,057 

Protests 
Pending at Beginning of Year ........ 850 450 -400 

Filed During Year ..•.••.••.•.... - - -
Terminated During Year ...•.•.•.. 400 114 -286 

Pending at End of Year •..••..••.••• 450 336 -114 

Reappraisements 
Pending at Beginning of Year ........ 51,782 44,945 -6,837 

Filed During Year .•....•..•.••.. - - -
Terminated During Year ••.•....•• 6,837 7,682 845 

Pending at End of Year .....•••...•. 44,945 37,263 -7,682 

Remands of Protests 
Pending at Beginning of Year •.•..... 4* 4 -

Filed During Year. • • • . • • • • . . . • . . - - -
Terminated During Year .•.•.••..• - - -

Pending at End of Year ••.• '. •..••••• 4* 4 -

Civil Actions 
Pending at Beginning of Year .. ,. ..... 8,932 8,198 -734 

Filed DUring Year •••••.••.••..•• 1,933 1,915 -18 
Terminated During Year •.•••••..• 2,667 3,176 509 

Pending at End of Year •••.••••••••. 8,198 6,937 -1,261 

* Revised. 

I'; 

Ii 
i' 
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Table G-3a 
Report of the U.S. Claims Court for the Court Year Ended September 30, 1983 

Pending Pending 
October 1, Disposed September 30, 

1982 Filed of 1983 

, Com- Plain- Com- Plain- Com- Plain- Com- Plain-
Type of Case plaints tiffs plaints tiffs plaints tiffs plaints tiffs 

Total eases! ........ 1,791) 9,678 779 3,512 797 1,641 1,778 11,549 

Service pay ••••••••••• 210' 252 140 162 113 119 237 295 
Civilian pay ••••••••••• 155 2,352 53 2,655 84 779 124 4,228 
Contract .•••••••••••• 451 772 227 284 216 228 462 828 
Indian ......••......• 23 4,927 6 9 5 5 24 4,931 
Indian (Transfer) •••••••• 37 37 - - 6 6 31 31 
Patent ••••••••••.•••• 48 51 12 12 22 25 38 38 
Property (taken) •••••••• 125 420 36 70 36 88 125 402 
Tax ...........•....• 669 717 161 174 208 214 622 677 
Declaratory judgments 

(tax exempts) •••••••• 6 6 - - 2 2 4 4 
Renegotiation ......... 7 7 - - 3 3 4 4 
Transportation .•••••••• S 8 1 1 7 7 2 2 
Miscellaneous •••••••••• 40 112 36 37 37 106 39 43 
Oil spill ........•..... 17 17 3 3 10 10 10 10 
Declal"atory judgments 

(contract) . ~ ........ - - 63 64 48 49 15 15 
Tris ..•••.•••••••.••. - - 41 41 - - 41 41 

Congressional 
Reference Cases2 ••••• 11 156 - - 5 127 6 29 

1 Includes multi-plaintiff cases. 
2 Cases referred to the Chief Judge pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1492 for disposition by the 

court. These figures are not reflected in the totals above. 
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Table G-3b 
Report of the U.S. Claims Court 

For the Court Year Ended September 30,1983 

Amount of Judgments 

Number of complaints disposed of " " " " " " " " " . " " " " . " " " . 0 " • " " " " " " " " " • " " " " 

Number of plaintiffs disposed of ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Amount claimed" " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " ...........•.......... " . II •••••••• 

Judgments for plaintiffs ..................... 1" ••• II ••••••••••••••••• 

Amount of above judgments for plaintiff's carrying interest •••••••••••••••••• 
Judgments on defendant's counterclaims or offsets •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Amc,unt of above judgments for defendant en its counterclaims or 

offsets carrying interest ........................................ IJ • 

Amount determined in RenegotiatilOn cases ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Judgments for the United States with interest, regarding 

Renegotiation cases ............... " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " II " " " " " " " " " " " f 

Judgments for the United States, without interest, regarding 
Renegotiation cases " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " c. ., " " " " " 

Appeals to the U.S. Court of Appeals 
For the Federal Circuit 

Total" " " " " " " " ~ ~ " " " " " ., " " " " " " " " " " .•••.•.•.•.....•.••..•...•••• 
Appeals pending October 19 1982 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Appeals filed October 1,1982 to September 3D, 1983 •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Record for Court Year October 1, 1982 to September 30, 1983 

TQta.! ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• & ••••••••• 

A.ppeals, affirmed G ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Appeals, reversed (including those in part) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Appeals, dismissed ....•............................•.............. 
Appeals filed but not acted on ••••••••••.••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

797 
1,641 

$391,938,991 
$176,199,735 

$18,973,227 
$1,390,931 

$753,949 
$10,037 

$262,426 

177 
43· 

134 

177 
43 
14 
21 
99 

• Transferred pursuant to Federal Courts Improvement Act of 1982, Public Law 97-164, 
October 1, 1.\982 

ef,fective ) 
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Total 
DeCend-

Cireuit anI.! 
and Inter-

Distriet viewed 

Total ••••••• 14,852 

lat Cir ••• r •• 342 

ME •••••••••• -
MA •••••••••• 165 
NH •••••••••• -
Rl ........... 3 
PR .......... 17,( 

2l1li CIr ...... 2,205 

CT .......... 26 
NY. N •••••••• -
NY. EO 1,054 
NY,So •••••••• I.U$ 
NY. W ••••• '" -
VT ........... -

Srd Cu •••••• 642 

DE .......... 3 
NJ ........... 53 
PA.!!" ........ 530 
PA, M •••••••• -
PA, W •••••••• 56 
VI ••••••••••• -

4th Clr •••••• 1,274 

MOO ••••••••• 976 
NC. E •••••••• -
NC. M •••••••• 168 
NC. W •••••••• -
SC ........... 95 
VA.E ........ 2 
VA. W ........ t1 
WV.N •••••••• 7 
WV.S ........ 15 

5th Cir •••••• 1.1.93 

LA.E ........ 235 
LA. It! •••••••• 47 
LA. W •••••••• 12 
MS,N •••••••• 44 
"'5.5 ......... -
TX,N° 858 
TX,E •••••••• 19 
n. S ........ , -
TX. W •••••••• 178 

Ith Cu •••••• 1,893 

KY, E •••••••• 14 
KY.W ........ 234 
MI. EO ......... 1,072 
liU,W ........ 164 
OH,N •••••••• 262 
OIl.S •••••••• 114 
TN,E •••••••• n 
TN. 101 •••••••• 19 
TN,W ........ 3 

\ 

Table H-l 
Pretrial Services Act 

Defendants Interviewed by Pretrial Services 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Type of Pretrial Serviee. Type of Initial Bail Set 

Interview 
Non-Money Bail Money BaU 

rers:;nsl.! Un- Ten I I Colla t-
Pre- Post- ReCused/ Recogna- Seeured Per- Surety erai 

Bail Bail Other zanee Bond ".nt Bond Bond 

12,239 1.952 661 2,fi12 4.760 882 5,321 650 

324 14 4 66 69 44 135 19 

- - - - - - - -
150 11 4 21 52 39 44 1 

- - - - - - - -
3 - - - - 3 - -

171 3 - 45 17 2 91 18 

2,065 97 43 716 544 147 669 113 

23 2 1 - 2 3 20 -
- - - - - - - -

972 51 31 316 242 33 374 82 

1,070 44 11 400 300 III 275 31 

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

435 185 22 60 311 H9 105 -
- 3 - - - - 3 -

46 2 5 :Ii - - 21 -
375 144 11 28 2S3 143 60 -. - - - - - - -

14 36 6 - 28 6 21 -
- - - - - - - -

1,010 129 135 662 116 36 379 20 

781 109 88 578 64 22 263 17 

- - - - - - - -
135 2 31 74 31 1" 25 -
- - - - - - - -

76 13 6 1 13 2 77 -
- 2 - - - - 2 -
5 3 3 - 2 - 5 ~ 

- - 7 6 - - 1 -
13 - % 3 6 - 6 -

1,090 86 17 351 201 56 410 121 

235 - - 2 106 4 22 77 
38 9 - - 18 2 26 -
10 2 - 5 - - 7 -
17 20 7 - 24 - 18 -
- - - - - - - -

836 1& 6 301 44 21 281 -
15 4 - 5 6 3 4 -
- - - - - - - -

139 35 4 38 3 26 52 44 

1,492 200 201 102 1,226 150 305 60 

7 7 - - 3 - 11 -
124 88 22 2 99 30 71 1 
931 54 87 18 8lB 82 19 52 
151 8 1 18 105 8 29 -
195 8 59 1 181 18 53 1 
12 15 21 57 - 1 43 3 

- 10 1 2 - 1 5 -
6 12 1 4 - .. 8 -
- - 3 - - - - 3 

434 

Bail Not 
Set at 
Initial 

Hearing 

627 

9 

-
8 --
1 

16 

1 -
7 
8 -, 

11 

--
16 -

1 -
61 

32 -
26 -

2 
-
1 --

54 

24 
I -
2 -

11 
I -

15 

50 

-
25 

3 
4 
n 
4 
3 
3 -

r 
t' 

I 
Ii 
i 

Released to 
rSA Super-

vision at 
Initial 
Boil 

Hearing 

5.962 

146 

-
84 
--

52 

483 

4 
-

91 
388 --
309 

-
8 

284 
-

19 -
613 

395 
-

168 -
36 -

2 
7 
5 

'107 

35 
45 

3 
37 -

512 
8 
-

67 

1,075 

8 
51 

827 
135 

18 
18 

8 
12 -

j 
) 

\ 
t 
! 

I 

Total 
Defend-

Clreult ants 
and Inter-

Dlstrl"t viewed 

fib Cu •• •••• 1.235 

n.., N- •••.••.• 1,008 
n., C •••••••• 0; -n..S •....•• ,. 120 
IN. N ••••••••• 42 
IN.S ......... -
WI.E ......... 58 
WI.W ........ 1 

,th Ca •••••• 856 

AR.E •••••••• 121 
AR, w •••••••• 16 
lA. N ••••••••• 24 
IA.S ••••••••• 36 
MN •••••••••• 209 
MO.E •••••••• 30 
MO. WO ••••••• 338 
NE •••••••••• -
ND •••••••••• 40 
BD ••••••••••• 42 

Ith Cu •••••• 2,590 

AK .......... 39 
AZ .......... 514 
CA. N •••••••• -
CA.E , .••••••• 163 
C .... Co ••••••• 1,601 
CA.S •••••••• -
HI ........... I 
ID ........... 93 
MT .......... -
NV '" ••••• ,. -
OR •••••••••• 40 
WA. E •••••••• 1 
WA.W ........ 72 
GU •••••••••• -
NMI .......... -

lath Cir ..... 801 

CO .......... 249 
KS ........... 12 
NM " ••••••••• 189 
OK,N •••••••• 99 
OK, E , •••• '" 7D 
OK. If •••••••• 88 
UT .......... -
Wy •••••••••• 26 

11th Cu ••••• 2,019 

AL, N •••••••• 187 
AL, M •••••••• 32 
AL.S ••••••••• 28 
FL,N ••••• a •• 19 
FL, M •••••••• 139 
FL.S ......... 1,325 
GA. N° ••••••• 280 
GA. M •••••••• 3 
GA.S ........ -

Table H-l 
Pretrial Services Act 

Defendants Interviewed by Pretrial Services 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 
Type of Pretrial Servlees Type of initial Bail Set 

Interview 

Non-Money Bail Money Bail 

personal.' Un- Ten , I Collat-
Pre- Post- Refused/ Reeogna- Secured Per- Surety eral 
Ball BaD Other zanee Bond een t Bond Bond 

869 513 53 53 135 152 283 3 

513 456 39 4 682 103 209 2 - - - - - - - -
89 22 9 2 45 23 40 I 
19 23 - 12 8 18 3 -- - - . - - - -
42 11 5 32 - 7 19 -

6 1 - 3 - 1 3 -
112 132 12 315 159 37 257 19 

15 46 - 76 5 - 30 3 
13 3 - 2 1 2 5 -
23 1 - 18 2 - 4 -
24 10 2 21 - 1 14 -

193 13 3 99 - 14 82 -- 3D - - 10 1 3 13 
326 11 1 9: 102 18 85 -- - - - - - - -

36 4 - 7 12 - 17 3 
22 14 6 - 21 1 11 -

2.221 318 51 248 603 41 1.472 72 

30 1 2 13 1 - 20 3 
~95 10 9 134 26 14 344 -- - - - - - - -
121 36 8 16 10 15 77 37 

1,390 182 29 5 541 - 978 5 
- - - - - - - -- 1 - - - - - -

86 7 - 34 15 4 35 -- - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -
32 8 - l' I 8 4 12 

2 3 2 I 2 - 3 1 
65 4 3 35 1 - 11 14 - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -

705 57 39 144 195 37 237 131 

197 16 36 9 93 14 2 88 
56 15 1 13 19 - 23 10 

110 18 1 47 13 2 126 1 
98 1 - - 46 6 31 18 
15 3 - 61 - 8 5 1 
87 - 1 14 19 5 32 15 - - - - - - - -
22 4 - - 5 2 18 -

1.101 227 91 61 609 29 1,213 36 

183 1 3 2 151 4 15 ~ 
23 8 1 1 15 1 15 -
22 3 3 5 8 - 14 -
18 - 1 4 2 4 9 -

123 14 2 19 29 6 64 18 
1,098 146 81 21 233 13 991 8 

231 55 - 6 165 1 105 8 
3 - - 3 - - - -- - - - - - - -

• Denotes ",,!glnal pretrial ..,rvlees demonstration distrl"t. 

Bail Not 
Set at 
initial 

Hearing 

9 

8 --
1 ---

69 

7 ---
14 
3 

41 -
1 
3 

154 

2 
56 -

8 
12 
-
1 
5 --
5 
= 

5 --
51 

43 
7 --
3 
3 
-
1 

71 

5 -
1 -
3 

59 
3 --

Released to 
PSA Super-

vision at 
initial 

Bail 
Hearl"l1 

496 

349 -
114 

21 -
9 
3 

323 

101 
4 
2 
9 
8 

14 
164 

-
12 

9 

1.087 

15 
76 
-

16 
922 --
25 --

6 
2 

25 --
240 

73 
13 
72 

5 
6 

60 -
11 

517 

9 
1 
5 -

38 
309 
220 --

, \ 
:: 

: 
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- 1 
Number Impaneled 

on in the 
July 1. 12 Month 

DIStrict 
1982 Period 

Total.·· • 
322 

2 

Table 3-1 
U S District courts i g 

• • G d JuribS 5erY n 9S3 
Numb"" of ran lod Ended June 36. 1 

DUring the Twelv" Month per -, , 

Dis-
Num ber Total 

cha rged 
on 5erY ing 

In the 
Jun e 30. In the 

12 Month riod 
Period 1983 Pe 

316 U2 732 _ 

7 13 
6 

6 12 1 2 
2 1 
2 1 
3 

District 

Number Impaneled 
on In the 

July 1, 12 Month 
1982 Period 

7th CiI'. 

pis-
charged 
In the 

12 Month 
period 

9 
1 
1 
1 
4 

Number 
on 

June 36, 
1983 

9 
2 
2 
2 
1 

Total 
Serving 
In the 
Period 

18 
3 
3 
3 
5 
4 

DC ••••••• 11 
:>-

IL,N ...... 
IL,C •••••• 
IL,S ...... 
IN. N •• •••• 
IN,S •• ••• • 
WI, E.·"" 
WI,W •• ••• 

2 
1. 2 2 

1 
1-
1 2 

1st CiI'. 
ME ••••••• 
MA ••••••• 
Nii •• , •••• 
R\.······ . 
PR ••••••• 

'lnd eir. 
CT ••••••• 
Ny.N ... .. 
NY,E ... .. 
Ny.5 .. "· 
NY,W .... • 
VT ...... .. 

3rd CiI'. 

DE ....... 
NJ.······ • 
PA, E ••••• 
PA, M ••••• 
F!'.. w .... . 
\'1 ...... . 

4th CiI'. 

MO ...... • 
Ne,E ••••• 
NC."" ••••• 
Ne, W ••••• 

2 
11 

2 
3 
5 

6 
6 

23 
32 

S 
2 

1 
1Z 

8 

" 9 

1 
8 

2 
1 

" 4 
15 
18 

2 
3 

2 
7 
9 
6 
6 

1 
8 -
2 
2 

4 
5 

16 
19 

3 
2 

1 
6 
6 
4 
5 

10 
1 
2 
3 

2 
11 

2 
3 
4 

6 
5 

22 
32 

4 
3 

2 
13 
11 

6 
10 -

6 
4 
1 
2 
4 

10 

lY 
2 
5 
6 

10 
10 
38 
50 

1 
5 

3 
19 
17 
10 
15 -
16 

5 
3 
5 
4 

22 

8th CiI'. 

AR, E ••••• 
AR,VI ••••• 
lA, N •••••• 
lA,S •• •• .' 
MN ••••••• 
MO, E.···· 
MO, W •• ••• 
NE ••••••• 
NP ....... 
SO.· •••••• 

9th CiI'. 
AK ••••••• 
AZ ••• , .,. 
CA, N ••••• 
CA. E.···· 
CA, C ••••• 
CA, S ••••• 

til ••• ••••· 
10 •••••••• 
MT ••••••• 
NV ••••.•• 
OR ••••••• 

1 1 

1 1 
2 1 

~ - - -
2 -
2 -

2 2 '2 
1 1 

2 
3 1 

2 
1 2 

2 
1 1 

1 1- 2 
2 

2 3 

1 1 
2 2 
2 2 

2 4 

'2 3 

4 5 

1 3 

1 2 

2 4 
.... ". 

1 2 
2 2 3 
3 6 8 
7 2 -
3 

11 13 
15 

6 4 
6 2 2 
2 2 1 
1 I 1 
1 2 3 
5 3 
3 4 

1 
1 2 -
2 1 1 1 

1 3 
2 5 

5 13 
5 5 

19 32 

8 12 
2 4 

1- 3 

1 2 

4 1 

4 7 

2 3 
3 3 

I 2 

- -
se ...... .. 
VA.E .... . 
VA. VI ... .. 

12 
5 5 10 

I 1 
8 

1 -- -

\ 
5 

WA, E.···· 
VlA,W .... • 

GU ••••••• I ___ ~-t----~Jr--~~r------t,--~--NMll ...... l 
Wv.!!i ... . 
VlV.5 ••••• 

Sth CiI'. 

3 2 ; 
CO •• ·.... 4 3 2 

5 K5. • • • • • • • 2 ~ 1 
_ NM ••••••• 1 1 1 

LA. E ••••• 1 OK. N • • • • • 1 1 
LA, M ••••• 1 OK, E ••••• 1 3 i 

3 • 7 

2 4 
" 1 
2 1 

2 4 

3 5 

1 2 

lOth CiI'. 
4 -
S 10 
3 3 
3 4 

1 2 

1 1 LA, W •• • • • _ OK, W • • • • • 2 3 1 

MS, N ..... 5 UT ....... I __ l~..\-~~l~t-_..:.t----r~~ 
MS,S ••• ••• 2 WY ••••••• L 
TX.n ..... 7 1 3 

8 13 

- 2 
10 17 

TK, E ••••• 9 11th CiI'. 1 2 ~ _ " 
TX. 5 .. ,'" AL. N ..... 2 2 2 3 

13 22 

TK,!' • _.. • 4 5 9 ~t: :. : : : '. : ; i ~6 ~ I! 
6th clr. 2 1 :0. 1'1., N .,. 8 6 17 28 

KY, E ••••• 6 9 15 1'1., M ••••• 14 14 11 B 13 
KY, VI • • • • • 2 3 152 1'1., 5 ••••• , 8 5 5 3 5 
·ioU.E...... 4 8 11 GA,N .. ··- 3 2 2 2 & 
MI, VI ••••• 6 5 7 GA, M • • • • • 3 3 4 ~ 
O~. ~ .... • 3 42 4 QAt 5 ..... od ended 
On, • • • • • 2 3 5 d ,~~ the twelVe tIIonth pe1'1 
TN, E ••••• 2 . nd jury activity Uf" ... 
TN, M ••••• lana islAnds reported nO ~lndlclment by grand jury. tbe parke1'1lbUL'g office is nOw 
.IN. VI ••••• and the Northern ~r uted by Inform8tl~n, nO west Virginia. ~ecause 
1 'n\e dle.trlcts of the((~ ~= ter .... torlel courU : ::~rn and southe~~~~~0~~983 Is Ihown In thIS dlJUlct. 

June 30, 1983. All 0 aligned the boUndary bet .. e~ activity fer the year en 
2 pd>lic l-aw 91-411 ~ Ia southern aU p&riterlli>\ll'g 

loeatocl In Weal VIrgUt , 

436 

~-------------_.-"-

\ 
I 
\ 
\ 
1 

~-

Jurors 
Sessions In 

District Convened Session 

Total •••• 11,157 222,980 

DC ....... 576 11,196 

1.t CIr. 
ME ....... 25 491 
MA ....... 439 8,301 
NH ....... 48 979 
RI ........ 43 852 
PR ....... 81 1,577 

Sod CIr. 
eT ....... 95 1,187 
NY, N ••••• 122 2.478 
NY,E_ ..... 617 12.313 
NY,S ..... 1,043 20,958 
NY,W ..... 206 3,982 
VT ........ 77 1,519 

SId CIr. 
DE ....... 32 650 
NJ ........ 396 1,826 
PA,!! ••••• 380 1,614 
PA, M ••••• 105 2,100 
P!\, W ••••• 150 2,994 
VI ....... - -

4th CIr. 
MO ••••••• 227 4.635 
NC, l! •.••• 66 1.191 
NC. M ••••• 50 1,013 
NC,W ••••• 46 842 
se ........ 76 1,528 
VA. E ..... 197 3,965 

~~··;r::: 
35 647 
22 493 

WV,S ••••• 137 2,174 

5th CIr. 
LA, E ••••• 132 2,523 
LA.M ..... 45 896 
LA,W ..... 81 1,668 
MS, N ..... 22 460 
MS,5 •••••• 36 735 
TX,N ..... 98 1,907 
TX, E ••••• 31 611 
TX,S ...... 20U 4,190 
'!'X,W ••••• 146 2,988 

6th CIr. 

KY,!! ..... 111 2,229 
KY,W ••••• 43 915 
MI, E •••••• 293 5,927 
MI,W ..... 64 1,267 
OH, N ••••• 111 3,622 
ON,S ..... 105 2,067 
TN,!! •• '" 51 984 
TN,M ••••• 38 753 
TN, W ••••• 94 1,964 

Table J-2 
tI. S. P!J!!riGt CourU 
Grima JUrOl' Service 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Average Average 
Number Number 

Hours of Jurors of Hours 
In per per Sessions 

Session Session Session District Convened 

58,769 20.0 5.21 7th Cir. 
IL,N ...... 459 

:l',732 19.4 4.14 IL.C ...... 45 
!L,S ...... 57 
IN, N •••••• 51 

154 19.6 6.16 IN,S ...... 84 
1,995 18.9 4.54 W~ E •••••• 56 

247 2D.4 5.15 WI,W ••••• 22 
260 19.8 0.05 
389 19.5 4.80 8th CIr. 

AR,E ..... 32 
AR. W ••••• 15 

. 558 18.8 5.81 IA. N •••••• lD 
528 20.3 4.33 lA, S •••••• 35 

2,769 20.0 4,49 MN ••••••• 76 
4.597 2G.l 4.41 MO, E ••••• 78 

915 19.3 4.13 MO,W ••••• 66 
355 26.5 •• 61 NE ••••••• 37 

ND ••••••• 16 
SO ........ 31 

125 26.3 3.91 
8th CIr. 1.841 19.8 4.65 

1,610 20.2 4.24 AK ••••••• 14 
585 20.0 5.57 AZ ••••••• 90 
172 20.0 5.15 CA,N ..... 200 - - - CA, E ••••• 58 

CA,C ••••• 378 
CA,S ••••• 231 

1,063 20.4 4.68 HI •••••••• 411 
379 19.9 6.32 10 •••••••• 38 
328 20.3 6.56 MT ••••••• 15 
315 18.3 6.85 NV ••••••• 156 
527 20.1 6.93 OR ••••••• 81 

1,253 20.1 6.36 WA, E ••••• 31 
231 18.5 6.60 WA, W ••••• 96 
172 22.4 7.82 GU i ...... 15 
993 2D.2 7.25 NMI •••••• -

10th CiI'. 

719 19.1 5.45 CO ....... 110 
228 19.9 5.07 KS ........ 49 
523 20.6 6.46 NM ••••••• 30 
148 ;0.9 6.73 OK,N •••••• 20 
222 2G.4 6.17 OK,E ••••• 19 
593 19.5 6.05 OK,W ••••• 64 
188 19.7 G.06 tiT ....... 60 
964 20.0 4.61 WY ....... 18 
741 20.5 5.08 

11th CIr. 
AL,N ..... 38 

'513 20.1 5.16 AL, M ••••• 28 
258 21.3 6.00 AL,S •••••• 24 

1,688 20.2 5.76 FL,N ..... 15 
402 19.8 6.28 FL, M ••••• ~39 

1.005 21.2 5.88 FL,S ...... 4\81 
674 19.7 6.42 OA, N ••••• Ul 
335 19.3 6.51 GA,M ••••• 110 
218 19.8 $.74 OA,S ..... 48 
532 20.9 5.66 

I Hours 

---
Average Average 
Number Number 

Jurors of Jurors or Hours 
In In per per 

Session Seasion Session Session 

9,367 2,435 20.4 5.31 
903 257 20.1 5.71 

1,190 340 20.9 5.96 
1,099 286 21.5 5.61 
1,734 643 20.6 1.65 
1,196 329 21.4 5.88 

463 129 21.0 5.86 

700 203 21.9 6.34 
318 91 21.2 6.07 
393 97 2Q.1 5.11 
6H 195 19.3 5.51 

1,585 415 20.9 5.46 
1,497 479 19.2 6.14 
1,393 455 21.1 6.89 

817 226 22.1 5.95 
345 90 21.6 5.63 
613 212 19.8 6.84 

:Is. 96 20.3 6.86 
1,708 475 19.0 5.28 
3,850 1.106 19.3 5.53 
1,121 300 19.3 5.17 
7,396 1,673 19.6 4.43 
4,572 1,196 10.8 5.18 

949 280 19.4 5.71 
770 251 20.3 6.61 
323 93 21.5 6.20 

2,991 644 19.2 4.13 
1,689 450 20.9 ~.56 

608 209 19.6 6,14 
2,100 666 21.9 fj •. e~ 

299 114 19.9 'l.t'!; 

- - . -.. --_.,. ---
2,244 119 20.4 6.54 

981 281 20.0 5.13 
621 156 2Q.7 5.20 
407 160 20.4 8.00 
415 141 21.B 7.42 

1,387 .43 21.7 6.92 
1,161 387 19.4 6.45 

359 131 19.9 7.28 

825 279 21.7 7.34 
596 179 21.3 !hJ~ 
496 152 2M 6.33 

1,478 421 20.5 5.85 
4,686 1,427 19.6 5.97 
11,457 2,418 19.7 5.03 
2,588 791 .19.8 6.04 

821 242 20.5 6.05 
986 249 20.5 5.19 

The dlstrlc\S of the Virgin ulands and the Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand jury .. ctlvlt)' during the twelvl' month perlQ<i ended 
June 30. 1983. All offenses In these territorial courts are prosecuted by Inflll'mGtion, not lnollctment by gre.ruI jury. 

2 FlbU" Law 97-471 realigned the boundary between the Northern and SOuthern Dlstrlets of _West Virginia. B.oc.use the Parkersburg office Is now 
located In West Virginia, SOuthern aU Parkersburg jury activity (Of: the year ended June 3D, 1983 Is shown In this district. 
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District Total 

Total ....... 316.821 

DC .......... 4.822 

lilt CIr. 

ME •••••••••• 556 
MA •••••••••• 7.188 
NH •••••••••• 1.124 
RI ........... 1.617 
PR .......... 2.009 

:ms CIr. 

CT .......... 2.797 
NY. N •••••••• 2.432 
NY. E ........ 11.460 
NY.S •••••••• 16.686 
NY.l'I ........ 3.152 
VT ........... 569 

31'11 Cir. 

DE •••••••••• 
I 449 

NJ ••••••••••• 7.739 
PAt E •••••••• 12.487 
PA,M '" ••••• 2.160 
PA, W •••••••• 4.416 
Vi ........... 3.464 

4th CIr. 

MD .~ ........ 5.421 
NC. E ••••••• 1.917 
NC. M

2 
••• , •••• 1.014 

NSW ••••••• 1.811 
SC .......... 3.818 
VA. E

2 
........ 5.175 

VA. W3 ....... 2.169 
WV,~ ••••••• 1,018 
WV,S •••••••• 1~982 

5th CIr. 

LA.E ........ 6.172 
LA, M •••••••• 482 
LA, II' •••••••• 2,794 
MS.N ........ 1,147 
MS, S2

2 
•••••••• 2.105 

TX.N ....... 8,498 
TX.E •••••••• 3.605 
TX,S ......... 9,779 
TX.W •••••••• 5,490 

6th CIr. 

KY,E ........ 2,909 
KY, W •••••••• 2.997 
MI. E ••••••••• 10,483 
MI.W •••••••• 1.878 
08, II •••••••• 3.956 
OH,S •••••••• 1,983 
TN, E •••••••• 2,146 
TNt M •••••••• 1,805 
TII.W •••••••• 1,761 

Table J-3 
U. S. District Courts 

Petit Juror Usage on Days Jurors Were Selected for Trtal 
!:luring the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30. 1983 -

Number oC Jurors Present 
Por Jury Selection or Orientation 

Total 
Percent Juries 

Not Selected. Selected 
Percent Percent Serving. or (Civil and 
Selected Challenged Challenged CriminaO 

30.1 32.4 37.4 9.769 

27.5 29.8 42.7 140 

37.2 39.4 23.4 28 
25.2 23.1 51.7 190 
32.5 35.1 32.5 33 
57.8 29.0 13.1 III 
19.1 27.2 53.7 34 

34.9 45.2 19.9 101 
24.3 22.2 53.4 62 
24.2 26.7 49.2 252 
22.0- 29.2 48.0 376 
39.6 24.2 36.2 97 
33.0 27.9 39.0 27 

35.4 33.6 31.0 17 
24.9 25.7 49.4 171 
29.2 44.5 26.3 383 
50.2 36.1 13.8 104 
30.8 47 .. 5 21.6 136 
36.4 42.2 19.4 113 

28.5 41.0 30.6 137 
51.3 34.2 14.5 84 
41.0 38.6 20.4 47 
55.9 16.3 27.7 86 
60.3 21.2 18.6 423 
35.6 32.1 32.4 207 
37.6 47.6 14.8 96 
29.7 38.4 31.9 36 
29.4 38.6 31.9 67 

35.0 :a.5 25.5 265 
36.5 40.2 23.2 22 
27.5 31.7 40.8 88 
40.1 38.0 21.9 50 
32.5 27.1 40.3 56 
2~.8 24.7 51.5 146 
37.2 28.7 34.2 222 
24.8 26.4 48.9 256 
32.3 36.9 30.8 170 

27.1 33.7 39.2 70 
25.9 33.2 40.9 84 
25.1 30,7 44.2 265 
33.1 24.7 42.2 69 
21.3 18.6 60.1 87 
31.5 28.0 40.5 61 
44.0 23.0 32.9 115 
35.1 34.1 30.8 63 
36.1 33.4 30.4 54 

438 

Number oC Trials Starting on the 
Same Dey the Jury Was Selected 

Percent Percent 
Total Civil Criminal 

7.615 58.3 41.7 

140 78.6 21.4 

8 87.5 12.5 
188 67.6 32.4 

21 81.0 19.0 
15 46.7 53.3 
29 51.7 48.3 

8 62.5 37.5 
56 67.9 32.1 

160 53.1 46.9 
376 64.6 35.4 
13 46.2 53.8 
13 61.5 38.5 

17 70.6 29.4 
145 56.6 43.4 
382 76.1 23.3 

24 62.5 37.5 
135 58.5 41.5 

17 35.3 64.7 

132 47.0 53.0 
37 64.9 35.1 
27 59.3 40.7 
81 64.2 35.8 
38 57.9 42.1 

206 59.7 .0.3 
96 75.0 25.0 
23 17.4 82.6 
51 70.6 29.4 

265 79.2 20.8 
22 17.3 22.7 
67 79.1 20.9 
33 ':12.7 27.3 
45 '82.2 17.8 

136 55.9 44.1 
23 82.6 17.4 

123 72.4 27.6 
84 41.7 58.3 

69 42.0 56.0 
81 65.4 34.6 

265 63.4 36.6 
37 70.3 29.7 
81 66.7 33.3 
58 69.0 3U 

101 81.2 18.8 
59 61.0 39.0 
52 28.8 71.~ 
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Tat-Ie J-3 
U. S. District Courts 

Petil Juror Usage on Days Jurors Were Selected for Tri"1 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 3D, 1983 

(continued) 

Number of Jurors Present Number of Trials Starting on the 
For Jury Selection or Orientation Same Day the Jury Was Selected 

Total 
Percenl Juries 

Not Selected, Selected 
Percent Percent Serving, or (Civilar,d Percent Percellt 

District Total Selected Challenged Challenged Criminal) Total Civil Criminal 

7th CIr. 

IL,N ......... 10,799 22,2 26.5 51.3 239 229 52.8 47.2 
II.,C ••••••••• 2,139 30.1 39.1 30.8 58 51 37.3 62.7 
IL, S ••••••••• 1,880 26.7 43.5 29.8 51 40 52.5 47.5 
IN, N ••••••••• 2,137 32.6 30.2 37.~ 67 62 56.5 43.5 
IN, S ••••••••• 1,526 23.9 27.7 48.4 41 41 7D.7 29.3 
WI, E ••••••••• 1,936 29.8 41.9 28.5 54 54 44.4 55.6 
WI,W ........ 1,043 43.7 41.6 14.7 61 33 84.8 15.2 

.th CIr. 

AR, E~ ••••••• 2.714 34.4 33.8 31.8 89 80 55.0 45.0 
AR, W ••••••• 2.142 34.7 33.5 31.8 70 68 85.3 14.7 
IA,N ......... 551 26.9 27.4 45.7 18 17 94.1 5.9 
lA, S ••••••••• 1,274 34.0 36.3 79.7 42 39 59.0 41.0 
MN •••••••••• 4,193 22.8 35.8 41.3 87 84 52.4 47.a 
MO, E •••••••• 5.608 28.6 35.3 36.1 177 177 62.7 37.3 
MO, W •••••••• 3,723 27.2 40.0 32.8 111 110 65.5 34.5 
NE2••••••••• • 2,280 26.& 3u.e 42.3 86 48 77.1 22.9 
ND ••••••••• 1,256 23.3 37.2 39.2 26 26 30.8 69.2 
SD ........... 2,002 30.9 39.4 29.7 58 52 51.9 48.1 

gu,. Cir. 

AK •••••••••• 1,035 24.3 23.7 52.0 23 21 42.9 57.1 
AZ .......... 3.149 29.6 43.0 27.5 81 81 21.0 79.0 
CA,II •••••••• 5,400 25.3 35.8 38.9 120 119 37.8 62.2 
CA, E •••••••• 2,638 29.3 26.3 44.3 63 62 1'/.7 82.3 
CA. C •••••••• 9,421 33.3 29.6 37.1 277 277 41.5 58.5 
CA, S 3,635 24.5 34.5 41.0 H 74 20.3 79.7 
HI., ••••••••• 1,~74 31.3 50.9 17.7 3. 25 24.0 76.0 
ID ••••••••••• 807 36.3 40.1 23.5 31 31 67,7 32.3 
MT ••• " •••••• 1,163 24.7 30.6 ~4.7 29 24 45.8 54.2 [IV .......... 1,666 26.4 33.4 40.2 40 39 35.9 64.1 
OR •••••••••• 2.512 30.5 33.8 35.7 88 88 68.2 31.0 
WA,E ........ 1,109 36.2 36.3 27.4 38 30 46.7 53.3 
WA,W ........ 2,140 28.1 30.t 4l.a 58 56 ~9.3 60.7 au ....•...•. 271 19.2 32.5 48.3 4 4 - 100.0 
IIMI •••••••••• 103 13.6 68.0 18.4 2 2 ~1.0 SO.O 

lOth Cir. 

CO ••••• , •••• 3,058 29.5 31.6 38.9 101 99 05.7 34.3 KS ••••••••••• 2.625 33.1 28.2 38.8 91 68 68.2 31.8 
NM '" ••••••• 2,013 39.8 36.2 24.0 88 57 66.7 33.3 OK, N •••••••• 1,508 35.3 45.2 19.5 61 36 50.0 50.0 OK,E •••••• ,. 683 50.2 37.3 12.4 35 15 40.0 60.0 
OK~W ........ 3,021 37.5 33.7 28.8 134 130 79.2 20.8 
UT .......... 1,817 31.9 41.4 26.7 47 47 55.3 44,7 Wy •••••••••• 694 42.5 38.5 19.0 35 34 70.6 29.4 

11th Cir. 

AL,N ........ 3.535 39.1 36.2 24.7 155 119 61.3 38.' AL, M •••••••• 1;122 52.8 33.0 14.3 65 27 63.0 37.0 AL.S ......... 1.344 58.3 37.8 3.9 17 20 55.0 40.0 PL, N •••••••• 1.553 38.0 31.7 30.3 51 36 25.0 75.0 
FL,~ •••••••• 7,050 26.5 29 •• 44,1 174 154 41.6 58.4 FL, S, •••••••• 16,016 23.8 29.5 46.B 304 301 17.3 82.7 
OA.ll t ·, .. ·,· S,e8g 30.9 37.5 31.6 201 173 59.0 41.0 OA,M ....... 1.598 53.1 3M' 16.3 71 58 69.0 31.0 OA,S •••••••• 2,107 40.3 42.6 17.1 101 38 57.9 42.1 .-

Thlo table lneludes dIIl8 00 jury ""lectJOIl dIIys ooly. Data on juror service arter the ""Iection day are not looluded. 
Therefore, a district that oelects a jury on one diYind begins the !riel at a later date will show juror activity but will 
nol show trial activity, 

2 Micates those 1~lstricl! which have not adoptoo local Mlles reduci~ the size or eivll juries. 
3 PlJ>Uc Law 97-471 realigned the boundary between the Northem and Southern Districts oC West VirginIa. Because the 

Parkersburg office Is now located in lI'eot Virginia, Southem ell Parkel'!burg jury activity Cor the year ended 
June 30. 1983 Is shown in this district. 

Nole. Due to rcundi~, percents may not ac!d Ie 100.0 porcent. 

--



Represen- Pend-
tatlons log 

by July 1. Cases 
District 1982 Opened 

TOTAL •••••• 6.759 26.381 

Criminal ••• 3.942 17.810 
A~ •••• 820 826 
Other ••••• 1.997 7.745 

All ••••••••• 164 1.035 

Criminal ••• 83 794 
Appeals •••• 29 30 
Other ••••• 52 211 

CA,IL •••••• 265 1.329 

CrlmllUll ••• 192 1.154 
Appeala •••• 22 9 
Other ••••• 51 166 

CAt H ....... 193 1.049 

Criminal ••• 125 513 
App£8la •••• 18 28 
Other ..... 50 500 

CA,C ....... 358 1.609 

Criminal ••• 247 938 
Appeals •••• 68 56 
Other ..... 43 615 

(:o\,S3 ....... 258 4.311 
Criminal ••• 151 3.711 
Appeaw •••• 36 31 
Other ..... 71 569 

CO ......... 103 40n 
Criminal ••• 47 232 
Appea'js •••• 17 20 
Other ..... 39 148 

CT ......... 125 207 

Criml:lal ••• 80 103 
Appeal; •••• 6 8 
Other ••••• 59 96 

II\.,K ....... 36 203 

Criminal ••• 12 138 
Appeala •••• 6 16 
Other ..... 18 49 

PI." II ....... 195 472 
Criminal ••• 62 301 
Appeala .... 41 42 
Other ••••• 92 .. 129 

pL,S ........ 1.007 1.241 

Criminal ••• 484 899 
Appeala •••• 210 87 
Other ••••• 313 255 

GA,N3 ...... 183 419 
Criminal ••• 84 233 
Appeals •••• 31 24 
Other ••••• 68 162 

Table K-I 
Federal Derender 0'llan!zatlons 

Summary or RepresentatIons by DI!ltrlct 
During the Twelye Month Period Ilnded June 3D . 1983 

Cases Closed 

Hours i" 
Court 

AYer- Pend- Represen- Pand-
age Ing tatlons ing 
per June 3D. by July I. 

Number Total Case 1983 District 1982 

25.879 47.806 1.8 7.261 OA.S ••••••• 26 

17.476 42.279 2.4 4.276 Criminal ••• 14 
859 466 0.5 787 Appeals •••• 1 

7.544 5.061 0.7 ~.198 Other ••••• 11 

1.019 1.609 1.6 180 ru4 ...•..•.• -
756 1.441 1.9 121 Criminal ••• -

43 35 0.8 16 Appeals •••• -
220 133 0.6 43 Other ••••• -

1.360 1.564 1.2 234 u., 113 ••••••• 187 

1.171 1.494 1.3 175 Criminal ••• III 
16 3 0.2 15 Appeala •••• 5 

173 68 0.4 44 Other ••••• 11 

1.051 2.005 1.9 191 TOTAL!IL •••• 44 

522 1.585 3.0 116 Criminal ••• 11 
22 21 1.0 24 Appeals •••• 12 

507 39U 0.8 51 Other ••••• 15 

1.507 4.532 3.0 460 u.,C ...... 2 

"54 3.975 4.2 231 Criminal ••• I 
60 48 0.8 64 Appeai5 •••• 1 

493 510 1.0 185 Other ..... -
4.239 4.072 1.0 330 u.,S ...... 37 

3.644 3.521 1.0 ~18 Criminal ••• 13 
35 72 t.I 32 App;!ala •••• 9 

560 479 9.9 80 Other ••••• 15 

374 599 1.6 129 "0, 85 
.... 5 

ZIG 492 2.3 63 Criminal ••• 3 
10 3 0.3 27 Appeai5 •••• 2 

148 104 0.7 39 Other ••••• -
231 739 3.2 101 KS •••••••••• 65 
118 607 5.1 45 Crimiflal ••• 37 

9 11 1.2 5 Appeals •••• 7 
104 121 1.2 51 Other ••••• 21 

192 442 2.3 47 KY.H ....... 38 

126 412 3.3 24 Criminal ••• 13 
5 - - 17 .\ppeals •••• 9 

81 30 0.5 6 Other , .... 16 

426 1.166 2.7 241 LA.B ....... 125 
278 1,010 3.6 85 Criminal ••• 75 

26 8 0.3 57 Appeala •••• 15 
122 149 1.2 99 Other ••••• 35 

1.076 3.064 2.8 1.172 ............... 85 

703 2.940 4.2 680 Criminal ••• 51 
171 4 - 126 Appeala •••• 7 
202 121 0.6 366 Other ••••• 21 

0110 1306 3.2 192 liD ..•••.•.. 249 
243 1.185 4.9 74 Criminal ••• 182 

24 5 0.2 31 Appeals •••• 14 
143 115 0.8 67 Other ••••• 53 

Cases Closed 

Hours In 
Court 

AYer-
age 

Cases per 
Opened Number Total Case 

184 179 421 2.4 
128 124 362 2.9 

U 8 3 0.5 
'7 49 55 1.1 

232 165 179 1.1 
215 153 174 1.1 

5 1 - -
12 11 5 0.5 

572 548 1067 1.9 
419 409 950 2.3 

AD 10 4 0.4 
14l 129 113 0.9 

194 189 318 1.7 

143 121 280 2.3 
13 20 10 0.5 
38 48 28 0.6 

2 4 14 3.4 

- 1 14 13.8 
1 2 - -
I 1 - -

137 142 240 1.7 

97 88 208 2.4 
9 15 7 0.5 

31 41 25 0.6 

55 43 65 1.5 

46 34 58 1.7 
3 3 3 1.0 
6 6 4 0.6 

362 356 593 1.7 
229 214 507 2.4 

11 6 7 1.2 
122 136 80 0.6 

156 166 522 3.1 
69 70 445 6.4 

9 12 15 1.3 
78 84 83 0.8 

356 341 762 2.2 

247 238 839 2.7 
19 14 3 0.2 
90 89 120 1.3 

263 279 703 2.5 

176 195 658 3.4 
10 10 2 0.2 
77 73 44 0.6 

957 918 815 0.9 
712 704 748 1.1 

16 12 5 0.4 
229 202 62 0.3 

Pend-
Ing 

June 3D. 
1983 

31 

18 
4 
9 

67 
62 

4 
1 

211 
121 

5 
85 

49 

39 
5 
5 

-
---

32 

24 
3 
5 

17 
15 
2 -

71 
52 
12 
7 

28 

12 
6 

10 

140 

84 
20 
36 

69 

37 
7 

25 

288 
190 

18 
80 
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l 
i 
\' 
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; 
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Represen- Pend-
tatlons log 

by July 1. Cases 
Di5trlct 1982 Opened 

au, 8 3 ••••••• 275 ~~~ 

Criminal ••• 170 363 
Appeala •••• 19 28 
Other ••••• 86 139 

liN ••••••••• 80 238 

Criminal ••• 46 136 
Appeals •••• 4 11 
Ottler ••••• 30 91 

"0, ,,6 •••••• 199 1.606 

Criminal ••• 35 153 
Appea," •••• 7 16 
Other ..... 157 1.437 

NJ .......... 306 616 

Criminal ••• 227 419 
Appeala •••• 14 21 
Other ..... 65 176 

II ........... 77 241 

Criminal ••• 18 89 
Appeab •••• 18 24 
Other ..... 41 128 

NV ••••••••• 105 533 

Criminal ••• 80 432 
Appeals •••• 9 8 
Other ..... 16 93 

TOTAL! IIy3 •• 606 1.879 

Criminal ••• 447 1.204 
Appea," •••• 23 77 
Other ..... 136 598 

NY.H ..... 254 805 

Criminal ••• 209 587 
Appeals •••• - . 
Other ••••• 45 218 

2nd cia .... 30 95 
crimInal ••• - -
Appeals •• " • 23 77 
Other ••••• 7 ~e 

NY.S ..... 322 979 

Criminal ••• 238 617 
Appeala •••• - -
Other ..... 84 382 

Oil. K ••••••• 69 169 

Criminal ••• 45 113 
AppeaIJ •••• 9 7 
Other • ~ ••• 15 49 

Olt3 •••••••• 226 303 

Criminal, •• 101 147 
Appeala ••• , 30 32 
Other. I." 95 124 

Table K-I 
Federal Oerender Orgllnizutions 

Summary or Itepresentutlons by District 
During the '!Welye Month Period Ilnded June 30. 1983 

(continued) 
.' 

Cases Ciosed 

1I0urs \n 
Court 

AYer- Pend- Represen- Pend-
age Ing tations Ing 
per June 30. by July 1. 

Number Total Case 1983 District 1982 

579 1.663 2.9 226 PA, B3 ••••••• 203 

385 1.490 3.9 148 Criminal ••• 103 
32 30 0.9 15 Appeala •••• 25 

162 143 0.9 63 Other ••••• 75 

244 509 2.1 74 PAt W ••••••• 72 

141 475 3.4 41 Criminal ••• 36 
8 1 0.1 7 Appeals •••• 13 

95 33 0.3 26 Other ••••• 23 

1.623 741 0.5 182 PR ••••••••• 73 

154 593 3.9 34 Crimlnai ••• 62 
8 3 0.4 15 Appeals •••• 2 

1.461 145 0.1 133 Other ••••• 9 

6a 1.531 2.3 250 SC .......... 95 

477 1.329 2.8 1~9 Criminal ••• 79 
23 9 0.4 12 Appeals •••• 8 

172 193 1.1 69 Other ••••• 8 

254 478 1.9 64 TN.M ••••••• 62 

87 372 4.3 20 Criminal ••• 33 
25 4 0.2 17 Appellis •••• 11 

142 103 0.7 27 Other ••••• 18 

542 790 1.5 96 TII.W •••••••• 47 

436 714 1.6 76 Criminnl ••• 38 
14 14 1.0 3 Appeals •• " 3 
92 63 0.7 17 Other ••••• 6 

1.807 6,328 3.5 678 TX,S •••••••• 123 

1.17a 5.582 U 478 Criminal ••• 98 
66 54 0.8 34 Appeals •••• 12 

568 693 1.2 166 Ot'I.,f ••••• 13 

767 2.904 3.8 292 TX.W •••••••• 156 

570 2.593 4.5 226 Criminal ••• 112 

- - - - Appeals •••• 14 
197 311 1.6 66 Other ••••• 30 

78 79 1.0 47 VI .......... 140 

- - - - Criminal ••• 95 
66 54 0.8 34 Appeals •••• 27 
1~ 26 2.1 13 Other ••••• 18 

962 3.346 3.5 339 WA.W ••••••• 108 

603 2.989 5.0 252 Criminal ••• 46 

- - - - Appeals •••• 15 
3~9 357 1.0 87 Other ••••• 47 

169 669 4.0 69 'WV.S ••••••• 31 

120 649 5.4 38 Criminal ••• 18 
7 3 0.4 9 Appeala •••• 3 

42 17 0.4 22 Other ••••• 10 

306 418 1.4 223 

149 325 2.2 99 
19 16 0.8 43 

I 138 78 0.6 81 

Cases Closed 

Hours l" 
Court 

AYer- Pend-
age ing 

Cases per June 30. 
Opened tlumber Total Case 1983 

543 510 1,498 2.9 236 

321 311 1.243 4.0 113 
37 40 21 0.5 2f' 

185 159 234 1.5 101 

199 179 525 2.9 92 

105 96 469 4.9 45 
21 10 1 0.1 24 
73 73 55 0.8 23 

353 397 1 019 2.6 29 

287 306 984 3.2 23 
7 8 13 1.6 1 

79 83 23 0.3 5 

286 301 486 1.7 80 

215 238 455 2.1 56 
9 4 - - 13 

62 59 31 0.5 11 

271 239 143 ;).6 94 

189 181 116 o.f 61 
10 11 3 0.3 10 
72 67 25 0.4 23 

220 212 346 1.6 55 . 
160 150 309 1.9 47 

4 6 1 0.2 1 
48 47 36 0.8 7 

1.180 1,141 1242 1.1 162 

931 894 1,127 1.3 135 
17 18 3 0.2 11 

232 229 112 0.5 16 

698 724 943 1.3 130 

563 594 808 1.4 81 
15 8 5 0.6 21 

120 122 131 1.\ 28 

339 347 1.109 3.2 132 
. --269- 267 1.024 3.8 97 

11 22 21 1.0 16 
59 58 64 1.1 19 

470 458 723 1.6 120 

278 280 845 2.3 44 
18 18 10 0.6 15 

174 160 68 0.4 81 

156 149 113 1.2 38 

94 88 1~0 1.7 24 
- - - - 3 

82 61 23 0.4 11 

Detail may not add to lotal due to rWlndlng to whole hours. 
Other repreaentations include court directed prisoner representatl"",,_ bail/presentment. witness. probation revocation. and parole revocation 
represen ta tlons. 

3 Community Oerender Organizations. 
4 The Pederal Derender Cor HawaII began reporting representations In l)eaember 1982. 
5 The Pederal Defender ror the Central and Southern Districts or Illinois was uuthoti~ed to pr;,Ylde representation In the Ea"tern District of Missouri 
6 pursuant to the Criminal Justice Act. 

Total inclUde. 1.039 court directed prisoner representations oC in milt •• of the U.S. Medical Center for Federal Prisoners at Sprlngrield, Missouri. 
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TOTAL 
CIRCUIT ALL 

AND DEFEND-
DISTRICT ANTS TOTAL 

TOTAL .... 93 '343 14504 

DC •.••••. 100 91 

1ST .... 762 56 

ME ••...•. 65 7 
MA ....... 527 12 
NH ....... 31 -
RI .•••••• 19 11 
PR .•••••• 120 26 

2ND .... 2100 709 

CT ....... 33 32 
NY,N •••••• 631 86 
NY,E •••••• 889 458 
NY,S .••••• 398 108 
NY,W .••.•• 122 24 
VT ....... 27 1 

3RD .... 2 i69 312 

DE ••••.•• 99 3 
NJ ••.•• " 1,421 229 
PA,E ..•••• 342 46 
PA,M ••.••. 210 24 
PA,W ••.••. 94 9 
VI ••.•••• 3 1 

\ 

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

TABLE M-1 U.S. DISTRICT Cc:-onTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF Of;:ENSE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES I 

FooDI TRES-
TRAFFIC THEFT DRUG WEAPONS PASS MAIL 

7739 1762 1855 145 198 390 

1 26 19 6 - 1 . -, . .. 3 22 - - 3 

r - 1 - - -- 1 2 - - -- - - - - -
5 1 f - - 2 - 1 i8 - - 1 

25 154 55 8 8 241 

1 4 17 - 3 3 
22 25 - 5 2 14 - 71 27 3 3 206 

2 43 11 - - 14 - 5 - - - 4 - - - - - -
31 45 32 1 2 20 

- - - - - 3 
1 37 28 1 2 10 

24 1 - - - 2 5 5 2 - - 1 
1 1 2 - - 4 

" 
- 1 - - - -. 

ASSAULT FRAUD OTHER 

208 948 1,259 

2 33 3 

2 2 13 

- - -
1 - 8 - - -
1 1 -- 1 5 

8 122 88 

- 1 3 
1 6 11 
6 92 50 
1 17 14 
- 6 9 - - 1 

- 1 132 48 

- - -- 115 35 
1 6 12 - 10 1 - 1 -- - -





. 

TOTAL 
CIRCUIT ALL 

AND DEFEND-
DISTRICT ArnS TOTAL 

4TH .... 23576 4589 

MD •••.••• 7,898 1,331 
NC,E •..•.• 2,488 158 
NC,M •••... 57 14 
NC,W ..••.. 684 111 
SC ..•.••. 428 57 
VA,E ...••. 11,552 2,869 
VA,W •..••• 426 17 
WV,N ...•.• - -
WV,S ••...• 43 32 

5TH .... 14260 739 

LA,E ••...• 349 25 
LAM ..••.• 75 50 
LA,W ••.••• 1,956 25 
Mf"N ...... 184 11 ....... ~ 716 157 "'0,0. ... , .. 
"rx,t\ ...• " 318 10 
TX,E ••.•.• 135 '16 
TX,S •..••• 3,333 258 
TX,W ...•.• 7,194 187 

6TH .... 5529 473 

KY,E ••..•• 271 9 
KY,W ••••.• 3,309 200 
MI,E .•••.• 249 27 
MI,W •.•.•. 131 31 
OH,N ••.•.• 96 19 
OH,S •••••. 112 14 
TN,E •••••• 380 24 
TN,M ••••.• 907 128 
TN,W •.•.•• 74 21 

\ 

-- - -"----~----~~-------------------------

TABLE M-1 U. S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEF::iIIDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 3D, 1983 

(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAt. PETTY OFFENSES) 

FOODI TRES-
TRAFFIC THEFT DRUG WEAPONS PASS MAIL 

2478 559 888 64 40 12 

960 102 215 4 7 3 
50 36 43 - 1 3 - 2 - - - -
18 17 24 1 13 1 

4 7 2 1 - 2 
1,446 380 602 57 19 2 

- 8 1 1 - -
- - - - - -
- 7 1 - - 1 

7" 136 200 14 19 11 

- 1 7 2 1 4 
- - - 1 - 1 - 9 - - - -- - - - - 2 

56 30 16 1 2 -
3 - 1 1 - 3 
- 3 1 - 2 -

13 17 134 4 1 1 
5 76 41 5 13 -

92 170 35 8 11 9 

- 2 - 1 - -- 127 13 4 1 -
2 6 2 - - 2 
- 17 - - 3 1 
- 1 2 - - 2 
4 2 3 - - 2 
- 4 1 - - 2 

86 10 9 3 6 -
- 1 5 - 1 -

-

ASSAULT FRAUD OTHER 

77 199 272 

24 1 15 
1 14 10 
- 8 4 

25 3 9 
2 38 1 

20 123 220 
4 - 3 
- - -
1 12 10 

10 61 211 

- 6 4 
- - 46 
- 3 13 - 5 4 
8 12 32 
- 1 1 
- 3 7 
2 11 75 
- 20 27 

7 ~6 105 

- - 6 
4 8 4~ - 4 11 
- <\ 6 
1 3 10 - - 3 
- 9 8 
2 5 7 - 3 11 

\ 



~. 
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J 
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TOTAL 
CIRCUIT ALL 

AND DEFEND-
DISTRICT ANTS TOTAL 

7TH .... 2028 242 

IL,N •..••. 1,015 4 
IL,C .••... 24'6 57 
IL,S ••••.. 174 49 
IN,N .••.•. 8 3 
IN,S .••••. 513 108 
WI,E •.•... 33 18 
WI,W .•.•.. 40 3 

8TH .... 1479 435 

AR,E .•.••• 39 15 
AR,W ..•..• 198 6 
IA,N •..... 14 6 
IA,S •••... 218 25 
MN ....... 50 12 
MO,E .••..• 414 34 
MO,W •••... 326 3.22 
NE ..••.•• 49 j; 
NO ••..... 28 3 
SO ••••..• 143 6 

9TH .... 21931 2904 

AK ....... 703 101 
AZ ....... 1,215 131 
CA,N ...... 4,985 263 
CA,E •••.•• 2.597 70 
CA,C ..• _ •• 1,985 160 
CA,S •.•••• 4,266 165 
HI ••...•• 2,248 1,335 
10 ..•..•• 293 8 
MT ....... 255 4 
NV ....... 1,056 98 
OR ••••••• 366 15 
WA,E •.•••• 79 16, 
WA,W ••...• 1883 538 

\ 

-.~--.-----

TABLE M-1 U.S. DISTRICT COOkrS. MISDEMEANO~ CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES) 

FooD/ TRES-
TRAFFIC THI::FT DRUG WEAPONS PASS MAIL 

90 44 22 1 20 17 

1 2 - - - 1 
10 8 3 - 16 5 
11 15 6 1 4 4 

1 - - - - -
66 14 12 - - 2 

1 4 1 .- - 5 
- 1 - - - -

293 18 9 - 1 6 

- 2 1 - - -
2 - 2 - - -
- 3 1 - - 1 
- 2 - - - -
1 1- - - - 3 
- 4 1 - - 1 

290 6 2 - 1 1 
- - 1 - - -- - 1 - - -
- - ~ - - -

1.,885 306 153 18 60 40 

55 6 15 2 10 -
98 11 5 1 - 1 
24 122 38 - 4 3 
19 13 10 3 2 -
3 40 9 9 23 14 
8 17 57 - 4 14 

1,273 35 - 1 8 -
1 1 - - - -
- 1 - - - -
8 - - - - 8 
1 2 - - - -
- 2 1 - 1 -

395 56 18 2 8 -

ASSAULT FRAUD OTHER 

2 10 36 

- - -
1 2 12 
- 2 6 
1 1 -
- 4 10 
- 1 6 
- - 2 

17 32 59 

- 6 6 
- 2 -
- - 1 
- 2 21 - 1 6 

16 4 8 
- 15 7 
- 1 4 
1 - 1 
- 1 5 

48 175 219 

- - 13 
2 2 11 

13 12 47 
4 7 12 

10 29 23 
- 6 59 
8 - 10 
- 3 3 
- - 3 
- 80 2 
1 9 2 
- 4 8 

10 23 26 



TOTAL 
CIliCIHT ALL 

AND DEFEND-
DIS'rRICT ANTS TOTAL 

10TH ... 12319 813 

CO ....... 3.359 125 
KS ••..•.• 2.431 65 
NM ....... 863 30 
OK.N ••.... 20 16 
OK.E •••... 117 21 
OK.W ...•.. 3.7!12 517 
Ui ....... 1.308 17 
WY ....... 429 22 

11TH ... 7290 3141 

AL.N •.••.. 482 175 
AL.M ••.•.• 986 149 
AL.S •.•.. , 5 2 
FL.N .....• 978 54 
FL.M ••••.• 253 65 
FL.S •.•... 353 241 
GA.N ...... 824 281 
GA.M ...... 680 648 
GAS ...... 2729 1526 

\ 

TABLE M-1 U. S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES I 

FOOD/ TRES-
TRAFFIC THEFT DRUG WEAPONS PASS MAIL 

414 129 78 11 18 12 

45 49 11 1 3 3 
28 8 8 - 1 -

2 3 2 - - 1 
- 4 - - - -
- 5 2 - - -

339 46 51 10 1~ 8 
- 8 1 - 1 -
- 6 3 - - -

2342 172 342 14 19 18 

129 13 19 1 - -
115 19 7 - 2 -

- - - - - -
- 24 8 2 9 1 
2 22 14 1 - 1 
5 5 198 1 - 11 

81 54 33 - 1 5 
573 24 23 5 1 -

1,437 11 40 4 6 -

ASSAULT FRAUD OTHER 

13 48 90 

1 8 4 
- 5 15 
1 8 13 
- 4 8 
- 7 7 
8 16 26 
1 - 6 
2 - 11 

21 98 115 

1 2 10 
1 - 5 
- - 2 
4 - 6 
1 11 13 
1 10 10 
6 75 26 
5 - 17 
2 - 26 

'."-



r 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICt TOTAL TRAFFIC 

TOTAL •••.• 79039 53,539 

DC •••.•••• 9 1 

1ST .•.•• 706 510 

ME ••...•.• 58 54 
MA ........ 515 385 
NH •••••.•. 31 13 
RI •..••••• 8 3 
PR •••••••• 94 55 

2ND •...• 1391 870 

CT ...•.••. 1 -
NY,N ...... 545 423 
NY.E ...... 431 234 
NY,S ...... 290 164 
NY,W ...... 98 43 
VT ........ 26 6 

3RD •.••• 1857 1105 

DE •.•••••. 96 53 
NJ . '" .••• 1.192 737 
PA,E ...... 296 172 
PA,M ...... 186 98 
PA,W ...... 85 45 
VI •..••.•• 2 -

\ 

--~--~-~~-------~------~ 

TABLE M-1A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

PETTY OFFENSES 

DRUNK! HUNT! J IIWIlI- FOO-D! DISOR- FISH! 
GRATION DRUG MAIL DERlY CAMP 

9,094 971 350 3,255 4,Z7ID 

- - 4 - 2 

26 5 3 9 118 

- 1 - - -
- - 1 2 106 
- - - 3 10 
- - 1 - 2 

26 4 1 4 -
83 60 40 85 13 

- - - - 1 
29 45 2 5 5 
- 5 - 38 6 
- 9 28 41 1 

40 1 10 'I -
14 - - - -
25 70 118 179 58 

- - 7 5 7 
17 44 52 139 3 

7 6 43 21 1 
- 20 14 13 , 20 
- - 2 1 27 
1 - - - -

I I 
TRES-
PASS THEFT OTHER 

2,971 1,101 3,480 

1 1 -
7 2 26 

- - 3 
5 2 14 
- - 5 
2 - -- - 4 

53 67 120 

- - -
22 7 7 
27 52 69 

3 8 36 
- - 3 
1 - 5 

167 37 98 

11 1 12 
143 27 30 

7 8 31 
4 1 16 
2 - 8 
- - 1 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL TRAFFIC 

4TH •..•. 18987 16169 

MD ••••...• 6,567 6,282 
NC,E ..... ~ 2,330 2,147 
NC,M ...... 43 7 
NC,W 573 141 
SC. _ •••• __ 371 ~{33 

VA,E ...... 8,683 7,155 
VA,W ...... 409 103 
WV,N ...... - -
WV,S ...... 11 1 

5TH •.••• _~~21 6164 

LA,!: ...... 324 112 
lA,M ...... 25 -
lA,W ...... 1,931 757 
MS,N ...... 173 125 
MS,S ...... 559 473 
TX,N ...... 308 164 
TX,E ...... 119 81 
TX,S ...... 3,075 188 
TX,W ...... 7,007 4,264 

6TH ••..• 5056 3958 

KY,E ...... 262 80 
KY,W ...... 3,109 2,654 
MI,E ...... 222 198 
MI,W .... 'O •• 100 60 
OH,N ...... 77 16 
OH,S ...... 98 81 
TN,E ...... 366 200 
TN,"! ...... 779 636 
TN,W ...... 53 43 

\ 

TABLE M-1A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

PETTY OFFENSES 

DRUNK/ HUNT/ 
IMMI- FOOD/ DISOR- FISH/ 

GRATION DRUG MAIL DERlY CAMP 

3 173 36 470 406 

1 4 3 75 36 
- 6 1 10 59 
- 1 3 2 27 
- 98 - 108 82 
- - 3 6 6 
2 59 20 167 133 - 5 2 101 62 
- - - - -- - 4 1 -

4974 103 44 399 1176 

6 10 31 11 96 
- - - - 25 
- 2 1 33 922 
- 4 - 6 7 
- 4 - 62 11 

34 33 4 16 1 
- - - 1 19 

2,738 30 2 9 67 
2,196 20 6 261 38 

4 46 8 214 356 

- 6 - 31 64 
- 5 - 93 89 
- " - 2 10 
4 -, 3 12 16 
- 12 1 27 5 
- - - 6 3 
- 19 3 22 83 
- 2 1 18 83 
- - - 4 3 

TRES-
PASS THEFT OTHER 

920 157 654 

75 4 87 
17 59 31 
- - 3 

26 16 104 
17 - 6 

777 76 294 
9 3 124 
- - -- - 5 

280 87 294 

1 6 61 
- - -

127 37 52 
- - 31 
6 1 2 

23 6 27 
4 - 14 
7 6 38 

112 31 79 

180 40 251 

18 10 53 
147 22 99 

- 1 11 
2 2 10 
- - 16 
2 - 7 
4 2 23 
6 3 30 
1 - 2 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL TRAFFIC 

7TH ..... 1786 1414 

IL,N ...... :,011 765 
IL,C ...... 188 179 
I L,S ...... 125 34 
IN,N ...... 5 5 
IN,S ...... 405 395 
WI,E ...... 15 13 
WI,W ...... 37 23 

8TH ..... 1044 639 

AR,E •• 4 ••• 24 6 
AR,W ...... 192 105 
IA,N ...... 8 -
lA,S 193 161 
MN ........ 38 14 
MO,E ...... 380 312 
MO,W 4 2 
NE ........ 43 2 
NO ........ 25 9 
SO ....... , 137 28 

9TH ..... 19027 9864 

AK ........ 602 574 
AZ ........ 1,084 240 
CA.N ...... 4,722 3,990 
CA,E ...... 2,527 1,339 
CA,C ...... 1,825 765 
CA,S 4,101 605 
HI .....•.. 913 793 
10 ....•••. 285 79 
MT ........ 251 94 
NV •••••••• 958 559 
OR ...•.•.• 351 42 
WA,E ...... 63 21 
'HA,W ...... 1345 763 

~ 

\ 

TAtjLE M-1A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

PETTY OFFENses 

DRUNKI HUNT/ 
Ir.fI!I- FOOD I DISOR- FISH/ 

GRATION DRUG MAIL DERLY CAMP 

- 32 1 92 98 

- 31 1 82 15 
- - - - 2 
- - - 5 66 
- - - - -
- - - 3 3 
- - - 2 -- 1 - - 12 

4 17 3 76 124 

- 2 - 4 6 
2 5 - 31 26 
- - 1 - 5 
- - - 8 9 
2 - - 1 12 
- 10 - 24 13 
- - 1 - -
- - 1 - 12 
- - - - 8 
- - - 8 33 

3921 347 57 1113 1057 

- - - 10 6 
685 10 13 30 23 

- 57 4 73 78 
5 53 2 174 423 
- 97 4 315 192 

3,231 2:i 34 38 37 
- 1 - 57 -
- - - 7 97 
- 4 - 33 17 
- 44 - 130 39 
- 20 - 11 64 
- - - 2 26 
- 28 - 233 55 

TRES-
PASS THEFT 

26 25 

14 22 
1 2 
8 -
- -
2 1 
- -
1 -

67 11 

- -
3 5 
- -
6 -
- 1 
9 3 
1 -

22 -
3 -

23 2 

921 489 

- -
5 16 

284 72 
107 147 
172 75 
91 11 
31 -
17 -
54 8 

9 41 
43 93 

4 1 
104 25 

OTHER 

98 

81 
4 

12 
-
1 
-
-

103 

6 
15 

2 
9 
8 
9 
-
6 
5 

43 

1258 

12 
62 

164 
267 
205 

31 
31 
85 
41 

136 
78 

9 
137 

" 1 

I 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL TRAFc:IC 

10TH •••• 11506 9931 

CO ••••.•.• 3,234 2,869 
KS ••.••••• 2,366 2,266 
NM ••••••.• 833 573 
OK,N • '" • .o •• 4 1 
OK,E ••• 4 •• 96 26 
OK,W 3,275 3,165 
UT ••••••••• 1,291 847 
WY ..... .. 407 184 

11TH ., 4. 4149 2914 

AL,N ......... 307 227 
AL,M ....... 837 818 
AL,S ......... 3 1 
FL,N ...... 924 448 
FL,M •• 'O.o •• 18B 144 
FL,S ... .o ....... 112 50 
GA,N ....... 543 251 
GJ\III ...... 32 11 
Gt\S . -.... 1203 964 

\ 

TABLE M-1A U. S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENOED JUNE 30, 1983 

PETTY OFFENSES 

DRUNK! HUNT! 
1"""1- FOOD! DISOR- FISH! 

GRATION DRUG MAIL DERLY CAMP 

54 48 11 366 582 

13 18 4 79 102 
2 12 3 31 34 

34 4 2 71 92 
- - - - 2 
- 5 - 40 14 
- - - 11 73 
5 2 2 86 181 - 7 - 48 84 

- 71 25 252 289 

- - - 4 23 
- - - 1 11 - - - - 2 - 30 - 105 98 
- 3 - 5 8 
- 4 - - 38 - 29 13 96 55 
- - 1. 1 2 
- 5 10 40 52 --

, c 

TRES-
PASS THEFT OTHER 

136 68 310 

25 24 100 
6 4 8 

10 3 44 
- - 1 
1 - 10 

13 - 13 
46 29 93 
36 8 41 

213 117 268 

24 8 21 
- - 7 
- - -

140 54 49 
7 11 10 
7 - 13 

22 6 71 
1 - 15 

12 38 82 



~ 

\' d 

\ 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRIC1' 

TOTAL ... 
DC ...... 

1ST ... 
ME ...... 
MA ...... 
NH ...... 
RI ...... 
PR ...... 

2ND ... 
CT ...... 
NY.N " ... 
NY.E ..... 
NY.S ..... 
NY.W ..... 
VT ...... 

3RD ... 
DE ..... . 
NJ ...... 
PA,E ..... 
PA,M ..... 
PA,W ..... 
VI ...... 

TOTAL 
ALL 

DEFEND-
ANTS TOTAL 

93643 14504 

100 91 

762 56 

66 7 
527 12 

31 -
19 11 

120 26 

2100 709 

33 32 
631 86 
889 458 
398 108 
122 24 
27 1 

2169 312 

99 3 
1.421 229 

342 46 
2!0 24 

94 9 
3 1 

TABLE M-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1963 

MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES PETTY OFFENSES 

NOT C'.oNVICTED CONVICTED NOT CONVICTED 

WITH- WITH-
OUT COURT JURY AFTER COURT JURY OUT COURT JURY AFTER 

TRIAL TRIAL TIUAL PLEA TRIAL TRIAL TOTAL TRIAL TRIAL TRIAL PLEA 

1859 1497 32 9498 1578 40 79039 16553 5121 9 48860 

- 1 - 90 - - 9 - 1 - 6 

25 4 - 25 1 1 706 105 92 - 366 

- - - 7 - - 58 7 - - 49 
2 1 - c 

'. - 1 516 49 63 - 278 
- - - - - - 31 11 9 - 1 
2 3 - 5 1 - 8 - 4 - 3 

21 - - 5 - - 94 38 16 - 35 

339 10 5 347 6 2 1391 320 75 - 943 

5 - - 27 - - 1 - - - 1 
- - - 86 - - 545 28 3 - 509 

332 - 1 122 2 1 431 210 64 - 128 
2 9 2 90 4 1 290 51 13 - 218 
- - 2 22 - - 98 20 - - 77 
- 1 - - - - 26 11 5 - 10 

75 4 1 224 5 3 1857 333 118 - 1057 

1 - - 2 - - 96 42 6 - :l6 
72 2 1 148 4 2 1,192 160 44 - 793 

2 2 - 41 1 - 296 82 36 - III, 
- - - 24 - - 186 27 25 - 66 
- - - 9 - - 85 ::2 8 - 45 
- - - - - 1 2 - - - 1 

CONVICTED 

COURT JURY 
TRIAL TRIAL 

8491 5 

2 -
143 -

2 -
125 -

10 -
1 -
5 -

53 --
- -
6 -

39 -
8 -
1 -
- -

348 1 

13 -
195 -

61 1 
68 -
10 -

1 -



-...,...... -~ ~ -AI. 

---

TOTAL 
CIRCUIT ALL 

AND DEi<END-
DISTRICT ANTS TOTAL 

4TH ... 23576 4589 

MD ...... 7,898 1,331 
NC,E •..•• 2,488 168 
NC,M ..... 57 14 
NC,W •.••. 684 111 
SC •••••. 428 57 
VA,E ••.•. 11,552 2,869 
VA,W .•.•. 426 17 
WV,N ••••• - -
'ltV,S ••.•• 43 32 

6TH ... 14260 739 

LA,E ••.•• 349 26 
LA,M ..... 75 60 
LA,W ••••• 1,956 26 
MS,N ••..• 184 11 
MS,S ••••• 716 157 
TX,N ..... 318 10 
TX,E .•.•. 135 16 
TX,S ••••• 3,333 268 
TX,W ..••• 7,194 187 

6TH .•• 5629 473 

KY,E •• , •. 271 9 
KY,W •.••• 3,309 200 
MI,E ••.•• 249 27 
MI,W ••••• 131 31 
OH,N •• , .• 96 19 
OH,S ..... 112 14 
TN,E .••.. 380 24 
TN,M •.•.• 907 128 
TN,W •.••• 74 21 

\ 

~-~~--~----------------~~--------~~-

TABLE M-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: • 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES PETTY OFFENSES 

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED NOT CONVICTED 

WITH- WITH-
OUT COURT JURY AFTER COURT JURY OUT COURT JURY AFTER 

TRIAL TRIAL TRIAL PLEA TRIAL TRIAL TOTAL TRIAL TRIAL TRIAL PLEA 
, 

521 1014 2 2216 830 6 18987 3475 2318 - 10072 

251 48 1 946 84 1 6,567 2,027 300 - 3,446 
17 2 - 130 7 2 2,330 120 75 - 2,029 - - - 14 - - 43 2 2 - 37 
46 - - 55 10 - 573 134 12 - 374 

1 - - 55 1 - 371 11 49 - 101 
206 959 1 974 726 3 8,683 1,124 1,819 - 3,868 

- 5 10 2 - 409 66 60 - 208 
- - - - - - - - - - -
- - - 32 - - 11 1 1 - 9 

47 12 - 637 38 5 13521 1616 307 4 10698 

- - - 25 - - 324 26 17 - 203 
- - - 49 - 1 25 - - - 26 
'! 1 - 19 2 - 1,931 171 43 - 1,592 
- - - 11 - - 173 18 2 - 151 

12 6 - 120 19 - 559 50 2 - 501 
1 1 - 8 - - 308 106 8 - 165 
3 - - 11 1 1 119 29 10 - 73 

10 2 - 238 7 1 3,075 114 28 4 2,875 
18 2 - 156 9 2 7,007 1,102 197 - 5,113 

39 20 3 363 47 1 5056 2084 152 - 2497 

2 - - 7 - - 262 33 12 - 211 
22 10 1 145 22 - 3,109 1,460 44 - 1,422 
- - - 25 2 - 222 82 13 - 118 
1 - 1 29 - - 100 25 6 - 70 
3 - - 16 - - 77 21 - - 56 
- 1 - 10 3 - 98 29 8 - 35 
- - 1 16 8 - 366 .:,] 20 - 230 

10 4 - 103 11 - 779 364 42 - 327 
1 6 - 13 1 1 63 7 8 - 28 

CONVICTED 

-
COURT JURY 
TRIAL TRIAL 

3121 1 

793 1 
106 -

2 -
53 -

210 -
1,872 -

85 -
- -
- -

896 - /' 

78 -
- -

125 -
2 -
6 -

29 -
7 -

54 -
595 -
322 1 

6 -
183 -

9 -
- -
- -

26 -
42 1 
46 -
10 -



TOTAL 
CIRCUIT ALL 

AND DEFEND-
DISTRICT ANTS TOTAL 

HH ... 2028 242 

!L,N ..... 1,015 4 
IL,C ..... 245 57 
IL,S ..... 174 49 
IN,N ..... 8 3 
IN,S ..... 513 108 
WI,E ..... 33 18 
WI,W ..... 40 3 

8TH ... 1479 435 

AR,E ..... 39 15 
AR,W ....• 198 6 
IA,N, •... 14 6 
IA,S ..... 218 25 
MN ...... 50 12 
MQ,E ..... 414 34 
MQ,W ..... 326 322 
NE ...... 49 6 
NO ...... 28 3 
SO ...... 143 6 

9TH ... 21931 2904 

AK ...... 703 101 
AZ ...... 1,215 131 
CA,N ..... 4,985 263 
CA,E ..... 2,597 70 
CA,C ..... 1,985 160 
CA,S ..... 4,266 165 
HI ...... 2,248 1,335 
10 ...... 293 8 
MT ...... 255 4 
NV ...... 1,056 98 
OR ...... 366 15 
WA,E ..... 79 16 
WA,W ..... 1883 538 

TABLE M-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY !J. S. MAGISTRI.TES BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES PETTY OFFENSES 

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED NOT CONVICTED 

WITH- WITH-
OUT COURT JURY AFTER COURT JURY OUT COURT JURY AFTER 

TRIAL TRIAL TRIAL PLEA TRIAL TRIAL TOTAL TRIAL TRIAL TRIAL PLEA 

41 10 5 143 40 3 1786 544 224 - 705 

- - - 4 - - 1,011 443 164 - 186 
6 2 1 34 12 2 188 11 19 - 110 

22 2 - 25 - - 125 19 2 - 99 
- - - 3 - - 5 1 - - 4 

13 6 2 59 28 - 405 43 34 - 290 
- - 2 15 - 1 15 2 1 - 5 
- - - 3 - - 37 25 4 - 6 

7 7 2 374 39 6 1044 229 63 - 565 

- - - 15 - - 24 - 2 - 13 
- - - 4 2 - 192 37 19 - 108 
- - 1 5 - - 8 6 - - 1 
- - - 20 - 5 193 73 8 - 33 
- - - 12 - - 38 16 1 - 15 
6 1 - 25 1 1 380 54 16 - 289 
- 6 - 281 35 - 4 - 1 - 3 
- - - 5 1 - 43 ;; - - 35 
1 - 1 1 - - 25 6 1 - 10 
- - - 6 - - 137 32 15 - 58 

503 82 13 2160 137 9 19027 4111 778 4 12816 

24 3 4 66 2 3 602 151 43 - 327 
10 36 1 48 36 - 1,084 95 4 - 974 
65 6 5 157 6 4 4,722 1,393 288 - 2,706 

6 - 2 55 7 - 2,527. 422 132 2 1,700 
18 4 - 124 ':4 - 1,825 371 79 2 1,124 
29 - - 135 1 - 4,101 526 11 - 3,554 

291 16 - 1,011 17 - 913 273 24 - 582 
- - - 8 - - 285 54 7 - 208 
1 - - 3 - - 251 97 10 - 128 
2 2 - 92 1 1 958 367 41 - 485 
- - - 15 - - 361 41 13 - 252 
2 - - 7 7 - 63 18 5 - 20 

35 15 1 440 46 1 1345 293 121 - 756 

CONVICTED 

COURT JURY 
TRIAL TRIAL 

313 -
218 -

43 -
5 -
- -

38 -
7 -
2 -

186 1 

9 -
28 -

1 -
79 -

6 -
21 -- -

3 -
7 1 

32 -
1318 -

81 -
11 -

335 -
271 -
249 -

10 -
34 -

\; -
16 -
65 -
45 -
20 -

175 -
.; 



, 

TOTAL 
CIRCUIT ALL 

AND DEFEND-
DISTRICT ANTS TOTAL 

10TH .. 12319 813 

CO ...•.. 3.359 125 
KS ...... 2.431 65 
NM ...... 863 30 
OK.N ..... 20 16 
OK.E ..... 117 21 
OK.W ..... 3.792 517 
UT ...... 1.308 17 
WY •••••• 429 22 

11TH .. 7290 3141 

AL.N ..... 482 175 
AL.M ....• 986 149 
AL,S ..... 5 2 
FL.N ..... 978 54 
FL.rA ..... 253 65 
FL.S ..... 353 241 
GA,N ..... 824 281 
~~M ..... 680 648 
G S ..... 2729 1526 

\ 

-~---~---------------------------~---------------~~--.----

TABLE M-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES PETTY OFFENSES 

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED NOT CONVICTED 

WITH- WITH-
OUT COURT JURY AFTER COURT JURY OUT COURT JURY AFTER 

TRIAL TRIAL TRIAL PLEA TRIAL TRIAL TOTAL TRIAL TRIAL TRIAL PLEA 

89 7 - 655 59 3 11506 3017 506 1 6845 -
6 2 - 108 9 - 3.234 1.225 111 - 1.792 

11 1 - 41 12 - 2.366 529 195 - 1.262 
1 1 - 24 1 3 833 276 45 - 407 
5 - - 11 - - 4 - 2 - -
- - - 20 1 - 96 6 3 - 72 

64 1 - 422 30 - 3.275 600 78 - 2.479 
- 2 - 11 4 - 1,291 350 45 1 600 
2 - - 18 2 - 407 31 26 - 233 

173 326 1 2264 376 1 4149 719 487 - 2290 

18 7 - 135 15 - 307 116 35 - 117 
25 5 - 106 13 - 837 279 42 - 415 
- - - 1 1 - 3 2 1 - -
1 3 - 41 9 - 924 118 131 - 548 

13 - - 52 - - 188 67 9 - 69 
3 1 - 230 7 - 112 32 13 - 47 

31 10 1 223 15 1 543 73 31 - 363 
2 65 - 527 54 - 32 5 2 - 21 

80 235 - 949 262 - 1203 27 223 - 710 

CONVICTED 

COURT JURY 
TRIAL TRIAL 

1137 -
106 -
3BO -
104 -

2 -
15 -

118 -
295 -
117 -
652 1 

39 -
101 -- -
126 1 

43 -
20 - < , 

76 -
4 -

243 -



~~~~~~~~~~~~~--- ~ ~ 

r 

CIRCUIT SEARCH 
AND WAR-

DISTRICT TOTAL RANTS 

TOTAL ...... 102450 6555 

DC ......... 1040 55 

1ST ...... 3191 212 

ME ......... 123 24 
MA ......... 1,376 126 
NH ........• 218 11 
RI ......... 310 29 
PR ..•...... 1,164 22 

2ND ...... 6793 904 

CT ......... 837 121 
NY,N ....... 442 30 
NY,E ....... 1,918 149 
NY,S ....... 2,615 512 
NY,W ....... 816 77 
VT ......... 165 15 

3RD ...... 5816 471 

DE ......... 166 23 
NJ ......... 1,074 158 
PA,E ....... 2,180 173 
PA,M ....... 241 22 
PA,W ....... 1,167 85 
VI ......... 990 10 

\ 

TABLE M-3 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 6361A) 
DURING THI: TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

,j.. 

ARREST INITIAL 
I'IAR- SUM- APPEAR- PRELIM. BAIL 

RANTS MONSES ANCES EXAMS REVIEWS 

10 957 1053 40 108 4681 8408 

110 - 469 161 79 

189 33 1085 214 210 

8 - 32 12 2 
83 21 482 66 91 
25 8 38 11 10 
23 - 45 44 II 
50 4 488 91 99 

1142 32 3 064 125 423 

106 1 205 25 89 
50 5 156 16 40 

289 13 939 41 115 
632 13 1,257 15 130 

60 - 427 21 24 
5 - 80 7 25 

764 35 1891 384 455 

35 1 57 17 4 
122 1 516 24 48 
384 10 574 232 47 

48 - 100 9 9 
104 23 368 102 63 
71 - 276 - 284 

.1 

GRAND 
JURY ARRAIGN-

SESSIONS MENTS OTHER 

3179 22995 4614 

112 50 4 

173 856 219 

3 18 24 
89 313 115 
36 60 19 
17 90 54 
28 375 7 

390 473 240 

45 179 66 
• ~6 66 43 
212 74 66 

26 4 16 
57 136 14 
14 14 5 

31'0 1207 241 

25 1 3 
124 32 49 
142 551 67 

3 14 36 
76 262 84 - 347 2 . 



CIRCUIT SEARCH 
AND WAR-

n:'iSTRICT TOTAL RANTS 

4TH ...... 7545 512 

MD .....•... 1,793 250 
NC,E ....... 643 16 
NC,M ....... 463 30 
NC,W ....... 1.046 21 
SC .... , .... 1.309 35 
VA,E ........ 1.379 106 
VA,W ....... 263 28 
WV,N ....... 190 19 
WV.S ........ 460 8 

5TH ...... 17446 504 

LA,E ....... 1.713 40 
LA,M ....... 176 11 
LA,W ....... 601 20 
MS,N ....... 173 4 
MS,S ........ 511 36 
TX,N ....... 1.549 75 
TX.E ....... 376 38 
TX.S ....... 7.359 166 
TX.W ........ 4.988 116 

6TH ...... 7240 461 

KY.E ....... 358 49 
KY.W ....... 568 15 
MI.E ........ 2,031 193 
MI,W ....... 1~63 40 
OH,N ....... 1,:ZOO 73 
OH,S .) ..... 658 39 
TN,E ....... 611 28 
TN,M ....... 601 11 
TN,W ....... 960 13 

'\ 

TABLE M-3 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 63BIA) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

ARREST INITIAL 
WAR- SUM- APPEAR- PRElIM. BAIL 

RANTS MONSES ANCES EXAMS REVIEWS 

1 102 120 2378 413 466 

297 - 582 27 115 
44 1 243 20 49 
63 - 261 10 42 

198 75 374 44 52 
176 5 340 85 119 
197 38 391 198 56 

58 1 82 14 5 
23 - 25 7 -
46 - 80 8 28 

1662 193 8934 952 117S 

129 17 528 57 121 
12 1 58 1 19 
58 2 230 15 103 

3 - 80 1 17 
45 - 222 14 26 

170 - 959 98 159 
83 4 91 20 Ht 

397 105 4.274 209 407 
766 64 2.492 537 310 

1063 19 2536 352 289 

67 1 80 30 13 
180 - 176 74 28 
212 14 675 50 90 

54 2 105 8 17 
253 1 234 77 29 
127 1 243 36 32 
121 - 276 30 12 
36 - 296 25 58 
23 - 451 22 10 

: e 

GRAND 
JURY ARRAIGN-

SESSIONS MENTS OTHER 

130 1,932 492 

- 449 73 
24 245 2 

4 21 32 
- 280 1 

20 494 35 
43 176 174 

7 1 67 
3 100 13 

29 166 95 

328 3212 483 

64 743 14 
- 62 12 

15 137 21 
8 56 4 
- 163 6 
.- 26 63 
4 30 90 

133 1.484 185 
104 512 89 

. 337 1,839 344 

16 74 38 
19 33 33 

151 631 15 
23 207 7 
58 396 79 
52 19 109 
- 22 22 

12 57 6 
6 400 35 



r 
I 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL 

7TH ...... 4210 

IL,N ....... 1,615 
IL,C ....... 371 
IL,S ....... 345 
IN,N ....... 440 
IN,S ....... 594 
WI,E ....... 672 
WI,W ....... 173 

8TH ...•.. 6699 

AR,E ....... 597 
AR,W ....... 118 
IA,N ....... 178 
lA,S ....... 463 
MN ••••••••• 1,045 
MO,E ....... 1,215 
MO,W ....... 1,000 
NE .....•... 364 
NO ......... 251 
SO ..••..... 468 

9TH ...•.. 23880 

AK ......... 337 
AZ ......... 2,782 
CA,N ....... 3,063 
CA,E ....... 1,837 
CA,C ....... 4,647 
CA,S •• 4o •••• 6,131 
HI ......... 399 
10 ...•..... 492 
MT ......... 146 
NV ......... 1,681 
OR ...... '" 719 
WA,E ........ 433 
IYA,W ....... 1218 

--~---~------------------------------, 

SEARCH 
WAR-

RANTS 

345 

153 
40 

8 
27 
84 
23 
10 

374 

27 
7 
5 

47 
85 
77 
54 
27 
36 

9 

1791 

53 
105 
272 
177 
478 
213 

75 
30 
11 

131 
144 
22 
80 

TABLE M-3 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 8381A) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

ARREST INITIAL 
WAR- SUM- APPEAR- PRELIM. BAIL 

RANTS MONSES ANCES EXAMS REVIEWS 

565 11 1334 340 195 

289 8 540 220 99 
46 - 78 38 7 33 - 68 19 19 
40 1 111 12 21 101 - 309 33 35 
49 2 224 16 10 

II - 14 3 4 
625 19 1,986 337 422 

42 '- 174 6 10 26 11 31 8 12 14 - 40 5 6 61 - 119 46 22 149 - 284 114 53 194 - 485 58 179 
61 - 416 37 56 3t - 107 II 34 30 8 93 28 14 
17 - 218 25 36 

2117 357 9481 648 2,677 

14 6 52 35 27 143 44 1,290 87 326 
318 75 1,007 92 448 
184 - 506 100 302 
364 14 1,833 34 339 313 - 3,426 102 822 

11 - 100 11 9 82 3 112 47 43 29 13 3t 6 2 350 152 420 13 103 65 42 170 55 41 72 - 127 20 6 182 B 401 46 109 

r 

GRANO 
JURY ARRAIGN-

SESSIONS MF.NTS OTHER 

92 626 502 

7 160 139 
22 90 48 
9 142 57 

10 103 115 
1 5 26 

31 2~O 98 
12 106 19 

63 1,495 398 

2 206 130 
1 18 4 

14 64 30 
13 150 6 
2 312 46 
2 200 20 

18 245 116 
6 108 40 
1 40 1 
6 152 6 

514 5,682 713 

10 117 23 
73 623 191 
11 797 33 
12 549 7 

162 1,224 209 
16 1,072 174 
47 135 11 

4 162 9 - 53 -
107 397 2 
36 136 32 - 183 3 
38 335 19 



r 

\ 

CIRCUIT SEARCH 
AND WAR-

DISTRICT TOTAL RANTS 

10TH ..... 5951 323 

CO ......... 1.663 69 
KS ........• 1.086 107 
NM ......... 886 41 
OK.N ....... 379 46 
OK,E ....... 235 21 
OK,W ....... 642 18 
ur ......... 942 13 
WY ••••••••• 119 8 

11TH ..... 13637 603 

~L,N ....... 843 43 
AL,M ........ 276 21 
AL,S ....... 319 16 
FL,N ........ 190 18 
FL,M ....... 2,252 61 
FL,S ........ 7,625 335 . 
GA,N ....... 1,316 63 

~~M ....... 158 14 
G S ....... 668 32 

.~-~-----..-------------------.--.--~-

TABLE i11-3 U. S. DISTRICT COUI'<'!'S. 
MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGI:5TRATES 

PU::~U~tfl TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION S361A) 
D'IRING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

INITIAL ARREST 
WAR- SUM- APPf-AR- PRELIM. BAIL 

RANTS MONSES ANCES EXAMS REVIEWS 

5~2 175 1,997 269 454 

180 169 672 36 104 
3e, 2 391 12 79 
5(( 2 408 48 79 
61 - 215 13 2 
29 - 54 18 8 

100 2 157 46 27 
73 6 141 75 164 
26 4 59 22 1 

1056 59 4973 486 1660 

63 5 221 18 14 
53 3 69 10 107 
22 - 99 20 25 
12 - 96 2 20 

212 16 695 113 232 
452 12 3,081 238 1,145 
104 12 432 36 68 
31 - 99 14 -

107 11 181 36 49 

GRAND 
JURY ARRAIGN-

SESSIONS MENTS OTHER 

96 ',449 627 

52 435 66 
- 301 157 

16 206 28 
- 35 7 
- 91 14 
5 170 118 

22 211 247 
- - -

575 3974 251 

12 459 8 
7 - 6 
9 125 3 

15 21 6 
165 681 87 
281 2,010 71 

78 471 52 
- - -

18 207 18 

_,"~k_. ___ • __ ._. ________ '~ __ "'....,~, ______ _ 

,._ .•.• _."' ____ ~, _,ok"" .-."..~ -.,~~ .. " .... ~, r_ .. ___ ,",,",_~'~_~~:::;':: _~:;:...,_ .:.:"._. _~ __ ~_ ... _> - ~;:;:-.: ""'-' : :'_~7_. ::-~~-=--":-::!,,.;: ::. 



--~~-~------- - -- --

TOTAL 
CIRCUIT CRIMINAL 

AND CIVIL 
DISTRICT MATTERS 

TOTAL •••••.• 164590 

DC ......... 1603 

1ST ••.•.•. 15100 

ME ......... 671 
MA ......... 6.226 
NH ......... 1.753 
RI .......... 1.876 
PR .......... 4.574 

2ND ••••••• 11 173 

CT ......... 3.857 
NY.N ........ 308 
NY.E •••••••• I 2.910 
NY.S •.••.••• 3.266 
NY,W •.••.••• 536 
VT ......... 296 

3RD ••••.•. 12469 

DE ......... 536 
NJ ......... 9,291 
PA.E ......... 2.410 
PA.M •••.•••• 687 
PA,W .••••••• 3,157 
VI ......... 388 

\ 

~--~--~--------------

TABLE M-4 U.S.DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U. S • C. SECTIONS 636 (B) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 

MOTIONS 

I TOTAL PRHRIAL 636(B) 636(B) 
CRIMINAL CONFERENCES (1) (AI (11 (BI 

28336 3529 18991 2339 

209 - 72 1 

4056 135 3732 62 

61 31 20 10 
3.261 3 3.194 33 

168 31 132 1 
101 28 51 11 
465 42 335 7 

323 4 117 69 

170. 1 102 63 
2. - - -

1:') - - -
12'4 3 7 2 

9 - 8 1 
5 - - 3 

722 5 466 200 

5 - 4 -
13 - 6 -

358 - 165 172 
11 - 6 2 

297 5 255 23 
38 - 30 3 

PROBATION 
REVOCATIONS OTHER 

173 3304 

72 64 

4 123 

- -
3 28 
- 4 - 11 
1 80 

1 132 

- 4 - 2 - 13 
1 111 
-- -
- 2 

1 50 

- 1 
- 7 
- 21 - 3 
1 13 
- 5 

-~~--~-.~ ---



·~-:o- ,. -- -- .-........- .--' ~-..... 

TOTAL 
CIRCUIT CRIMINAL 

AND CIVIL 
DISTRICT MATTERS 

4TH •..•..• 9135 

MD ......... 919 
NC,E ........ 2,435 
NC,M •••••••• 903 
NC,W .•...•.• 114 
SC ......... 1,973 
VA,E ........ 1,065 
VA,W •.•.••.• 1,041 
WV,N •.•..•.• 155 
WV,S •••.••.. 530 

5TH ••••••• 23075 

LA,E ........ 8,276 
LA,M •••••••• 523 
LA,W ••••.•.. 2,479 
MS,N ........ 2,429 
MS,S ........ 4,084 
TX,N .••••••• 1,279 
TX,E ........ 730 
TX,S ........ 1,998 
TX,W •••.•.•• 1,277 

6TH •••••.• 17 742 

KY,E ........ 1,919 
KY,W ........ 991 
MI,E ........ 3,645 
MI,W . ~ . . . . . . 1,555 
OH,N ........ 3,227 
OH,S ........ 3,993 
TN,E ........ 1,093 
TN,M ........ 298 
TN,W ........ 1021 

\ 

TABLE M-4 U.S.DISTRICT COURTS 
PItOCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U. S. C. SECTIONS 636 (B) AND (C) 
DURIf~G THE TWELVE MCNTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 

MOTIONS 

I TOTAL PRETRIAL 636(8) 636(B) 
CRIMINAL CONFERENCES (1I1A) (1 liB) 

1419 139 731 

133 - 3 
806 2 578 

68 - 17 
54 - 40 

229 135 41 
3 - 1 
6 2 1 
8 - 2 

112 - 48 

1895 65 1364 

730 42 562 
22 4 13 

177 15 138 
10 3 7 

272 - 218 
44 1 43 
13 - 5 

333 - 218 
294 - 160 

1568 690 447 

117 1 98 
70 - 29 

463 372 32 
225 153 '42 
493 130 242 

38 1 4 
- - -
- - -

162 33 -

PROBATION 
REVOCATIONS OTHER 

185 3 361 

- - 130 
141 3 82 

1 - 50 
14 - -
18 - 35 
- - 2 
1 - 2 
1 - 5 
9 - 55 

104 9 353 

47 - 79 
2 1 2 
7 - 17 
- - -

21 - 33 
- - -
7 - 1 
7 5 103 

13 3 118 

111 3 317 

8 - 10 
2 - 39 

20 - 39 
1 - 29 

80 3 38 
- - 33 
- - -- - -
- - 129 



TOTAL 
CIRCUIT CRIMINAL 

AND CIVIL 
DISTRICT MATTERS 

7TH ....... 12294 

IL,N ......... 3,161 
IL,C ........ 1,314 
IL,S ......... 962 IN,N ........ 439 IN,S ........ 6,311 
Wr,E ......... 421 
WI,W ........ 686 

8TH ....... 11622 

AR,E ........ 344 
AR,W ........ 298 
IA,N ........ 830 
lA,S ........ 1,019 
MN ........ .- 3,349 
MO,E ......... 2,462 
MO,W ........ 1,353 
NE ............. 1,847 
NO .......... 2 SO ........... 8 

9TH ....... 18915 . 
AK .......... 564 
A7. ......... 678 
CA,N ......... 4,757 
CA,E ........ 1,339 
CA,C ........ 2,057 
CA,S ......... 851 
HI ........... 1,421 
10 ............ 135 
MT ............ -NV ......... 2,253 
OR ......... 3,790 
WA,E ........ 387 
WA,W ........ 683 

\ 

" t 

~----~------------------,~ .. -~- ,----~-

TABLE M-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U. S. C. SECTIONS 838 (B I AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 

MOTIONS 
TOTAL I PRETRIAL 838(B) 836(3) CRIMINAL CONFERENCES (1 )(A) (1 liB) 

971 166 647 166 
106 - 49 27 186 - 168 8 79 1 41 11 73 48 16 -63 1 26 23 266 4 197 66 220 112 61 32 

2994 461 1693 663 
36 - 11 7 3 - 1 2 44 1 38 -184 116 69 -729 - 428 237 1,271 27 753 209 601 308 192 74 122 - 96 24 2 - - -2 - - -

3124 380 1719 310 
230 61 120 32 161 - 3 -260 6 67 26 221 76 138 -217 6 18 1 262 210 7 -263 ,20 220 20 4 2 1 -- - - -978 1 809 145 422 - 325 82 2 -, - 1 104 - 11 3 

PROBATION 
REVOCATIONS OTHER 

7 96 

- 29 - 19 - 26 
- 9 
3 1 - -
4 11 

8 389 

- 18 - -- 6 - -
1 63 
7 270 - 27 
- ~ - 2 
- 2 

24 691 

- 17 - 168 
8 154 - 8 
2 190 
3 42 - 3 - 1 - -
9 14 - 15 - 1 
2 88 



r 
i 

TOTAL 
CIRCUIT CRIMINAL 

AND CIVIL 
DISTRICT MATTERS 

10TH .•.••• 10714 

CO ............... 3,249 
KS ................ 3,634 
NM .................. 1,398 
OK,N ............... 525 
OK,E ............... 61 
OK,W .•.•.••• 471 
UT ............... 1,016 
WY ................ 360 

11TH ••.••• 20848 

-"L,N ............... 1,423 
AL,M .............. 314 
AL,S ............. 2,035 
FL,N .......... 474 
FL,M ............. 5,924 
FL,S ........... 7,247 
GA,N ............. 3,160 
GA,M ........... 18 
GAS .......... 253 

\ 

,ABLE M-4 U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U. S. C. SeCTIONS 636 ( B) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 19D3 

CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 

MOTIONS 

I TOTAL PRETRIAL \336(B) 636(B) 
CRIMINAL CONFERENCES (1I1A) (1 liD) 

645 408 30 

331 253 1 
155 145 6 
39 - 22 
13 10 ~ 

- - -
6 - 1 

101 - -
- - -

10410 1086 8173 

686 279 299 
- - -

174 2 168 
48 - 2 

2,652 511 1,779 
5,572 57 5,165 
1,180 237 710 

- - -
98 - 50 

PROBATION 
REVOCATIONS OTHER 

21 - 186 

- - 77 
4 - -

17 - -
- - 3 
- - -- - 5 
- - 101 
- - -

567 41 543 i 
108 - -- - -

4 - -- - 46 
107 28 227 
137 7 206 
187 6 40 

- - -
24 - 24 



CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND CIVIL 

DISTRICT MATTERS 

TOTAL ••• 110578 

DC •••••• 1 a84 

1ST ••• 10603 

ME •••.•• 597 
MA ...... 2,841 
NH ...... 1,542 
RI •••••• 1,648 
PR •.• , •. 3,975 

2ND ••• 9870 

CT ...... 3,366 
NY,N .•••• 3 
NY,E •••.• 2,731 
NY,S •• , •• 2,981 
NY,W ••••. 519 
VT ...... 270 

3RD •.• 9394 

DE .••••• 36 
NJ .••.•• 5,188 
PA,E ••••• 1,364 
PA.M .•••• 127 
PA,W ••••. 2,339 
VI •••••• 340 

\ 

~ ----~---~--.....------------------

TABLE M4-A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 836(B) AND (C) 
DURING THE Tl'tELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
TOTAL 

PRETRIAL 636(B) 636(B) CIVIL l -' CIVIL CONFERENCES (1I1A) (1 liB) OTHER CASES STATE FEDERAL RIGHTS 

29695 65742 7071 8070 2G 676 5632 2350 10561 

405 880 25 74 10 - - -
1255 8359 812 177 441 148 6 117 

262 224 109 2 13 - - -
61 2,440 319 21 124 37 4 42 

348 1,104 86 4 43 29 2 12 
81 1,240 246 81 127 13 - 16 

503 3,361 52 69 134 69 - 47 

4678 4156 935 201 980 190 62 329 

419 2,228 650 69 321 53 2 170 
3 - - - 303 79 33 132 

1,826 710 83 112 166 6 3 -
1,740 1,081 159 1 161 47 24 25 

480 38 - 1 8 3 - -
110 99 43 18 21 2 - 2 

3655 4658 1,038 43 2353 330 184 1331 

4 27 5 - 495 16 72 394 
2,493 2,096 567 32 90 34 2 35 

893 421 43 7 688 160 31 311 
2 98 27 - 549 50 66 317 

42 1,900 396 1 521 60 13 274 
221 116 - 3 10 10 - -

SECJ(I?)N 
636 C 

SOCIAL SPECIAL CONSENT 
SECURITY MASTER CASES 

6588 - 545 31~;~ 

- 10 110 

168 2 13 

13 - 3 
39 2 9 - - -
98 - 1 
18 - -

357 42 271 

96 - 178 
58 1 1 

156 1 38 
30 35 8 
- 5 38 

17 - 8 

483 25 86 

13 - -
1 18 41 

186 - 32 
115 1 7 
168 6 6 

- - -



r 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND CIVIL 

DISTRICT MATTERO 

4TH ... 4841 

MD ...... 312 
NC,E ..... 1,219 
NC,M ..... 623 
NC,W ...•. 13 
SC ...... 1,176 
VA,E ..... 623 
VA,W ..... 505 
WV,N .•..• 68 
WV,S ..... 302 

5TH .•. 17 375 

LA,E •.... 6,920 
LA.M ..... 35-; 
LA,W ..... 1.858 
MS,N ..... 2,242 
MS.S ..... 3,457 
TX,N ..... 762 
TX,E •.... 495 
TX,S ..... 709 
TX.W ....• 681 

6TH ... 10356 

KY,E ..... 1.468 
KY,W ..... 622 
MI,E •.... 1,250 
MI,W ..... 895 
OH.N •.... 2,299 
OH.S ..... 2,312 
TN,E .•... 921 
TN,M ..... 169 
TN.W ..... 420 

\ 

,----~------------------~----------------------~----------------

TABLE M4-A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISDOSED OF BY U.S. MAG!STIlATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(8) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
TOTAL 

PRETRIAL 636(B) 636(8) CIVIL I I CIVIL CONFERENCES (1I1A) (1 liB) OTHER CASES STATE FEDERAL RIGHTS 

1104 3142 314 281 2875 499 139 1 164 

151 69 58 34 474 78 23 279 
220 782 161 56 410 72 12 298 
262 280 27 54 212 63 12 92 

- 9 - 4 47 30 12 5 
17 1.139 14 6 568 49 38 107 
91 454 - 78 439 154 27 210 

362 80 20 43 530 19 11 140 - 41 26 1 79 27 3 24 
1 288 8 5 116 17 1 9 

3872 12623 589 291 3805 1274 260 1724 

1.818 4,878 136 88 626 136 23 265 
152 93 94 12 150 53 B 62 
560 1,263 20 15 444 204 20 139 
119 1,996 56 9 177 40 3 95 
207 2,99~ 186 70 355 160 2 146 
351 361 41 9 473 265 64 119 
210 261 6 28 222 47 43 102 
300 358 16 36 966 255 55 604 

95 429 33 24 402 114 42 192 

1742 6970 699 945 6818 800 374 2119 

58 1,344 53 13 334 30 165 46 
45 481 18 78 299 107 11 133 

211 932 47 60 1.932 175 57 640 
4 819 51 21 435 60 7 220 

676 1,342 212 70 435 94 16 50 
562 861l 191 691 1.643 210 22 758 
128 683 104 6 172 16 3 63 

18 160 - 1 129 - - 2 
41 351 23 6 439 108 103 207 

~ 

SOCIAL SPECIAL 
SECURITY MASTER 

993 80 

92 2 
27 1 
55 -- -

311 63 
38 10 

359 1 
25 -
86 3 

414 133 

80 122 
27 -
77 4 
39 -
43 4 
24 1 
30 -
40 2 
54 -

2375 160 

88 15 
48 -

1,021 39 
148 -
272 3 
573 80 

90 -
124 3 

11 10 

SECTION 
B3S(C) 

CONSENT 
CASES 

419 

94 
65 

8 
-
1 

157 
75 
18 

1 

330 

14 
64 

2 
4 

163 
7 

61 
16 
9 

444 

60 
16 
6 -

200 
23 

129 
-

11 

.'\0( 
r , 



CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND CIVIL 

DISTRICT MATTERS 

7TH .. , 10387 

IL,N ..... 2,949 
IL,C ..... 1,099 
IL,S ..... 544 
IN,N ..... 357 
IN,S ..... 4,B29 
WI,E ..... 134 
WI,W .... , 455 

BTH .. , 6 B75 

AR,E ..... 25 
AIl,W ..... 218 
IA,N .•... 701 
lA,S ....• 817 
MN ...... 2,357 
MQ,E ..... 9B7 
MO,W ..... 293 
NE ...... 1,477 
NO ...... -
SO ...... -

9TH ... 13664 

AK ...... 301 
AZ ...... 115 
CA,N ..... 4,4B5 
CA,E ..... 951 
CA,C .... , 1,155 
CA,S ..... 6B4 
HI ...... 1,15B 
10 ..•... 2 
MT ..... , -
NV ...... 1,234 
OR ..... , 3,111 
WA,E ..... 2B2 
WA,W ..•.. 276 

\ 

--------------~-----------------~---------------------- ---------------~~----------------------------------------~~---~ --

TABLE M4-A U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDINGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U. S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 2B U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(BI AND (CI 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 19B3 

CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
TOTAL 

PRETRIAL 636(BI 636(BI CIVIL I I CIVIL 
CONFERENCES (1 II A) (111BI OTHER CASES STATE FEDERAL RIGHTS 

4107 4686 576 999 956 168 282 353 

1,658 934 299 58 107 6 13 9 
524 533 24 18 30 - - 3 
137 288 15 104 339 38 112 185 
lB5 93 51 28 9 - 3 -

1,215 2,691 132 791 429 114 153 130 
41 43 5e - 31 - 1 26 

347 103 5 - 11 - - -
2267 3670 550 38B 1653 275 458 611 

5 19 1 - 283 66 1 117 
12 178 2B - 77 9 3 35 

167 446 29 69 85 19 10 43 
509 240 43 25 18 1 - 12 

1,041 1,131 116 69 263 2B 115 31 
13B 432 182 235 204 75 17 9 
67 161 75 - 469 21 304 97 

338 1,063 76 - 248 56 5 167 
- - - - - - - -
- - - - 6 - 3 -

1442 7439 906 3867 2137 472 24B 805 

54 200 39 B 33 8 6 14 
6 102 4 3 402 112 21 256 

422 634 29 3,400 12 - - -
25 773 14B 5 167 - 11 14 

130 801 198 26 086 212 139 12B 
361 207 12 4 5 - - 1 
121 941 40 56 - - - -

2 - - - 129 6 6 BB 
- - - - - - - -

25 1,159 34 16 41 21 2 1 
260 2,460 322 69 257 39 25 64 

6 49 11 217 103 14 14 74 
31 113 69 63 303 60 24 165 

SECTION 
636(CI 

SOCIAL SPECIAL CONSENT 
SECURITY MASTER CASES 

152 11 664 

70 9 24 
27 - 16 

4 - 362 
6 - 170 

30 2 41 
4 - 3B 

11 - 13 

361 48 265 

99 - 4 
30 - 4 
13 - 50 
5 - 59 

BB 1 37 
103 - 95 

- 47 12 
20 - 4 
- - -
3 - -

5B7 25 409 

5 - 2 
13 - -

1 11 70 
142 - -
206 - 17 - 4 76 

- - -
29 - -- - -
17 - -

127 2 163 
1 - 56 

46 B 25 



CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND CIVIL 

DISTRICT MATTERS 

10TH .. 8931 

CO .••••• 2,716 
KS ...... 3,268 
NM ...... 1,159 
OK,N ..... 479 
OK,E ..... 1 
OK,W ..... 196 
UT ...... 779 
WY ...... 333 

11TH .. 6928 

AL,N ..... 297 
AL,M ..... 48 
AL,S ..... 1,476 
FL,N ..... 16 
FL,M ..... 2,535 
FL,S ..... 1,155 
GA,N ..... 1,355 
GA,M ..... -
GAS ..... 46 

\ 

TABLE M4-A U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
PROCEEDHIGS AND CASES DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANt TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(B) AND (C) 
DURING THe TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 
TOTAL 

PRETRIAL 636(B) 636(B! CIVIL I I CIVIL CONFERENCES (1 II A) (1 liB) OTHER CASES STATE FEDERAL RIGHTS 

4846 3299 159 627 1138 307 110 585 

2.256 430 6 '24 202 40 22 140 
1,436 1,787 39 6 211 43 - 164 

289 788 26 56 200 69 25 79 
52 36 53 338 33 17 2 1 
- 1 - - 60 34 7 -

125 48 13 10 269 70 49 110 
543 101 21 114 136 27 4 72 
145 108 1 79 27 7 1 19 

422 5861 468 177 3510 1 179 227 1523 

54 198 39 6 440 156 56 202 
- 48 - - 266 68 13 160 

43 1,210 223 - 385 110 2 220 
11 - - 5 410 108 66 190 

197 2,248 24 66 737 238 13 344 
11 1,084 13 47 520 240 46 166 
92 1,065 146 52 625 240 31 180 
- - - - 18 18 - -

14 8 23 1 109 1 - 61 

SECTION 
G36(C) 

SOCIAL SPECIAL CONSENT 
SECURITY MASTER CASES 

136 - 29 

- - -
4 - 5 

27 - -
13 - -
19 - -
40 - 9 
33 - -
- - 15 

562 19 87 

12 14 -
25 - 15 
50 3 17 
46 - 28 

141 1 13 
68 - 3 

173 1 6 
- - -

47 - 5 

Q 



r 

CIRCUIT I 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL 

TOTAL .... 2878 

DC ...•... !7 

1ST .... 143 

ME ...•..• 1 
MA ....... 41 
NH ....... 3 
RI ••••.•• 87 
PR ..••..• 11 

2ND .... 180 

CT ....••• 60 
NY,N ...•.. 3 
NY,E ••.... 14 
NY,S ....•. 90 
.,vw .... " ......... . _ . 
VT ....... 13 

3RD .... 59 

DE ••.••.• 9 
NJ •••••.• 8 
PA,E •...•. 10 
PA,M ..•••• 1 
PA,W •.•••• 29 
VI •••...• 2 

\ 

------~------~---~--------------~--------------------------------~---,----

TABLE M-5 U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
EVIDENTIARY PROCEEDINGS CONDUCTED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U. S. C. SECnONS 636 (B) AND (C) 
DURING TtlE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

HEARINGS (SECTION 636 (B) ( 1 ) (B) ) SPECIAL MASTER 
(SECTION 636(B 121) 

paISONER PETITIONS 

STATE I FEDERAL I CIVIL WITH WITHOUT 
CRIMINAL CIVIL HABEAS HABEAS RIGHTS TOTAL HEARING HEARING 

916 863 314 134 651 545 209 336 

13 4 - - - 10 4 6 

27 79 15 - 22 2 2 -
- 1 - - - - - -

15 5 13 - 8 2 2 -- 3 - - - - - -
6 65 2 - 14 - - -
6 5 - - - - - -

59 81 12 3 25 42 28 14 

14 14 10 1 21 - - -
- 1 1 - 1 1 - 1 
- 13 1 - - 1 1 -

40 46 - 2 2 35 24 11 
~ - - - - !; 3 2 
5 ·7 - - 1 - - -

13 5 5 2 34 25 14 11 

- - 1 2 6 - - -
5 1 2 ~ - 18 13 5 
4 3 2 - 1 - - -
- 1 - - - 1 1 -
2 - - - 27 6 - S 
2 - - - - - - -

". 

CONSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
TERMINATED (SECTION 636(C) I 

AFTER TRIAL 

I WITHOUT NON-
TOTAL TRIAL JURY JURY 

3127 2237 307 583 

110 87 19 4 

13 7 1 5 

3 2 - 1 
9 5 1 3 - - - -
1 - - 1 
- - - -

271 211 19 41 

178 161 3 14 
1 - - 1 

38 22 8 8 
8 2 - 6 

32 25 e 5 
8 1 - 7 

86 52 15 19 

- - - -
41 26 6 10 
32 17 7 8 

7 7 - -
6 3 2 1 
- - - -



- -,.- -~ ~ -.... 

r 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL 

4TH .... 316 

MO ....... 52 
NC,E ...... 68 
NC,M ...... 12 
NC,W ...... 13 
SC ....... 41 
VA,E ...... 65 
VA,W ...... 58 
WV,N ...... 24 
WV,S ...... 3 

5TH .... 354 

LA,E ...... 53 
LA,M ...... 35 
LA,W ...... 25 
MS,N ..•... 29 
MS,S ...... 11 
TX,N ...... 6 
TX,E ...... 38 
TX,S ...... 107 
TX,W ...... 50 
CZ ....... -

6TH .... 152 

KY,E . '" .. 27 
KY,W ..•... 13 
MI,E ...... 22 
MI,W ...... 13 
OH,N ...... 66 
OH,S ...... 7 
TN,E ...... 2 
TN,M ...... 2 
TN,W ...... 11 

\ 

TABLE M-6 U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
EVIDENTIARY PROCEEDINGS CONDUCTED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 2B U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(B) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDI1D JUNE 30, 19B3 

HEARINGS (SECTION 636(B)(1)(B)) SPECIAL MASTER 
ISECTION 6361B 11211 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

STATE I FEDERAL I CIVIL WITH WITHOUT 
CRIMINAL CIVIL HABEAS HABEAS RIGHTS TOTAL HEARING HEARING 

50 10~ 22 7 132 BO 36 44 

- 14 4 2 32 2 1 1 
21 13 8 4 12 1 1 -

2 7 1 - 2 - - -
8 3 1 1 - - - -

15 19 2 - 5 63 30 33 
1 12 4 - 38 10 - 10 
- 18 1 - 39 1 1 -
3 19 - - 2 - - -
- - 1 - 2 3 3 -

36 92 72 12 142 133 45 88 

- 12 11 - 30 122 37 86 
17 5 9 - 4 - - -
6 7 11 - 1 4 4 -
- 10 3 - 16 - - -
1 4 5 - 1 4 2 2 
- 1 4 - 1 1 1 -
2 2 6 11 17 - - -
3 25 11 - 68 2 1 1 
7 26 12 1 4 - - -
- - - - - - - -

16 BO 2i5 18 13 150 36 114 

7 4 1 14 1 15 9 6 
1 6 6 - 1 - - -
- 5 6 2 9 39 12 27 
1 12 - - - - - -
7 37 11 - - 3 - 3 
- 5 2 - - 80 8 72 
- 2 - - - - - -
- 1 - - 1 3 2 1 
- 8 - 2 1 10 5 5 

-
" 

CONSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
TERMINATED ISECTION 63SICII 

AFTER TRIAL 

I WITHOUT NON-
TOTAL TRIAL JURY JURY 

419 296 19 104 

94 67 5 22 
66 40 10 15 

8 7 - 1 
- - - -
1 - - 1 

157 108 4 45 
75 56 - 19 
18 17 - 1 

1 1 - -
330 206 39 85 

14 10 3 1 
64 26 - 38 

2 1 - 1 
4 3 - 1 

163 130 16 17 
7 - - 7 

61 24 15 12 
16 8 4 4 
9 4 1 4 
- - - -

444 317 57 70 

60 42 4 14 
16 6 10 -
6 2 3 -
- - - -

200 172 10 18 
23 18 1 4 

129 73 28 28 
- - - -

11 4 1 6 



CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL 

7TH '" . 161 

IL,N .•.••• 35 
IL,C •••••• 2 
IL,S •.•••• 23 
IN,N •.•••• I' B 
IN,S •.•.•• 12 
WI,E ••••.• 10 
WI,W •••••• 71 

8TH '" . 626 

AR,E ..•.•• 46 
AR,W •.•••• 15 
IA,N •.•••• 6 
IA,S .••... 20 
MN ., ••••• 156 
MO,E •••.•. 250 
MO,W •••••• 95 
NE ••••••• 37 
NO ••••••• -
SO •.••••• 1 

9TH .. , . 266 

AK ....... 30 
AZ ....... 11 
CA,N ...... 16 
CA,E •••••• -
CA,C •••.•• 30 
CA,S ..•••• 21 
HI ••.•.•• 67 
10 ......• 10 
MT .•••..• ~ -
NV ....... 55 
OR .•••.•• 12 
WA,E .••••• -
WA,W •.•••• 14 
GUAM ..... -
NMI ...... -

\ 

TABLE M-6 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
IJt'IDENTIARY PROCEEDINGS CONDUCTED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(B) Arm (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

HEARINGS (SECTION 636(B)(1)(B)) SPECIAL MASTER 
(SECTION 636(B, (2)) 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

STATE I FEDERAL I CIVIL WITH WITHOUT 
CRIMINAL CIVIL HABEAS HABEAS RIGHTS TOTAL HEARING HEARING .,. 

91 35 3 2/L 12 11 6 5 

10 16 - 5 4 9 6 3 
- - - - 2 - - -- 1 2 14 6 - - -
1 6 - 1 - - - -
3 8 1 - - 2 - 2 
9 1 - - - - - -

6B 3 - - - - - -
347 153 27 39 60 48 lB 30 

- - 12 1 33 - - -
- B - - 7 - - -
1 4 - 1 - - - -- B 1 - 11 - - -

113 -13 - - - 1 1 -
174 5B 9 6 3 - - -
39 17 5 30 4 47 17 30 
20 15 - - 2 - - -
- - - - - - - -- - - 1 - - - -

107 112 12 15 20 25 10 15 

12 17 - 1 - - - -
- - 2 - 9 - - -

12 4 - - - 11 3 8 
- - - - - - - -
3 5 5 13 4 - - -
1 20 - - - 4 3 1 

27 40 - - - - - -
1 - 2 - 7 - - -- - - - - - - -

43 9 2 1 - - - -
7 5 - - - 2 1 1 
- - - - - - - -
1 12 1 - - B 3 5 
- - - - - - - -
- - - - - - - -

CONSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
TERMINATED (SECTION 636(C)) 

AFTER TRIAL 

I WITHOUT NON-
TOTAL TRIAL JURY JURY 

664 4B7 32 145 

24 13 1 10 
16 14 I 1 

362 240 6 116 
170 149 12 9 

41 30 5 6 
3B 32 5 1 
13 9 2 2 

265 162 52 51 

4 - 1 3 
4 3 1 -

50 39 3 B 
59 42 B 9 
37 24 5 B 
95 46 33 16 
12 6 1 5 

4 2 - 2 
- - - -
- - - -

409 318 46 45 

2 2 - -
- - - -

70 51 5 14 
- - - -

17 10 3 4 
76 69 1 6 - - - -
- - - -
- - - -
- - - -

163 114 33 16 
56 50 4 2 
25 22 - 3 
- - - -
- - -. -



r 

CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT TOTAL 

10TH ... 204 

CO ....... 86 
KS ••.•••. 2 
NM ....... 22 
OK.N ••.•.• 16 
OK.E •• 11 
OK.W •••••• 57 
UT ....... 6 
WY ....... 4 

11TH ... 400 

AL.N ••.••• 15 
AL.M, ••..• 31 
AL.S .••..• 72 
FL.N •••.•• 2 
FL.M •••••• 121 
FL.S ••.••• 40 
GA.N •••••• 78 
GA.M ...... 1 
GAS ...... 40 

\ 

< .. 

TAOLE M-6 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
EVIDENTIARY PROCEEDINGS CONDUCTED OY U.S. MAGISTRATES 

PURSUANT TO TITLE 20 U.S.C. SECTIONS 636(0) AND (C) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

.-
HEARINGS (SECTION 636(0)(1)(0)) SPECIAL MASTER 

(SECTION 636(0 (2)) 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

STATE I FEDERAL I CIVIL WITH WITHOUT 
CRIMINAL CIVIL HABEAS HABEAS RIGHTS TOTAL HEARING HEARING 

9 69 42 9 75 - - -
- 1 7 8 70 - - -
1 1 - - - - - -
7 1 14 - - - - -
- 7 9 - - - - -
- - 11 - - - - -
- 54 - 1 2 - - -
1 5 - - - - - -- - 1 - 3 - - -

148 48 79 9 116 19 10 9 

5 5 2 1 2 14 5 9 
- - 15 - 16 - - -
- 3 7 - 62 3 3 -
- 1 - 1 - - - -

61 19 38 1 2 1 1 -
30 4 2 3 1 - - -
45 16 14 3 - 1 1 -- - 1 - - - - -

7 - - - 33 - - -

CONSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
TERMINATED (SECTION 636(C)) 

AFTER TRIAL 

I WITHOUT NON-
TOTAL TRIAL JURY JURY 

29 24 1 4 

- - - -
5 2 1 2 
- - - -
- - - -- - - -
9 7 - 2 
- - - -

15 15 - -
87 70 7 10 

- - - -
15 14 - 1 
17 10 6 1 
28 28 - -
13 9 1 3 
3 - - 3 
6 4 - 2 - - - -
5 5 - -



r 

\ 
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i 
. I 

Circuit 
and 

District 

Total ••••••• 

DC .......... 

1st eir •••.•• 

ME •••••••••• 
MA •••••••••• 
NH •••••••••• 
RI ........... 
PR .......... 

2nd Cir •••••• 

CT .......... 
NY, N •••••••• 
NY, E •••••••• 
NY,S •••• '* ••• 
NY, W •••••••• 
VT ........... 

300 eir •••••• 

DE .......... 
NJ ••••••••••• 
PA,E ;10 i .. , •••• 

PI., M •••••••• 
PA, W •••••••• i 
VI ........... 

4th eir •••••• 

MD •••••••••• 
NC, E •••••••• 
NC, M •••••••• 
NC, W •••••••• 
SO •••.••..••. 
VA,E ........ 
VA, W •••••••• 
WV, N •••••••• 
WV,S ......... 

5th eir •••••• 

LA,E · ........ 
LA, M •••••••• 
LA, W •••••••• 
MS,N ........ 
MS, S ••••••••• 
TX, N •••••••• 
TX,E · ....... 
TX, S ••••••••• 
TX, W •••••••• 

6th eir •••••• 

KY, E •••••••• 
KY, W •••••••• 
MI, E ••••••••• 
MI, W · ....... 
OH, N •••••••• 
OH,S · ....... 
TN,E · ....... 
TN, M •••••••• 
TN, W •••••••• 

" 

Table P-l 
U.S. District Courts 

Passport Applications, Petitions Cor Naturalization and Aliens Naturalized 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Passport Petitions Passport Petitions 
Appll- for Aliens Circuit Appli- Cor 
cations Natural- Natural- and cations Natural-

Processed izatlon ized District Processed ization 

11,800 172,877 166,121 7th Cir •••••• - 14,621 

- 641 598 ffi, N ..••••••• - 12,174 
IL, C ......... - 429 

19 6,378 7,004 IL, S ......... - 204 
IN, N ••••••••• - 740 

- 224 229 IN, S ••••••••• - 487 
- 4,230 4,814 WI, E ••••••••• - 523 - 68 74 WI, W · ....... - 64 

19 1,123 887 - 733 1,000 8th eir •••••• 17 4,975 

9 33,878 32,810 AR, E •••••••• - 146 
AR, W •••••••• - 61 

9 2,405 2,789 lA, N ••••••••• - 216 
- - - lA, S ••••••••• - 365 
- 19,9$4 19,955 MN •••••••••• - 1,758 
- 10,711 9,325 MO,E •••••••• - 1,072 
- 621 e25 MO, W •••••••• 17 605 - 147 116 HE · ....... ' .... - 425 

ND •••••••••• - 235 
3,069 9,055 7,835 SD ••••••••••• - 92 

- 316 308 9th Cir •••••• - 46,963 
- 4,694 3,236 
- 2,222 2,347 AI{ •••••••••• - 440 
- 291 411 AZ · ......... - 2,086 
- 802 757 CA, N •••••••• - 12,440 

3,069 730 776 CA, E •••••••• - 1,511 
CA, C •••••••• - 11,786 

830 8,502 8,194 CA,S · ........ - 5,001 
HI ........... - 6,588 

- 3,525 3,074 m .•...•..... - 230 
- 810 780 MT •••••••••• - 144 
- 249 222 NV · ......... - 940 
- 338 338 OR ••••••••• tI - 1,372 
- 301 226 WA,E •••••••• - 512 

35 2,847 2,895 WA, W •••••••• - 2,443 
93 205 371 GU •••• ~ •••••• - 1,1170 

121 74 123 NMI •••••••••• - -
581 153 165 

10th Cir ••••• 1,751 5,101s 
2,792 18,562 13,913 

CO ...... • "' •• - 1,522 
- 518 457 KS •••••••.•••• - 1,044 
- 53 68 NM •••••••••• - 633 

1,521 200 249 OK, N •••••••• - 510 
- 71 73 OK, E •••••••• - 78 - 100 46 OK, W •••••••• 1,751 585 

1,271 2,818 2,676 UT · ......... - 694 
- 565 538 WY ••••• 'I' ••• - 42 
- 6,044 5,027 
- 8,193 4,779 11th eir ...... 7 16,853 

3,305 7,341 71574 A~..., N •••••••• - 239 
At, M •••••••• - 115 

671 205 189 AL, S •••••.••• - 126 
- 34? 333 FL, N · . " ..... 5 563 
- 2,34(j 2,500 FL, M •••••••• 2 2,708 

1,595 730 677 PL, S •• c. ~ ••••• - 1l,154 
1,040 1,738 1,977 GA, N •••••••• - 1,255 

- 1,228 1,222 GA, M •••••••• - 246 
- 140 161 GA, S • •••• OJ " • - 447 
- 239 241 
- 373 274 

Aliens 
Natural-

ized 

18,000 

14,905 
607 
153 
850 
591 
830 

64 

5,029 

181 
45 

207 
477 

I,J!i2 
92f~ 
572 
443 
234 

88 

, 44,754 

470 
1,997 

13,089 
1,562 

12,144 
5,673 
3,355 

291 
112 
642 

1,390 
487 

2,227 
1,315 

-
5,336 

1,816 
1,116 

496 
501 
100 
638 
627 

42 

15,074 

252 
90 
9&' 

534 
2,352 

10,146 
925 
250 
426 

, 



-".- '-, ~ --IT. 

Circuit 
and 

District 

Total 

Total 
DC 

DC 

Ct of 
Appeals 

1st 
Circuit 

ME 

MA 

NH 

" -.-
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts Distrif.~t ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Whi~h sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed mentsl Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned mentsl Days cuit cuit 

213 480 4,305 2,428 1,877 480 4,305, 2,428 1,877 

2 4 128 128 - 6 130 128 2 

- - - - - - - Robinson DC Ct of App 1 122 122 -
Bark DC Ct of App 3 6 6 -
Weiner PA,E 2 2 - 2 

2 Robinson DC 1 122 122 -
Bark DC 3 6 6 -

I 10 27 154 94 60 34 434 94 340 

1 Gigncux2 FL,S 4 28 - 28 Porter2 OH,S 2 44 - 44 
Mazzon~ MA 8 24 24 -
Timbe~s 2nd Cir ct of App 2 11 - 11 
BonsaI NY,S 1 9 - 9 
Coffin2 1st Clr Ct of App 1 1 1 -

5 Wyzanski2 CA,N 3 29 - 29 Aldrich2 1st Cir Ct of App 1 45 45 -
SC 1 1 - 1 Watson Ct of IntI Trade 3 16 - 16 

Mazzone ME B 24 24 - Bownes 1st Cir ct of App 1 4 4 -
Caffrey NIl 1 6 6 - Tjonat 11 th Cir Ct of App 1 1 - 1 

RI 1 1 1 -
Zobel RI 2 5 5 -
Nelson FL,S 1 2 - 2 

- - - - - - - Nort~rop2 MD 1 62 - 62 
Gray CA,C 1 32 - 32 
Boyle RI 2 7 7 -

<- - Caffrey MA 1 6 6 -



. ..,.- -,~ -_. 

Circuit 
'1nd 

l.:.strict 

RI 

PR 

Ct of 
Appeals 

2nd 
Circuit 

CT 

NY,N 

NY,E 

\ 
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Table V-I 
U.s. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent en 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- '1'otal Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cult 

1 Boyle NH 2 7 7 - Watson Ct of Intl Trade 1 37 - 37 
Zobel MA 2 5 5 -
Caffrey MA 1 1 1 -
Bownes 1st Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
Maletz2 Ct of Intl Trade 1 1 - 1 

- - - - - - - Grant2 IN, N 1 57 - 57 
Watson Ct of Intl Trade 1 36 - 36 
Merhige VA,E 1 34 - 34 

3 Aldrich2 MA 1 45 45 -
Bownes MA 1 4 4 -

RI 1 1 1 -
Coffin2 ME 1 1 1 -

14 43 398 303 95 32 303 303 -
- - - - - - - Murphy2 NY,S 3 44 44 -

Winter 2nd Cir Ct of App 2 23 23 -
MansCield2 2nd Clr Ct of App 1 17 17 -
Gagliardi NY,S 1 1 1 -

- - - - - - - MacMahon2 NY,S 5 51 51 -
2 Constantino NY,W 2 26 26 - Pratt 2nd Cir Ct of App 11 80 80 -

FL,S 2 11 - 11 
Platt NY,W 1 12 12 -



Circuit 
and 

District 

NY,S 

NY,W 

VT 

Ct of 
Appeals 

3rd 
Circuit 

DE 

NJ 

\ 

Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departare Arrival to Departure 

Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to I tier of tricts tricts District ber of WIth- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As·· in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Clr- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned mentsl Days cult cuit 

5 MacMahon2 NY,N 5 51 51 - Lumbard2 2nd Cir Ct of App 2 18 18 -
SC 3 28 - 28 Pierce 2nd Cir Ct of App 1 12 12 -
CA,N 1 4 - 4 

Brieant FL,S 2 32 - 32 
NY,W 2 18 18 -

Murph~2 CT 3 44 44 -
BonsaI ME 1 9 - 9 
Gagliardi CT 1 1 1 -

- - - - - - - Constantino NY,E 2 26 26 -
Brieant NY,S 2 18 18 -
Platt NY,E 1 12 12 -

- - - - - - - Oakes 2nd Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
7 Pratt NY,E 11 80 80 -

Winter CT 2 23 23 -
Lumbard2 NY,S 2 18 18 -
Mansfield2 CT 1 17 17 -
Pierce NY,S 1 12 12 -
Timbers2 ME 2 11 - 11 
Oakes VT 1 1 1 -

12 22 135 13 122 9 13 13 -
1 Latchum PA,M 2 4 4 - Newcomer PA,E 1 1 1 -
2 Gerry FL,S 1 25 - 25 - - - - - -

Fisher PA,E 1 1 1 -



r 

Circuit 
and 

District 

PA,E 

PA,M 

PA,W 

VI 

Ct of 
Appeals 

4th 
Circuit 

MD 

NC,E 

NC,M 

\ 
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignmer .. From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trlct Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber ot With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cuit 

5 Bechtle CA,C 1 25 - 25 Becker 3 rd Clr Ct of App 3 3 3 -
NV 5 15 - 15 Garth 3rd Cir Ct of App 1 2 2 -

Hann~m FL,S 1 25 - 25 Fisher NJ 1 1 1 -
Kraft FL,S 1 4 - 4 
Weiner DC 2 2 - 2 

MN 1 1 - 1 
Newcomer DE 1 1 1 -

- - - - - - - Latchum DE 2 4 4 -
Weis 3rd Cir Ct of App 1 2 2 -

1 Ziegler FL,S 1 25 - 25 - - - - - -
- - - - - - - - - - '- - -

3 Becker PA,E 3 3 3 -
Garth PA,E 1 2 2 -
Weis PA,M 1 2 2 ,-

19 39 396 56 340 28 109 56 53 

2 Northrop2 NH 1 62 - 62 - - - - - -
OR 2 32 - 32 

Ramsey WV,S 1 6 6 -
- - - - - - - Cacheris YA,E 3 15 15 -

Maxwell WV,N 1 7 7 -
Wi1liams~R.L. VA,E 1 4 4 -
Hemphill SC 1 4 4 -

1 Ward SC 2 4 4 - - - - - - -

· , 



Circuit 
and 

District 

NC,W 

SC 

VA,E 

i 
VA,W 

WV,N 

WV,S 

\ 
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Ju~es Undertaking Dls- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Clr-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned ments! Days cuit cuit 

; 

- - - - - - - - - - - - -
1 He mph ill2 TX,W 3 26 - 26 Mac~horl~Z NY,S 3 28 - 2B 

TN,E 2 14 - 14 Spea TX,W 1 12 - 12 
NC,E 1 4 4 - DeviU2 MN 1 12 - 12 

Chapman 4 th Cir Ct of App 5 5 5 -
Ward NC,M 2 4 4 -
Russell 4 th Cir ct of App 2 2 2 -
Haynswo,~th2 4 th eir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
Wyzansld MA 1 1 - 1 

7 Hoffman2 FL,M 2 80 - 80 - - - - - -
OR 2 6 - 6 

Merhige PR 1 34 - 34 
VA,W 1 1 1 -

Kellam2 FL, M 1 32 - 32 
Cacheris NC,E 3 15 15 -
Doumar FL,S 1 12 - 12 
Williams, R.L. NC,E 1 4 4 -
Clarke VA,W 1 2 2 -

1 Williams, G.M. FL,S 1 lEi - 16 Clarice VA,E 1 2 2 -
Merhige VA,E 1 1 1 -

1 Maxwell NC,E 1 7 7 - Knapp2 WV,S 1 3 3 -
Haden WV,S 1 1 1 -
Kidd WV,S 1 1 1 -

3 Haden FL,S 1 26 - 26 Ramsey MD 1 6 6 -
WV,N 1 1 1 -

Knapp2 WV,N 1 3 3 -
Kidd WV,N 1 1 1 -



r ~. 
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Circuit 
and 

District 

Ct of 
Appeals 

5th 
Circuit 

LA,E 

LA,M 

LA,W 

MS,N 

MS,S 

TX,N 

TX,E 

Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelva Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Ju~es Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments t'.'ict Num- Dis- Dis- NlJm- From From 

to ber of tricts trlcts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cult cult 

3 Chapman SC 5 5 5 -
Russell SC 2 2 2 -
Haynsworth2 SC 1 1 1 -

20 34 217 84 133 34 134 84 50 

3 Beer FL,S 2 31 - 31 Polozola LA,M 1 8 8 -
Duplantier MS,S 1 1 .. 1 - Pointer AL,N 1 2 - 2 
Sear MS,S 1 1 I 1 - Hunter2 LA,W 1 1 1 

2 Pclozola LA,E 1 8 8 - - - - - - -
LA, W 1 8 8 -

West2 TN,E 1 13 - 13 

2 Veron FL,S 1 29 - 29 Sessions TX,W 1 16 16 -
Hunter2 LA,E 1 1 1 - Politz 5 th Cir Ct of App 7 15 15 -

TX,S 1 1 1 - Polozola LA,M 1 8 8 -
- - - - - - - Clark 5 th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
- - - - - - - Jolly 5 th Cir Ct of App 2 3 3 -

Thomas2 AL,S 1 2 - 2 
Duplantler LA,E 1 1 1 -
Sear LA,E 1 1 1 -

2 Belew FL,S 1 13 - 13 Bunton TX,W 2 5 5 -
Hill TX,E 1 1 1 - Skelton2 Federal Circuit 1 4 - 4 

Higginbotham 5 th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
1 Justice TX,S 1 1 1 - Reavley 5 th Cir Ct of App 3 16 16 -

DeAnda TX,S 1 4 4 -
Hill. TX,N 1 1 1 -



f 
, 
I. 

Circuit 
and 

District 

TX,S 

TX,W 

Ct of 
Appeals 

6th 
Cireuit 

KY,E 

KY,W 

MI, E 

MI, W 
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From Frcem 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- In of 

Num- As- sign-I Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Clr-
ber Names signed ments Days cult cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cult cult 

1 DeAnda TX,E 1 4 4 - Rubin OH,S 1 16 - 16 
Justice TX,E 1 1 1 -
Hunter LA,w 1 1 1 -
Gal"Za 5 th Clr Ct of App 1 1 1 -

3 Sessions FL, M 1 35 - 35 Hemphill2 SC 3 26 - 26 
LA,W 1 16 16 -

Spears2 SC 1 12 - 12 
Bunton TX,N 2 5 

I 
5 -

6 Reavley TX,E 3 !5 16 ~, 

Politz LA,W 7 15 15 - I 

Jolly MS,S 2 3 3 -
Clark MS,N 1 1 1 -
Higgi~otham TX,N 1 1 1 -
Gal"Za TX,S 1 1 1 -

19 63 827 639 188 80 849 639 210 

2 Wilhoit TN,E 3 17 17 - - - - - - -
Bertelsman TN,E 1 7 7 -

2 Allen TN,E 1 6 6 - - - - - - -
Johnstone TN,E 1 6 6 - , 

3 Cook FL,S 1 28 - 28 Kennedy 6 th Clr Ct of App 1 1 1 -
Churchill TN,E 1 12 12 -
Guy TN,E 1 6 6 -

1 Gibson FL,S 1 29 - 29 Lambros OH,N 1 1 1 -- .-

.----------------~--~-------~~~-~--

, 4 
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Circuit Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

and Num- As- sign- [rotal Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
District ber Names signed mentsl Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned ~entsl Days cuit cuit 

OH,N I Lambros MI, W 1 1 1 - Krupansky 6 th Cir Ct of APi> 1 159 159 -
Contie 6th Cir Ct of App 16 64 64 -

OH,S 2 Porter2 ME 2 44 - 44 Fairch~ld2 7th Cir Ct of App 1 4 - 4 
FL,S 2 42 - 42 Brown KS I 1 - 1 
TN,E 2 14 14 -

Rubin TX,S 1 16 - 16 

TN,E 1 Neese2 TN,M 1 259 259 - Vining GA,N 9 61 - 61 
Wise~an [rN,M 3 38 38 -
cra~ AZ 2 34 - 34 
Gray CA,C 3 28 - 2B 
Winner2 CO 3 25 - 25 
Wilhoit KY E II 17 17 -
Hemp!¥ll2 !sc' 2 14 - 14 
Porter OH,S 2 14 14 -
Parsons2 IL, N 1 14 - 14 
Pitt~an2 AL,S 1 14 - 14 
West LA,M 1 13 - 13 
Churchill MI, E 1 12 12 -
Bertelsman KY,E 1 7 7 -
Guy MI, E 1 6 6 -
Allen KY, W 1 6 6 -
Johnstone KY,W 1 6 6 -
Morton TN,M 1 2 2 -
Tidwell GA,N 1 2 - 2 

TN,M 2 Wiseman TN,E 3 38 38 - Neese2 TN,E 1 259 259 -
Morton FL,S 1 29 - 29 

TN,E 1 2 2 -
TN,W - - - - - - - Wellfofd 6 th Cir Ct of App 20 38 38 -

Brown 6 th Cir Ct of App 1 9 9 -
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to DepRrture Arrival to Departure 

Ju~es Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- rrotal eir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Clr-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cult Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cuit 

5 Krupansky OH,N 1 159 159 -
Contle OH,N 16 64 64 -
Wel1fo~d TN,W 20 38 38 -
Brown TN,W 1 9 9 -
Kennedy MI, E 1 1 1 -

15 25 231 93 138 19 95 93 2 

3 Leight~ FL,S 1 26 - 26 Swygert2 7th Cir Ct of App 1 4 4 -
Parson TN,E 1 14 - 14 Lee !N, N 1 2 2 -

IL, C 2 4 4 -
IN, N 2 2 2 -

wm2 WI, W 3 3 3 -
1 Morgan2 FL, M 2 19 - 19 Juerg~ns2 IL, S 3 9 9 -

Doyle WI, W 2 9 9 -
Parsons2 IL, N 2 4 4 -

2 Beatty FL,S 1 18 - 18 - - - - - -
Juergens2 IL, C 3 9 9 -
Grant2 

. 
2 PR 1 57 - 57 Posner 7th Cir Ct of App 1 52 52 -

Lee IL, N 1 2 2 - Parsons2 IL, N 2 2 2 -
Eschbach 7th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -

- - - - - - - Pell 7 th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
- - - - - - - Wood 7th Cir Ct of App 1 6 6 -
1 Doyle2 IL, C 2 9 9 - wm2 IL, N 3 3 3 -

Baldwin Federal Circuit 1 2 - 2 
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service 11 .. ceived From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Ju~es Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- [rotal Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cuit 

6 Posner IN, N 1 52 52 -
Wood WI, E 1 6 6 -
Swygert2 IL, N 1. 4 4 -
Fairchild2 OH,S 1 4 - 4 
Eschbach IN, N 1 1 1 -
Pell IN, S 1 1 1 -

18 40 368 236 132 31 237 236 1 

3 Overton AR,W 6 26 26 - Henley2 8th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
Woods AR,W 5 16 16 - Arnold 8th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
Eisele AR,W 2 12 12 - Urbom NE 1 1 1 -

- - - - - - - Overton AR,E 6 26 26 -
Woods AR,E 5 16 16 -
Eisele AR, E 2 12 I:! -
Henle; 8 th Cir Ct of App 1 8 8 -

2 O'Brien MN 2 76 76 - Bogue SD 1 5 5 -
SD 2 19 19 -

Hanson2 NE 1 4 4 -
- - - - - - - Van Sickle ND 1 12 12 -

Lay 8 th Cir Ct of App 1 10 10 -
Bogue SD 1 5 5 -

1 Devitt2 SC 1 12 - 1ft O'Brien lA, N 2 76 76 -
Heaney 8th Cir Ct of App 1 10 10 -
Weiner PA,E 1 1 - 1 

2 Regan2 AZ 1 40 - 40 - - - - - -
Nangle FL,S 2 34 - 34 
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1'able V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1983 

(continued) 

n 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure . 
Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 

Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 
to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 

Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 
Num- As- sign- !'rotal Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit euit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cuit 

1 Hunter2 NY 4 8 - 8 Gibson, J. 8th Cir Ct of App 1 IS 19 -
1 Urbom AR,E 1 1 1 - Lay 8 th Cir Ct of App 2 11 11 -

Hanson2 lA, N 1 4 4 -
1 Van Sickle lA, S 1 12 12 - - - - - - -
2 Porter FL,S 2 38 - 38 O'Brien lA, N 2 19 19 -

Bogue lA, N 1 5 5 -
lA, S 1 :; 5 -

5 Lay NE 2 11 11 -
lA,S 1 10 10 .\. 

Gibson, .J. MO,W 1 19 19 . 
Heaney' MN 1 10 10 -
Henley2 AR,W 1 8 8 -

AR, E 1 1 1 - I Arnold AR,E 1 1 1 -

43 76 669 447 222 89 713 447 266 

- - - - - - - Curtis2 CA,C 1 19 19 -
Cordova AZ 1 1 1 -

5 Cra~ TN,E 2 34 - 34 Regan2 MO,E 1 40 - 40 
OR 1 27 27 - Brown2 KS 2 39 - 39 
NV 3 22 22 - Belloni OR 1 12 12 -

Bilby WA,W 3 29 29 - Kenyon CA,C 1 2 2 -
WA,E 4 27 27 - Real CA,C 1 1 1 -
NY 1 1 1 -

Hardy WA,W 1 25 25 -

I Carroll NV 2 6 6 -
Cordova AK 1 1 1 -
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service lof Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Mcmth Period Ended June 30 I 1983 

I(continued} 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Ju~es Undertaking Dis- Tel To 
Assignments trict Num- Di:s- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tril~ts tricts District be~ of With- Out 
Which As- Wilthin Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days emit cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cuit 

Wyzanski2 
..... 

1 Peckham GU .1 4 4 - MA 3 29 - 29 
MacMah~n2 NY,S 1 .. - 4 
Solomon OR 2 2 2 -
Belloni OR 1 1 1 -
Poole 9 th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -

2 CrockerZ FL,S 1 33 - 33 Kennedy 9 th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
HI 1 17 17 -

MacBride2 OR 1 1 1 -
11 Curtis2 HI 1 31 31 - Bechtle PA,E "1 25 - 25 

AK 1 19 19 - Landi~~ Ct of IntI Trade 1 4 4 
MT 1 12 12 - Pence. m 1 1 1 -

Gray2 NH 1 32 - 32 
TN,E 3 28 - 28 

KelleherZ FL,S 1 31 - 31 
CA,S 1 22 22 -

Real FL,S 2 33 - 33 
AZ 1 1 1 -

William; HI 1 26 26 -
Tashima WA,W 1 15 15 -
Lucas WA,W 1 12 12 -
Takasugi WA,W 1 12 12 -
Hall WA,W 1 11 11 -
Stephen; MT 1 3 3 -

WA,W 1 2 2 -
Kenyon AZ 1 2 2 -

3 Gilliam MT 1 18 18 - Kelleher2 CA,C 1 22 22 -
NMI 1 3 3 - Wallace 9th Clr Ct of App 1 3 3 -

Enright GU 1 6 6 -
NMI 1 4 4 -

Irving WA,E 1 4 4 -
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

{continued} 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Ju~es Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tri'.!ts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out ot Names ot From As- In ot 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Clr- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cuit 

1 Pence2 CA,C 1 1 1 - Curtis2 CA,C 1 31 31 -
Williams2 CA,C 1 26 26 -
Crocker2 CA,E 1 17 17 -
Panner OR 1 17 17 -
Chambers2 9th Clr Ct of App 1 3 3 -
Burns OR 1 2 2 -
Smith2 MT 1 2 2 -

1 McNichols, R.2 MT 1 1 1 - Quackenbush WA,E 1 5 5 -
UT 1 1 - 1 Panner OR 1 2 2 -

1 Smith2 HI 1 2 2 - Gillia, CA,S 1 18 18 -
Curti CA,C 1 12 12 -
Stephens2 CA,C 1 3 3 -
Goodwin 9th Cir Ct of App 1 3 3 -
McNichols, R.2 ID 1 1 1 -

1 Reed WA,E 1 1 1 - Craig2 AZ 3 22 22 -
Becht~ PA,E 5 15 - 15 
Hunte MO,W 4 8 - 8 
Carroll AZ 2 6 6 -
Hug 9 th Cir Ct ot APP 1 4 4 -
Bilby AZ 1 1 1 -

4 Panner HI 1 17 17 - Nor~op2 MD 2 32 - 32 
ID 1 2 2 - era' AZ 1 27 27 -

Belloni AZ 1 12 12 - Hotfman2 VA,E 2 6 - 6 
CA,N 1 1 1 - MacBride2 CA,E 1 1 1 -

SoIomon2 CA,N 2 2 2 - Skopil 9th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
WA,W 1 1 1 -

Burns HI 1 2 2 -
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Table V-I 
U.s. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Ju~es Undertaking Dls- To To . 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

-'"" to ber of tricts trlcts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- In of 

Num- As- sign- ~otal Clr- Cir- Vlsitlrllr Which sign- Total Clr- Cir-
ber Names signed mentsl Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cult cult 

2 McNichols, R.J. FL,S 1 30 - 30 Bilby AZ 4 27 27 -
Quackenbush ID 1 5 5 - Tanner WA,W 2 6 6 -

Irving CA,S 1 4 4 -
Reed NV 1 1 1 -

1 Tanner WA,E 2 6 6 - Thomas2 AL,S 2 55 - 55 
Bilby AZ 3 29 29 -
Hardy AZ 1 25 25 -
Tashimn CA,C 1 15 15 -
Lucas CA,C 1 12 12 -
Takasugi CA,C 1 12 12 -
Hall CA,C' 1 11 11 -
Pittman2 AL,S 1 9 - 9 
Skopil 9th Cir Ct of App 1 3 3 -
Stephens2 CA,C 1 2 2 -
Fletcher 9th Cir Ct of App 1 2 2 -
Solomon2 OR 1 1 1 -

1 Duenas NMI 1 1 1 - Laureta NMI 2 9 9 -
Enright CA,S 1 6 6 -
Peckham CA,N 1 4 4 -

1 Laureta GU 2 9 9 - Enright CA,S 1 4 4 -
Gilliam CA,S I 3 3 -
Duenas GU 1 1 1 -

8 Hug NY 1 4 4 -
Skopil WA1W 1 3 3 -

OR 1 1 1 -
Wallace CA,S 1 3 3 -
Chambers2 HI 1 3 3 -
Goodwin MT 1 3 3 -
Fletcher WA,W 1 2 2 -
Kennedy CA,E 1 1 1 -
Poole CA,N 1 1 1 -
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Table V-I 
U.S. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Ju<1ges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrive! to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trlct Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Qut 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cil'-
ber Names signed ments1 Days ~uit cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cuit 

14 41 300 99 201 33 100 99 1 

5 Winner2 TN,E 3 25 - 25 Theis2 KS 4 41 41 -
WY 4 10 10 - Jenkins UT 1 1 1 -
NM 1 1 1 -

Finesilver KS 1 1 1 -
NM 1 1 1 -
OK,N 1 1 1 -
UT 1 1 1 -

Matsch NM 2 2 2 -
WY 2 2 2 -

Arrap WY 1 2 2 -
Kane UT 1 1 1 -

4 Brown2 FL, M 1 71 - 71 Finesilver CO 1 1 1 -
AZ 2 39 - 39 
OH,S 1 1 - 1 

Thejs2 CO 4 41 41 -
FL,S 1 35 - 35 

SaCfels OK,W 2 15 15 -
Templar2 NM 1 4 4 -

2 Campos FL,S 1 30 - - 30 Templar2 KS 1 4 4 -
Mechem2 UT 1 3 3 - Matsch CO 2 2 2 -

Winner2 CO 1 1 1 -
Finesilver CO 1 1 1 -
Winder UT 1 ! 1 -

- - - - - - - Eubanks OK,W 2 4 4 -
Finesilver CO 1 1 1 -

- - - - - - - Eubanks OK,W 4 6 6 -
-
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Table V-I 
U.s. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1903 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Ju~es Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cult cult Judges Assigned ments1 Days cult cult 

----.-

1 Eubanks OK,E 4 6 6 - Saffels KS 2 15 15 -
OK,N 2 4 4 -

2 Winder WY 1 2 2 - Mechem2 NM 1 3 3 -
NM 1 1 1 - Finesilver CO 1 1 1 -

Jenkins CO 1 1 1 - Kane CO 1 1 1 -
McNichols, R.2 ID 1 1 - 1 

~~ 

- - - - - - - Winner2 CO 4 10 10 -
Mats~h CO 2 2 2 -
Arraj CO 1 2 2 -
Winder UT 1 2 2 -

- - - - - - -

22 57 382 236 146 85 1,188 236 952 

2 Clemon FL,S 1 25 25 - Vance 11 th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
Pointer LA,E 1 2 - 2 

- - - - - - - Johnson 11 th Clr Ct of App 3 5 5 -
Stafford FL,N 1 1 1 -

3 Thomas2 WA,W 2 55 - 55 
FL, M 1 10 10 .. 
MS,S 1 2 - 2 

Plttman2 GA,S 1 15 15 -
TN/E 1 14 - 14 
FL,M 1 12 12 -
WA,W 1 9 - 9 

Hand FL,S 2 14 14 -
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Table V-l 
U.s. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cuit Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cuit 

2 Paul FL,M 3 7 7 - Krentzman2 FL,M 1 16 16 -
Stafford AL,M 1 1 1 - Castagna FL,M 1 1 1 -

Hatchett 11 th Cir Ct of App 1 1 1 -
4 Krentzman2 FL,N 1 16 16 - Hoffm~n2 VA,E 2 80 - 80 

Carr FL,S 1 10 10 - Brown KS 1 71 - 71 
Ho~es FL,S 3 9 9 - Session~ TX,W 1 35 - 35 
Castagna FL,N 1 1 1 - Kellam VA,E 1 32 - 32 

Morgan2 IL, C 2 19 - 19 
- Pittma$ AL,S 1 12 12 -

Thoma AL,S 1 10 10 -
Paul FL,N 3 7 7 -

- - - - - - - PorterZ OH,S 2 42 - 42 
por~ SD 2 38 - 38 
The· KS 1 35 - 35 
Nangle MO,E 2 34 - 34 
Real CA,C 2 33 - 33 
CrockerZ CA,E 1 33 - 33 
Brieant NY,S 2 32 - 32 
Beer . LA,E 2 31 - 31 
KelleherZ CA,C 1 31 - 31 
McNichols, R.J. WA,E 1 30 - 30 
Campos NM 1 30 - 30 
Veron LA,W 1 29 - 29 
Gibson MI, W 1 29 - 29 
Morton TN,M 1 29 - 29 
Gignoux2 ME 4 28 - 28 
Cook MI, E 1 28 - 28 
Haden WV,S 1 26 - 26 
Leighton IL, N 1 26 - 26 
Gerry NJ 1 25 - 25 
Hannum PA,E 1 25 - 25 
Ziegler PA,W 1 25 - 25 
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Tp~!~ V-I 
U.s. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

(continued) 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Received From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

Judges Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

Num- As- sign- Total Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
ber Names signed mentsl Days cuit cult Judges Assigned mentsl Days cult cuit 

Clemon AL,N 1 25 25 -
Beatty IL, S 1 18 - 18 
Williams, G.M. VA,W 1 16 - 16 
Hand AL,S 2 14 14 -
Belew TX,N 1 13 - 13 
Forrester GA,N 3 12 12 -
Doumar VA,E 1 12 - 12 
Freeman GA,N 1 12 12 -
Constantino NY,E Z 11 - 11 
Alaimo GA,f) 1 11 11 -
Carr FL,IM 1 10 10 -
Hodg~S FL,M 3 9 9 -
Kraft PA,E 1 4 - 4 
Nelson MA 1 2 - 2 
Hatchett 11 til Cir Ct of App 1 2 2 -

6 Vining TN,E 9 61 - 61 - - - - - -
GA,S 4 36 36 -

O'Kelley GA,S 5 27 27 -
Forrester FL,S 3 12 12 -
Freeman FL,S 1 12 12 -
Tidwell TN,E 1 2 - 2 
Hall GA,S 1 2 2 -

- - - - - - - - - - - - -
1 Alaimo FL,S 1 11 11 - Vining GA,N 4 36 36 -

O'Kelley' GA,N 5 27 27 -
Pittman2 AL,S 1 15 15 -
Tjoflat 11 th Clr Ct of App 3 7 7 -
Hall GA,N 1 2 2 -

, I 
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Table V-I 
U.s. District Courts 

Service of Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30,1983 

(continued) 
" 

Service Given to Other District Courts Service Recleived From Other District Courts 

Days Spent on Days Spent on 
Assignment From Assignment From 

Arrival to Departure Arrival to Departure 

JuC\5es Undertaking Dis- To To 
Assignments trict Num- Dis- Dis- Num- From From 

to ber of tricts tricts District ber of With- Out 
Circuit Which As- Within Out of Names of From As- in of 

and Num- As- sign- ~otal Cir- Cir- Visiting Which sign- Total Cir- Cir-
District ber Names signed ments1 Days cuit cult Judges Assigned ments1 Days cuit cuit 

Ct of 
Appeals 4 TjoClat GA,S 3 7 7 -

MA 1 1 - 1 
Johnson AL,M 3 5 5 -
Hatchett FL,S 1 2 2 -

FL,N I 1 1 -
Vance AL,N 1 1 1 -

Special 
Courts 5 9 100 ,~ 100 

Ct of IntI 
Trade 3 Watson RI 1 37 - 37 

PR 1 36 - 36 
MA 3 16 - 16 

Landis CA,C I 4 - 4 
Maletz2 RI 1 1 - 1 

Federal 
Circuit 2 Sicelton2 TX,N 1 4 - 4 

Baldwin WI, W I 2 - 2 
Claims 

Court - - - - - - -. 
1 Individual vit,its to the court of assignment. 
2 Senior judge dul·jng all or part of the year ended June 30,1983. 

Note: Service shown in this table is by assignment made by the Circuit Council within the Circuit or by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court outside 
the Circuit. Als,"lj district judges elevated to circuit court judgeships often close out matters In which they participated as district judges. Such 
judges providing se(~"ice to the original dl.strlct after elevation to the circuit court are considered visiting judges. 
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Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Participation of Visiting Ju~es in Cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 

Visiting Juqses 
by 

Circuit Visited 

Total •••••••••••••• 

Total Number 01 
Visiting Judges 

and Home Court 

DC Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • •• Visiting Judges, 32 ••• 0 •••• 

Greene, H.H. • • • • • • • • • • • •• DC District Court •••••••• 
Gesell, G.A •••••••••••••• DC District Court ••••• 0 •• 

Markey, H.T. • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Davis, O.H • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Friedman, DoM • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Richey, C.R •••••••••••••• DC District Court •••••••• 
Oberdorfer, L.F • • • • • • • • • •• DC District Court •••••••• 
Penn, J.G. • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• DC District Court •••••••• 
Johnson, N.H. • • • • • • • • • • •• DC District Court •••••••• 
Nichols, P ••••••••••••••• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Staley, A.L .0............ 3rd Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Cummings, W.J ••••••••••• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Swygert, L.M. (SJ) ••••••••• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Fairchild, T.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Peck, J.W. (SJ) •••••••••••• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
BonsaI, D.B. (SJ) ••••• , • • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Gordon, J.F. (SJ) ••••• 0 • • •• KY, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Lumbard, J.E. (SJ) ••••••••• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Larson, E.R. (SJ) •••• 0..... MN •••• 0 ............. . 
Jameson, W.J. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• MT ••••••••••••••••••• 
Gasch, O. (SJ) •••••••••••• DC District Court •••••••• 
McNichols, R. (SJ) ••••••••• m .•.•................ 
Van Dusen, F. (SJ) ••••••••• 3rd Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Celebrezze, A. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Nort/t."Op, E.S. (SJ) •••• • • • •• MD ••••••••••••••••••• 
Weigel, S.A. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• CA, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Palmieri, ·BoL. (SJ) ••••• 0 • •• NY, S ••••••••••• 0 ••••• 

Cowen, W. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit 0 •••••• 0 •• 

Van Pelt, R. (SJ) •••••••• 0 •• NE ••••••••••••• 0 ••••• 

East, W.G. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • • •• OR • 0 ••••••• 0 ••• 0 ••• 0 ,. 

Thornberry, H. (SJ) ••••• 0 • •• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Bryant, W.B. (SJ) • 0 • • • • • • •• DC District Court •••••••• 

1st Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • •• Visiting Judges, 24 0 ••••••• 

Davis, O.H • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Pederal Circuit 0 •• 0 ••••• 0 

Caffrey, A.A ••••••••••• o. MA ••••••••••••••• 0 ••• 

1'auro, J.L • • • • • • • • • • . • • •• MA ••••••••••••••••••• 
Zobel, R.W •••••• 0 • '0' • • •• MA 0 ••• '0' •••••••••••• 

Re, E.D ••••••• 0 •• 0 • • • • •• International Trade •••••••• 
Gibbons, J.J •••• 0 • • • • • • • •• 3rd Circuit •••••• 0 ••••••• 

Torruella, J.R •••••••••••• PR •••••••••••••••• 0 •• 

Pettine, R.J. (SJ) •••• 0 • • • •• RI •••••••••••••••••••• 
Rosenn, M. (SJ) ••••••••••• 3rd Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Smith, R.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• MT •••••••••••••••••• 0 

Peck, J.W. (SJ) •••••••••••• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Swygert, L.M. (SJ) ••••••••• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Maletz, R.N. (SJ) •••• • • • • •• Inten.ational 7'rade •••••••• 
Hemphill, R.W. (SJ) •••••••• SC •••••••••••••••••••• 
Timbers, W.H. (SJ) ••••••••• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Brown, B. (SJ) •••••• 0 • • • •• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Phillips, H. (SJ) ••••••••••• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Wyzanskl, C.E. (SJ). • • • • • • •• MA ••••••••••••••••••• 
Bonsal, D.B. (SJ). • • • • • • • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Fairchild, T.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Haynsworth, C. (SJ) •••••••• 4th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Field, J.A. (SJ) •••••••• 0 • •• 4th Circu.it •••••••••••••• 
Murray, F.J. (SJ) •••••••••• MA •••••••••• 0 •••••••• 

McGowan, C. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• DC Circuit •••••••••••••• 
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Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Participation of Visitillt Judges in Cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 
(continued) 

Visitilll' Judges 
by 

Circuit Visited 

Total Number of 
Visiting Ju~es 

and Home Court 

2nd Circuit •••••••••••• Visltillt Judges, 41 •••••••• 

Maletz, H.N •• 0 • • • • • • • • • •• International Trade •••• 0 ••• 

Davis, O.H •••••• 0 •• 0 • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••• 0 • 

Markey, HoT ••••••• 0 ••• 0 •• Federal Circuit • 0 •••••••• 

Re, E.D •••• 0 • • • • • • • • • • •• International Trade •• 0 • 0 ••• 

Weis, J.p. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 3rd Circuit ••••••••• 0 •••• 

friedman, D.M • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
I.,asJ.cer, M.E . . • . • • • • . . • • •• NY, S ..•••.•••••.••••• 
Sloviter, D.K • • • • • • • • • • • •• 3rd Cirr'!' •••••••••••••• 
Cabranes, J.A •••••••••••• CT •• 0 , •• , .......... 0 ••• 

Sand, L.B. 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • •• NY, S •••• 0 •••••••••••• 

Bums, E.B •• • • • • • • • • • • • •• CT ••• 0 •••• 0 •••••••••• 

Ward, R.J ••• 0 •••••••••• 0 NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Leval, P.N • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Knapp, W • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Rubin, A.S • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 5th Circuit ••••••••••• 0 •• 

Pratt, G.C •••••••• 0 • • • • •• NY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Pollack, M ••••••••••••••• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Curtin, J.T •••••••••• 0 •••• NY, W •• 0 •••••••••••••• 

Callister, M.J. • • • • • • • • • • •• ID •••••••••••••••••••• 
Higginbotham, A.L • • • • • • • •• 3rd Circuit •••••••• 0 ••••• 

Becker, E.R •• 0 • • • • • • • • • •• 3rd Circuit •••••••••••••• 
C()nner, WoC ••••••••••••• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Sweet, R.W •••••••••••••• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
BonsaI, D.B. (SJ) •••••• 0 • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
MacMahon, L.P. (sJ) •• 0 • • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Metzner, C.M. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Fairchild, T.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Wisdom, J.M. (SJ) •••• 0 • • • •• 5th Circuit ••••. , ••••••••• 
Mishler, J. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • • •• NY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Neaher, E.R. (SJ) •• • • • • • • •• NY, E ••••••••• 0 ••••••• 

Gibson, F.R. (SJ) ••• 0 • • • • •• 8th Circuit •••••• 0 0 • 0 0 • 0 • 

Peck, J.W. (SJ) 0 0 0 ••••••••• 6th Circuit. ••••••••••••• 
Wyzanski, C.E. (SJ). • • • • • • •• MA ••••••••••••••••••• 
Wyatt, I.B. (SJ). • • • • • • • • • •• NY, S ................ .. 
Tenney, C.H. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Zampano, RoC. (SJ) , • • • • • • •• CT ••••••••••••••••••• 
Bartels, JoR. (SJ) •• 0 • 0 • • • •• NY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Hill, I. (SJ) •••••• 0 • • • • • • •• CA, C ................. . 
Cannella, J.M. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Garza, R.G. (SJ) ••••• 0 • • • •• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Palmieri, E.L. (SJ) ••••••••• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
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TllLble V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Participation of Vlsiti~ Ju~es in Cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

Duril1f the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 
(continued) 

Visiti~ Ju~es 
by 

Circuit Visited 

Total Number of 
Visiting Ju~es 

and Home Court 

3ro Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • •• Visiting Ju~es, 30 •••••••• 

Gerry, J.F .• II •• II ••• II • • • •• NJ •••• II • II •• II II II II II ••• II •• 

Teitelbaum, H •••••••••••• PA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Weber, G.J. • • • • • • • • • • • • •• PA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Meanor, H.C II II •••••••• II •• NJ. II ••• II II II II ••• II II II II II II .'. 

Pollak, L.H •••••••••••••• PA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Re, E.D • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• International Trade •••••••• 
Sa.rokin, H.L II II II II II II II II II II II II II II NJ II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II II 

Protman, S. II II II ••• II II •••• II II NJ II II • II II ,~ ••• II •• II II • II •• II II 

Cahn, E.N ••••••••••••••• PA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Stem, H.J ••••••••••••••• NJ •••••••••••••••••••• 
McCUne, B.P ••••••••••••• PA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Debevoise, D.R ••••••••••• NJ •••••••••••••••••••• 
Van Artsd!:llen, D.W •••••••• PA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Ackerman, H.A •••••• 0.... NJ •••••••••••••••••••• 
Stapleton, W.K • • • • • • • • • • •• DE ••••••••••••••••••• 
Lacey, F.B ••••• _ .••• " •••• NJ •••••••••••••••••••• 
Fullam, J.P ••• • • • • • • • •• PA, E •••••••••••••••• < 

Fisher, C.S ••• , • • • • • • • • • •• NJ •••••••••••••••••••• 
Bloch, A.N • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• PA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Conaboy, R.P ••••••••••••• PA, M •••••••••• 0' ••••• 

Muir, M • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• PA, M •••••••••••• 0 •••• 

Thompson, A.E • • • • • • • • • • •• NJ •••••••••••••••••••• 
Miller, J.L II' II II • II II II II II II •• II. PA, W II" • II II II II • II • II ••• II II 

Weiner, C.R •••••••••••••• PA, E •••••••••• , •••••• 
Miller, J.R • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Barrett, J.E • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 10th Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Jones, N.P • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Latchum, J.L • • • • • • • • • • • •• DE ••••••••••••••••••• 
Lotd, J.S. (SJ) •••••••••••• PA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Cohen, M.H. (SJ) •••••••••• NJ •••••••••••••••••••• 

4th CireIlit. • • • • • • • • • • •• Visiting Ju~es, 23 •••••••• 

Michael, J.H ••••••••••••• VA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Black, W.E • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MD ••••••••••••••••••• 
Doumar, R.G ••••••••••••• VA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Hamil ton, C.H • • • • • • • • • • •• SC •••••••••••••••••••• 
.Kiser,J.L ••••••••••••••• VA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
IPox, J.C •••••••••••••••• NC, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Merhige, R.R • • • • • • • • • • • •• VA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
!!'otter, R.D •• • • • • • • • • • • •• NC, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Cacheris, J.C. • • • • • • • • • • •• VA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Th:-k, J.C • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• VA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Wood, H. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Young, J.H. • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MD ••••••••••••••••••• 
Jones, S • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MD ••••••••••••••••••• 
Bullock, F.W ••••••••••••• NC, M ••••••••••••••••• 
Aldrich, B. (SJ) • • • •• • • • • • •• 1st Circuit ••••••••• , •••• 
Gordon, E.A. (SJ) •••• • • • • •• NC, M ••••••••••••••••• 
Kellam, R.B. (SJ) •••••• • • •• VA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Fairchild, T.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Wyzanski, C.E. (SJ) ••••••• o. MA ••••••••••••••••••• 
Ingraham, J.M. (SJ). • • • • • • •• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Knapp, D.R. (SJ). • • • • • • • • •• WV,S ••••••••••••••••• 
Phillips, H. (SJ) ••••••••••• 6th Circuit ••••••••• 0 •••• 

Breitenstein, J. (SJ) •••••••• 10th Circuit ••••••••••••• 
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Table V-2 
U.S. CoUrts of Appeals 

Par'ticipation of Visiti~ Ju~es in Cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

Durl~ the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 
(continued) 

Vislti~ Ju~es 
by 

Circuit Visited 

Total Number of 
Visiting Ju~es 

and Home Court 

Case 
Partici­
pations 

5th CireIlit ••••••••••••• Visitl~ Ju~es, 31 •••••••• 163 

Duplantier, A.G ••• • • • • • • •• LA, E ••••••••••••••••• 13 
Davis, W.E. • • • • • • • • • • • • •• LA, W • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 11 
McDonald, G.A •••••• 0 ••••• TX, S.. • • •• • • • • • • • •• • •• 8 
Buchmeyer, J.L ••••••••••• TX, N ••••••••••••••••• 6 
Pcrker, J.V ••••••••••.••• LA, M • • • . • . • • • • . • • • • • • 5 
Veron, E.E ••• ~ • • • • • • • . • •• LA, W • • • • • • • • . • .. • • • • • • 5 
Mallon, E.B •••••••••••••• 'rX, N ••••••••••••••••• 5 
Tjofiat, G.B •••••••••••••• 11th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • • • 4 
Stagg, T. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• LA, W .• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 3 
Anderson, R.L •••••••••••• 11th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • • • . 2 

Clark, T.A • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 11th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 
Hill, J.C •••••••••••••••• 11th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Vance, R.S. • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 11th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Sear, M.L. • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• LA, E ••••••••••••••••• 1 
Sllaw, J.M •• It • • • • • • • • • • •• LA, W • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • 1 
Black, NoW ••••••••••••••• TX, S. •• • • • • • • • • • • • •• •• 1 
Sharp, A •••••••••••••••• IN, N? • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Widener, H.E ••• • • • • • • • • •• 4th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Fay, P.T •••••••••••••••• 11th Circuit. • • • • •• • • • • • • 1 
McGarr, P.J. • • • • • • • • • • • •• lL, N • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Hunter, E.F. (SJ) •••••••••• LA, W • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 4C 
Van Pelt, R. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• NE •• ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 12 
Will, H.L. (&.1) •••••••••••• lL, N • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 10 
Thttle, E.P. (SJ) ••••••••••• 11th Circuit •••••• ; • • • • • • 8 
Wyzanskl, C.E. (SJ). • • • • • • •• MA................... 7 
Dyer, D.W. (SJ) ••••••••••• 11th Circuit. ••• •• • • • • • • • 5 
Putnam, R.J. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• LA, W • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 3 
Dunlway, B.C. (SJ) ••••••••• 9th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 
Mitchell, L.L. (SJ) ••••••••• LA, E ••••••••••••••••• 1 
Spears, A.A. (S.1) •••••••••• TX, W • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 
Maris, A.B. (SJ) ••••••••••• 3rd Circuit •••••••••• " • • • 1 
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Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Participation of Visitill5 Ju~es in cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

Duri~ the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 
(continued) 

Visitirg Ju~es 
by 

Circuit Visited 

Total Number of 
Visiting Ju~es 

and Home Court 

6th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • •• Visiting Ju~es, 66 •••••••• 

Siler, E.E. • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• KY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Gilmore, H.W • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Hillman, D. W • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Wilhoit, H.R. • • • • • • • • • • • •• KY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Spiegel, S.A • • • • • • • • • • • • •• OH, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Pratt, P. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Guy, R.B • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Holschuh,' J.D. • • • • • • • • • • •• OH, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Markey, H.T. • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Nies, H. W ••••••••••••••• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Johnstone, E.H • • • • • • • • • • •• KY, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Miles, W.A • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Rubin, C.B • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• OH, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Ballantine, T.A. • • • • • • • • • •• KY, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Harvey, R.J • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Morton, L.C • • • • • • • • • • • • •• TN, M ••••••••••••••••• 
Cohn, A • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Aldrich, A • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• OH, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Joiner, C.W • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Allen, C.M ••••••••••••••• KY, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Moynahan, B.T •••••••••••• KY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Taylor, A.D • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
McRae, R.M. • • • • • • • • • • • •• TN, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Nichols, P ••••••••••••••• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Horton, 0 ••••••••••••••• TN, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Wiseman, T.A. • • • • • • • • • • •• TN, M ••••••••••••••••• 
Neese, C.G.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... TN, E ................................ .. 
Bertelsman, W.O •••••••••• KY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Walinski, N.J ••• • • • • • • • • •• OH, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Feikens, J • • • • • • . • • . • • • •. MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
DeMascio, R.E • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Taylor, R.L •••••••••••••• TN, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Enslen, R.A •• • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Reed, S.E •••••••••••••••• KY, E ••••••• I, ••••••••• 
Newblatt, S.A •••••••••••• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
White, G. W '.............. OHiI N ••••••••••••••••• 
Dtlooan, R.M .......................... O!~, S ................................ .. 
Anderson, J.B. • • • • • • • • • • •• 9th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
ChUiOChill, J.P. • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Van Graafeiland, E • • • • • • • •• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Cardamone, R.J • • • • • • • • • •• 2nd Ci"Cuit ••••••••••••• 
Winter, R.K • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Pratt, G.C • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Hug, P • ... • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 9th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Wilson, F.W .... .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... TN, E ................................ .. 
Brooks, G.E • • • • • • • • • • • • •• IN, S •••••••••••••••••• 
Urbom, W.K .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... NE it .................................. .. 

Maletz, H.N • • • • • • • • • • • • •• International Trade •••••••• 

Kaufman, I.R • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Choy, H.Y.C ••••••••••••• 9th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Rice, W.H •• • • • • • • • • • • • •• OH, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Neese, C.G. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• TN, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Swygert, L.M. (SJ) ••••••••• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Gibson, F.R. (SJ) •••••••• o. 8th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Hogan, T.S. (SJ) •• • • • • • • • •• OH, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Van Pelt, R. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• NE ••••••••••••••••••• 
Hoffman, W.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• VA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Fairchild, T.E. (SJ) • 0 • • • • • •• 7th Circuit •••••••••••• 0 • 

Porter, D.S. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• OH, S •••••• 0 •••••••••• 

Timbers, W.H. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Brown, W.E. (SJ). • • • • • • • • •• KS ••• 0 •••••••••••••••• 

Tuttle, EoP. (SJ) ••••••••••• 11th Circllit ••••••••••••• 
Dumbauld, E. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• PA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Gordon, J.F. (SJ) •••••••••• KY, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Foley, J.T. (SJ).. • • • • • • • • •• NY, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Fox, N.P. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • • • •• MI, W ••••••••••••••••• 
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Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Participation of Vislti~ Ju~es in cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

Duri~ the Tw'elvc Month ,Period Ended June 30, 1983 
(continued) 

\Yisiting Ju~es 
by 

Circuit Visited 

Total Number of 
Visiting Ju~es 

and Home Court 

case 
Partici­
pations 

7th Circuit. , • • • • • • • • • •• Visiting Ju~es, 54 ••• • • • • • 591 

Davlis, O.H • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Foreman, J.L • • • • • • • • • • • •• IL, S •••••••••••••••••• 
Nichols, P ••••••••••••••• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Holder, C.J •••••••• • • • • •• IN, S •••••••••••••••••• 
Aspen, M.E •••••••••••••• IL, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Evans, T.T • . • . • • • • • • • • • .• WI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Moran, J.B .•..•••••.••• tI. 1[" N •••••• " ••••••••••• 
Gordon, M.L.· ••••• "...... WI, E •••.••••••.••••.•• 
Leighton, G.N •••••••••••• IL, 11 •••••••••••••••••• 
Kashiwa, S • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Shadur, M.I •••••••••••••• IL, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Anderson, J.B. • • • • • • • • • • •• 9th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Roszkowski, S.J •••• • • • • • •• IL, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Meskill, T.J • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Rayfiel, L.F • • • • • • • • • • • • •• NY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Marshall, P.H • • • • • • • • • • • •• II." N •.•••••••••••••••• 
Grady, J.F . • • . • • • • • • • • • .• IL, l~ •••••••••••••••••• 
Belloni, R.C. • • • • • • • • • • • •• OR •••.•.•••.••••••••. 
Markey, H.T •••••••••••••• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Redden, J.A ..•.•• " • • . • • •• OR •••••• i .•••••••••••• 

campbell, W.J. (SJ) •••••••• IL, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Grant, R.A. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• IN, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Timbers, W.H. (SJ) ••••••••• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Dumbauld, E. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• PA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Hoffman, W.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• VA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
East, W.G. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • • •• OR •••• ,' •••••••••••••• 
Gibson, F.R. (SJ) •••••••••• 8th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Neaher, E.R. (SJ) •• • • • • • • •• NY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Weick, P .C. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Templer, G. (SJ) ••••••••••• KS •••••••••••••••••••• 
Bartels, J.R. (SJ) •••••••••• NY, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Bonsal, D.B. (SJ). • • • • • • • • •• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Wisdom, J.M. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Gray, W.P. (SJ). • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Hill, L (SJ) • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Brown, B. (SJ) •••••••••••• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Marovitz, A.L. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• IL, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Van Pelt, R. (&1) ...... It e .. • .. ... NR .................................... .. 
Kellam, R.B. (SJ) •••••••••• VA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Decker, B.M. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• IL, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Jameson, W.J. (SJ) ••••••••• MT ••••••••••••••••••• 
Doyle, J.E. (SJ) ••••••••••• WI, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Larson, E.R. (SJ) •••••••••• MN ••••••••••••••••••• 
Peck, J.W. (SJ) •••••••••••• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Rosenn, M. (SJ) ••••••••••• 3rd Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Will, H.L (SJ) • • • • • • • • • • • •• IL, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Brown, W.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• KS •••••••••••••••••••• 
Morgan, R.D. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• IL, C •••••••••••••••••• 
Davies, R.N. (SJ) •••••••••• ND ••••••••••••••••••• 
2.avatt, J.C. (SJ).. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... NY, -g ................................ .. 
Thomas, D.H. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• AL, S •••••••••••••••••• 
Gordon, M.L. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• WI, E •••••••••••••••••• 
Weigel, S.A. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• CA, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Cowen, W. (8..1) • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
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Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Participation of Vlslti!li' Ju~es in Cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

Durlllr the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 
(continued) 

Vlsiti!li' Ju~es 
by 

Circuit Visited 

Total NUmber of 
Visiting Ju~es 

and Home Court 

case 
Partlci­

, patlons 

249 8th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • • •• Vlsltl!li' ju~es, 36 •••••••• 
---------------------r----~~~--------~-----,-

Schatz, A.G • • . • • • • • • • • • •• NE ••••••••••••••••••• 
Markey, H.T. • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Bennett, M. T • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Cireult •••••••••• 
Jones, J.B •••.•••••• a •••• SD ••••••••••• li •••••••• 
Miller, J.R • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Beam, C.A • • • • • • • • . • • • . •• NE .••••••••••• ~ ••.••• 
Waters, H.F • • • • • • • • • • • • •• AR, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Stevens, .T.E. • • • • • • • • • • • •• MO, E ••••••••••• " •.••• 
Roberts, R.T ••• ', , • • • • • • •• MO, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Van Sickle, B.M •• .. • • • • • • •• ND ••••••••••• , •••••••• 
Woods, H •.••.••• \' • • • • • •• AR, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Benson, P. . . . . . . • . • . . . • .. ND •.•••.•.•..••...•.. 
Alsop, D.D • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• MN ••••••••••••••••••• 
Bartlett, D.B • • • • • • • • • • • •• MO, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Magnuson, P.A • • • • • • • • • • •. MN •••••••••••••••••• * 
CUmmings, W.J ••••••••••• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Overton, W.R. • • • • • • • • • • •• AR, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Howard, G • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• AR, W ••• ( ••••••••••••• 
Renner, R.G ••• III •••••••••• MN ••••••••••••••••••• 
Htmgate, W.L. • • • • • • • • • • •• MO, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Coffin, F.M • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 1st Circuit •••••••••••••• 
MacKinnon, G.E • • • • • • • • • •• DC Circuit •••••••••••• , • 
Davies, R.N. (SJ) •••••••••• ND ••••••••••••••••••• 
Harris, O. (SJ) •••••••••••• AR, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Collinson, W.R. (SJ) •••••••• MO, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Dumbauld, E. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• P A, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Hanson, W.C. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• lA, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Fairchild, T.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Hunter, H.B. (SJ) •••••••••• MO, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Regan, J.K. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• MO, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Meredith, J.H. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• MO, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Becker, W.H. (SJ) •••••••••• MO, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Nichol, F .J. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• SD ••••••••••• " •••••••• 
Rosenn, M. (SJ) ••••••••••• 3rd Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Oliver, J.W. (SJ) ••••••••••• MO, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Van Pelt, R. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• NE ••••••••••••••••••• 
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Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Participation of Vlslti!li' Ju~es in Cases Disposed oC 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on BrieC3 

Durillr the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 
(continued) 

Visiting Ju~es 
by 

Circuit Visited 

Total N:lmber of 
Visiting Ju~es 

and Home Court 

9th Circuit ••••••••• , • •• Visitillr Ju~es, 103 ••••••• 

Kashiwa, S • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Btlms, J.M ................ OR ................... . 
Tashima, A.W. • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Reed, EIioC ••••••••••• ~ • •• NV ................... . 
RamIrez, R •••••••••••••• CA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Nielsen, L.C. • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Marquez, A.C. • . • . • • • .. .. .. .... AZ ................................ " .. .. 
Carroll, l~.H .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... AZ ............................ It ~ .... .. 

Takasugi, R.M •••••••••••• CA, C •••••••• , • •. • ••• 
Kenyon, D.V. • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
CowIe, W.P .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... AZ .................................... .. 
Byrne, W.M ............................ CA, C ................................ .. 
Gilliam, E.B .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... CA, S ................................ .. 
Aguilar, R.P. • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Wilkins, P.C •••••••••••••• CA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Pfaelzer, M.R •••••••••••• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Ki~, S.P ................................ iII ...................................... .. 
Kelleher, R.J • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Coughenour, J.C ••••••••••• WA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Ingram, W.A •••••••••••••• CA, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Williams, S.M. • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Marshall, C.E'.. • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Cordova, V.A • • • • • • • • • • • •• AZ ••••••••••••••••••• 
Orrick, W.H • • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Keep, J.N ••••••••••••••• CA, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Hall, C.H • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
'i11ompson, G .......................... CA, S .. a ............................ .. 

Belloni, R.C • • • • • • • • • • • • •• OR ••••••••••••••••••• 
Re<:den, J.A .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... OR. .. .................................. .. 
Rothstein, B.J •••••••••••• WA, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Hardy, C.L.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... AZ .................................... .. 
MuSC'ke, C.A ••••••••••••• AZ ............ " ••••••••• 
Gadbois, R.A •• • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ................. . 
Lucas, M.M •••••••••••••• CA, C ....................... . 
Fong, H.M ....... • .. .. .. .. .. .. • • ... IiI .......... " •.•...•••• 
Schwarzer, W.W • .. .. . . • .. . • ... CA, N .......... " •.•• 'II •• " 

Rafeedie, E .. • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ................. . 
Hatter, T.J ............... CA, C ..... e ............ . 

McNichols, rt •• • • • • • • • • • •• WA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Frye, H.J •• " • • • .. • • • .. • • • .... OR ......................... .. 
Von Der Heydt, J.A •••••••• AK ••••••••••••••••••• 
Fitzgerald, J.M ................ AK ................... . 
Ll'(lCh, B.E' • .. • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, N .............. " ••• 
Price, E.D .......... II ..... " .... CA, E .................... . 
Lydick, L.T •••••••••••••• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Enright, W.B ••••••••••••• CA, I? ••••••••••••••••• 
Irving, J.L ••• • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Coyle, R.E • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Claiborne, H.E • • • .. .. • • • .. • •• .NY ................... . 
Gagliardi, L.P ••••••••••• • NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Richey, M.A.. • • • • • • • • • • . ... AZ ............ ~ ....... .. 
Peckham, R.F ............. CA, N .................. . 
Patel, M.H •.••••••••• co • •• CA, N .................. . 
Hauk, A.A." .. • • • • • • • • • . .. .. CA, C .................. . 
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722 

23 
19 
10 
10 

9 
9 
9 
9 
9 
8 
7 
7 
7 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 .-/r 
1 
1 
1 
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Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Participation of Visiting Ju~es in Cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 
(continued) 

Visiting Ju~es 
by 

Circuit Visited 

9th CiMuit (contJ 

Total Number of 
Visiting Ju~es 

and Home Court 

Waters, L.E •• • • • • • • • • • • •• CA: C ••••••••••••••••• 
Ryan, H.L ......................... ID ...................................... .. 
Hatfield, P.G • • • • • • • • • • • •• MT ••••••••••••••••••• 
Cummings, W.J ••••••••••• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Lay, D.P •••••••••••••••• 8th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Miller, W.K •••••••••••••• DC Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Bilby, R.M • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• AZ ••••••••••••••••••• 
Reed, S.E ................ ,. .. .. .. .. .. .... KY, E ................................ .. 
Gray, W.P ........ I, 0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... CA, C ................................ .. 
East, W.G. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • • •• OR ••••••••••••••••••• 
Solomon, G.J. (sJ) ••••••••• OR, ••••••••••••••••• 
Jameson, W.J. (sJ) ••••••••• MT ••••••••••••••••••• 
Thompson, B.R. (sJ) •••••••• NY ••••••••••••••••••• 
Wisdom, J.M. (SJ) • • • • • • • • •• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Brown, W.E. (sJ) • • • • • • • • • •• KS •••••••••••••••••••• 
Smith, R.E. (SJ) ••••••••••• MT ••••••••••••••••••• 
Robb, R. (sJ) • • • • • • • • • • • •• DC Circuit •••••••••••••• 
TUttle, E.P. (sJ) ••••••••••• 11th Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Fairchild, T.E. (sJ) • • • • • • • •• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Stephens, A.L. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Swygert, L.M. (sJ) ••••••••• 7th Circuit ••••••••• 0 •••• 

Grant, R.A. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• IN, N •••••••••••••••••• 
Craig, W.E. (SJ) ••••• • • • • •• AZ ••••••••••••••••••• 
Taylor, F .M. (SJ) •••••••••• ID •••• " ••••••••••••••• 
McNichols, R. (sJ) ••••••••• ID •••••••••••••••••••• 
Schwartz, E.J. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• CA, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Peck, J.W. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • • •• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Hoffman, W.E. (sJ) ••••••••• VA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Halbert, S· (sJ). • • • • • • • • • •• CA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Whelan, F .\': .•. (SJ) •••••••••• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Williams, O;)V, (sJ) • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Meredith, J.l,'. ,SJ) • • • • • • • •• MO, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Van Pelt, R. (~IJ) ., ••••••••• ,' NE ••••••••••••••••••• 
Curtis, J.W. (SJ] • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Bazelon, D.L. (Sol) • • • • • • • • •• DC Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Haynsworth, CoP. (SJ) ••••••• 4th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
MacBride, T.J. (SJ) • • • • • • • •• CA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Crocker, M.D. (sJ) ••••••••• CA, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Hemphill, R.W. (sJ) •••••••• SC., •••••••••••••••••• 
Gray, W.P. (sJ). • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Skelton, B.G. (sJ) • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Ingraham, J.M. (sJ). • • • • • • •• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Murphy,T.F.(SJ) •••••••••• NY,S ••••••••••••••••• 
Palmieri, E.L. (SJ) ••••••••• NY, S ••••••••••••••••• 
Spears, A.A. (sJ) ••• 0 • • • • •• TX, W ••••••••••••••••• 
Sweigert, W.T. (sJ) • • • • • • • •• CA, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Hill, I. (sJ) • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Hauk, A.A. (sJ) ••••••••••• CA, C ••••••••••••••••• 
Jones, W.L. (sJ) ••••••••••• 11th Circuit ••••••••••••• 
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Table V-2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 

Participation of Visiting Ju~es In Cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1983 
(continued) 

Visiting Ju~es 
by 

Circuit VIsited 

Total Number or 
Visiting Ju~es 

and Home Court 

10th Circuit. • • • • • • • • • •• Visiting Ju~es, 17 •••••••• 

Anderson, A.J •••••••••••• UT ••••••••••••••••••• 
Brimmer, C.A ••.••••••••• WY .................... .. 
Kelly, P.F ••••••••••••••• KS •••••••••••••••••••• 
Cook, H.D • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• OK, N ••••••••••••••••• 
McMillian, '1' ••••••••••••• 8th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Bratton, H.e .................... NM .................................... .. 
Ginsburg, R.B. • • • • • • • • • • •• DC Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Markey, H.T •••••••••••••• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Templar, G. (sJ) • • • • • • • • • •• KS •••••••••••••••••••• 
Brown, W.E. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• KS •••••••••••••••••••• 
Dohanon, L.L. (sJ) ••••••••• OK, E ••••••••••••••••• 
Simpson, B. (SJ) ••••• • • • • •• 11th Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Arraj, A.A. (sJ) ••••••••••• CO ••••••••••••••••••• 
Timbers, W.H. (SJ) •• • • • • • •• 2nd Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Peck, J.W. (SJ) •••••••••••• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Kerr, E. T. (sJ) • • • • • • • • • • •• WY ••••••••••••••••••• 
Christensen, A. (sJ) •••••••• UT ••••••••••••••••••• 

11th Circuit •••••••••••• Visiti~ Ju~es, 25 •••••••• 

Markey, H.T. • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Smith, E.S • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit •••••••••• 
Miller, J.R • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• Federal Circuit ' ••••••••• 
Merritt, G.S. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Arnold, R.s ••••• • • • • • • • •• 8th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Wood, H. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 7th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Brown, J.R. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 5th Circuit .......................... .. 
Reavley, T.M ••••••••••••• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Engel, A.J ••• • • • • • • • • • • •• 6th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
O'I{elley, W.C •••••••••••• GA, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Phillips, O.L. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 10th Circuit ••••••••••••• 
Allgood, C.W, (SJ) ••••••••• AL, N ••••••••••••••••• 
Lym, S.H. (SJ) .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... AL, N ................................ .. 
Scott, C.R. (SJ) ••••••••••• FL; M ••••••••••••••••• 
Pittman, V .. (&1) ......... • .. • • •• AL, S •••••••••••••••••• 
Goldberg, I.L. (sJ) ••••••••• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Hunter, E.P. (SJ) •••••••••• LA, W ....... 1(1 •••••••••• 

Garza, R.G. (SJ) • • • • • • • • • •• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Haynsworth, C. (sJ) •••••• ,. 4th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Hoffman, W.E. (SJ) ••••••••• VA, E !II •••••••••••••••• 

Wisdom, 3.M. (sJ) • • • • • • • • •• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Gibson, F.R. (SJ) •••••••••• 8th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Ingraham, J.M. (sJ). • • • • • • •• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Coleman, J.P. (SJ) ••••••••• 5th Circuit •••••••••••••• 
Young, G.C. (sJ) • • • • • • • • • •• FL, M ••••••••••••••••• 

(sJ) Senior Juqre 

Case 
Partici­
pations 

96 

13 
9 
7 
5 
1 
1 
1 
1 

16 
13 
12 

5 
4 
3 
3 
1 
1 

314 

17 
16 
12 
8 
7 
6 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 

51 
28 
22 
20 
17 

16 
14 
14 
13 
12 
11 

9 
8 
~ 

• Data refiects only service as active juq;re; service as senior ju~e is 
provided separately. 
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DISTRICT 

TOTAL ............. 

DC ..............•. 

1ST ........•.... 

ME, ............... 
MA •••••••••••••••• 
NH ................ 
RI ................ 
PR ...•............ 

2NI) ............. 

CT .• , ............. 
NY.N .............. 
NY.E .............. 
NY.S ................ 
NY.W ................ 
VT ...........•.... 

3RD .••.......... 

DE ........•....... 
NJ ................ 
PA.E . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ 
PA.M •••••••••••• 'O • 

PA.W .............. 

\ 

TABLE X-1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

WEIGHTED AND UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDI!D JUNE 30. 198~ 

(ALL CRIMINAL CASES) 

WEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP 1 

JUDGE- I CRIM.3 I SHIPs2 CIVIL TOTAL CIVIL 

511 420 59 479 

15 354 28 382 

2 338 41 379 
10 494 33 527 

2 381 21 402 
2 425 44 469 
7 216 30 246 

5 523 47 570 
3 526 49 575 

10 603 60 563 
27 401 34 435 

3 392 73 465 
2 220 27 247 

3 265 24 289 
11 509 69 57fJ 
19 395 33 428 

5 307 78 3~15 
10 304 31 3::1~ 

UNWEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP 

J CRIM.3 I TOTAL 

472 67 539 

264 26 290 

432 57 489 
466 31 497 
401 20 421 
409 37 446 
454 40 494 

537 45 582 
555 43 598 
528 55 583 
361 29 390 
461 68 529 
245 26 271 

289 19 30B 
450 48 498 
338 24 362 
358 42 400 
360 18 378 



DISTRICT 

4TH ............. 

MD •........•...... 
NC,E ............... 
NC,M ............... 
NC,W ................. 
SC ................ 
VA,E ................ 
VA,W ..•.......•..• 
wV,N4 ............. 
wv,s4 .............. 

5TH .... . ...... 
LA.E ............... 
LA,M .............. 
LA,W .............. 
MS,N .............. 
MS,S ............... 
TX,N .............. 
TX,E .............. 
TX,S ....... " ....... 
TX,W .............. 

6TH ............. 

KY,E .............. 
KY,W ................ 
MI,E .............. 
MI,W ............... 
OH,N .............. 
OH,S .............. 
TN,E ............... 
TN,M ............... 
TN,W .............. 

\ 
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TABLE X-1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

WEIGHTED AND UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

(ALL CRIMINAL CASES) 

WEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP! 

JUDGE-
2 SHIPS CIVIL I CRIM.3 I TOTAL CIVIL 

9 388 84 472 
3 367 92 459 
3 205 75 280 
3 312 114 426 
8 373 40 413 
8 420 134 554 
4 405 44 449 
2 301 72 373 
4 412 47 459 . 

13 438 44 482 
2 488 36 524 
5 498 33 531 
2 522 31 553 
3 737 55 792 
9 461 74 535 
4 548 40 588 

13 440 115 555 
6 385 138 523 

5.50 239 39 278 
3.50 434 80 514 

13 533 42 575 
4 378 39 417 

10 452 48 501 
6 802 45 647 
3 544 75 619 
3 351 74 425 
3 431 107 538 

UNWEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP 

I CRIM.3 I TOTAL 
'" 

479 123 602 
722 108 830 
405 73 478 
513 91 604 
419 45 464 
417 276 693 
700 40 740 
443 62 505 
479 43 522 

515 34 549 
684 38 722 
643 43 686 
652 33 685 
779 51 830 
399 71 470 
561 40 601 
592 120 712 
511 161 672 

332 29 361 
518 106 624 
525 39 564 
574 47 621 
611 41 652 
923 44 967 
580 85 685 
434 128 562 
441 92 533 



DISTRICT 

7TH .......•..... 

IL,N .............. 
IL,C .............. 
IL,S .............. 
IN,N ............... 
IN,S .............. 
WI,E .............. 
WI,W .............. 

8TH ' ............ 
AR,E .............. 
AR,W .............. 
IA,N ............... 
lA,S .............. 
MN ....•.........•. 
MO.E . . .. ~ . . . . . . . . . 
MO,W .............. 
NE ................ 
ND ..........•....• 
SD .•.............. 

9TH ............. 

AK ....•.••..•..... 
AZ .....•....•..... 
CA,N . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ . 
CA,E .............. 
CA,C .............. 
CA,S .............. 
HI ................ 
JD •••••••.•••.•••• 
MT ......•........• 
NV ............•... 
OR ...........•..•. 
WA,E .............. 
WA,W t ....... •••• .... 

\ 
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TABLE X-1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

WEIGHTED AND UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

(ALL CRIMINAL CASES) 

WEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP1 

JUDGE- I CRIM.3 I SHIPs2 CIVIL TOTAL CIVIL 

16 637 63 690 
3 39B Bl 479 
2 607 100 607 
4 426 31 466 
6 379 36 416 
4 408 68 466 
2 463 60 603 

4 447 47 494 
2 434 66 490 

1. 60 38!! 46 434 
2.60 422 43 465 

6 417 43 460 
6 660 70 630 
6 347 46 393 
3 476 33 608 
2 178 69 237 
3 188 72 260 

2 386 60 446 
8 231 75 306 

12 431 46 477 
(} 286 80 366 

17 5t9 68 687 
7 240 143 383 
2 481 126 607 
2 370 57 427 
2 390 76 466 
3 424 112 636 
5 426 34 460 
2 318 78 396 
6 380 75 455 

UNWEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP 

I CRIM.3 I TOTAL 

626 44 669 
426 72 49B 
616 81 696 
469 26 494 
626 32 668 
423 47 470 
673 41 ~14 

627 61 678 
662 61 613 
498 40 638 
434 36 469 
603 39 642 
648 63 711 
466 126 691 
627 33 660 
208 62 260 
187 72 269 

361 100 451 
418 67 486 
59/3 53 661 
316 70 386 
467 68 625 
329 135 464 
568 1201 1769 
452 68 520 
430 84 514 
460 105 565 
472 35 607 
505 103 608 
524 168 692 
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TABLE X-1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

WEIGHTED AND UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

(ALL C~IMINAL CASES) 

WEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP1 

JUDGE- I CRIM.3 I DISTRICT SHIPs2 CIVIL TOTAL 
-

10TH ............ 

CO .............•.. 6 480 57 637 
KS ................ 5 464 62 616 
NM ................ 4 337 69 396 
OK,N5 ............. 2.40 427 68 495 
OK,E5 ............. 1. 35 352 139 491 I 

OK,W5 ............. 4.25 730 95 825 
UT .•.............. 3 496 56 651 
WY ••••••••.••••.•• 1 559 105 664 

11TH ............ 

AL,N .............. 7 421 62 473 
AL,M .............. 3 361 67 418 
AL,S .............. 2 499 38 637 
FL,N .............. 3 275 44 319 
FL,M .............. 9 366 66 422 
FL,S .............. 12 346 98 443 
GA,N ............... 11 388 41 429 
GA,M .............. 2 577 92 669 
GAS ............... 3 416 47 463 

1 The case weights are based on the 1979 district court time study conducted by the Fed\1ral Judicial Center. 
2 Authorized judgeships as of June 30. Excludes territorial courts. 
3 Excludes transfers. 
4 The allocation of the judgeships to the state of West Virginia was changed by P.L. 97-471, effective 

January 14, 1983. 
5 Effective July 1, 1982, the allocation of the judgeships for the three courts in the state of Oklahoma was 

changed at the direction of the Judicial Council of the Tenth Circuit. 

CIVIL 

UNWEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP 

I CRIM.3 I TOTAL 

396 66 451 
491 57 648 
497 56 663 
472 65 637 
611 103 614 
706 141 847 
588 49 637 
640 104 644 

617 74 591 
483 96 678 
757 36 793 
339 28 367 
443 49 492 
374 99 473 
350 40 390 
746 377 1122 
601 67 668 
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DISTRICT 

TOTAL ............. 

DC ...............• 

1ST ............. 

ME ................ 
MA ••.•••.••••••••• 
NH ................ 
RI ................ 
PR ................ 

2ND ............. 

CT ................ 
NY.N ... " ... """,,.,," . 
NY.E ..... " .. "."" .. 
NY.S ...... " .. " .... 
NY.W " ..... " ... " .. " 
VT ..•............. 

3RD ............. 
DE ................ 
NJ ...........•.... 
PA.E " .......... " .. 
PA.M ." ..... " ... " .. 
PA.W .. "" .. "." ... ,, . 

\ 

TABLE X-1A 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

WEIGHTED AND UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURINa THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE 3D, 1983 

(CRIMINAL FF.LONY CASES ONLY) 

WEIGHTED FILINGf 
PER JUDGESHIP 

JUDGE- 2 SHIPS CIVZL I CRIM.3 I TOTAL CIVIL 

611 420 53 473 

16 364 24 378 

2 338 38 376 
10 494 31 626 

2 381 21 402 
2 425 43 468 
7 216 30 246 

6 623 46 669 
3 626 46 572 

10 603 53 566 
27 401 30 431 

3 392 68 460 
2 220 26 246 

3 266 23 288 
11 609 67 666 
19 396 32 427 
6 307 71 378 

10 304 31 336 

:c.' , ., '" . . 

UNWEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP 

I CRIM. 3 I TOTAL 

472 46 617 

264 20 284 

432 39 471 
466 28 494 
401 20 421 
409 34 443 
464 36 490 

637 42 679 
566 39 694 
528 44 672 
361 24 386 
461 69 620 
246 22 267 

289 16 305 
460 31 481 
338 21 369 
368 34 392 
360 17 377 
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DISTRICT 

4TH ............. 

MD ...........•.... 
NC,E .............. 
NC,M .............. 
NC,W .............. 
SC ................ 
VA,E .............. 
VA,W •.............. 
WV,N 4···· .......... WV,S .............. 

6TH •............ 

LA,E ............... 
LA,M .............. 
LA,W .............. 
MS,N .............. 
MS,S ............... 
TX,N .............. 
TX,E . . . . . . ~ . . . .. . . . 
TX,S .............. 
TX,W ............... 

6TH .........•... 

KY,E ............... 
KY,W .............. '-MI,E ............... 
MI,W .............. 
OH,N ............... 
OH,S .............. 
TN,~ .............. 
TN,M .............. 
TN,W .............. 

\ 

.., .... I'~'~. 

TABLE X-'1A 
U.S. DlSTRICT COURTS 

WEIGHTED AND UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
IWRING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1983 

(CRIMINAL FELONY CASES ONLY) 

WEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIPl JUi>GE-

3 SHIPS 2 
UNWEIGHTED FILINGS 

PER JUDGESHIP 

J J J 3 I CIVIL CRIM. i'OTAL CIVIL CRIM. 

9 388 55 443 479 42 3 367 69 436 722 59 3 205 73 278 405 69 3 312 108 420 513 82 8 373 38 411 419 39 8 420 67 487 417 49 4 406 42 447 700 36 2 301 70 371 443 60 4 412 42 464 479 34 

13 438 41 479 515 31 2 488 34 622 684 35 6 498 28 626 643 29 2 522 30 552 652 29 3 737 52 789 779 44 9 461 70 631 399 64 4 548 37 585 561 37 13 440 113 653 592 115 6 385 126 611 511 127 

5.60 239 38 277 332 27 3.50 434 62 486 618 47 13 633 39 572 526 35 4 378 34 412 574 39 10 453 47 500 611 39 6 602 42 644 923 37 3 544 69 613 680 71 3 361 61 412 434 76 3 431 104 536 441 83 

TOTAL 

521 
781 
474 
595 
468 
466 
736 
503 
613 

646 
719 
672 
681 
823 
463 
698 
707 
638 

359 
565 
560 
t'l13 
660 
960 
661 
510 
524 
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DISTRICT 

7'rH ............. 

IL,N .............. 
II.,C .............. 
IL,S .............. 
IN,N .............. 
IN,S .............. 
WI,E .............. 
WI,W .............. 

8TH ............. 

AR,E .............. 
AR,W .............. 
IA,N ................ 
lA,S .............. 
MN ................ 
MO,E .............. 
MO,W .............. 
NE ................ 
NO ..........•...•. 
SO ................ 

9TH ............. 

AK ................ 
AZ ................ 
CA,N .............. 
CA,E ................ 
CA,C .............. 
CA,S .............. 
HI ...•••••.••...•. 
10 ................ 
MT •..•............ 
Ny ..•.•........... 
OR ................ 
WA,E ............... 
WA,W .............. 

TAeLE X-1A 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

WEIGHTED AND UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

(CRIMINAL FELONY CASES ONLY) 

WEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP1 

JUDGE-

1 I CRIM. 3 I SHIPS 2 CIVIL TOTAL CIVIL 

16 637 47 684 
3 398 70 468 
2 507 98 605 
4 425 30 456 
5 379 32 411 
4 408 53 461 
2 453 49 502 

4 447 44 491 
2 434 63 487 

1.50 388 43 431 
2.60 422 38 460 

6 417 42 459 
5 560 69 629 
6 347 42 389 
3 475 31 606 
2 178 55 233 
3 188 69 257 

2 386 38 424 
8 231 70 301 

12 431 40 471 
6 286 74 360 

17 519 65 584 
7 240 127 367 
2 481 59 540 
2 370 63 423 
2 390 73 463 
3 424 104 528 
5 426 32 458 
2 318 76 394 
5 380 55 435 

'. 

UNWEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUI>GESHIP 

I CRIM. 3 I 

525 37 
426 56 
615 76 
469 24 
526 28 
423 42 
573 40 

527 45 
562 46 
498 36 
434 32 
603 38 
648 61 
485 34 
527 28 
208 46 
187 66 

351 39 
418 60 
598 41 
316 57 
467 54 
329 116 
568 47 
452 60 
430 76 
460 94 
472 32 
505 96 
524 48 

TOTAL 

562 
482 
691 
493 
554 
465 
613 

572 
608 
534 
466 
641 
709 
499 
556 
254 
253 

390 
478 
639 
373 
521 
445 
615 
512 
50S 
554 
504 
601 
572 

I ., , 
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TABLE X-1A 
U.S. DUiTRICT COURTS 

WEIGHTED AND UNWEIGHTED 1<1lUNGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTIH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1983 

(CRIMINAL FIELONY CASES ONLY) 

WEIGH'rED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP 1 

UNWEIGHTED FILINGS 
PER JUDGESHIP 

DISTRICT 
JUDGE-2 
SHIPS CIVIL I CAIM. 3 I TOTAL CIVIL I CRIM.3 I TOTAL 

10TH ........... . 

CO •••••••••••••••• 
KS ••••.•••.••..•.• 
NM •••••••••••••••• 
OK.N5 ..•..••••..•. 
OK,E5 .•••..••••.••. 
OK,WS .•••.••.••••.• 
UT ......•...•..... 
Wy •••.•••.•.•.•••• 

11TH ........... . 

AL.N 
AL,M 
AL,S 
FL.N 
FL.M 
FL.S 
GA,N 
GA,M 
GAS 

6 
5 
4 

2.40 
1.35 
4.25 

3 
1 

7 
3 
2 
3 
9 

12 
11 

2 
3 

480 
454 
337 
427 
352 
730 
495 
559 

421 
361 
499 
275 
366 
345 
388 
5n 
416 

52 
53 
53 
66 

134 
79 
54 
99 

47 
47 
37 
43 
52 
88 
38 
65 
44 

532 
507 
390 
493 
486 
809 
549 
658 

468 
408 
538 
318 
418 
433 
426 
642 
460 

1 The I!ase weights are based on the 1979 distril!t court time study I!ondul!ted by the Federal Judil!ial Center. 
2 Authorized judgeships as of June 30. EXl!ludes territoria~ I!ourts. 
3 Exdudes transfers. 
4 The allooation of the judgeships to the state of West Virginia was I!hanged by P.L. 97-471, effel!tive 

January 14, 1983. 
5 Effel!tive July 1, 1982, the allooation of the judgeships for the three I!ourts in the state of Oklahoma was 

I!hanged at the direl!tion of the Judil!ial Counl!il of the Tenth Cirl!uit. 

396 
491 
497 
472 
511 
706 
588 
540 

517 
483 
757 
339 
443 
374 
350 
745 
501 

43 
49 
45 
61 
94 
52 
41 
87 

49 
44 
35 
26 
43 
87 
32 
56 
37 

439 
540 
542 
533 
605 
758 
629 
627 

566 
527 
792 
365 
486 
461 
382 
801 
538 
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TABLE X-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASES PENDING. BV NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN- FORFEIT-
CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND REAL TO DAMUS URES AND 

AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION ERTV ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

,.;;."':. 

TOTAL .... 2609 281 20 11 6 5 2 133 - - 7 3 1 6 31 4 53 

DC ....... 22 13 - - - - - 8 - - 2 - - - - - 3 

1ST .... 61 5 - - - - - 3 - - - - - 1 - - 1 

ME 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
MA ....... 47 4 - - - - - 2 - - - - - 1 - - 1 
NH •.....• 5 1 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - -
RI ....... 3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
PR ....... 2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

2ND .... 397 42 - - 1 1 1 16 - - 2 - 1 - 14 2 4 

CT .•...•. 88 11 - - - - - 4 - - 2 - - - 4 - 1 
NV,N .•.••. 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
NV,E .....• 60 10 - - 1 1 - 4 - - - - 1 - 2 1 -
NV,S •..•.• 199 13 - - - - 1 7 - - - - - - 5 - -
NY,W •....• 60 6 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 2 - 3 
VT ....... 6 2 - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 1 -

3RD .... 210 20 1 - - - - 8 - - 1 - - 1 2 1 6 

DE ....... 18 1 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - -
NJ 61 6 - - - - - 2 - - - - - - 1 - 2 
PA,E ...... 74 6 - - - - - 3 - - - - - 1 - - 2 
PA,M .•.... 18 3 - - - - - - - - l - - - 1 - 1 
PA,W •.•... 36 6 1 - - - - 2 - - - - - - - 1 1 
VI ....... 3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

. . . 

\ 

.. 
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TABLE X-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CUSS ACTION CIVIL CAlES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 3D, 1IIB3 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER FETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIl. ~ HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER ThADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

-

TOTAL · . 2328 116 17 - 8 B 74 58 186 1 125 3 1 172 1 7 126 426 

DC •.... 9 - - - - - 3 - - 4 - - - - 1 - 1 

1ST · . 56 1 - - 1 - 3 - 3 34 - - 3 - - 2 9 

ME ..... 4 - - - - - - - - 4 - - - - - - -
MA ..... 43 1 - - " - 2 - 3 24 - - 1 - - 2 9 
NH ..... 4 - - - - - - - - 3 - - 1 - - - -
RI ..... 3 - - - - - 1 - - 2 - - - - - - -
PR ..... 2 - - - - - - - - 1 - - 1 - - - -

2ND · . :355 18 2 - - 1 14 6 29 137 - - 15 - 4 14 115 

CT ..... 77 - - - - - 9 3 6 44 - - 3 - - 6 6 
NY,N ..•. 4 - - - - - - - - 2 - - - - - - 2 
NY,E .... 40 3 2 - - - 1 - - 20 - - - - 1 2 11 
NY,S ..•. 166 14 - - - 1 3 1 22 48 - - 4 - 3 4 86 
NY,W .... 44 1 - - - - 1 2 1 22 - - B - - 2 7 
VT ..... 4 - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - ;'j 

3RD · . 190 13 2 - 1 2 6 6 34 52 - - 14 - - 14 46 

DE ..... 17 2 - - - - - - - 2 - - 1 - - 2 10 
NJ •.•.. 56 4 2 - - 1 3 2 23 5 - - 6 - - 3 7 
PA,E •.•. 68 2 - - - 1 2 3 9 31 - - 1 - - 2 17 
PA,M .... 15 - - - - - - 1 - 2 - - 4 - - 1 '1 
PA,W •..• 31 4 - - - - 1 - 2 12 - - 2 - - 6 4 
VI ...•. 3 1 - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - 1 

\ 
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TABLE X-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASEI PENOING. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30. 1983 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN- FORFEIT-
CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND REAL TO DAMUS URES AND 

AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAl. ALL 
DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

4TH '" . 178 29 2 12 4 8 

MD ....... 72 19 9 3 7 
NC,E .....• 9 1 1 
NC,M •....• 16 2 
Ne,W ...... 13 2 
SC •...... 26 
VA,E ...... 6 
VA,W ...... 10 

c..n WV,N ...... 7 ,1 .... WV,S ....•. 20 4 
~ 5TH 419 35 28 2 2 ..... 

LA,E .....• 44 5 4 
LA,M ...... 7 
LA,W .•.•.. 18 
MS,N ...•.. 49 3 3 
MS,S ..•... 53 4 3 
TX,N ...... 85 10 8 
TX,E ....•• 51 3 3 
TX,S ...•.. 91 8 6 
TX,W •..... 21 2 1 

6TH .... 236 19 2 8 2 6 

KY,E •..... 37 4 2 
KY,W •.•... 31 2 1 
MI,E ...... 13 
MI,W .••.•• 15 3 
OH,N .....• 79 3 
OH,S ...... 18 1 
TN,E ....•. 3 1 1 
TN,M ...... 4 1 1 
TN,W ..•..• 36 4 3 

. 1 ... " 
~ , , 

\ 
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TAIILE X-4 U.S. DISTRICT COORTS 
CLASS ACTION C1VIL CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SIIIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1983 

PF/IVATE CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DA.WS COPYRIGHT 

AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

4TH · . 149 8 - - - - 4 6 7 76 - - 10 - - 11 27 

MD ..... 53 - - - - - - 3 3 24 - - 5 - - 4 14 
NC,E .... 8 - - - - - - - - 7 - - 1 - - - -
NC,M .... 14 - - - - - - - - 10 - - - - - - 4 
NC,W .... 11 - - - - - - - - 11 - - - - - - -
SC ..... 26 3 - - - - 2 1 2 10 - - - - - 1 7 
VA,E •..• 4 - - - - - 1 - 1 1 - - - - - - 1 
VA,W .... 10 2 - - - - - 2 - 3 - - 1 - - 2 -
WV,N ...• 7 1 - - - - - - 1 3 - - - - - 2 -
WV,S .... 16 2 - - - - 1 - - 7 - - 3 - - 2 1 

5TH · . 384 11 3 - 4 1 9 6 14 254 - - 34 - - 20 28 

LA,E .... 39 1 1 - 1 - - 2 2 25 - - 2 - - 2 3 
LA,M .... 7 - - - - - - - - 6 - - 1 - - - -
lA,W •••• 18 - - - - - 2 - 1 12 - - 3 - - - -
MS,N .... 46 2 - - - - - - 2 36 - - 4 - - 2 -
MS,S .... 49 2 1 - 1 - - - 1 35 - - 2 - - 2 5 
TX,N .... 75 2 - - - - 1 1 5 51 - - - - - 5 10 
TX,E .... 48 2 1 - - - 6 - 2 30 - - 7 - - - -
TX,S •... 83 1 - - 2 - - 2 - 54 - - 10 - - 6 8 
TX,W ..•. 19 1 - - - 1 - 1 1 5 - - 5 - - 3 2 

6TH · . 217 10 2 - - - 14 11 5 119 - - 12 - - 16 28 

KY,E .... 33 2 - - - - 6 2 - 11 - - 3 - - 4 5 
KY,W •... 29 1 1 - - - 2 3 - 12 - - - - - 2 8 
MI,E ••.. 13 - - - - - - 1 - 9 - - 1 - - - 2 
MI,W ...• 12 - - - - - - - - 8 - - 2 - - 1 1 
OH,N .... 76 4 - - - - 1 1 4 51 - - 4 - - 6 5 
OH,S .... 17 2 - - - - 1 4 - 5 - - - - - 1 4 
TN,E .... 2 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - 1 
TN,M .... 3 .. - - - - - - - 3 - - - - - - -
TN,W .•.. 32 1 1 - - - 3 - 1 20 - - 2 - - 2 2 

Q 

\ 
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CIRCUIT 
AND 

DISTRICT 

7TH ., .. 
IL,N •••••• 
IL,C •••••• 
IL,S •••••• 
IN,N •••••• 
IN,S •••••• 
WI,E •••••• 
WI,W •••••• 

8TH ., .. 
AA,E •••••• 
AR,W ...... 
IA,N •••••• 
IA,S •••••• 
MN 
MO,E •••••• 
MO,W •••••• 
NE ....... 
NO 
SO ....... 

9TH ., .. 
AK ....... 
AZ 
CA,N ...... 
CA,E •••••• 
CA,C •••••• 
CA,S •••••• 
HI ....... 
10 
My ....... 
NV ....... 
OR 
IVA,E ••.••• 
WA,W •••••• 
GUAM ..... 
NMI ....... 

TOTAL 
CIVIL 
CASES 

292 

201 
6 
6 

41 
21 
12 
5 

207 

58 
5 
3 

12 
69 
21 
17 
17 
2 
3 

222 

5 
41 
33 
11 
9 

26 
23 

2 
8 

11 
9 

25 
6 

11 
2 

TAIILE X-4 U.S. DISTRICT COUfITS 
CI.A.U ACTION CIYU CASEI PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 111B3 

TOTAL 
U.S. 
CIVIL 

18 

14 

1 
2 
1 

20 

5 
1 
1 
1 
3 
2 
2 
4 
1 

43 

3 
6 
8 
2 

3 
2 
1 

6 

11 

UNITED STATES CASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN- FORFEIT-
LAND REAL TO DAMUS URES AND 

CON .. • CONDEM- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HABEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL 
TRAcr NATION ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TIES SUITS SECURITY 

2 11 

2 7 

1 
2 
1 

13 

3 
1 

1 
:1. 
2 
2 
2 

8 11 2 7 2 

1 
2 

3 2 

3 

11 

\ 

TAX ALL 
SUITS OTHER 

3 

3 

4 

2 
1 

11 

1 
3 
2 
2 

2 

...... 

"ll 
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TABLE X-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASEI PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT A8 OF JUNE 3D, 1983 

PRIVATE CASES 

I PRISONER PETITIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER OAMUS COPYRIGHT 

AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PeRSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COM- HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER -

7TH .. 274 13 - - - 1 2 9 33 129 1 - 22 - - 19 45 -
IL,N .... 187 11 - - - 1 1 8 29 75 1 - 9 - - 12 40 
IL,C ..•• 6 1 .- - - - - - - 4 - - - - - 1 -
IL,S •.•• 5 - - - - - - - - 4 - - 1 - - - -
IN,N ... , 39 1 - - - - 1 1 1 26 - - 1 - - 4 4 
IN,S .... 20 - - -. - - - - - 13 - - 5 - - 1 1 
WI,E .... 12 - - - - - - - 3 4. - - 4 - - 1 -
WI,W, ..• 5 - - .. - - - - - 3 - - 2 - - - -

8TH .. 187 6 1 - - - 3 1 14 104 - - 7 1 1 6 43 

AR,E ..•. 53 - - - - - - - - 51 - - - - - 2 -
AR,W •••. 4 - - - - - - - - 4 - - - - - - -
IA,l'l .... 2 1 - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - -
IA,S .... 11 - - - - - - - , 10 - - - - - 1 
MN ..... 66 1 - - - - 1 - 6 18 - - 3 - 1 2 34 
MO,E .... 19 1 - - - - 1 1 - 7 - - 3 - - 1 5 
MO,W ..•. 15 1 - - - - 1 - 8 4 - - - - - - 1 
NE ...•. 13 2 - - - - - - - 8 - - 1 - - 1 1 
ND ..... 1 - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
SD ..•.. 3 - - - - - - - - 1 - - - 1 - - 1 

9TH .. 179 12 - - 1 2 12 4 32 60 2 - 11 - 1 6 36 

AK .... , 2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 -
AZ ..... 35 - - - - - - - 19 7 - - - - - 1 8 
CA,N .... 25 - - - - - 3 1 1 9 - - - - 1 - 10 
CA,E .... 9 - - - - - - - 2 7 - - - - - - -
CA,C .•.. 9 - - - - 1 - - 1 5 - - - - - - 2 
CA,S .... 23 7 - - - 1 1 - 1 3 - - - - - - 10 
HI 21 3 - - 1 - 1 3 2 7 - - - - - 1 3 
ID ..... 1 - - - - - - - - - - '7 - - - 1 -
MT ..... 8 1 - - - - - - - 3 1 - I - - - 2 
At; ...... . 10 1 - - - - 3 - 1 3 1 - 1 - - - -
OR ..... 9 - - - - - - - 2 4 - - 2 

~I 
- - 1 

WA,E .... 19 - - - - - 1 - 1 9 - - 7 - 1 -
wA,w ..•• 6 - - - - - 2 - 2 2 - - - - - -
GUAM ... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
NMI .... 2 - - - - 1 - - 1 - .- - - -

\ 
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TABLE X-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASEI PENDING. BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30. 1903 

UNITED STATES tASES 

PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTHER MOTIONS MAN- FORFEIT-
CIRCUIT TOTAL TOTAL LAND REAL TO DAMUS URES AND 

AND CIVIL U.S. CON- CONDEM- PROP- TORT ANTI- CIVIL VACATE HAOEAS CIVIL AND PENAL- LABOR SOCIAL TAX ALL 
DISTRICT CASES CIVIL TRACT NATION ERTY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS SENTENCE CORPUS RIGHTS OTHER TIES SUITS SECURITY SUITS OTHER 

10TH ... 93 6 4 - 1 - - - - - - - - - - 1 -
CO ....... 22 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
KS ...•... 34 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
NM ....... B 1 - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
OK,N ...... 10 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
OK,E ...... 2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
OK,W ..•... 6 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
UT ...•... 10 5 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 -
Wy ••••••• 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

11TH ... 272 31 - - - - - 19 - - - 1 - 1 6 - 5 

AL,N ...•.. 40 3 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 - 1 
AL,M •..... 29 2 - - - - - 2 - - - .- - - - - -
AL,S, •..•. 13 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
FL,N ...... 9 1 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - -
FL,M ...... 39 6 - - - - - 6 - - - - - - 1 -
FL,S .•.... 66 13 - - - - - 6 - - - - - 1 3 - 3 
GA,N ...... 44 2 - - - - - 1 - - - 1 - - - - -
GA,M ...... 16 2 - - - - - 2 - - - - - - - - -
G~S ...... 16 2 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - 1 

...... .. .... ~ . 
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TABLE X-4 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASEI! PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 18B3 

PRIVATE CASES 

PRISONER PET!TIONS 

MOTOR MAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL MARINE VEHICLE OTHER OTHER DAMUS COPYRIGHT 

AND PRIVATE CON- PROP- PERSONAL PERSONAL PERSONAL TORT ANTI- CIVIL COlo\- HABEAS CIVIL AND PATENT LABOR ALL 
DISTRICT CIVIL TRACT ERTY FELA INJURY INJURY INJURY ACTIONS TRUST RIGHTS MERCE CORPUS RIGHTS G\,'HER TRADEMARK SUITS OTHER 

10TH 87 9 2 - - 1 1 1 4 38 - - 6 - - 4 21 

CO ..... 22 3 - - - 1 - - 1 11 - - 2 - - 1 3 
KS .•.•• 34 2 1 - - - 1 1 1 19 - - 1 - - 2 6 
NM ••..• 7 2 1 - - - - - ~ 1 - - 1 - - - 1 
OK,N .... 10 2 - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - 7 
OK,E ..•. 2 - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 
OK,W •. , • 6 - - - - - - - 1 1 - - - - - 1 3 
UT •••.• 5 - - - - - - - - 4 - - 1 - - - -
WY ..... 1 - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - -

11TH 241 15 5 - 1 - 3 8 11 118 - 1 38 - - 14 27 -
AL,N •.•. 37 1 1 - - - 1 3 - 23 - - 2 - - 5 1 
AL,M., .• 27 2 - - - - - - 1 16 - - 7 - - 1 1 
ALoS." • 13 - - - - - - - - 8 - - 3 - - - 2 
FLoN •... 8 - - - - - - - - 8 - - - - - - -
FLoM •..• 33 a - - - - 1 - - 14 - - 8 - - 2 5 
FLoS, ••• 53 2 3 - - - - 4 8 20 - - 4 - - 2 10 
GA.N ...• 42 6 1 - - - - 1 1 16 - 1 8 - - 2 7 
GA.M •••• 14 - - - 1 - - - 1 9 - - 2 - - - 1 -
G~S .... 14 1 - - - - 1 - - 6 - - 4 - - 1 1 
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TABLE X-6 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASES COMIIENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1982 AND 1983 

1983 

NATURE OF SUIT U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 

1982 TOTAL I I-'EDERAL I DIVERSITY OF I LOCAL 
PLAINTIFF DEFENDAr~T QUESTION CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 

TOTAL CASES .....................••......•.•. ~-1~2~3~8~-1~0~2~34_-----~6~5----~9~5~--~7~4~5---_~12~7~ _____ 1~ 

CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL ••••.••••••••.••••••.•• r-_~9~64-_~13~1~ _____ .~5~2 ____ ~54-____ -=3 _______ ~7~0~ _______ 1~ 

INSURANCE....................................... 14 11 - - - 11 
MARINE. • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . • • • . • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 2 
MILLER ACT ••••••••.•.•••••••••••••••..•••••••.•. 1 1 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . . • • • • • • • • • . • 3 3 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 22 50 50 

2 
1 

3 

OrHER CONTRACT ACTIONS .. . . . . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54 64 2 5 - 56 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL •. ......... " ..•... r-___ ....:94-__ 1'-"7+ ____ .:.1 _____ ,2"t-_____ .....:.1_ .. ___ .....:.1:::,3 ______ -

CONDEMNATION OF LAND ....... ..... r. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • - 1 
FORECLOSURE ••.•••.•••••••••••••••.••.••••••••••• 1 4 1 .' - 3 
RENT. LEASE. AND EJECTMENT. • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 3 - 1 - 2 
TORTS TO LAND • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • 5 4 - 1 - 3 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS •••••••••••••••••••• '. • • • 2 5 - - - 5 

TORT ACTIONS. TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••.••••••• ~-~8~8~-~6~64_-----------~34_----....:1~9 __ . ____ ~4~4~ _____ -__ 

PERSONAL INJURY: 
AIRPLANE •••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••• 1 1 
ASSAULT. LIBEL. AND SLANDER ••••••••••••••••••••.• 1 2 
EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT. • • • • . • • • • •.• . • • • •• •• • • • 2 1 
MARINE. • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 5 3 

1 
1 
3 

MOTOR VEHICLE • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 8 4 - - - 4 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE. • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 2 - 1 - 1 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY ••••••••••.•••••••••••••.• 36 32 - - 3 29 

PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE: 
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING. • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • 27 17 - - 11 6 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE •.•• , ••••••.••••••• ~ __ ....:6~ ___ 4~ ______ - ___ ~2~ _____ - __ . _____ ~2~ _____ -__ 

". , .... " .. 
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TABLE X-5 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASES COItIIIENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 19B2 AND 1983 

NATURE OF SUIT 

1983 

U. S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 

I FEDERAL I DIVERSITY OF I LOCAL 
PLAINT1.FF DEFENDANT QUESTION CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 

13 
3 
7 

11 

2 
4 

3 
1 

36 
143 

6 
34 

142 
1 

2 

58 
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TABLE X-5 U. S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CLASS ACTION CIVIL CASES Cor.wENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUr~E 3D, 1982 AND 1983 

NATURE OF SUIT 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, CONTINUED 

LABOR LAWS: 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT .•.••.•••..•••••••...••• 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT ••••.•...•...•.•••• 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT ••••.• 
RAI LWAY LABOR ACT •.•••..••...••...•.•.....••.•• 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION ..••.••...•••.•.•.•..••.. 

PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS: 
COPYRIGHT .•••..•..•.•••..••••••.••..•....•••. 
PATENT ••••.•.•.••••.•••.•••.•••.••..•••...••. 
TRADEMARK •...•..•••..••..•.••••.•.••••....••. 

SECURITIES, COMMODITIES,AND EXCHANGES •...•...••.... 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS: 

HEALTH ! NSURANCE •..•.••....•..••.•.•.••.•••... 
BLACK LUNG CASES ••••.••..•.•.•••..•..••.•..•••• 
DISABILITY INSURANCE ..•••.••.•..•.•.•....••.••• 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME .•..••.•.•••.••..•.• 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS .••........•.... 
OTHER .•.•••.•.••••.•..••.•••••••...•.••.•..•. 

STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS ..•..•.•..•••.•.•....•.• 
TAX SUITS ••••.••...••••••..•••.••••••••.••....•• 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE •..••...••.••. , •••..••.••••..•• 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT OF 1974 •.••.••••...••..•• 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS •••.•••••••••..•••••......• 

1982 

17 
19 

5 
5 

24 

2 
1 
5 

151 

1 

3 
10 

10 
1 
3 

52 

TOTAL 

13 
18 

1 
3 

38 

133 

3 
4 
1 
3 

4 

60 

U.S. CASES 

PLAINTIFF IDEFENDANT 

3 
4 
1 
3 

4 

26 

1983 

PRIVATE CASES 

FEDERAL I DIVERSITY OFT LOCAL 
QUESTION CITIZENSHIP I JURISDICTION 

13 
17 

1 
3 

36 

133 

33 

OTHER ACTIONS. TOTAL .••...••..••••.•••.•.•.••• ~ ____ ~6~ ____ ~10~~ ________ =-________ 1~ ______ ~9~ ________ ~_~ ________ ~_=-

6 10 

DOMESTIC RELATIONS .•.•.••..••..••••.•••...•...... 
INSANITY .••...••.•.•••.••.••••.•••.••••.•.•...•• 
PROBATE .••••..•.•......•••••.•...•..••.•....•... 
SUITS INVOLVING LOCAL OFFICIALS .••..•••.••••..••••• 
OTHER ........••....•..•....••.•...•..•....•.•.•. 9 

. ~ 
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TO THE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE JUDICIAL 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT 

THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 

The following is a report of a6tivities relf;lting to the Criminal 
Justice Act (C.J .A.) during fiscal year 1982, which ended on Septe mber 
30,1982. 

Status of Appropriations 

The Congress appropriated $28,670,000 for "Defender Services" 
for fiscal year 1982. This amount, together with an unObligated bal­
ance carried forward from fiscal year 1981 of approximately 
$2,000,000, made a total of $30,670,000 available for obligations in 
fiscal year 1982. It is estimated that the enfire amount available for 
fiscal year 1982 will be expended. 

Federal Defender Organizations (F .D.O.)1 ...•.••. $ 
C.J .A. Panel Attorneys ......•••.....•....... 
Investigative, Expert & Other Services •......•... 
Transcrip ts , ............................ . 
General Administrative Expenses ••.•..•.•.•••.. 

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

16,089,000 
11,635,000 

845,0002 
2,075,000 

26,000 

30,670,000 

1 The terms Federal Defender Organizations and Federal Defenders, 
as used in this report, refer to both Federal Public and Community 
Deferlder Organizations. 

2 This amount includes F .D.O. expenses of $345,000 for investigative, 
expert, and other services which are not included in the F .D.O. total 
above. 

For fiscal year 1983, the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations each recommended an appropriation of $32,215,000, an 
amount which is $1,965,000 less than the budget request. This reduc­
tion was applied, in part, to decrease by approximately 10 percent the 
amounts sought for Federal Defenders in the object classifications for 
travel, communications, printing, supplies, and equipment. As a result, 
Federal Defenders were asked to make efforts to achieve savings in 
these areas. 

Representatioo in Fedelr'al Courts 

During fiscal year 1982, approximately 46,000 persons were 
represented in the United States courts pursuant to the provisions of 
the C.J.A. This compares with 44,410 appointments in fiscal year 
1981, and 43,242 appointments in fiscal year 1980. The number of 
appointments in fiscal year 1982 was thus 3.6 percent greater than 
those in fiscal year 1981 and 6.4 percent greater than in fiscal year 
1980. 
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The following tables compare appointments of counse~, ;~~e~~~ 
distribution of C.J.A. funds, between panel attorneys an 
Defenders for fiscal years 1980, 1981, and 1982. 

Appointments an d F d· Distribution by Fiscal Year un 109 

Projected 
FY 1980 FY 1981 FY 1982 

% of I % of 
CJA Appts. CJA Funds 

%~ I %~ %~ 1 %~ 
CJA Appts. CJA Funds· CJA Appts. CJA Funds 

Panel 
Attys ••••• 50.5 40.S 49.3 40.2 50.7 42.6 
FDO· •••• 49.5 59.2 50.7 59.8 49.3 57.4 

Total ••• 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

ases C Opened By Fiscal Year 

% Change % Change % Change 
FY 1980 FY 1981 FY 1980-1981 FY 1982 FY 1981-1982 FY 1980-1982 

Panel 
Attys ••••• 21,850 21,884 0.1 23,323 6.6 6.7 
FDO" •••• 21,392 22,526 5.3 22,677 0.6 6.0 

Total ••• 43,242 44,410 2.7 46,000 3.6 6.4 

Missouri: 500 • Excludes inmate requests from the U.nited States Medical Center, Springfield, 
in FY 1980; 733 in FY 1981; and 904 10 FY 1982. 

The following table reflects the actual number of appellate and 
d' t . t court C J A appointments in fiscal years 1978 through 1981, 
a~~ r~~eir distrib~tio~ between panel attorneys and Fe~era~ ~e~~n~,,::~ 
prOjectio~s for b fisc3a~ Y1e::~ \;i:~orti~:~u~~e;::'4 a~~e in;~:matfon from 
~~~:rga~ ;:f:~d:;S a~d th~ Executive Office for United States 
Attorneys. 

C.J.A. Appointments, Fiscal Years 1978 through 1981 
an d E t· t s for 1982 through 1984 SIma e 

ll.S. Courts of Appeals U.S. District Courts 

Panel* I Defender Grand Fiscal Pal1lel* I Defender 
Total A ttorneys Offices Total Total Year Attorneys Offices 

Actual: 

1978 •••• 2,046 688 2,734 22,168 19,433 41,601 44,335 
724 2,620 20,497 19,947 40,444 43,064 1979 ....... 1,896 

20,712 40,769 43,242 1980 •••• 1,793 680 I 2,473 20,057 
1981 •••• 1,559 822 2,381 20,325 21,704 42,029 44,410 

Estimate: 

1982 •••• 1,900 738 2,638 21,423 21,939 43,362 46,000 
1983 •••• 1,850 900 2,750 20,(:,40 23,610 44,250 47,000 
1984 •••• 1,950 970 2,920 22,605 23,475 46,080 49,000 

* These figures do not reflect cancellatIons, walvers, and termlOatlons. 

J d'· caseload statistics for 1982 reflect that duri~g .the 
u IClary . 30 1982 a total of 32,682 crimmal 

twelve month perIOd ended June, , t ~ the 1981 level of 
cases were filed - an increase of 4.5 percen .lrom 
31,287. 
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At the close of statistical year 1982, the pending criminal 
caseload was 16,659 cases, an increase of 5.1 percent over 1981, its 
highest level since 1977. 

Statistical year 1982 criminal filings increased in 9 of the 15 
major offense categories. The following table reflects the offense 
groups which experienced increases or decreases of more than 10 
percent in 1982. 

Percent Offense 1981 1982 Change 

Auto Theft .•....•••••... 305 369 21.0 Forgery/Counterfeit ......• 1,810 2,128 17.6 Burglary . . . ~ . . . . . . . . . . . 125 143 14.4 Drug Abuse Prev./ 
Control Act ....•..... 3,697 4,193 13.4 Embezzlement •...•...... 1,836 2,072 12.9 

Liquor /Internal Rev •••..... 30 20 -33.3 Homicide ............... 186 151 -18.8 Sex Offenses ............ 152 135 -11.2 

It should be noted that the President has developed a new eight­
point program designed to directly challenge both organized crime and 
drug trafficking through\')ut the United States. A key component of 
this program involves the creation of twelve Regional Task Forces (in 
addition to the ongoing South Florida Task Force) composed of investi­
gators, prosecutors, and other enforcement experts. These Task Forces 
are scheduled to begin operations in January of 1983 under the direc­
tion of the Attorney General, and will utilize the resources of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Drug Enforcement Administration, 
the ][nternal Revenue Servic,e, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms~ the Immigration and Naturalization Service, the United 
States MarShal Service, the United States Customs Service, and the 
Coast Guard in its efforts directed against organized criminal groups 
dealing in drugs. In addition, in some regions, the Department of 
Defense's tracking and pursuit capability will be made available. The 
requested funding for this Task Force initiative will provide for 1.,600 
new positions in 1983. 

Although it is anticipated that this Federal law enforcement 
initiative will result in an increased need for counsel and investigative, 
expert, and other services under the C.J.A., at this point it is too early 
to predict the degree of impact. The Administrative Office will moni­
tor the implementation of the initiative in order to insure that any 
resulting increase in the need for defense services can be met as the 
Task Forces become operational. 
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Compensatioo Ic;1' 'E:it'[ended or Complex Representation 

The following table reflects the number of cases and the amount 
of excess compensation payments for each fiscal year since 1979. The 
figures in each column reflect only those claims actually opened and 
processed during the appropriate fiscal year. 

E1Ccess Compensation Claims Paid 
i 

, 
FY 1979 FY 1980 FY 1981 FY 1982 

Number! Total Number \ Total Number \ Total Number I Total 

Felonies ••••• 279 $720,967 234 $565,747 346 $991,951 338 $865,371 

Misde-
meanors ••••• 8 6,526 9 7,823 15 12,493 29 25,473 

Discre-
tionary 

Appts.* •••• 42 23,568 43 25,908 150 76,075 165 91,404 

Exper.t & Other 
Services •••• 78 71,288 131 104,045 228 210,484 1 189 1 "II 'lA17 .. " .... 'u""Z. 

.. Although the Parole Commission and Reorganization Act of 1976 made the appointment of 
counsel in parole revocation proceedings mandatory, these appointments are included in 
"discretionary appointments" for purposes of this chart, as are probation revocation 
proceedings and post-trial motions after entry of judgment, which are also subject to the 
same $250 maximum. 

Between fiscal year 1979 and fiscal year 1982 excess payments 
have increased by 20 percent in felony cases; 290 percent in misde­
meanQf case5; 288 percent in discretionary matters; and 122 percent in 
expert and other services claims. For the same period, the number of 
claims have increased by 21 percent in felony cases; 263 percent in 
misdemeanor cases; 293 percent in discretionary matters; and 142 
percent in expert and other services claims. 

During fiscal year 1982: 

1) There were 1,462 payments in excess of $1,000 in felony 
cases approved. The largest of these payments amounted to 
$47,035 in an extortion and racketeering case in the Northern 
District of California. The average for 8,11 such payments was 
$2,799. 

2) There were 74 paylnents in excess of $400 for extended or 
complex representation in misdemeanor cases approved. The 
largest of these payments was $4,468 in an income tax fraud 
case in the District of South Dakota. The average for all 
such payments was $1,050. 

3) With regard to payments made for extended or complex 
discretionary appointments during fiscal year 1982, 590 
claims in excess of $250 were approved. The largest payment 
was $5,810 for a habeas petitioner in the Eastern District of 
Arkansas; and the average for all matters was $828. 
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4) Between October 1,1981, and September 30, 1982 332 claims 
for compensation for expert and other services of an unusual 
c~aracter or duration were approved and paid. The largest 
smgle payment was $6,688 for an investigator in the District 
of Arizona; and the average cost per case was $960. 

Transcripts, Investigative, Expert and Other Services 

As ?f November 30, 1982, a total of $2,394,573 has been paid 
froJ?1 the fIscal year 1982 C.~.A. appropriation for transcripts, investi~ 
gatIve, expert and other serVIces. It is estimated that as later claims 
a~tributable to fis~al year 1982 are approved and paid, the total for 
fIscal year 1982 WIll amount to $2,820,000. The following tables re­
~:~~. the c~s~_~f proyidi~g these_sery.ices from fiscal year 1979 through 
u:scal year 1981, and estImates for fIscal year 1982 through fiscal year 
1984. 

Transcripts, Investigative, Expert and Other Services 

Actual FY 1979 'T'" FY 19;~ 'T FY 1981 

Transcripts . . . . . . $1,451,517 $1,827,221 $1,722,242 
Investiga tors ••.•• 131,431 172,686 220,643 
Interpreters ..•.•. 95,857 67,140 86,920 
Psychia trists ••••• 154,057, 229,218 254,135 
Other Experts . . . . 139,892 163,621 181,000 

Total ••....• $1,972,754 $2,459,886 $2,464,940 

Estimate FY 1982 I FY 1983 I FY 1984 

Transcripts . . . . . . $2,075,000 $2,175,000 $2,350,000 
Investigators .•.•• 215,000 228,000 260,000 
Interpreters ••••.• 134,000 132,000 149,000 
Psychiatri~ts •.••. 288,000 308,000 355,000 
Other Experts . . . . 208,000 216,000 242,000 

Total •...... $2,920,000 $3,059,000 $3,356,000 
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Federal Defender Organizations 

The Federal Public Defender Organization for the District of 
Hawaii was created at the close of fiscal year 1982. 

The te mporary branch office of the Federal Public Defender 
Organization for the Western District of Missouri, which was estab~ 
lished in Fort Smith, Arkansas, in October, 1980, terminated operations 
on February 15, 1982. Thf~ office provided representation under the 
Criminal Justice Act to Cuban refugees detained at nearby Fort 
Chaffee. Its closing followed the relocation of the last of the refugees 
to various locations outside of Arkansas. During its sixteen months of 
operation, the Fort Smith branch office furnished representation in 379 
cases, at an average cost of $310 per case. 

Although a final accounting has not yet been completed, the 
cost of operating the 40 Federal Defender Organizations during fiscal 
year 1982 is estimated to have been $16,434,000, $1,583,000 (9.1 per­
cent) less than the amount authorized. Approximately 81.2 percent of 
the cost of the operation of the 40 Federal Defender OrganL"!:ations in 
fiscal year 1982 was expended for personnel compensation and benefits. 

A total of 22,677 cases were opened by Federal Detfenders in 
fiscal year 1982, and 22,249 were closed. More than 70 percent of the 
reporting Defender Organizations experienced increases in caseload 
during fiscal year 1982. The office experiencing the highest volume 
during this period was the Southern District of California with 3,230 
openings and 3,238 closings. This includes 2,151 immigration and petty 
offense cases opf1ned. 

Based upon original budget and grant submissions, ss a group, 
Federal Defenders realized 99.2 percent of their projected caseloads, a 
record high. This compares with 89.9 percent and 84.4 percent for 
fiscal years 1981 and 1980, respectively. 
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