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THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES, 28 U.5.C. 331
§ 331. JupictAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES

The Chief Justice of the United States shall summon annually the chief judge of each
Jjudicial circvit, and a district judge from each judicial cirenit to & 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-
cuft and district judges of the circuit st 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, cxcept that in the year following the enactment of this amended
section the judges in the first, fourth, seventh, and tenth circuiis shali choose a district
judge to serve for one year, the judges in the second, fith, and eighth circuits shall
choose a district judge to serve for two years and the judges in the third, sixth, ninth, and
District of Columbia circuits shall choose & district judzge 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 summion 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 gdvise 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 8 comprehensive survey of the condition of business in the
courts of the United States and prepare plans for assignment of judges to or from cirenits
ot districts where necessary. It shall also submit suggestions and recommendations to the
verious courts to promote uniformity of management procedures and the svneditious con-
duct of court business. The Conference is suthorized 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 esteblish & 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 ppropriate orders in the exercise of its
suthority. Subpoenas and subpoenss duces tecum shall be issued by the clerk of the Su-
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 manneér pro-
vided in rule 45(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 rhail promptly cerry into effect all orders of the Judicial Conference or the stand-
ing committee established pursuant to this section.

The Conference shsll also carry on 2 continuous study of the operation and effect of the
general Tules of practice and procedure now or hereafter in use as presctibed by the Su-
preme Court for the other courts of the United States pursuant o law. Such changes in
and additions to those rules as the Conference may desm desirable to promote simplicity
in procedure, fairnass in administration, the just determination of litigation, and the elim-
Inetion of unjustifiable expenze and delay shall bz recommended by the Conference from
time to time to the Supteme Court for Hs considerstion and adoption, medification or re-
jection, in sccordance with faw.

The Attorney General shall, upon request of the Chief Justice, report to such conference
on matiers relsting to the business of the several courts of the United States, with partic-
ular reference to cases to which the United States is & party.

The Chief Justice shall submit to Congress an annusl report of the proceedings of the
Judicial Conference und its recommendations for legislation.




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

March 12-13, 1986
The Judicial Conference of the United States convened
on March 12, 1986, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of
the United States issued under 28 U.S.C. 331, and continued in

session on March 13. The Chief Justice presided, and the
following members of the Conference were present:

First Cirecuit:
Chief Judge Levin H. Campbell
Chief Judge Juan M. Perez-Gimenez, District of Puerto
Rico
Second Circuit:
Chief Judge Wilfred Feinberg
Chief Judge Jack B. Weinstein, Eastern District of New
York
Third Circuit:

Chief Judge Ruggero J. Aldisert
Chief Judge Murray M. Schwartz, District of Delaware

Fourth Circuit:

Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter
Judge Frank A. Kaufman, District of Maryland

_Fifth Circuit:

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

Sixth Cirecuit:
Chief Judge Pierce Lively

Chief Judge Robert M. McRae, Jr., Eastern District of
Tennessee



Seventh Circuit:

Chief Judge Walter J. Cummings
Chief Judge Frank J. McGarr, Northern Distriet of
Illinois
Eighth Circuit:

Chief Judge Dongld P. Lay
Chief Judge John F. Nangle, Eastern District of
Missouri

Ninth Circuit:
Chief Judge James R. Browning
Chief Judge Robert J. McNichols, Eastern District of
Washington
Tenth Circuit:

Chief Judge William J. Holloway, Jr.
Chief Judge Sherman G. Finesilver, District of Colorado

Eleventh Circuit:

Chief Judge John C. Godbold
Chief Judge Anthony A. Alaimo, Southern District of
Georgia*

District of Columbia Circuit:
Chief Judge Spottswood W. Robinson, I1I
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, dJr., Distriet of
Columbia

Federal Circuit:

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey

* Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge
James Lawrence King of the Southern Distriet of
Florida, who was unable to attend.




Circuit Judges Collins J. Seitz, Otto R. Skopil, Jr., and
Gerald B. Tjoflat; Senior Circuit Judge John D. Butzner, Jr.;
District Judges Robert E. DeMascio and John H. Pratt; and
Senior District Judges T. Emmet Clarie, Edward T. Gignoux,
and Thomas J. MacBride attended all or some sessions of the
Conference.

Diana Waterman, General Counsel of the Senate
Judiciary Committee, attended the Conference briefly and
spoke on matters pending in the Congress of interest to the
judiciary.

The Attorney General of the United States, Honorable
Edwin Meese 3rd, addressed the Conference on matters of
mutual interest to the Department of Justice and the
Conference.

L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative
Office of the United States Courts, attended the sessions of
the Conference, as did James E. Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director;
Karen K. Siegel, Special Assistant to the Deputy Director;
William J. Weller, Legislative Affairs Officer; Daniel R.
Cavan, Deputy Legislative Affairs Officer; William R. Burchill,
Jr., General Counsel; and Deborah H. Kirk, Chief, Office of
Audit and Review. A. Leo Levin and Charles W. Nihan,
Director and Deputy Director of the Federal Judicial Center,
and Douglas D. MacFarland, Deputy Administrative Assistant
to the Chief Justice, also attended the sessions of the
Conference. Richard Schickele, Staff Counsel to the United
States Supreme Court, was also present.

The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Professor
A. Leo Levin, presented a report on the activities of the
Center.



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

The Director of the Administrative Office of the United
States Courts, L. Ralph Mecham, submitted to the Conference
a brief report on the judicial business of the courts during the
calendar year 1985. The Conference authorized its immediate
release.

JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS

Mr. Mecham reported that during the calendar year
ended December 31, 1985, there were 2,246 appeals filed in the
United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, an
increase of nearly 52 percent over filings in 1984. During the
year, the court disposed of 1,824 appeals, 69 percent more than
in the previous year. On December 31, 1985, there were 1,379
appeals pending. In the other 12 courts of appeals, there were
33,880 appeals filed, an increase of three percent over the
32,964 appeals filed in 1984. The courts disposed of 32,626
appeals, three percent above the previous year, but 1,254
fewer than the number filed. As a result, the number of
appeals pending in the regional courts of appeals on December
31, 1985, increased five percent to 25,676.

In the United States district courts, there were 278,793
civil cases docketed in 1985, a seven percent increase over the
previous year. The district courts disposed of five percent
more civil cases in 1985, but the 274,253 terminations fell
short of filings by 4,540, resulting in an increase of almost two
percent in the pending caseload. On December 31, 1985, there
were 251,177 civil cases pending in the distriet courts.

Criminal cases filed in the distriet courts in 1985 rose
to 40,974, an increase of six percent over 1984. There were
38,642 criminal cases terminated, four percent more than the
previous year, but still below the number of cases filed. The
number of criminal cases pending on the dockets of the district
courts rose to 23,791 on December 31, 1985, an increase of
nearly 11 percent.

During the year ended December 31, 1985, there were
412,431 bankruptey petitions filed in the distriet courts, an
increase of more than 18 percent over the previous year.
Nearly 12 percent more petitions were terminated in 1985 than




in 1984, but the 350,507 dispositions fell far short of new
filings. On December 31, 1985, there were 660,797 bankruptey
petitions pending, an increase of more than ten percent.

Mr. Mecham also reported that on March 11, 1986, there
were 11 vacancies among the 168 judgeship positions
authorized for the United States courts of appeals, 43
vacancies among the 575 authorized judgeship positions in the
United States distriet courts, and two vacancies on the United
States Court of International Trade.

"GRAMM-RUDMAN-HOLLINGS" BUDGET CUTS
IN THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE

Director Mecham reported that, in response to Public
Law 99-177, the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Aet of 1985 ("Gramm-Rudman-Hollings™), he had
adopted a series of reductions in expenditures by the
Administrative Office of 4.5 percent, or approximately
$1,300,000, for the remainder of the fiscal year 1986. The
Administrative Office will operate at less than authorized
staff; incentive awards and quality step increases have been
frozen; funds available for temporary employment and
overtime have been reduced; travel allocations have been
reduced by a factor of 15 percent; all training has been
eliminated except in emergency situations; and all controllable
tenant alterations, contract awards, and equipment and
furniture purchases have been deferred for the remainder of
the fiscal year.

Mr. Mecham further advised the Conference that 17
new positions had been cut from the agency's fiscal year 1987
budget request, and studies were under way to determine
whether additional cuts were feasible.

JUDICIAL PANEL ON
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

A written statement filed with the Conference by the
dJudicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation indicated that in the
six-month period ended December 31, 1985, the Panel had
acted on 172 civil actions pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1407. Of that
number, 133 actions were centralized for consolidated pretrial
proceedings, including 74 tag-along cases. The Panel denied
transfer of 39 actions.



Since its creation in 1968, the Panel has transferred
14,696 civil actions for centralized pretrial proceedings in
carrying out its statutory responsibilities.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH

The Committee on the Judicial Braneh filed a report
indicating that favorable aetion had occurred in the Congress
on three matters affecting judicial salaries and benefits: Public
Law 99-190, making further continuing appropriations for the
fiscal year 1986, effected amendments to the Federal Salary
Act of 1967 to make it easier politically for needed salary
adjustments to be implemented without the necessity of
affirmative congressional action; Public Law 99-234, the
Federal Civilian Employee Contractor Travel Expenses Act of
1985, amended 28 U.S.C. 456(a) to permit Artiele III judges to
receive reimbursement for travel expenses at rates or in
amounts which the Director of the Administrative Office
establishes in regulations approved by the Judieial Conference;
and prospects have increased for enactment of legislation to
improve judicial survivors' annuities by House passage in
December, 1985 of H.R. 3570, the proposed Judicial
Improvements Act of 1985.

COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey, a member of the
Committee on Court Administration, presented the report of
the Committee.

ARBITRATION

As the Conference was advised at its last session
(September 1985 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 53), ten courts are
currcntly participating in the court-ordered arbitration pilot
program. Since 1978, when the first arbitration programs
began operating in the federal courts, this experiment has been
conducted through the process of "authorization by
appropriation", i.e., money to run the programs has been
appropriated by the Congress, but the programs themselves
have not been statutorily authorized by the House and Senate
Judiciary Committees.

At the request of the Chairman of the House dudiciary
Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the
Administration of Justice, the Administrative Office drafted




legislation substantively authorizing the present experimental
arbitration program. The Conference approved the draft
legislation.

UNITED STATES COURTS DESIGN GUIDE AMENDMENT -
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS

Since the adoption by the Judicial Conference in March,
1984 of the United States Courts Design Guide (Conf. Rpt., p.
8), problems have been encountered in providing adequate
branch office facilities for federal public defenders. The
Conference approved a revision of Chapter 12 of the Guide
("Federal Public Defenders") to correct this matter.

RELOCATION ALLOWANCES

Employees of the judiciary are eligible for relocation
allowances under Chapter 57 of title 5, United States Code,
and regulations of the General Services Administration. Under
28 U.S.C. 604(a)7), the Administrative Office pays transferred
and certain newly-appointed officers and employees of the
judiciary for travel and other expenses incident to relocation.

The Conference approved general guidelines governing
the payment of employee relocation allowances. Under the
guidelines:

1. Judges appointed by the President are
entitled to certain relocation allowances
upon assuming the judiecial office (5 U.S.C.
5723).

2. Any government employee transferred to
a permanent position in the judicial branch
is eligible for relocation allowances,
provided that the employee agrees in
writing to remain in government service
for one year (5 U.S.C. 5724(i)) and the
chief judge of the receiving court certifies
that the transfer is "in the interest of the
Government" (5 U.S.C. 5724(a)).

3. Employees are generally ineligible for
relocation  allowances upon  initial
appointment, but may be reimbursed for
relocation expenses incurred as the result




of a judge's change of official duty station
during the term of the appointment,
provided that the employee signs the one-
year service agreement required by law (5
U.8.C. 5724(i)).

4. Judicial branch personnel, including judges
taking senior status, who relocate
primarily for their own convenience and at
their own request, may not be reimbursed
for relocation expenses (5 U.S.C.
5724(h)).  Staff members required to
relocate to retain their positions would be
eligible for relocation assistance, provided
the one-year service agreements are
signed.

5. Contract relocation services authorized
(but not required) by 5 U.S.C. 5724c¢ will
not be available to judicial branch
employees because of the cost of
providing such services,

PLACE OF HOLDING COURT

Upon the recommendations of the District of South
Carolina, the Judicial Council of the Fourth Circuit, and the
Committee, the Conference voted to recommend the creation
of a new division in the District of South Carolina consisting of
Beaufort and Jasper counties, with Beaufort designated as the
place of holding court. The Committee noted that the County
Council of Beaufort County has agreed to deed or lease,
without charge to the United States, the Beaufort County
Courthouse as a suitable location for the federal court.

REGULATIONS FOR DEBT COLLECTION

The Conference approved regulations to implement the
Debt Collection Act of 1982 (5 U.S.C. 5514, amended by Publie
Law 97-365). The regulations establish a proeedure for
collection by means of salary offset of debts owed the United
States by government employees, including all judicial branch
officers and employees whose salaries are disbursed by the
Administrative Office, except Article I judges.




COURT INTERPRETERS ACT

The Court Interpreters Act, 28 U.S.C. 1827-1828,
provides that any person appearing in federal court who does
not speak English well enough to comprehend the proceedings
or who is speech and/or hearing impaired, should be provided
with a certified interpreter or, if no certified interpreter is
available, with an otherwise qualified interpreter as
determined by the presiding judicial officer. The law requires
the Director of the Administrative Office to certify
interpreters, and fix their salaries and fees. All fees for
interpretation of proceedings arising out of criminal or civil
actions initiated by the United States are paid by the court.

The cost of language certification is extremely high, in
excess of $120,000 per language for materials development,
plus test administration expenses. The need for interpreters in
federal court for languages other than Spanish is modest, with
only one-third of one percent of the docketable events needing
interpretation in other languages. Accordingly, the Director
presently certifies only Spanish/English interpreters, although
he also recognizes interpreters for the speech and hearing
impaired certified for legal skills by the Registry of
Interpreters for the Deaf.

At its September, 1982 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 73), the
Conference recommended that, based upon costs and
infrequency of use, Congress should amend the Court
Interpreters Act to give the Director the diseretion to limit
the languages for which he will establish certification
procedures. The Conference reaffirmed its September, 1982
resolution.

S. 1853, 99th Congress, would maintain the same rights
to an interpreter as are provided under current law, but
otherwise change substantially the Court Interpreters Act.
Among other things, the bill would require the use of certified
interpreters in grand jury proceedings, require the certification
within one year of eight additional specified languages, and
require the Director to evaluate the performance of
interpreters, both certified and non-certified.

The Conference voted to support S. 1853 to the extent
that it would extend to grand jury proceedings the use of
certified interpreters, where reasonably available at the site.
The Conference opposed the remainder of the bill as



unworkable, unnecesssary, and tremendously expensive. For
example, the cost of development and test administration for
the certification of eight additional languages alone could
exceed $2,000,000.

REMOVAL JURISDICTION

At its session in September, 1985 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 50~
51), the Conference endorsed the Committee's
recommendation that 28 U.S.C. 1441(a) should be amended to
eliminate the derivative jurisdiction doctrine. Two additional
amendments to section 1441(a) proposed by the Committee at
this session, to permit removal by "any defendant" and to
provide that for removal purpecses the ecitizenship of fictitious
defendants shall be disregarded, were disapproved by the
Conference.

COURT REPORTERS

The Conference declined to approve additional court
reporter positions in the Districts of New Jersey and Northern
California.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS

At the request of the Department of Justice, legislation
has been introduced in the Congress (S. 1674 and H.R. 3337,
99th Congress) to improve the resolution of government
contract disputes. The bills would amend 28 U.S.C. 1331 and
1491 to vest exclusive jurisdiction in the United States Claims
Court to afford complete relief (including equitable and
extraordinary relief) on any claim relating to the award of a
government contract, whether suit is brought before or after
the contract is awarded.

While other parts of this proposal relate primarily to
policy issues for the Congress, the amendments relating to
expanded jurisdiction of the Claims Court and withdrawal of
jurisdiction from the district courts are central to the
workload of the federal courts. The Conference agreed with
the Committee that the current multiplicity of forums to
resolve pre-awarded and post-awarded contract disputes is
inappropriate and, further, that the Claims Court is the
preferred forum in which to vest jurisdiction over these
disputes. Thus, the Conference endorsed these aspects of the
legislation. However, the exclusion of distriet court
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jurisdiction over claims relating to the award of government
contracts is drafted in language so broad as perhaps to be
susceptible of unintended consequences. The Conference
therefore voted to recommend that the proposed amendment
to 28 U.S.C. 1331(b)(2) be redrafted or the legislative history
made clear that the amendment is intended solely to defeat
distriet court jurisdiction as to claims against the United
States relating to the award of a government contract.

CIVIL RICO SUITS

The Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations
provisions, 18 U.S.C. 1961-1968, were enacted as part of the
Organized Crime Control Act of 1970. Section 1964(c)
provides a private civil action in the federal courts for treble
damages and attorney fees to any person injured in his business
or property through a "pattern of racketeering activity". A
veritable "explosion" of civil RICO suits has occurred in the
federal courts in recent years.

While the policies underlying the statute are appropriate
for consideration by others, the impact of civil RICO on the
workload of the federal courts is an appropriate matter for
comment by the judiciary. It is the consensus of the
Conference that the impaet of civil RICO suits on the federal
judicial workload justifies narrowing the scope of this remedy.

The Conference adopted the following resolution:

Responding to the request of the Chairmen of
the Senate and House Committees on the
Judiciary for the views of the Judicial
Conference as to the impact of civil RICO
actions under 18 U.S.C. 1964(c), the Conference
observes thut the statute, among other things,
appears to recognize federal jurisdiction in each
and every case in which two or more instances of
mail or wire fraud are alleged to have occurred.

The extraordinary penalties provided by
the civil RICO statute (treble damages and
attorncy fees) are rapidly causing what would
formerly have been considered routine breach of
contract or common law fraud actions triable
only in state courts, in the absence of diversity,
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to be filed in federal courts. This not only
increases the burden on the federal courts, but
causes friction with the state court system.

Further, in that actions under the statute
may be predicated on federal securities or
antitrust violations, the statute overlaps and may
tend to confuse well-established separate
regulatory schemes.

For these reasons, the Judicial Conference
respectfully suggests that the Congress should
seriously consider narrowing the reach of this
statute.

FEDERAL JURISDICTION UNDER INTERNATIONAL CHILD
ABDUCTION CONVENTION

The Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of
International Child Abduction has been signed but not yet
ratified by the United States Senate, and implementing
legislation to accompany the treaty will be transmitted to both
houses of Congress. The draft legislation, which establishes
the statutory framework for an international structure to deal
with the wrongful abduction or removal by a parent of a child
from one country to another, provides concurrent federal and
state court jurisdiction to determine whether a child in the
United States was wrongfully removed to or retained in the
United States.

The sole issue considered by the Committee was
whether federal courts should have concurrent jurisdietion with
state courts over litigation under the convention. It was the
unanimous view of the Committee that state interest in and
experience with child custody disputes, coupled with the
traditional absence of federal involvement in such matters,
justified modification of the legislation to eliminate
concurrent federal jurisdietion under the convention. The
Conference concurred in the Committee's recommendation,
and authorized the transmission of this position to the
Department of State.
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AUTOMATION

Judge Markey reported that the Committee had
unanimously approved the Five-Year Plan for Automation in
the United States Courts (1986 Update). In addition to
providing timetables for the projected transfer of various
systems from the Federal dJudicial Center to the
Administrative Office, the current Five-Year Plan discusses
ongoing projects to address the next phase of providing word
processing and electronic mail support to the federal judiciary
(the Office Automation Project) and to implement a
standardized network approach to communications within the
judiciary (the Telecommunications Project).

Certain of the Five-Year Plan timetables may have to
be adjusted as the result of budget reductions required by
Public Law 99-177, the Balanced Budget and Emergency
Deficit Control Act of 1985 ("Gramm-Rudman-Hollings").

FRIVOLOUS LITIGATION

In September, 1983, the dJudicial Conference approved
the concept of the exhaustion of state administrative remedies
in cases brought under 42 U.S.C. 1983 and tasked the
Committee with developing appropriate lesgislative language
for further consideration by the Conference. Last September
(September 1985 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 46), after spirited
debate, the Conference returned the Committee's proposed
amendment to 42 U.S.C. 1983, and proposed repesl of 42
U.S.C. 1997e, to the Committee "for an assessment of the
draft's impact on the caseload of the federal courts".

The  Committee reported that neither the
Administrative Office nor the Federal Judicial Center is
equipped to undertake such a study, the results of which would
be imprecise in any event. Accordingly, the Subcommittee on
Judicial Improvements has deferred further action on this
subject.

FISCAL YEAR 1987 BUDGET REQUEST
FOR SUPPORTING PERSONNEL

Judge Markey reported that, on reconsideration, the
Committee on Court Administration had approved for inclusion
in the fiscal year 1987 budget request two additional positions
(one professional and one clerical) for the Office of the Circuit
Executive for the Eighth Circuit.
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COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET

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

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1986

The judiciary's appropriations gct for 1986, Public Law
99-180, was signed by the President on December 13, 1985.
The appropriation approved for fees of jurors totaled
$43,400,000, or $2,800,000 less than the $46,200,000
requested. Projections of increased juror usage, as well as an
unexpected increase in juror obligations in excess of available
1985 appropriations, are estimated to cost an additional
$1,000,000. A supplemental fisecal year 1986 appropriation
request of $3,800,000 for this account was therefore
submitted.

The fiscal year 1986 appropriations act also provided for
291 additional deputy eclerks for bankruptey courts. However,
a projected increase of 50,000 petitions and 3,000 adversary
proceedings for 1986 above the estimates included in the 1986
budget submission to Congress required revised workload
projections justifying an additional 200 positions. A
supplemental appropriation request of $1,200,000 to fund the
additional 200 bankruptcy clerks for three months during the
fiscal year 1986 was also submitted.

A further supplemental appropriation request, solely to
transfer funds among appropriation accounts, was submitted in
connection with reductions in expenditures made necessary by
Public Law 99-177, the Balanced Budget and Emergency
Deficit Control Act of 1985 (see below). This act, known as
"Gramm-Rudman-Hollings" for its primary sponsors, requires
that, commencing March 1, 1986, across-the-hoard
sequestrations of 4.3 percent be made in each appropriation
category for the remainder of the fiscal year 1986. Since
across-the-board cuts would have a profound disparate effect
on personnel needed to support the administration of justice in
the United States, the judiciary requested congressional
approval of transfers of funds, from "Salaries of Judges" and
"Expenses of Operation and Maintenance of the Courts", to
"Salaries of Supporting Personnel".
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The Conference noted that, if these requests are denied,
or authority to transfer funds between appropriation acecounts
is not conferred quickly, furloughs of judicial branch employees
without pay and/or deferral of civil jury trials, are distinet
possibilities during the last quarter of the fiscal year.

"GRAMM-RUDMAN-HOLLINGS" BUDGET CUTS

Judge Clark reported that, in response to Public Law
99-177, the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
Act of 1985 ("Gramm-Rudman-Hollings"), the Chief Justice
had directed the Budget Committee, after consultation with all
circuit chief judges and chairmen of affected committees of
the Conference, to make recommendations for reductions in
expenditures for the fiscal year 1986 in lieu of across-the-
board sequestrations. The Committee met in special session on
February 18, 1986, and made a series of recommendations for
the reduction of expenditures to the Executive Committee of
the Conference. On March 5, 1986, after careful consideration
of the recommendations of the Budget Committee, the
Executive Committee adopted a schedule of reductions whieh,
together with other savings and assuming authority to transfer
funds between appropriation accounts will be conferred by the
Congress, will enable the judiciary (exclusive of the Supreme
Court, the Federal Judicial Center, the Court of Appeals for
the Federal Circuit, and the Court of International Trade) to
meet the sequestered amount of just over $40,000,000 required
by "Gramm-Rudman-Hollings" for the fiscal year 1986. The
schedule of reductions was reaffirmed by the Judicial
Conference, to take immediate effect.

Included in the schedule of reductions reluctantly
accepted by the Conference was a cut of $1,360,000 in the
judiciary's appropriation category of "Court Security", relating
to building or perimeter security and security equipment. The
reduction would be realized by deferring the allocation of 60
additional court security officers authorized by Congress for
the fiscal year 1986; restricting the acquisition, installation,
and maintenance of security equipment; and reducing security
services in some courthouses by eliminating some court
security officer positions. Judge Clark also reported that the
United States Marshals Service has been directed to absorb a
substantial reduction of $6,500,000 in appropriations available
for court security in the fiscal year 1986. United States
Marshals Service Director Stanley Morris has indicated that
this reduction will have a highly adverse effect on prisoner
transportation and cour troom security.
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Seriously concerned with the impact these cuts would
have on the security of the courts, the Conference unanimously
approved the following resolution and authorized its
transmission to representatives of the executive and legislative
branches:

WHEREAS the Judicial Conference of the
United States is aware of the need to economize
during the present budget crisis, and is
determined that the judiciary shall comply fully
with the letter and spirit of Gramm-Rudman-
Hollings, but recognizes also that the effective
operation of the judicial system is essential to
the Nation's well-being;

WHEREAS the Courts of the United States
have traditionally been open long hours and days
substantially beyond a 9-5, five-day week; and

WHEREAS personnel of the courts and the
Department of Justice work in the courthouses
early and late, seven days a week; and

WHEREAS many courts are in high-crime
areas and have been attacked directly and
through their personnel; and

WHEREAS it is essential to the effective
administration of justice that security, heat and
air conditioning be available in federal
courthouses when the courthouse must be open;

BE IT RESOLVED that necessary funds
and facilities be made available to keep
courthouses open, habitable and secure at the
times needed in the reasonable exercise of the
courts' diseretion.

The Executive Committee also made additional
recommendations for further action in response to "Gramm-
Rudman-Hollings". As adopted by the Judicial Conference,
those recommendations include (1) urging the consolidation of
district and bankruptey clerks' offices, where savings are
feasible; (2) encouraging district judges, bankruptey judges, and
magistrates to utilize electronic sound recording equipment for
the recording of proceedings in court or in chambers in lieu of
official court reporters and/or contractual services; (3)
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requesting that Congress amend 28 U.S.C. 333 to authorize
biennial eircuit conferences; (4) suggesting annual rather than
semiannual meetings of metropolitan chief judges; (5)
authorizing annual rather than semiannual meetings of circuit
executives; (6) requesting that the Chief Justice consider
reducing the number of Judicial Conference committees and
the number of committee meetings during the period of deficit
reductions; (7) encouraging the imposition of sanctions upon
counsel and/or parties for tardy notification of settlement
contributing to the ecalling of unnecessary venirepersons; (8)
urging courts to utilize optical scanning equipment for juror
qualification purposes, which could eliminate hundreds (if not
thousands) of labor intensive hours; (9) requesting the Jury
Committee of the Judicial Conference to study the effect of
assessing jury costs in civil actions against litigants; (10)
continuing to decentralize the budgetary process; (11)
requesting that Congress increase eivil filing fees from $60 to
$120; (12) requesting that Congress increase bankruptey filing
fees in Chapter 7 and Chapter 13 cases from $60 to $80; (13)
requesting the appropriate committees of the Judicial
Conference to study the possibility of increasing the entire
range of miscellaneous fees prescribed by the Judicial
Conference; (14) requesting that Congress implement an
incentive awards program under which employees could obtain
cash awards for ideas leading to substantial cost savings; (15)
requesting that Congress eliminate diversity of citizenship
jurisdietion under 28 U.S.C. 1332; and (18) authorizing, as a
last resort, end-of-year emergency measures including
furloughs of personnel without pay.

JUDICIAL ETHICS COMMITTEE

Judge John H. Pratt, Chairman of the Judicial Ethics
Committee, presented the report of the Committee.

ACTIVITIES OF THE COMMITTEE

Judge Pratt reported that the Committee had received
1,998 financial disclosure reports for the calendar year 1985,
including 996 reports from judicial officers and 1,002 reports
from judicial employees, and had addressed 653 letters of
inquiry to reporting individuals.
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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

Since its last report, the Committee received 17
inquiries and issued 14 advisory responses. The Chairman also
responded to 15 telephone inquiries that did not require
reference to the Committee. The Committee is publishing an
opinion dealing with the implications of Canons 4 and 5 on
judges' writing and lecturing, use of government resources,
control of advertising, ete.

COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS

The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments filed a
report indicating that during the period August 15, 1985
through February 15, 1986, the Committee had recommended
58 intercircuit assignments to be undertaken by 40 judges. Of
this number, nine were senior circuit judges, three were active
circuit judges, 19 were senior district judges, four were active
distriet judges, three were senior judges of the Court of
International Trade, and two were active judges of the Court
of International Trade.

Of the 58 assignments approved, 19 judges undertook 34
assignments to the courts of appeals, and 22 judges undertook
24 assignments to the distriet courts.

COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE

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

RULES AMENDMENTS

Judge Gignoux reported that the Committee anticipated
submitting gender-neutralizing amendments to the Criminal
and Bankruptey Rules to the September, 1986 session of the
Judicial Conference. So that all such rules amendments may
be considered simultaneously, the Conference deferred
consideration of gender-neutralizing amendments to the Rules
of Evidence and the Civil Rules until its next session.
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COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF
THE PRCBATION SYSTEM

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

SENTENCING INSTITUTES

In September, 1985 (Conf. Rpt., p. 60), the Conference
approved the tentative program for an Institute on Sentencing
for the judges of the Ninth Circuit to be held at Phoenix,
Arizona, April 21-23, 1986. The Committee submitted the
final agenda for the sentencing institute, which the Conference
approved. A proposed Joint Institute on Sentencing for the
judges of the Second and Sixth Circuits on March 17-19, 1986,
also approved by the Conference in September, 1985 (Conf.
Rpt., p. 60), was cancelled at the request of the chief Judges of
the Second and Sixth Circuits. '

COMPREHENSIVE CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1984

At its session in March, 1985 (Conf. Rpt., p. 21), the
Conference authorized the Probation Committee to draft
technical and conforming amendments to improve the
operation of the Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984
(P.L. 98-473). The judiciary's views were shared with the
Department of Justice at the Department's request. As the
Conference was advised at its last session (September 1985
Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 60), legislation introduced at the
Department's behest (S. 1236 and H.R. 2774, 99th Congress)
adopts many but not all of the judiciary's suggestions.

On December 12, 1985, the Senate Judiciary Committee
ordered reported 8. 1236. The reported version of the bill
deleted all references to criminal fines and their receipt by
clerks of court, thus eliminating two sections opposed by the
judiciary (September 1985 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 61-62), but
also deleted several sections which the Probation Committee
had recommended. The Senate Judiciary Committee has
indicated that it will address these and othur concerns of the
judicial branch later this year.

Congressman Kastenmeier has introduced as H.R. 3541,

99th Congress, most of the provisions of the Department's bill
(H.R. 2774) which fall within the jurisdiction of his Judiciary
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Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the
Administration of Justice. 'The Conference voted to support
enactment of sections 3 (restoring the authority of the
Director of the Administrative Office to contract for drug
aftercare) and 6 (permitting probation officers to supervise
protected witnesses on probation or parole under state law) of
H.R. 3541.

CRIMINAL FINE COLLECTION

Judge Tjoflat advised the Conference that the dispute
between the Department of Justice and the judiciary
concerning the collection of criminal fine payments remains
unresolved. It is the position of the Judicial Conference that,
as a matter of law, the Attorney General is charged with the
responsibility of collecting eriminal fines and, as a matter of
poliey, it is inappropriate for the judiciary to collect criminal
fines except in limited circumstances where it is in the public
interest for the courts to perform this executive branch
function (September 1985 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 61-62). The
Conference approved a clarifying amendnent to the Criminal
Fine Enforcement Act of 1984 (P.L. 98-596) consistent with
this position, in the event such amending language is requested
by the Congress.

RESTITUTION

In Robinson v. McGuigan, No. 84-5077 (2d Cir., decided
October 30, 1985), the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
held that state court-ordered criminal restitution is
dischargeable in bankruptcy. Previous decisions of other
circuits had held that federal court-ordered criminal
restitution was not dischargeable. While the Bankruptey Code
prohibits the discharge of "fines", the Robinson court construed
restitution to be a "debt", and therefore dischargeable. H.R.
3742, 99th Congress, introduced on November 12, 1985, would
amend title 11 of the United States Code to make court-
ordered criminal restitution nondischargeable in bankruptey.

Since H.R. 3742 affects a sentencing court's discretion
by clearing up a perceived limitation on that diseretion, it is an
appropriate matter for consideration by the judiciary. Upon
the recommendation of the Probation and Bankruptey
Committees, the Conference voted to endorse H.R. 3742 to the
extent that it would make federal restitution orders
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nondischargeable in bankruptcy. Application of the bankruptey
laws of the United States to state criminal sentences, including
restitution, is a policy determination for the Congress.

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF
THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM

Judge Robert E. DeMaseio, Chairman of the Committee
on the Administration of the Bankruptey System, presented the
report of the Committee.

REVISED GUIDELINES FOR
CHAPTER 13 ADMINISTRATION

Since 1963 (September 1963 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 87-
88), the Judicial Conference has promulgated, and periodically
revised, guidelines for Chapter 13 administration in order to
promote trustee supervision practices among the districts and
to prevent undesirable actions on the part of the trustees.
Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the Conference
approved revisions in the Chapter 13 guidelines to provide
greater guidance and detail to the courts in trustee
supervision.

NOTICING GUIDELINES

The judiciary's current appropriations act encourages
the courts to place the burden and expense of bankruptey
noticing on the litigants rather than the taxpayers. Draft
noticing guidelines, prepared to assist in the implementation of
this policy, were circulated for the views of all bankruptey
judges and clerks, reviewed by the Committee, and approved
by the Conference.

BANKRUPTCY ESTATE ADMINISTRATION

Judge DeMascio noted that the Committee had
reviewed the existing policy on the U.S. Trustee Program,
under the Department of Justice, to administer bankruptey
estates pending before the courts. Since September, 1977
(Conf. Rpt., pp. 72-73), the Conference has opposed such a
system and favored authorization of a position within the
judiciary to perform these duties. The Bankruptey Committee,
after a thorough review, reaffirmed its support for the existing
Conference position.

21




Legislation now pending in the Congress (S. 1961, H.R.
2660, and H.R. 3664, 99th Congress) would expand the U.S.
Trustee Program to a permanent, nationwide program.
Another proposal would expand the pilot program on an interim
basis. The Conference authorized the Committee to continue
its efforts in opposition to any extension or expansion of the
U.S. Trustee Program.

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM

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

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.

SECOND CIRCUIT
New York, Northern:

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Watertown for an additional four-year term and
increased the salary from $11,195 to $22,724 per
annum.

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

(3)  Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Champlain (or Plattsburg) for an additional four-
year term but decreased the salary from $7,164 to
$4,030 per annum, effective wupon the
commencement of the new term.
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Maryland:
(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

FOURTH CIRCUIT

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate
position at Hagerstown from $7,164 to $33,888 per
annum for a two-month period commencing April
1, 1986. Following the two-month period, the
salary of the position will revert to $7,164 per
annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Hagerstown for an additional four-year term at
the currently authorized salary of $7,164 per
annum.

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate
position at Salisbury from $4,030 to $26,040 per
annum for a two-month period commencing April
1, 1986. Following the two-month period, the
salary of the position will revert to $4,030 per
annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Salisbury for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $4,030 per annum.

South Carolina:

(L

(2)

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Aiken for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $2,015 per annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Florence for an additional four-year term and
inereased the salary of the position from $4,030 to
$25,859 per annum.

West Virginia, Southern:

Inereased the salary of the part-time magistrate position
at Beckley or Bluefield from $22,724 to $34,200 per
annum.
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FIFTH CIRCUIT

Texas, Southern:

(1)

(2)

(3)

Continued the two full-time magistrate positions
at Houston which are due to expire in 1987 for
additional eight-year terms.

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Brownsville (or McAllen) which is due to expire on
January 17, 1987, for an additional eight-year
term,

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Corpus Christi for an additional eight-year term.

SIXTH CIRCUIT

Ohio, Southern:

(1

(2)

(3)

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

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Columbus which is due to expire on April 30, 1987,
for an additional eight-year term.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Portsmouth for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $2,015 per annum.

Tennessee, Western:

Continued the two full-time magistrate positions at
Memphis for additional eight-year terms.

SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Indiana, Northern:

(1)

(2)

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Fort Wayne for an additional eight-year term.

Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate

position at South Bend from $22,724 to $34,200 per
annum.
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Indiana, Southern:

(1

(2)

(3)

Arizona:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Continued the two full-time magistrate positions
at Indianapolis which are due to expire in 1987 for
additional eight-year terms.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Terre Haute for an additional four-year term at
the currently authorized salary of $5,037 per
annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
New Albany for an additional four-year term at
the currently authorized salary of $2,015 per
annum,

NINTH CIRCUIT

Redesignated the official location of the part-time
magistrate position at Window Rock/Tuba City as
Window Rock/Holbrook.

Consolidated the part-time magistrate positions at
Flagstaff ($5,037 per annum) and Page ($2,015 per
annum) into one position designated as
Flagstaff/Page at a salary of $9,179 per annum,
effective April 1, 19886,

Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at
Page, effective April 1, 1986.

Authorized the part-time magistrate at
Flagstaff/Page to exercise jurisdiction in the
adjoining Distriet of Utah, formerly exercised by
the part-time magistrate at Page,

California, Northern:

(1

Converted the part-time magistrate position at
San Jose to a full-time magistrate position.
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(2) Continued the full-time magistrate position at San
Francisco which is due to expire on February 4,
1987, for an additional eight-year term.

(3) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Eureka for an additional four-year term and
increased the salary from $2,015 to $4,030 per
annum.

California, Central:

(1) Continued the five full-time magistrate positions
at Los Angeles which are due to expire on January
17, 1987, September 4, 1987, and June 18, 1988,
for additional eight-year terms.

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
San Bernardino for an additional four-year term at
the currently authorized salary of $17,352 per
annum.

(3) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Long Beach for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $11,195 per annum.

(4) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Lancaster for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $9,179 per annum.

(5) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Twentynine Palms or Palm Springs for an
additional four-year term but reduced the salary
of the position from $5,037 to $4,030 per annum,
effective at the start of the new term.

Washington, Eastern:

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

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at

Yakima for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $17,352 per annum.
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TENTH CIRCUIT
Oklahoma, Northern:

(1) Authorized a second full-time magistrate position
to serve the court at Tulsa.

(2) Discontinued the deputy clerk/magistrate position
at Tulsa.

(3) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate
position st Miami from $5,037 to $34,200 per
annum for a one-month period commencing April
1, 1986, and reduced the salary of the position to
$2,015 per annum, effective May 1, 1986.

(4) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at
Miami upon the expiration of the term of the
incumbent or the appointment of a seecond full-
time magistrate at Tulsa, whichever occurs first.

Oklahoma, Eastern:

(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Hugo for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $2,015 per annum.

(2)  Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate
position at McAlester from $4,030 to $7,164 per
annum.

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
Florida, Northern:

Continued the part-time magistrate positions at

Tallahassee and Gainesville for additional four-year

terms at the currently authorized salaries of $34,200 per

annum and $3,022 per annum, respectively.
Florida, Southern:

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Miami which is due to expire on January 14, 1987,
for an additional eight-year term.

27




(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Fort Pierce for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $3,022 per annum.

(3) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate
position at West Palm Beach from $13,210 to
$34,200 per annum.

COMMITTEE 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 PAYMENTS

Judge MacBride submitted to the Conference a report
on appointments and payments under the Criminal Justice Act
for the fiscal year ended September 30, 1985. The report
indicated that Congress appropriated $64,367,000 for
"Defender Services" for the fiscal year 1985. At the time the
report was prepared, the estimate of appropriations
expenditures for the fisecal year 1985 was approximately
$59,051,000, leaving an estimated balance of $5,316,000 to be
carried forward into the fiscal year 1986.

During the year, approximately 54,600 persons were
represented under the Criminal Justice Aect, compared to
50,704 persons represented during the fisecal year 1984, an
increase of 7.7 percent. Of these persons, federal public and
community defender organizations represented 28,680 or 52.5
percent of the total representations, compared to 53.9 percent
in the fiscal year 1984 and 52.2 percent in the fiscal year 1983.

The Conference authorized the Director of the
Administrative Office to transmit the report to ali chief
judges, all federal defender organizations, and others who may
request copies.

BUDGET REQUESTS -
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS

The Conference approved supplemental funding requests

for federal public defender offices for the fiscal years 1986
and 1987 as follows:
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Fiscal Year Fiscal Year

District 1986 1987
Minnesota $ 20,800 $ 9,600
Ohio, Northern $ 56,739 $ 58,275

CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT
AMENDMENTS

The Conference voted to recommend that the Criminal
Justice Act, 18 U.S.C. 3006A, be amended:

1. To authorize, but not require, the
delegation of a circuit chief judge's excess
fee approval authority to an active circuit
judge selected by the chief judge; and

2. To establish a holdover provision to permit
the continued service of a federal public
defender upon the expiration of the term of
offiece, until a successor is appointed or for
one year, whichever is earlier.

Another proposed Criminal Justice Act amendment,
requiring Judicial Conference approval of the establishment or
disestablishment of a federal defender organization, was
disapproved by the Conference.

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.

HABEAS CORPUS

In September, 1985 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 80-81), the
Conference voted to endorse section 5 of S. 238, 99th
Congress, which would amend 28 U.S.C. 2254(b) to permit an
application for a writ of habeas corpus to be denied on the
merits notwithstanding the failure of the applicant to exhaust
the remedies available in state court. Consideration of section
3 (a proposed amendment to 28 U.S.C. 2253 to vest in the
judges of the courts of appeals exciusive authority to issue
certificates of probable cause for appeal in habeas corpus
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proceedings, and to create an identical certificate requirement
for appeals by federal prisoners in collateral relief proceedings
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 2255) and section 4 (a proposed
amendment to Rule 22 of the Federal Rules of Appellate
Procedure to conform to the procedures in 28 U.S.C. 2253) was
deferred by the Conference, pending a Committee solicitation
and evaluation of the views of the circuit and district chief
judges on the provisions.

Judge Butzner reported that responses from 10 courts of
appeals and 47 distriet courts indicated that the courts were
approximately evenly divided in their support for, and
opposition to, the legislation.

The Conference voted to oppose enactment of S. 238 to
the extent that it would amend 28 U.S.C. 2253 to confer
exclusive authority to issue certificates of probable cause on
the judges of the courts of appeals. Thus, the Conference
voted to retain the current authority of distriet courts to
certify habeas corpus proceedings for appeal. With respect to
creation of a certificate requirement for appeals from denials
of relief under 28 U.S.C. 2255, the Conference voted to
support tiie creation of a certificate requirement comparable
to that currently found in 28 U.S.C. 2253.

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE

S. 1667 and H.R. 3378, 99th Congress, would extend the
protections against unauthorized interception afforded by
Chapter 19 of title 18, United States Code, to advanced forms
of electronic communications. In addition, the bills would
restrict the installation and use of pen registers and tracking
devices by law enforcement officers who apply for and obtain
court orders authorizing such devices: before granting an
order, a court would be required to find that there is
reasonable cause (in the case of a pen register) or probable
cause (in the case of a tracking device) to believe that the
information likely to be obtained is relevant to a legitimate
criminal investigation.

While the substantive provisions of these bills present
questions of policy for resolution by the Congress, the
Committee observed that the requirement for obtaining a
court order for the installation or use of & pen register or
tracking device does not explicitly provide that the order could
be issued by a United States magistrate., The Conference
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concluded that in the event of enactment of this legislation,
Congress should be asked to draft the legislative history to
show that judges would be permitted to authorize magistrates
to entertain such applications and issue orders.

GRAND JURY SECRECY

S. 1676 and H.R. 3340, 99th Congress, the proposed
"Grand Jury Disclosure Amendments Act of 1985", were
introduced at the request of the Department of Justice. The
bills would amend Rule 6(e)(3) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure (1) to permit automatic disclosure of grand jury
materials to Department of Justice attorneys for civil purposes
without a court order; (2) to permit the Department of Justice
to apply for court authorization to disclose grand jury
materials to other executive departments and agencies for
their use in matters within their jurisdiction, suech as
adjudicative and administrative proceedings; and (3) to reduce
the '"particularized need" standard for court-authorized
disclosure to a lesser standard of "substantial need" in certain
circumstances. S. 1562, 99th Congress, would make similar
changes in Rule 6(e)(3), except that it does not specifically
provide that only the Justice Department can request a
disclosure order (implying that other agencies may do so as
well), and it authorizes disclosure not just to personnel of
executive departments and agencies, but also to M"any
committee of Congress".

These bills were reviewed by both the Criminal Law and
Jury Committees. The Committees agreed that while
enactment of the proposed amendments to Rule 6 of the
Criminal Rules is primarily a legislative rather than a judicial
question, the amendments could have a considerable impact
upon the courts and the functioning of the eriminal process.
The Committees prepared a joint report discussing various
premises Congress might keep in mind in evaluating the
legislative proposals. The Conference voted to approve the
joint report.

BRIBES AND GRATUITIES ACT OF 1985

The proposed Bribes and Gratuities Act of 1985 (S. 1675
and H.R. 3336, 99th Congress) would permit the United States
to terminate for cause any contract, grant, or other benefit,
and to assess exemplary damages, if an "authority head" finds
after notice and hearing that a person who has been awarded
some benefit by the United States obtained or attempted to
influence the award of the benefit through some form of
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bribery. Alternatively, the authority head could, after notice
and hearing, declare void and resecind any contract, grant, or
other benefit tainted by bribery, retain all benefits received,
and recover gll benefits conferred by the United States
pursuant to the contract, grant, service, or other benefit.

In general, S. 1675 and H.R. 3336 present policy matters
for resolution by the Congress. However, the Committee
observed that, as written, the statute would apply to any
person who "is awarded a contract . .. by any agency of the
United States”, The Committee found this language to be
unclear, and therefore potentially the subject of litigation, on
the question of whether the legislation would apply in
situations in which a bribe or gratuity were given to an officer
or employee of an agency administering federal grants, even
though the person were not employed by the United States.
The Committee recommended clarification of this ambiguity in
the event of enactment of the bill, and the Conference agreed.

BAIL REFORM ACT AMENDMENTS

As noted in the discussion at pages 19-20 entitled
"Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984", Congressman
Kastenmeier has introduced as H.R. 3541, 99th Congress, most
of the provisions of the Department of Justice's proposed
amendments to the Act (P.L. 98-473) which fall within the
jurisdiction of his House Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts,
Civil Liberties, and the Administration of Justice. Section 2 of
H.R. 3541 would amend the Bail Reform Act to enable a
government attorney to move for a detention hearing if no
condition or combination of conditions will assure the
appearance of the defendant and the safety of the community,
and the offense charged is one involving the unlawful
possession or transfer of firearms or explosives. The
Committee supported this amendment and the Conference
agreed. Section 2 of H.R. 3541 would also permit a detention
hearing to be reopened at any time before trial if material
information exists "that was not known to the movant at the
time of the [original detentionl hearing". The Conference
voted to support this provision as well, if amended to provide
that the material information upon which the reopening is
based was not only unknown to the moving party, but also could
not have been obtained through the exercise of "reasonable
diligence'.
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COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION OF
THE JURY SYSTEM

Judge T. Emmet Clarie, Chairman of the Committee on
the Operation of the Jury Systein, presented the report of the
Committee.

MODEL GRAND JURY CHARGE

The current model grand jury charge was approved by
the Judicial Conference in September, 1978 (Conf. Rpt., p.
77). The Conference approved an updated and shortened model
grand jury charge.

COMMITTEE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT COUNCIL
CONDUCT AND DISABILITY ORDERS

The Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduet and
Disability Orders filed a report indicating that, since its last
report, no proceedings within its jurisdiction had been filed or
were pending.

COMMITTEE ON THE BICENTENNIAL
OF THE CONSTITUTION

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey, Chairman of the
Committee on the Bicentennial of the Constitution, presented
the report of the Committee.

The Committee, which includes a representative from
each circuit, held its first organizational meeting on December
18, 1985. It will serve primarily as a catalyst and coordinator
of bicentennial projects locally designed, organized, managed,
and funded.

AD HOC COMMITTEE ON AMERICAN INNS OF COURT

The Ad Hoe Committee on American Inns of Court filed
a report indicating that, to date, 15 Inns of Court have been
chartered by the American Inns of Court Foundation. At its
February, 1986 meeting, the Foundation Board of Trustees
accepted the resignation of its Chairman, Judge Aldon J.
Anderson, and also voted to commend Judge Anderson for his
outstanding service to the American Inns of Court movement.
Chief Judge Howard T. Markey was elected to succeed Judge
Anderson as Chairman of the Board of Trustees of the
Foundation.
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AD HOC COMMITTEE ON ELECTRONIC
SOUND RECORDING

Judge Collins J. Seitz, Chairman of the Ad Hoec
Committee on Electronic Sound Recording, presented the
report of the Committee.

At the request of the Appropriations Committee of the
United States Senate and the Ad Hoe Committee, the
Administrative Office conducted a program evaluation of the
electronic sound recording program. Although not all courts
were included in the evaluation, by the end of 1985, 31 active
and senior distriet judges and 49 bankruptey judges had
requested the installation of electronic sound recording
equipment as the means of taking all or part of the record of
proceedings in court and/or chambers.

On the basis of the Administrative Office evaluation,
the Ad Hoe Committee concluded that substantial financial
savings are realized when a court uses electronie sound
recording, and accurate and timely transcripts are being
produced. The Conference approved the report and determined
that the electronic sound recording program should be
employed as a permanent part of the facilities and services
available to the judiciary, subject to appropriate funding, and
authorized the transmittal of the report to the Congress.

MEMORIAL RESOLUTION

Noting the death of Judge Edward Allen Tamm, the
Conference adopted the following resolution:

The Judicial Conference of the United States
notes with sadness the death of Judge Edward
Allen Tamm on September 22, 1985. A
distinguished judge of the United States Distriet
Court for 17 years and the Court of Appeals for
the Distriet of Columbia Circuit for 20 years, and
Chief Judge of the Temporary Emergency Court of
Appeals for 11 years, Judge Tamm was admired by
all who knew and worked with him. In addition to
his duties as an active judge serving on a busy
circuit, he carried numerous difficult extra-
judicial  assignments requiring  exceptional
administrative ability. He faithfully discharged all
these tasks with thoroughness and dedication.
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Judge Tamm, a native of Butte, Montana,
began his judicial career in 1948 when he was
selected by President Truman to be a judge of the
United States Distriet Court for the District of
Columbia. In 1965, he was appointed by President
Johnson to the United States Court of Appeals.
His 37 years on the federal bench were preceded
by 18 years of service in the Federal Bureau of
Investigation, where he became one of its highest
ranking officers. His extraordinary administrative
skills were widely credited as a major factor in the
high standing of the FBI during his tenure there.

In 1969, Judge Tamm was appointed by the
Chief Justice of the United States to be the first
Chairman of the Judicial Conference Review
Committee, responsible for administering the then
voluntary financial disclosure and reporting
program of the federal judiciary. When Congress
passed the Ethics in Government Act of 1978,
requiring the filing of financial disclosure reports
by all senior government officials, that Review
Committee became the present Judicial Ethics
Committee, under the new Aect. dJudge Tamm
continued as its Chairman. From 1972 until 1979,
he was the co-chairman of the Joint Committee of
the Judicial Conference on the Code of Judicial
Conduct which developed the Code of Conduct for
United States Justices and Judges.

In 1972, dJudge Tamm was also appointed by
the Chief Justice of the United States to be the
Chief Judge of the Temporary Emergency Court of
Appeals, a court created pursuant to the Economic
Stabilization Act of 1970 and consisting entirely of
judges serving under assignment from other
federal courts. Judge Tamm was Chief Judge of
TECA for a decade and relinquished this position
in late 1981 only after most of the business of the
court had been completed.

Simultaneously with these three important
assignments, Judge Tamm was an influential
member of the Committee on  Court
Administration and the Advisory Committee on
the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. He
served on these committees until his death. Few,
if any, federal judges have carried as heavy an
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administrative and extra judicial burden as did
Judge Tamm over a period of many years.

This brief narrative of dJudge Tamm's
judicial career and leadership in judicial
improvement does not convey the essential
character of the man as a human being. Each
generation produces judges of singular leadership
recognized by their contemporaries as pillars of
strength and examples of integrity, discipline and
dedication. Judge Tamm was one of these, but he
was much more. To his friends, he was quiet,
unassuming and completely modest. On the bench,
while at all times a striet disciplinarian, he was
consistently civil and courteous to all who
appeared before him. To borrow a classical
expression typical of those he took pleasure in
quoting, he could be described as "suaviter in
modo, fortiter in re." Few judges in the history of
the federal judiciary have made comparable
contributions to the administration of justice. We
shall miss him greatly.

We, the members of the Conference,
convey our sympathy to his widow, Grace Tamm,
and their two children, Edward and Grace, and ask
that this resolution be sent to them as a mark of
our profound respect and high esteem.

ELECTIONS

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 621(a)(2), the Conference elected
Judge Jose A. Cabranes of Connecticut to membership on the
Board of the Federal Judicial Center for a term of four years

to succeed Judge Warren K. Urbom, whose term expires on
March 28, 1986.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 332(f), the Conference elected
Judge Louis F. Oberdorfer of the District of Columbia to
membership on the Board of Certification for Circuit
Executives for a term of three years to suceeed Judge John H.
Pratt, whose term expires on July 1, 1986. The Conference
also reelected Mr. John W. Maey, Jr., to membership on the
Board of Certification for an additional term of three years,
until July 1, 1989.
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PRETERMISSION OF TERMS
OF THE COURTS OF APPEALS

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 48, the Conference approved the
pretermission of terms of the following United States Courts
of Appeals during the calendar year 1986: the Court of Appeals
for the Fourth Circuit at Asheville, North Carolina; the Court
of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit at Kansas City, Missouri and
Omaha, Nebraska; the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
at Los Angeles, California; and the Court of Appeals for the
Tenth Circuit at Wichita, Kansas and Oklahoma City,
Oklahoma.

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

August 25, 1986 Chief Justice
of the United States
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS
OF THE SPECIJAL SESSION OF THE
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES

June 30, 1986

The Judicial Conference of the United States convened
in special session by telephonic conference call on June 30,
1986, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the United
States issued under 28 U.S.C. 331. The Chief Justice presided
and the following members of the Conference participated:

First Cirecuit:
Chief Judge Levin H, Campbell
Chief Judge Juan M. Perez-Gimenez, District of Puerto
Rico
Second Circuit:
Chief Judge Wilfred Feinberg
Chief Judge Jack B. Weinstein, Eastern Distriet of New
York
Third Circuit:

Chief Judge Ruggero J. Aldisert*
Chief Judge Murray M. Schwartz, District of Delaware

Fourth Circuit:

Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter
Judge Frank A. Kaufman, Distriet of Maryland

* Judge Aldisert was unavailable at the time of the
conference call but cast his vote in advance, based upon
written materials submitted to Conference members by
mail.
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Fifth Circuit:

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

Sixth Circuit:

Chief Judge Pierce Lively
Chief Judge Robert M. McRae, Jr., Eastern District of
Tennessee

Seventh Circuit:

Judge Harlington Wood, Jr.**
Chief Judge Frank J. MceGarr, Northern Distriet of
Hlinois

Eighth Circuit:

Chief Judge Donald P. Lay
Chief Judge John F. Nangle, Eastern District of
Missouri

Ninth Cirecuit:

Chief Judge James R. Browning
Chief Judge Robert J. MeNichols, Eastern Distriet of
Washington

Tenth Circuit:

Chief Judge William J. Holloway, Jr.
Chief Judge Sherman G. Finesilver, District of Colorado

Eleventh Cireuit:
Chief Judge John C. Godbold

Chief Judge James Lawrence King, Southern District of
Florida

**  Designated by the Chief Justice (at the request of Judge
Cummings) in place of Chief Judge Walter J. Cummings,
who was out of the country.
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Distriet of Columbia Cirecuit:

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

Federal Circuit:
Chief Judge Howard T. Markey

L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative
Office of the United States Courts, also participated.

PROCEEDINGS UNDER JUDICIAL CONDUCT AND
DISABILITY ACT

The Chief Justice called this special telephone
conference session of the Judicial Conference to consider a
certificate issued on June 18, 1986, by the Judicial Council of
the Ninth Cireuit pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 372(e)(7)(B), conveying
its determination that Chief Judge Harry E. Claiborne of the
United States Distriet Court for the District of Nevada had
engaged in conduct which might constitute grounds for
impeachment under Article I of the United States
Constitution. In advance of the conference call, the members
of the Conference were provided with a draft of a certificate
which the Conference could issue to the House of
Representatives under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(8), concurring in the
determination of the Ninth Circuit Judicial Council that
consideration of the impeachment of Judge Claiborne may be
warranted.

The Chief dJustice afforded each member of the
Conference the opportunity to comment upon the proposed
certificate. After discussion, the Conference agreed to amend
the certificate to include an affirmative finding that no
additional investigation of Judge Claiborne's conduct was
warranted in view of his convietion under federal law and the
affirmance of the conviction on appeal. As amended, the
certificate provided as follows:
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CERTIFICATE

TO THE SPEAKER, UNITED STATES HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES:

The Judicial Conference of the United
States, acting pursuant to section 331 of title 28,
United States Code, does hereby certify as
follows:

1. On dJune 18, 1986, the Judicial
Council of the Ninth Circuit certified to the
Judicial Conference, as provided by 28 U.S.C.
372(eX7)(B), that United States Distriet Judge
Harry E. Claiborne of the District of Nevada has
engaged in conduct which might constitute
geounds for impeachment under Article I of the
United States Constitution.

2. The Judicial Conference, in special
session by telephonic conference call, has
exercised its authority under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(8)
to consider the certificate of the Judicial
Council of the Ninth Circuit. In so doing, the
Judicial Conference had before it certified
offieial records of judicial proceedings
manifesting as follows:

On October 3, 1984, Judge Claiborne was
convicted of two counts of violating
section 7206(1) of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1954 (26 U.S.C. 7206(1)).

On May 1, 1988, Judge Claiborne's
conviction became final upon receipt in
the United States DNistriet Court for the
District of Nevada of the mandate of the
United States Court of Appeals for the
Ninth Cirecuit.
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3. The Judicial Council of the Ninth
Circuit has determined and certified to the
Judicial Conference that a violation of section
7206(1) of the Internal Revenue Code might
constitute one or more grounds for impeachment
and that Judge Claiborne has engaged in conduct
which might constitute grounds for impeachment
under Article I of the Constitution.

4. As provided in 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(8),
the Judicial Conference concurs in the
determination of the Judicial Council of the
Ninth Circuit that a violation of section 7206(1)
of the Internal Revenue Code might constitute
one or more grounds for impeachment and that
Judge Claiborne has engaged in conduct which
might constitute grounds for impeachment under
Article 1 of the Constitution. The Judicial
Conference considers no additional investigation
appropriate.

5. Consideration of the impeachment
of Judge Claiborne may be warranted.

There are attached to this certificate the
certificate of the Judicial Council of the Ninth
Circuit to the Judicial Conference and certified
copies of the judgment and commitment order of
the United States Distriet Court for the District
of WNevada entered on October 3, 1984, the
judgment of the United States Court of Appeals
for the Ninth Circuit on July 8, 1985, affirming
the judgment of the Distriect Court, and a
certificate of Joseph F. Spaniol, Jr., Clerk of the
Supreme Court of the United States, that the
Supreme Court on April 21, 1986, denied the
petition for writ of certiorari filed by Judge
Claiborne in this matter.

Executed this 30th day of June, 1986.
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The Conference voted to authorize the Chief Justice to
execute the certificate and issue it to the Speaker of the
House of Representatives.

Warren E. Burger

July 28, 1986 Chief Justice
of the United States
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE
OF THE UNITED STATES

September 18~19, 1986

The Judicial Conference of the United States convened
on September 18, 1986, 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 19. Chief Justice Warren E.
Burger presided, and the following members of the Conference

were present:
First Circuit:
Chief Judge Levin H. Campbell
Chief Judge Juan M. Perez-Gimenez, District of
Puerto Rico
Second Circuit:
Chief Judge Wilfred Feinberg
Chief Judge John T. Curtin, Western District of
New York
Third Circuit:
Chief Judge Ruggero J. Aldisert
Chief Judge Murray M. Schwartz, District of Delaware
Fourth Circuit:

Judge H. Emory Widener, Jr.*
Judge Frank A. Kaufman, District of Maryland

*Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge
Harrison L. Winter, who was out of the country.
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Fifth Circuit:
Chief Judge Charles Clark
Chief Judge L. T. Senter, Jr., Northern District of
Mississippi
Sixth Circuit:
Chief Judge Pierce Lively
Chief Judge Robert M. McRae, Jr., Eastern District of
Tennessee
Seventh Circuit:
Chief Judge Walter J. Cummings
Judge Frank J. McGarr, Northern District of Illinois
Eighth Circuit:
Chief Judge Donald P. Lay
Chief Judge John F. Nangle, Eastern District of
Missouri
Ninth Circuit:
Chief Judge James R. Browning
Chief Judge Robert J. MeNichols, Eastern District of
Washington
Tenth Circuit:

Chief Judge William J. Holloway
Chief Judge Sherman G. Finesilver, District of Colorado
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Eleventh Cireuit:

Judge John C. Godbold*
Chief Judge James Lawrence King, Southern District of
Florida

Districet of Columbia Cirecuit:

Chief Judge Patricia M. Wald
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., District of
Columbia

Federal Circuit:

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey

Circuit Judges Frank M. Coffin, Otto R. Skopil, Jr., and
Gerald B. Tjoflat; Senior Circuit Judge John D. Butzner, Jr.;
District Judges Robert E. DeMascio and John H. Pratt; and
Senior Distriet Judges T. Emmet Clarie, Edward T. Gignoux,
Elmo B. Hunter, and Thomas J. MacBride attended all or some
sessions of the Conference.

Congressman Robert W. Kastenmeier, Chairman of the
House Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and-
the Administration of Justice, and Congressman Neal Smith,
Chairman of the House Appropriations Subcommittee on
Commerce, Justice, State, the Judiciary and Related Agencies,
attended the Conference briefly and spoke on matters pending
in the Congress of interest to the judiciary.

The Attorney General of the United States, Honorable
Edwin Meese 3rd, and Solicitor General Charles Fried,
addressed the Conference on matters of mutual interest to the
Department of Justice and the Conference.

*Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge
Paul H. Roney, who was out of the country.
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Chief Justice LaPergola and Justices Gallo, Corasaniti
and Nevola of the Constitutional Court of Italy visited the
Conference briefly.

L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative
Office of the United States Courts, attended the sessions of
the Conference, as did James E. Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director;
Karen K. Siegel, Special Assistant to the Deputy Director;
William R. Burchill, Jr., General Counsel; William J. Weller,
Legislative Affairs Officer; Daniel R. Cavan, Deputy
Legislative Affairs Officer; and Deborah H. Kirk, Chief, Office
of Audit and Review. A. Leo Levin and Charles W. Nihan,
Director and Deputy Director of the Federal Judicial Center,
also attended the sessions of the Conference.

The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Professor

A. Leo Levin, presented a report on the activities of the
Center.
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R20RT OF THE DIRECTOR
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS

The Director of the Administrative Office of the United
States Courts, L., Ralph Mecham, submitted to the Conference
the Annual Report of the Director for the year ended June 30,
1986. The Conference authorized the Director to release the
Annual Report immediately in preliminary form and to revise
and supplement the final printed edition.

JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS

Mr. Mecham reported that during the year ended June
30, 1986, the number of cases appealed to the 12 regional
courts of appeals rose three percent to 34,292, due to increases
in appeals of criminal cases and private civil cases. Despite an
eight percent increase in the rate of dispositions, the number
of filings still outpaced terminations, resulting in a two
percent increase in the pending caseload. On June 30, 1986,
there were 25,276 cases pending in the courts of appeals. In
contrast, the filings in the United States Court of Appeals for
the Federal Cireuit dropped 53 percent to 1,163 cases,
primarily because of a reduction in the number of Merit
Systems Protection Board appeals. Dispositions, however,
increased 32 percent, resulting in a reduction of 46 percent in
the pending caseload.

In the United States district courts, the number of eivil
filings dropped for the first time in nine years. The seven
percent decrease, which resulted in 254,828 civil cases filed,
was centered in cases involving the United States government,
particularly in social security disability cases and recovery of
overpayments of veterans' benefits and defaulted student
loans. The number of civil cases disposed of exceeded filings
this year, resulting in a five percent reduction in the pending
caseload. On June 30, 1986, there were 242,177 civil cases
pending in the district courts.

Criminal case filings, on the other hand, increased by
five percent over 1985 levels, to 41,490. On the average, there
were 72 new criminal cases for each distriet court judgeship
position. Although dispositions increased in 1986, they failed
to keep up with filings, with the result that the pending
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caseload increased for the sixth straight year. On June 30,
1986, the pending caseload stood at 24,456, almost ten percent
more than the year before.

Bankruptey petitions filed rose 31 percent in 1986 to
477,856. Business bankruptcies were up over 14 percent to
76,281 petitions; non-business bankruptcies rose 35 percent to
401,575 petitions. Terminations increased over seven percent
but were below the level of new filings. On June 30, 1986, the
pending bankruptey caseload increased almost 20 percent over
the previous year, to 728,577 petitions.

Mr. Mecham also reported that as of September 15,
1986, there were 13 vacancies among the 168 judgeship
positions authorized for the United States courts of appeals, 36
vacancies among the 575 authorized judgeship positions in the
United States district courts, and one vacancy on the United
States Court of International Trade.

JUDICIAL PANEL ON
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION

A written statement filed with the Conference by the
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation indicated that during
the year ended June 30, 1986, the Panel centralized 537 civil
actions pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1407, Of that number, 351 were
transferred for coordinated or consolidated pretrial
proceedings with 186 actions originally filed in the transferee
districts. The Panel denied transfer of 130 actions.

Since its creation in 1968, the Panel has transferred
15,026 civil actions for centralized pretrial proceedings in
earrying out its statutory responsibilities.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH

Judge Frank M. Coffin, Chairman of the Committee on
the Judicial Branch, presented the report of the Committee.

JUDICIAL SURVIVORS' ANNUITIES
On June 19, 1986, the President signed into law Public

Law 99-336, the Judicial Improvements Act of 1985. The new
law significantly reforms the judicial survivors' annuities
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system, essentially as recommended by the Conference in 1981
(see September 1981 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 59). For a six-
month period commencing October 1, 1986, judges who have
previously waived the right to judicial survivors' annuities may
elect such coverage, and those presently participating may
revoke their election of coverage, which is otherwise
irrevocable. At the request of the Committee, the
Administrative Office is compiling illustrative case profiles to
assist judges in reaching these important decisions.

COST-OF-LIVING ADJUSTMENT OF JUDICIAL SALARIES

Section 140 of Public Law 97-92, a rider to a continuing
appropriations resolution for the fiscal year 1982, prohibits
implementation of judicial salary increases except as
specifically authorized by act of Congress. Although the reach
of section 140 appeared to be confined to the fiscal year 1982,
the Comptroller General has consistently interpreted this
provision as permanent law, Earlier this year, despite
reaffirming his prior construction of permanency, the
Comptroller General recommended that Congress repeal
section 140. While Congress has not yet acted on the
Comptroller General's recommendation, efforts to achieve the
repeal will continue,

COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION

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

ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS

The Committee reviewed the results of the 1986
biennial survey of judgeship needs conducted by the
Subcommittee on Judicial Statistics and voted to recommend
the creation of additional judgeships in the United States
courts of appeals and in the United States distriet courts.
Since the Congress has not as yet acted on the Conference
recommendations for additional judgeships resulting from the
1984 biennial survey, the current recommendations include
those previously made by the Conference.
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The Conference voted to recemmend the creation of
additional judgeship positions in the following United States
courts of appeals:

Third Circuit ... .
Fourth Cirecuit ........ eeea
Fifth Cireuit v v i st i vnevnnnes

-
.
-

- a . =

Eighth Circuit ..
Tenth Circuit ...
Eleventh Circuit.

Jeo 09— — b

TOTAL ... viviveneseeans 13
The Conference also voted to recommend the creation
of additional permanent and temporary judgeships in the
following United States district courts:
First Circuit:

Massachusetts .. ... vvvveve. 1+ 1temp.

Second Circuit:

Connecticut .. o v v v v v v v v v v us
New York (N) v v v v v v e e e ennns
New York (B) o v e v v e vvven e
New YOrk(S) v v v v v e vnnnnenn

temp.

et put fd et

Third Circuit:

New Jersey «.o.oovevens ceess 3+ 1 temp.
VirginIslands « « v v v v vs v v e 1

Fourth Circuit:

Maryland v .. cvveieiveaaa.s 1 +1 temp.
South Caroling « v vvvvvveeens 1
Virginia(E) ......vvvveeeo. 1temp.

Fifth Circuit:
Louisiana (M) « v v v vevvas... 1temp.

Louisiana (W) ..o vvvev e 1
Mississippi ($)« v« v v v s ceisaes  1temp.
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Texas (B) v oo vvnnenrnnoness 1
Texas (S) v vvevevenneneones 3
Texas (W)e v st it vvenneenans 1

temp.

Sixth Circuit:

Michigan (W) ........cc.... 1temp.
Ohio(M)es v ievnnennennans 1
Ohio(S) vovvevunn. cererens 2
Tennessee (E) v v v vevverennnn 1
Tennessee (M) .....covuve.. 1temp.

Seventh Circuit:

linois (N) ........ cheseees 1+ t/p*
Minois (C) «vvvvvvvveveen.. 1temp.
Indiana (8) .....vvvvvveee. 1 temp.

Eighth Circuit:

Arkansas (W) «.ovvvneenn.
IoWwa (S) v v v ittt et tennnnns
MiSSOUPL (B) v v vttt cannnnn
Nebraska v o v v v v vt esennvess

bt et et

Ninth Circuit:

California (N). v v v v v v e v e en

California (E) v oo vevvvvenen. 1 temp.
California (C)e v v vvvvvveen. 5
Hawaii.....oco0vveeevaas  1temp.
Idaho..........veevevnse.  1temp.
Nevada ..vvevvnnenennnns 1 temp.
Oregon ...ovvreennn 1

Tenth Cirecuit:

COIOI‘&dO-....-.....o-..¢. 1
Kansas. oceveeroneenoenes 1

* Existing temporary position to be made permanent.
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Oklahoma (N} . .... ... R |
Oklahoma (W)« v v et vnvvnvene 3

Eleventh Circuit:

Alsbama(N)....... |
Florida (M), ..... P |
TOTAL v v v venvonan 40 + 16

temporary +
1 temporary
to be made
permanent

The Conference also recommended that a roving
judgeship in the State of Kentucky be made a permanent
judgeship for the Eastern Distriet of Kentueky; that the two
roving judgeships for the State of Arkansas be made permanent
judgeships for the Eastern District of Arkansas; and that the
roving judgeship for the State of Towa be made a permanent
judgeship for the Northern District of Iowa.

On several occasions, most recently in March, 1986
(Conf. Rpt., p. 17), the Judicial Conference has recommended
that diversity of citizenship jurisdiction in the federal courts
be abolished. Were diversity jurisdiction to be eliminated, the
necessary number of new district court judgeships would be
reduced from 56 to 15, resulting in a recurring appropriations
expenditure avoidance of many millions of dollars. The
Conference directed that, until such time as Congress
eliminates diversity jurisdiction, future transmittals of Judicial
Conference judgeship recommendations include detailed
figures showing the impact of the elimination of diversity
jurisdiction on judgeship requirements.

LIBRARIAN QUALIFICATION STANDARDS;
QUALIFICATION STANDARDS FOR
PROBATION AND PRETRIAL SERVICES OFFICERS

The Conference approved amendments to the Judiciary
Salary Plan qualification requirements for ecircuit librarians,
deputy circuit librarians, and assistant librarians, to include a
master's degree in library or information science, or a law
degree if there is law library experience (where experience is
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required) at the next lower level to that at which the
appointment is sought. Personnel employed five years or more
as of September 18, 1986, may qualify for advanceme:t to
deputy  librarian and  assistant  librarian  positions
notwithstanding approval of the amendments, if their training
and experlence would have qualified them f{or advancement
prior to the revisions.

The Conference also approved qualification criteria for
probation and pretrial services officers.

LAW CLERKS AND THE LEAVE ACT

From 1949 to 1983, regulations promulgated on behalf
of the Judicial Conference by the Director of the
Administrative Office authorized each Article II judge to
elect whether his or her personal staff would be covered by the
leave provisions of 5 U.S.C. 6301-6323. The September 1983
Judieial Conference, noting the conclusion by the Committee
on Court Administration 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", adopted
the Committee’s recommendation that sll new secretaries to
judicial officers be placed under the Leave Act (Conf. Rpt., pp.
49-50). The Committee held for further evaluation any
application of the Leave Act to law clerks.

After additional study, the Committee has determined
that current practice permitting disrretionary application of
the Leave Act to law clerks cannot ¢ supported under present
law. The Committee was likewise¢ persuaded, however, that
mandatory coverage of law clerks under the Leave Aect is
inappropriate. The Committee therefore recommended that
the Leave Act, 5 U.S.C. 6301, be amended to exclude law
elerks, unless specifically included by the judge or by local rule
of court. The Conference voted to support this legislative
change.

JUDICIARY EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
PROGRAM

Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the

Conference approved revisions to the Judiciary's Model Equal
Employment Opportunity Plan {formerly "Model Affirmative
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Action Plan") and Diserimination Complaint Procedures.
Among other things, the revisions prohibit age diserimination
in the courts to the same extent prohibited in the executive
branch under the Age Discrimination in Employment Act, as
amended; specify grounds upon which a complaint may be
rejected or cancelled; set forth the relief that may be granted
to complainants; and reduce the EEO reporting burden on the
courts.

The Conference also amended the last sentence of its
March 1980 resolution on equal employment opportunity (Conf.
Rpt.,, p. 5) to eliminate the requirement that all equal
employment opportunity annual reports be reprinted in a costly
annual volume, and to change the date for submission of the
Administrative Office's annual report on EEO implementation
to that of the March Judicial Conference.

ADDITIONAL COURT REPORTERS

The Conference approved the addition of a combination
court reporter/courtroom deputy clerk position in the Middle
District of Tennessee and an additional ecourt reporter position
in the Northern District of New York, and declined to approve
additional court reporter positions in the Northern District of
Illinois, the Southern Distriect of Iowa, the District of
Massachusetts, and the Eastern District of New York.

COURT SECURITY

Three similar bills pending in the 99th Congress at the
request of the Department of Justice (H.R. 4001, S. 2044, and
Title III of S. 2376, 99th Congress) would "establish a United
States Marshals Service". Among other things, the bills would
repeal 28 U.S.C. 569, which provides that the United States
marshals "may, in the diseretion of the respective courts, be
required to attend any session of court.”

The Conference voted to oppose any change in 28 U.S.C.
569. It was suggested that abuses in the use of marshals should
be handled through the mechanism of the Judicial Conduct and
Disability Act, 28 U.8.C. 372(c), rather than by stripping
judicial officers of the power to require the attendance of
marshals in court.
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TRAVEL REGULATIONS FOR JUSTICES AND JUDGES

The Conference reaffirmed the approval by its
Executive Committee in July, 1986, of new travel regulations
for justices and judges.

PLACE OF HOLDING COURT

Upon the recommendations of the Southern District of
Georgia, the Judicial Council of the Eleventh Circuit, and the
Committee, the Conference voted to support enactment of
H.R. 3284 and 4095, bills to amend 28 U.S.C. 90(e) by changing
the county makeup of the divisions within the Southern District
of Georgia.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT

The Conference endorsed the position of the Director of
the Administrative Office opposing coverage of the
Administrative Office under the Freedom of Information Act.

UNITED STATES COURTS DESIGN GUIDE AMENDMENTS

The Conference adopted the United States Courts
Design Guide in March, 1984 (Conf. Rpt., p. 8). In view of
subsequent developments, e.g., the Bankruptey Amendments
and Federal Judgeship Act of 1984 (P.L. 98-353), the
Conference approved a revised Chapter 9 of the Guide ("The
Bankruptey Court™), reflecting changes in bankruptey
jurisdietion but making no changes in space allocations for
bankruptey judge chambers, courtrooms, and/or support staffs.

The Conference also approved a new Chapter 20 dealing
with "Parking”. The new parking policy creates categories of
parking, in descending priority order. In the event the Judicial
Conference were to determine that parking savings were
necessary, the guidelines permit each ecircuit counecil to be
given a target savings figure to meet by applying the priorities.

ARBITRATION APPEALS
H.R. 4975, 99th Congress, would amend the United

States Arbitration Aect (9 U.S.C. 1 et. seq) (1) to elarify the
appeals doctrine in this area, which is confused and irrational;
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and (2) to respond to the needs of arbitration as a system of
dispute resolution by generally denying immediate appeals
from orders giving arbitration precedence over litigation and
permitting immediate appeals from orders giving litigation
precedence over arbitration. The Conference considered this a
sensible approach and voted to support the legislation.

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION ACT

S. 1395 and H.R. 4342, 99th Congress, are substantively
identical bills to amend the statutory provisions implementing
the Convention on Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign
Arbitration Awards. The Conference found the issues posed by
the legislation to be matters for the Congress that would not
appreciably affect the workload of the federal courts.

SOCIAL SECURITY COURT

In 1981 and 1982, the Judicial Conference approved
legislation to create an Article I executive branch Social
Security Court with judicial review by Article III courts.
However, the Conference objected to concentrating all appeals
in one court of appeals (in that case, the Court of Appeals for
the Distriet of Columbia Cirecuit), recommending instead that
appellate review be provided in the same manner as appeals
from the Tax Court, i.e., to the appropriate geographic court
of appeals (September 1981 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 67-68;
September 1982 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 64-65).

A new proposal drafted by the Department of Justice
would establish an Article I Social Security Court in the
judicial branch rather than the executive branch, with
diseretionary review in the United States Court of Appeals for
the Federal Circuit. The effect of the draft bill would be to
shift about 30,000 cases from federal district courts to the new
judicial branch Article I court. Over 1,200 social security
appeals would be concentrated in the Court of Appeals for the
Federal Circuit, nearly doubling that court's caseload.

The Judicial Conference has consistently opposed the
establishment of specialized courts in the judicial branch (e.g.,
September 1962 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 54). Moreover, the
Conference adheres to the view that the convenience of the
litigants and the problems inherent in placing the entire burden
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of social security review on a single Article III appellate court
outweigh the goal of uniformity sought by review in a single
forum. The Conference therefore voted to recommend that, in
the event of creation of an executive branch Article I Social
Security Court, appeals should lie to the geographic courts of
appeals rather than to a single court of appeals.

JUDICIAL IMPACT STATEMENTS

The Conference endorsed the proposition that any
federal legislation having a potential for increasing appreciably
federal judicial workloads be accompanied at the time of
House or Senate consideration by an evaluation of the
prospective quantitative impact on the courts.

COURT REPORTERS' TRANSCRIPT RATES

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 753(f), each court reporter may
charge and collect fees for transcripts requested by the
parties, at rates prescribed by the courts subject to the
approval of the Judicial Conference. Effective October 1,
1986, the Conference authorized the following temporary
increases in the maximum allowable transcript rates, subject
to further action of the Conference following committee
reports, and provided that these maximum rates will not apply
to any transcripts paid for by the government, to include
payments under the Criminal Justice Act, as long as "Gramin-
Rudman-Hollings" (P.L. 99-177) is in effect:

Maximum Transcript Rates

Each Addtl
First Copy to Copy to the
Original Each Party Same Party
Ordinary
Transeript $3.00 $ .75 $ .50
Expedited
Transeript $4.00 $ .75 $ .50
Daily
Transeript $5.00 $1.00 $ .75
Hourly
Transeript $6.00 $1.00 $.75
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It is expected that the Ad Hoc Committee on Court
Reporters of the Court Administration Subecommitltee on
Supporting Personnel, appointed to study the subject of court
reporters, will (through the Court Administration Committee)
report on the temporary rate increases at the next Judicial
Conference session in March, 1987.

LITIGATION REFORM ACT

S. 2046, 99th Congress, would curb alleged abuse in eivil
liability litigation. The bill would create a new chapter in title
28 of the United States Code entitled "Limitations and
Procedures Regarding Civil Damages" covering, inter alia,
limitations on lump sum payments, exclusion of collateral
source benefits, damages for economic losses, contingency
fees, and punitive damages.

S. 2046 basically involves policy matters primarily for
the Congress. However, the Conference agreed (1) to express
disapproval of a provision (proposed 28 U.S.C. 2126(c)(2))
requiring payment of punitive damages awards to the United
States Treasury "for the use of the Administrative Office of
the United States Courts or the Federal Judicial Center"; (2) to
point out that the legislation would, in effect, overrule Erie v.
Tompkins, 304 U.S. 64 (1938), in cases covered by the bill; and
(3) to urge Congress to assess carefully the potential impact of
tort liability legislation on the workload of the federal courts.

PRODUCT LIABILITY

In September, 1985, the Conference voted to oppose
section 17 of S. 100, the proposed "Product Liability Act".
That section, which would have required the Conference to
establish a Product Liability Review Panel to review the
adequacy of existing remedies for loss or damages caused by
products, would have "inappropriately interjectled the
Conference into policy formulation and legislative
recommendation in areas traditionally considered to be
maiters for the Congress" (September 1985 Session, Conf.
Rpt., p. 52).

As was the case with S. 100, the basic issues involved in

a new product liability bill (S. 1999, 99th Congress) raise
questions of policy better left to Congressional resolution.
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However, concern was raised in the Conference about two
sections of this new legislation. Section 111 would create an
independent Product Liability Review Board, with three
members selected by the Conference and four by the National
Academy of Sciences, to assess the expedited procedures and
remedies provided by the Act. The Conference found that
reposing in the Judicial Conference the power to appoint
nearly half of the members of this Panel would still
"inappropriately interject the Conference into policy
formulation and legislative recommendation in areas
traditionally considered to be matters for the Congress". In
addition, section 208 would permit a product liability suit to be
removed from federal to state court based exclusively on a
lapse of time without trial in state court. The Conference did
not consider mere lapse of time to be an appropriate basis for
removal, and voted to oppose this section as well.

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET

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

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1987

Judge Clark reported that, beginning in the fiscal year
1987, Congress has approved the consolidation of the
appropriations for "Salaries of Judges", "Salaries of Supporting
Personnel”, "Expenses of Operation and Maintenance of the
Courts", and "Space and Facilities" into a single account
entitled "Salaries and Expenses". This merger should promote
much greater flexibility and facilitate the transfer of funds
between the various programs and activities of the courts of
appeals and district courts. The appropriations for "Defender
Services", "Fees of Jurors and Commissioners”, and "Court
Security" remain separate.

Judge Clark also reported that supplemental
requirements for the fiscal year 1987 include a pay cost
supplemental in the amount of $26,024,000, to fund pay
increases, increases for health benefits, and a new retirement
system for employees hired on or after January 1, 1984, and
program supplementals in the amount of $25,445,000, as
follows: $6,600,000 to fund higher travel rates, a higher
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Federal Telecommunications Service (FTS) rate, and telephone
acquisitions; $7,200,000 for rental of space; $4,500,000 for an
additional 400 deputy clerks in the bankruptey courts, due to a
huge increase in bankruptey filings predicted for the fiscal
year 1987; and $7,145,000 for the appropriation "Defender
Services". An additional program supplemental will probably
be required to fund the liberalized benefits under the judicial
survivors' annuities system resulting from enactment of the
Judicial Improvements Act of 1985 (see pp. 52-53, supra).
Additional program supplementals likely to result from passage
of pending legislation include bills approved by both Houses for
52 additional bankruptey judgeships (estimated cost
$18,000,000), amendments to the Criminal Justice Act
(estimated cost $10,000,000), and expansion of the drug
dependent offenders provisions to include persons who are
aleohol-dependent (estimated cost $3,000,000).

The Conference authorized the Director of the
Administrative Office to submit to the Congress all of the
foregoing supplemental appropriations requests for the fiscal
year 1987, and also authorized the Director to amend the
requests because of any new legislation, action taken by the
Judicial Conference, or for any other reason the Director
considers necessary and appropriate.

"GRAMM-RUDMAN-HOLLINGS"
COST REDUCTION MEASURES

In view of limited resources available in the fiscal year
1987 resulting from Public Law 99-177, the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 ("Gramm-Rudman-
Hollings"), the Conference agreed to the following cost
reduction measures: restricting temporary employment of
secretaries, law clerks, legal assistants, and clerical personnel
for judges and magistrates to emergency situations or
extraordinary circumstances, except for extended absences due
to illness or maternity leave; restricting overlapping
appointments to those judicial officers who have only a single
secretary or law clerk/legal assistant, or where the cost is
offset by a vacaney during the transition period; staffing
clerks' offices, probation, and pretrial services at a level not to
exceed 94 percent of the established formula allowances;
reevaluating the need for resident deputy clerks, or probation
or pretrial services personnel, in divisional offices where the
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filings or workload does not justify a divisional office;
restricting first-class travel to those judges who must travel
first-class due to physical disabilities; restricting to two
persons the staff that may accompany a judge sitting outside
that judge's distriet or circuit, and to three persons the staff
that may accompany a circuit judge sitting within the circuit;
restricting the use of express mail to those items for which
delivery within 24 hours is essential; and requiring circuit
librarians to evaluate the proper content of chambers libraries
to control lawbook acquisition expenses. The Conference
voted to grant the cireuit judieial councils the power to make
exceptions to the reduction measures, in accordance with
guidelines to be developed by the Administrative Office. The
Administrative Office also was assigned the responsibility of
monitoring the exceptions granted by the circuit councils and
advising if budgetary ceilings are being approached.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1988

The Conference approved the budget estimates for the
fiscal year 1988. 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 $1,335,280,000, an increase of
$160,511,000 or 14 percent above the amount allowed by the
Senate Appropriations Committee for the fiscal year 1987,
adjusted to reflect proposed pay cost and program
supplemental appropriations requests. Provision has been made
in the budget estimates for an additional 1,785 permanent
positions. Agproximately 48 percent of the increases in the
budget are for mandatory or uncontrollable costs such as
within-grade salary advancements and promotions, increases in
contract rates and charges for equipment, services, and
supplies, and rental increases for space occupied by the
courts. The remaining increases are for workload increases,
new legislation, and new program initiatives necessary to
maintain the same level of support and services required by the
rapidly growing workload of the judiciary.

The Conference also reaffirmed its prior policies
(September 1973 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 73; March 1975
Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 20-21; S&eptember 1985 Session, Conf.
Rpt., p. 64) governing the use of firearms by probation and

65




pretrial services officers, and directed that funding for
firearms training be added to the fiscal year 1988 budget
estimates.

The Director of the Administrative Office was
authorized to amend the budget estimates because of new
legislation, action taken by the Judicial Conference, or for any
other reason the Director considers necessary and appropriate.

MISCELLANEOUS BUDGET RESOLUTION

Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the
Conference directed the Administrative Office to study the
possibility of the judiciary undertaking its own buildings design,
leasing, construction, and maintenance.

JUDICIAL ETHICS COMMITTEE

Judge John H. Pratt, Chairman of the Judicial Ethics
Committee, presented the report of the Committee.

As of September, 1986, the Committee had received
1,951 financial disclosure reports for the calendar year 19886,
including 999 reports from judicial officers and 952 reports
from judicial employees, and had addressed 442 letters of
inquiry to reporting individuals.

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.

Since its last report, the Committee received 20
inquiries and issued 18 advisory responses. The Chairman also
responded to 34 telephone inquiries that did not require
reference to the Committee. The Committee is publishing
opinions dealing with the use of chambers, resources, and staff
for activities permitted by Canons 4 and 5.

CODE OF CONDUCT FOR UNITED STATES JUDGES

The Conference adopted and promulgated a revised
Code of Judicial Conduct for United States Judges. Among
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other things, the revised Code eliminates gender-specific
language and adds new subparagraphs to Canons 4 and 5
regarding the use of judicial chambers, resources, and staff for
engaging in law-related or extra-judicial activities.

COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS

The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments filed a
report indicating that during the period February 16, 1986,
through August 15, 1986, the Committee had recommended 35
intercircuit assignments to be undertaken by 24 judges. Of this
number, three were senior circuit judges, four were active
circuit judges, 11 were senior districet judges, two were active
district judges, two were senior judges of the Court of
International Trade, and two were active judges of the Court
of International Trade.

Of the 35 assignments approved, 13 judges undertook 18
assignments to the courts of appeals, and 13 judges undertook
17 assignments to the district courts.

COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE

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

BANKRUPTCY RULES

The Committee submitted to the Conference proposed
amendments to the Bankruptey Rules to conform them to the
substantive and procedural changes in the Bankruptey Code
enacted by the Bankruptecy Amendments and Federal Judgeship
Act of 1984 (P.L. 98-353), and to eliminate gender-specific
language. The proposed amendments were accompanied by
Committee Notes explaining their purpose and intent, and by a
separate report from the Chairman of the Advisory Committee
on Bankruptey Rules summarizing the Advisory Committee's
work. The Conference approved the amendments, and
transmitted them to the Supreme Court for consideration, with
a recommendation that they be approved by the Court and
transmitted to the Congress pursuant to law.




The Conference also approved conforming amendments
to the Bankruptcy Official Forms.

CIVIL RULES

The Committee submitted to the Conference a proposed
amendment to Civil Rule 51 ("Instructions to Jury: Objection"),
together with Committee WNotes explaining the purpose and
intent of the amendment, and a separate report from the
Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Civil Rules
summarizing the Advisory Committee's work. The Conference
approved the amendment, and transmitted it to the Supreme
Court for consideration, with a recommendation that it be
approved by the Court and transmitted to the Congress
pursuant to law.

CRIMINAL RULES

The Committee submitted to the Conference proposed
amendments to Criminal Rules 6(a) ("The Grand Jury") and 30
("Instructions"), together with Committee Notes explaining the
purpose and intent of the amendments, and a separate report
from the Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Criminal
Rules summarizing the Advisory Committee's work. The
Conference, after making a minor change to proposed Rule
6(a)(2), approved the amendments, and transmitted them to the
Supreme Court for consideration, with a recommendation that
they be approved by the Court and transmitted to the Congress
pursuant to law.

GENDER-NEUTRALIZING RULEZ AMENDMENTS

The Committee submitted to the Conference proposed
amendments to the Civil, Criminal, and Evidence Rules to
eliminate gender-specific language. The amendments were
accompanied by Committee Notes explaining their purpose and
intent, The Conference approved the amendments and
transmitted them to the Supreme Court for consideration, with
a recommendation that they be approved by the Court and
transmitted to the Congress pursuant to law.
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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.

Judge Tjoflat reported on pending legislation of interest
to the Conference, including amendments to the
Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984 (P.L. 98-473), to
the Criminal Fine Enforcement Act of 1984 (P.L. 98-596), and
to the drug aftercare program.

COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE
BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM

Judge Robert E. DeMascio, Chairman of the Committee
on the Administration of the Bankruptey System, presented the
report of the Committee.

OFFICIAL DUTY STATIONS AND
PLACES OF HOLDING COURT
FOR BANKRUPTCY JUDGES

The Bankruptey Amendments and Federal Judgeship Act
of 1984 (P.L. 98-353) re-enacted the authority of the Judicial
Conference to determine the official duty stations and places
of holding court for bankruptey judges in each judicial
district, 28 U.S.C. 152(b)(1). Judge DeMascio reported that
the Committee had adopted guidelines for designating places
of holding court. The Committee thereafter conducted a
district-by-district review and recommended changes in the
places of holding court for bankruptey purposes. The
Conference agreed to the following recommended changes:

FIRST CIRCUIT
Maine:
Eliminate Augusta, Auburn, Caribou, and Waterville as

places of holding court; Add Presque Isle as a place of
holding court
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Massachusetts:

Eliminate Pittsfield and Taunton as places of holding
court

New Hampshire:

Eliminate Concord as a place of holding court

SECOND CIRCUIT

Connecticut:

Eliminate New Haven as a place of holding court
New York (N):

Eliminate Malone as a place of holding court
New York (S):

Eliminate Kingston, Newburg, and Suffern as places of
holding court

Vermont:

Eliminate Bennington, Brattleboro, and St. Johnsbury as
places of holding court

THIRD CIRCUIT
Delaware:

Eliminate Dover and Georgetown as places of holding
court

Pennsylvania (E):
Eliminate Easton as a place of holding court
Pennsylvania (M):

Eliminate Lewisburg as a place of holding court
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Pennsylvania (W):

Eliminate Greensburg, Mercer, and Warren as places of
holding court

FOURTH CIRCUIT
Maryland:

Eliminate Easton and Hagerstown as places of holding
court

North Carolina (E):
Eliminate Raleigh as a place of bolding court; Add
Wilmington and Elizabeth City as places of holding
court
Designate Raleigh as an official duty station

North Carolina (W):
Add Statesville as a place of holding court

South Carolina:

Eliminate Greenville as a place of holding court; Add
Spartanburg as a place of holding court

Virginia (W):
Eliminate Bristol, Covington, and Winchester as places
of holding court; Add Big Stone Gap and Woodstock as
places of holding court
West Virginia (N):
Eliminate Fairmont as a place of holding court
FIFTH CIRCUIT
Mississippi (N):

Eliminate Clarksdale as a place of holding court
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Mississippi (S):
Eliminate Vicksburg as a place of holding court
SIXTH CIRCUIT
Kentucky (E):

Eliminate Catlettsburg and Jackson as places of holding
court; Add Ashland as a place of holding court

Michigan (E):

Eliminate Pontiac as a place of holding court; Add Flint
as a place of holding court

Eliminate Flint as an official duty station
Ohio (N):

Eliminate Freemont, Jefferson, Lima, and Marion as
places of holding court

Tennessee (B):
Eliminate Athens as a place of holding court
SEVENTH CIRCUIT
Nlinois (N):

Eliminate Dixon, Freeport, Ottawa, and Sterling as
places of holding court

Illinois (C):
Eliminate Mattoon as a place of holding court
inois (S):

Eliminate Cairo as a place of holding court
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Indiana (N):

Eliminate Hammond and Peru as places of holding court;
Add Lafayette as a place of holding court

Wisconsin (W):

Eliminate Superior as a place of holding court

EIGHTH CIRCUIT

Arkansas (E & W):

Add Pine Bluff as a place of holding court
Towa (N):

Add Mason City &s a place of holding court
Minnesota:

Eliminate Rochester and St. Cloud as places of holding
court; Add Duluth as a place of holding court

Eliminate Duluth as an official duty station
Missouri (W):

Eliminate Cape Girardeau, Hannibal, St. Joseph, and St.
Louis as places of holding court

Nebraska:

Eliminate Grand Island as a place of holding court
North Dakota:

Add Grand Forks as a place of holding court
South Dakota:

Eliminate Deadwood as a place of holding court

73




NINTH CIRCUIT
Arizona:

Eliminate Safford as a place of holding court; Add
Sierra Vista as a place of holding court

California (N):
Eliminate Salinas and Santa Rosa* as places of holding
court; Add Eureka* and Monterey as places of holding
court

Eliminate Eureka* as an official duty station; Designate
Santa Rosa* as an official duty station

California (E):

Eliminate Ceres, Chico, Marysville, and Merced as
places of holding court

California (C):

Eliminate Riverside, San Luis Obispo, and Ventura as
places of holding court

Catifornia (8):
Eliminate El Centro as a place of holding court
Hawaii:

Eliminate Agana and Saipan as places of holding court;
Add Kailua-Kona as a place of holding court

Idahos

Add Jerome and Moscow as places of holding eourt

*To become effective upon the retirement of the incumbent at
Eureka sometime late in 1986 or in 1987.

74




Montana:
Add Great Falls as a place of holding court
Eliminate Great Falls as an official duty station
Nevada:

Eliminate Carson City, Elko, and Ely as places of
holding court

Oregons

Eliminate Astoria, La Grande, Lincoln City, The Dalles,
and Tillamook as places of holding court

Washington (E):
Eliminate Walla Walla as a place of holding court
Washington (W):

Eliminate Bellingham as a place of holding court; Add
Kelso as a place of holding court

TENTH CIRCUIT
Kansas:

Eliminate Fort Scott and Salina as places of holding
court

New Mexico:

Eliminate Clovis, Las Vegas, Santa Fe, and Silver City
as places of holding court

Oklahoma (E):

Eliminate Ardmore as a place of holding court
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Oklahoma (W):

Eliminate Woodward as a place of holding court; Add
Enid and Lawton as places of holding court

Wyoming:

Eliminate Green River, Sheridan, and Worland as places
of holding court

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

Alabama (N):

Add Talladega as a place of holding court
Florida (M):

Add Ft. Myers as a place of holding court
Florida (8):

Eliminate Key West as a place of holding court
Georgia (N):

Eliminate Carrollton as a place of holding court
Georgia (M):

Add Valdosta as a place of holding court
Georgia (S):

Add Dublin and Statesboro as places of holding court

COMMITEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM

Judge Otto R. Skopil, Jr., Chairman of the Committee
on the Administration of the Federal Magistrates System,
presented the report of the Committee.
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MAGISTRATE SELECTION REGULATIONS

Section 631(b}5) of title 28 requires a merit selection
panel to be appointed by the court to assist the judges in
identifying and recommending the best qualified applicants to
serve as United States magistrates. The implementing
Conference regulations specify that "The panel shall consist of
lawyers and other members of the community." (See. 3.02(ce)).

The Committee has been of the view that the spirit of
the statute and the Conference regulations is violated when
federal judges and other officers and employees of the court
are appointed as members of panels, except for those panels
dealing with the appointments of part-time magistrates whose
salaries are less than one-third of the salary of full-time
magistrates. The Conference approved amendments to
sections 3.02(c) and 5.01(a) of the selection regulations to
make the prohibition on the service of court officers and
employees on panels explicit.

LEGAL ASSISTANT POSITION IN EUGENE, OREGON

In March, 1980 (Conf. Rpt., p. 33), the Conference
established the principle that "The number of legal assistant
positions authorized in any district may not exceed a ratio of
one assistant per full-time magistrate position." - At the
Committee's request, the Conference granted a one-year
exception to the general ruie for an additional legal assistant
position for the magistrate at Eugene, Oregon, in lieu of
authorizing additional magistrate resources for the district.

CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS

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

Continued the part-time magistrate position at Bangor
for an additional four-year term at the currently
authorized salary of $34,200 per annum.

Massachusetts:

Continued the full-time magistrate position at Boston
which is due to expire on August 5, 1987, for an
additional eight-year term.

SECOND CIRCUIT
New York (E):

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Patchogue for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $5,037 per annum.

New York (8):

(1) Continued the two full-time magistrate positions
at New York City which are due to expire on
August 5, 1987, and April 2, 1988, respectively,
for additional eight-~year terms.

(2) Continued the full-time magistrate position at
White Plains or New York City which is due to
expire on August 5, 1987, for an additional eight-
year term.

(3) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Poughkeepsie for an additional four-year term,
but reduced the salary from $11,195 to $7,164
per annum.
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New Jersey:

(1)

(2)

(3)

THIRD CIRCUIT

Authorized an additional full-time magistrate
position at Camden.

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Trenton which is due to expire on March 21,
1987, for an additional eight-year term.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Trenton which is due to expire on June 14, 1987,
for an additional four-year term at the currently
authorized salary of $15,225 per annum, but
discontinued the position upon the appointment
of a second full-time magistrate at Camden.

Pennsylvania (E):

(1)

(2)

Continued the four full-time magistrate positions
at Philadelphia which are due to expire in 1987
for additional eight-year terms.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Allentown for an additional four-year term, but
reduced the salary from $7,164 to $4,030 per
annum, effective at the start of the new term.

Pennsylvania (M):

(n

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Williamsport for an additional four-year term at
the currently authorized salary of $4,030 per
annum.,

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Stroudsburg for an additional four-year term at
the currently authorized salary of $15,225 per
annum,
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FOURTH CIRCUIT
North Carolina (E):

Continued the full-time magistrate position at New
Bern for an additional eight-year term.

Virginia (E):
(1)  Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Alexandria which is due to expire on December
31, 1987, for an additional eight-year term.
(2) Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Norfolk which is due to expire on June 30, 1987,
for an additional eight-year term.

(3) Changed the location of the full-time magistrate
position at Williamsburg to Newport News.

West Virginia (N):

Continued the full~time magistrate position at Elkins
for an additional eight-year term.

FIFTH CIRCUIT
Louisiana (M):

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

Louisiana (W):

(1) Authorized a new full-time magistrate position
to serve the district at Alexandria/Monroe.

(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate positions

at Alexandria and Monroe upon the filling of the
new full-time magistrate position.
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(3)

Texas (W):
(1)

Michigan (W):

(1)

(2)

Ohio (N):
(1)

(2)

Continued the part-time magistrate positions at
Alexandria and Monroe in the interim for
additional four-year terms at their current salary
levels of $34,200 and $2,015 per annum,
respectively.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Pecos for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $29,946 per
annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Midland/Odessa for an additional four-year term,
and increased the salary from $9,179 to $20,039
per annum.

SIXTH CIRCUIT

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Grand Rapids which is due to expire on March 31,
1988, for an additional eight-year term.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Marquette for an additional four-year term, and
increased the salary from $2,015 to $34,200 per
annum.

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Cleveland which is due to expire on September
13, 1987, for an additional eight-year term.

Continned the full-time magistrate position at
Toledo for an additional eight-year term.
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SEVENTH CIRCUIT
Nlinois (N):

Continued the full-time magistrate position at Chicago
which is due to expire on Mareh 11, 1987, for an
additional eight-year term.

Wisconsin (E):

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Milwaukee which is due to expire on October 31,
1987, for an additional eight-year term.

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Green Bay for an additional four-year term at
the currently authorized salary of $4,030 per
annum.

Wiseonsin (W):
Continued the part-time magistrate position at Eau
Claire for an additional four-year term, but reduced the
salary from $4,030 to $2,015 per annum.
EIGHTH CIRCUIT
Arkansas (W):

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

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Harrison for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $4,030 per annum.

(3) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
El Dorado for an additional four-year term, but
reduced the salary from $3,022 to $2,015 per
annum.
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Missouri (W):

Continued the full-time magistrate position at Kansas
City which is due to expire on May 2, 1987, for an
additional eight-year term.

South Dakota:

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Aberdeen for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $3,022 per annum.

NINTH CIRCUIT

California (E):

(1)

(@)

&)

(4)

(5)

Hawaii:

(1)

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Sacramento which is due to expire on April 30,
1987, for an additional eight-year term.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Bishop for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $7,164 per annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
South Lake Tahoe for an additional four-year
term at the currently authorized salary of $7,164
per annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Yreka for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $3,022 per annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Sequoia and Kings Canyon National Parks for an
additional four-year term, but reduced the salary
from $17,352 to $11,195 per annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Hilo for an additional four-year term, and
increased the salary from $4,030 to $5,037 per
annum.
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(2)

Nevada:

(1)

(2)

(3)

Oregon:

Utah:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(1

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Wailuku for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $2,015 per annum.

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Las Vegas for an additional eight-year term.

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

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Las Vegas in the interim for an additional four-
year term, increased the salary from $25,859 to
$34,200 per annum, and diseontinued the position
upon the appointment of the second full-time
magistrate at Las Vegas.

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Portland which is due to expire on January 13,
1987, for an additional eight-year term.

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Eugene 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 $3,022 per annum.

Discontinued the part-time magistrate position
at Coquille effective September 30, 1986.

TENTH CIRCUIT

Continued the part-time magistrate positions at
Salt Lake City and Monticello (or Moab) for
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Missouri (W):

Continued the full-time magistrate position at Kansas
City which is due to expire on May 2, 1987, for an
additional eight-year term.

South Dakota:

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Aberdeen for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $3,022 per annum.

NINTH CIRCUIT
California (E):

(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Sacramento which is due to expire on April 30,
1987, for an additional eight-year term.

(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Bishop for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $7,164 per annum.

(3) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
South Lake Tahoe for an additional four-year
term at the currently authorized salary of $7,164
per annum,

(4) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Yreka for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $3,022 per annum.

(5) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Sequoia and Kings Canyon National Parks for an
additional four-year term, but reduced the salary
from $17,352 to $11,195 per annum.

Hawaii:
(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Hilo for an additional four-year term, and

increased the salary from $4,030 to $5,037 pz-
annum.
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(2)

Alabama (N):
(1)

(2)

Georgia (N):
(1)

Georgia (S):
(1)

additional four-year terms at the currently
authorized salaries of $34,200 and $2,015 per
annum, respectively.

Continued the part-time magistrate positions at
Cedar City and Vernal (or Roosevelt) for
additional four-year terms, and increased the
salaries from $2,015 to $3,022 per annum for
each position.

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

Continued the full-time magistrate position at
Birmingham which is due to expire in February,
1987, for an additional eight-year term.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Huntsville {or Decatur) for an additional four-
year term, and increased the salary from $5,037
to $11,195 per annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Rome for an additional four-year term at the
currently authorized salary of $34,200 per
annum.

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Gainesville for an additional four-year term at
the currently authorized salary of $9,179 per
annum,

Continued the part-time magistrate position at
Brunswick (or Wayecross) for an additional four-
year term at the currently authorized salary of
$20,039 per annum.
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(2)  Changed the official location of the part-time
magistrate position at Dublin (or Swainsboro) to
Dublin (or Statesboro).

COMMITTEE 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 PAYMENTS

Judge MacBride submitted to the Conference a report
on appointments and payments under the Criminal Justice Act
for the first half of the fiscal year 1986, The report indicated
that $70,074,000 originally was appropriated for the fiscal year
1986 for implementation of the CJA. Of this amount,
$2,657,000 was sequestered in accordance with "Gramm-
Rudman-Hollings", leaving a balance of $67,417,000 available
for the implementation of the CJA during the fiscal year
1986. The amount available is expected to be sufficient to
meet current projected obligations, taking into account savings
anticipated as the result of cost-saving initiatives approved by
the Judicial Conference in March, 1986.

During the first half of the fiscal year 1986,
approximately 26,000 persons were represented under the
Criminal Justice Act, compared to approximately 24,000 in the
first half of the fiscal year 1985, an increase of 8.3 percent.
Of these 26,000 persons represented, 14,823, or 57 percent,
were represented by federal public and community defender
organizations. This represents a 7.2 percent increase over the
13,832 appointments received by federal defenders during the
same period in the fiscal year 1985.

BUDGET REQUESTS -~ FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS

The Criminal Justice Act, as amended, requires that a
budget for each federal public defender organization
established pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 3006A(h)(2)(A), be approved
by the Judicial Conference in accordance with 28 U.S.C. 605.
The Committee reviewed 12 requests for supplemental funding
for the fiscal year 1987 and reviewed requests from the 34
federal public defender organizations for funding for the fiscal
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year 1988, No funding has been sought for the Federal Public
Defender Organization tor the Southern Distriet of Georgia,
which terminated operations on May 31, 1986.

The Conference approved supplemental budget requests
for the fiscal year 1987 for federal public defender
organizations as follows:

California (N)...... e . $ 432,820
California (C). ... .. e “ee 29,491
Florida (M). . oo v s u et 61,207
Florida(S) «........ e s et 237,570
Kansas. . veeeoeaee e e rase e 17,175
Louisiana (E) ... ivvversoensenens 44,085
Nevada . cvviveevnneeccennannons 56,339
New MexXiCO . s covnvsvoersasannssns 103,770
Oklahoma (W, N, & E) e v vvvvininnnn 49,356
Oregon ...covveveesanss sesenes 8,259
Texas(S) v vveenenneesnrsinenno 57,090
VirginIslands c o o ce v s v v v v rencsss 81,528

TOTAL ¢vvvevrrrnnnnnnnas $ 1,178,690

The Conference also approved budget requests for the
fiscal year 1988 for the federal public defender organizations
as follows:

Arizong o vvvvvnennas e s $ 1,023,653
California (N). . v v v a v v Gt ieaae e 1,572,549
California (E) oo v v e n v cesseranee 976,529
California (C). v v vv v v v et s 2,026,970
Colorado v o v v nnnenns se e 521,465
Connecticut . . . v oo o v Cessvesnas 469,153
Florida (N) v v v vnenn. e 353,944
Florida (M)....vvvun. i erese e 844,737
FIOPIda (S) v e v e e vvnvevnnnnenens 2,615,591
Hawali.owveeorieronnnvnssnnnnns 705,321
Nlinois (C & S)/Missouri (E) ,,,,,,,, . 596,922
Kans8S. « e s s avesnnss cr e 439,314
Lou181ana (E) ............ e 541,692
Maryland . v oo v e v v v v ennne re e s 930,547
Massachusetts «vvvi v v v v s Praaa e 398,629
Minnesota «..ovcvevnennn ceesans 348,184




MissOUPT (W) e v v i i eieenacsannnnn 615,531

Nevada .oveeeierintnvenesnnnan 660,835
Newdersey soveevenenenrvasans 888,129
New MexXiCOo .o v tvevnnnnsvronsons 488,871
North Carolina (E) +....... e 435,624
OO (N) e v s ntreeeennnnncnnenes 416,713
Oklahoma (W, N, & E) e v v v v e v v e nens 499,744
Oregon...... 654,817
Pennsylvama(M&W) 805,984
Puerto Rico . 515,755
South Carolina.. ........ 372,344
Tennessee (M) v vvviennnrnonssnn 436,290
Tennessee (W) +vvvvvnnennrnarans 249,998
Texas (S) v v n e riananenoans 964,983
TeXAS (W) e v e seeevnenennnnas 946,719
Virgin Islands . Ceeretcecnaro e 616,857
Washmgton(W)/Alaska......... - 873,449
West Virginia (8). oo v o v v v v v v 226,093

TOTAL ©vvenvennnn. veve... $25,033,936

The Committee will entertain requests for supplemental
funding if workload increases or other factors warrant
reconsideration of funding needs.

GRANT REQUESTS -
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS

The Criminal Justice Act authorizes community
defender organizations to submit applications to the Judicial
Conference for periodic sustaining grants. 18 U.S.C.
3006A(h)(2)(B). The Conference approved supplemental
sustaining grants for the fiscal year 1987 for the following
community defender organizations:

Federal Defenders of San Diego,
Ine., California(S) .......... $ 27,819

Federal Defender Program, Inc.,
Georgia (N) . ..ovvnvnnnennn 12,775

Federal Defender Program, Inc.,
Mnois (N) v v v v v vivnnnnenns 129,062
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The Legal Aid Society of New York,
Federal Defender Services Unit,
New York (E&S) .o vvvnvenns 101,050

TOTAL +vvvvvvnennnnnenes $ 270,706

The Conference also approved sustaining grants for the
fiseal year 1988 for the six community defender organizations
as follows:

Federal Defenders of San Diego,
Ine., California(S) .v.ovvove..  $ 1,560,581

Federal Defender Program, Inc.,
GeO['gia(N)....-........a. 558,862

Federal Defender Program, Inc.,
nlinOiS(N)..-............. 984’337

Legal Aid & Defender Assn. of
Detroit, Federal Defender
Division, Michigan (E) .. ...... 865,192

The Legal Aid Society of New York,
Federal Defender Services Unit,
New York (E&S) e o vevevnnnn 2,518,300

Defender Assn. of Philadelphia,
Federal Court Division,
Pennsylvania (B) « o v v e v v v vt 781,343

TOTAL +veveveenveonenssss $7,268615

The Committee will eonsider requests for supplemental
sustaining grant funds if workload increases or other factors
warrant reconsideration of the approved sustaining grants.

GUIDELINES
The Conference approved the following amendments to

the Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice
Act:
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1. Amendments to paragraph 3.11 and the
accompanying chart, relating to agency
responsibility for payment of psychiatric
examinations and testimony.

2. The addition of new paragraphs 2.0l F (5) and
2.22 B (3)(vi), relating to the appointment and
compensation of counsel in ancillary matters.

3. Amendments to paragraphs 2.01 F (2) and 2.22 B
(3)(iii), relating to the appointment and
compensation of counsel for witnesses.

APPORTIONMENT OF TRANSCRIPT COSTS

The Conference modified its March 1980 resolution on
apportionment of transeript costs (Conf. Rpt., p. 19) to clarify
that the policy against routine apportionment of transcript
rates applies only to accelerated transcript services. The
Committee is studying whether the resolution should be further
amended affirmatively to encourage the apportionment of
ordinary transeript costs.

COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION OF
THE JURY SYSTEM

Judge T. Emmet Clarie, Chairman of the Committee on
the Operation of the Jury System, presented the report of the
Committee.

REDUCTION IN JURY EXPENDITURES
In March, 1986 (Conf. Rpt., p. 17), the Conference
requested that the Jury Committee consider ways to reduce
jury expenditures.

Upon the recommendation of the Committee and after
careful consideration, the Conference resolved that:

e The Congress should ensure that appropriated

funds are always available to fulfill the
constitutionally-created right to a jury trial.
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® Any attempt in the future to impose reductions
in jurors’ pay or allowances (e.g., parking and
mileage reimbursements) will be strongly
opposed.

® Distriet courts should enact local rules or
standing orders authorizing the imposition of
sanctions against litigants who fail to provide
timely notice of settlement.

The Conference also agreed not to seek legislation to
impose a fee for filing a jury demand under Rule 38 of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and not to bill the
Department of Justice for the cost of space used by grand
juries.

TERMS OF JURY SERVICE

Distriet courts pursue a wide range of practices in
establishing their terms of petit jury service, ranging from
terms of one month or less in some courts, to as long as one to
two years in others. The Conference voted to recommend that
all district courts adopt a term of petit jury service of no more
than two months, with shorter terms if local circumstances
permit,

REVISIONS TO PETIT AND GRAND JUROR HANDBOOKS

Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the
Conference approved revisions to the handbooks for petit and
grand jurors.

COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC TERRITORIES

The Committee on Pacific Territories filed a report
indicating that the Committee had met with representatives of
American Samoa and is considering whether to recommend
that certain decisions of the territory's courts be reviewsable in
Article III courts.

91




COMMITTEE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT COUNCIL
CONDUCT AND DISABILITY CRDERS

The Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and
Disability Orders filed a report indicating that, since its last
report, no petitions for review cf judicial council orders had
been submitted to the Committes.

JUDICIAL CONDUCT AND DISABILITY ACT RULES

On June 30, 1986, the Judicial Conference for the first
time invoked the mechanism of 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(8) and
certified to the House of Representatives that the
impeachment of a judge, Judge Harry E. Claiborne of Nevada,
may be warranted. This proceeding led to the suggestion that
the Conference should consider preseribing rules respecting
notice to judicial officials charged with misconduet or
disability, as it is authorized to do by 28 U.S.C. 372(e)(11). No
rules have yet been preseribed because of the paucity of
experience to date with such proceedings.

The Committee is considering anew whether there is a
need for Conference rules and, if appropriate, will reccmmend
suitable rules for Conference consideration in March, 1987.

COMMITTEE ON THE BICENTENNIAL
OF THE CONSTITUTION

Chief Judge Howard T. Markey, Chairman of the
Committee on the Bicentennial of the Constitution, presented
the report of the Committee.

Judge Markey reported that the Committee Iis
encouraging the formation of circuit and distriet committees;
will judge the entries in a law scheool essay contest conducted
by the National Commission; and will assist in distributing
copies of "Equal Justice Under Law" to schools.

AD HOC COMMITTEE ON AMERICAN INNS OF COURT
Chief Judge Howard T. Markey, Chairman of the Ad

Hoc Committee on American Inns of Court, presented the
report of the Committee.
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The Cormmittee was formed by the Executive
Committee of the Judicial Conference on October 17, 1983, to
plan, monitor, and facilitate the American Inns of Court
program. An American Inns of Court Foundation has been
created and, to date, 19 Inns have been formed and 30
applications for charters of additional Inns are pending. With
the Inns of Court program successfully established, the
Conference discharged the Committee, effective November 5,
1988.

AD HOC COMMIT". EE ON SENTENCING GUIDELINES

Judge John D. Butzner, Jr., Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Committee on Sentencing Guidelines, presented the report of
the Committee.

The Ad Hoe Committee was created in May, 1986, to
enable the Conference to react in timely fashion to the
guidelines which will be adopted by the United States
Sentencing Commission. Since the guidelines will require
district and appellate judges to revise drastically current
sentencing concepts and procedures, they are obviously of
great concern to the judiciary.

Although the details of the new procedures are still
under consideration by the Commission, there is no doubt that
they will significantly increase the work of probation officers,
district judges, and circuit judges. The Conference agreed that
it would be appropriate and useful tg9 alert Congress to that
fact and to request that Congress provide the additional
judieial branch resources, in personnel and funding, necessary
to implement the guidelines properly.

To facilitate exchange of ideas on the guidelines, the
Sentencing Commission has scheduled a series of regional
hearings. The Conference authorized the chief judge of each
circuit to designate a circuit judge and a distriet judge to
participate in the nearest hearing at government expense.

Section 235 of the Comprehensive Crime Control Act of
1984 (Public Law 98-473) provides that the guidelines shall not
take effect until the expiration of six months after the
Sentencing Commission submits them to the Congress.
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Congress may accept, modify, or recommit the guidelines to
the Commission for revision, or the guidelines may become law
if Congress takes no action during the six-month period. The
ultimate formulation of the guidelines will therefore not be
known until after the Congress acts on the Commission's
proposals or until the expiration of the six-month period.

In order to afford the judiciary and the bar the
opportunity to prepare for the proper implementation of the
guidelines, the Conference agreed to recommend that Congress
extend the effective date of the guidelines until six months
after they become law.

PROCEEDINGS UNDER JUDICIAL CONDUCT AND
DISABILITY ACT

The Conference reviewed a report of the Judicial
Council of the Eleventh Cirecuit concerning Judge Alcee L.
Hastings and invited Judge Hastings to submit such written
response to the report as he may wish.

RESOLUTION

Noting the retirement of Chief Justice Warren E.
Burger, the Conference adopted the following resolution:

RESOLUTION
of .the
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES

WHEREAS, the Honorable Warren E. Burger,
following a distinguished career as practicing lawyer,
teacher of law, Assistant Attorney General of the
United States, and judge of the Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia, entered on duty as The Chief
Justice of the United States on June 12, 1969; and

WHEREAS, the Honorable Warren E. Burger
announced his intention to retire from his great office
to devote his time and many talents to his role as
Chairman of The National Commission on the
Bicentennial of the Constitution; and
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WHEREAS, the Honorable Warren E. Burger as
The Chief Justice of the United States has for
seventeen years diligently and tirelessly, above and
beyond the call of duty, devoted virtually every waking
hour to his judicial duties and to his efforts to improve
the administration of Justice in the United States; and

WHEREAS, during his time as Head of the Third
Branch of government, that Branch experienced the
greatest growth in size and burden in its history, with
its persorinel more than doubled and the caseloads in
its courts almost trebled; and

WHEREAS, his unprecedented and unflagging
efforts to improve the legal system have left an
unmatched legacy of efficient administration in the
federal judiciary despite the constant growth in
demand placed on the judicial system; and

WHEREAS, by virtue of the power of his spoken
and written word, and the dignified use of his Office,
he has played a major and unceasing role in helping to
maintain and enhance the glory of the role and rule of
law in a free society; and

WHEREAS, his ability to envision future needs,
and to conceive of innovative ways to meet them, have
stimulated the creation of The National Center for
State Courts, the Institute for Court Management, the
State-Federal Judicial Councils, the Supreme Court
Historical Society, The National Center for Innovation
in Corrections, the National Academy for Corrections,
the Annual Conference of Representatives of the
Three Branches, and the American Inns of Court; and

WHEREAS, throughout his occupation of the
Office of the Chief Justice of the United States, the
Honorable Warren E, Burger has preserved intact the
dignity, honor, and the stature of that Office for
transmission to his successor; and

WHEREAS, he has prepared and presided over

thirty-four meetings of this Conference with
efficiency and fairness to all; and
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WHEREAS, as a result of his integrity, wisdom
and perseverance, many of his goals and ideals have
been realized to the lasting benefit of the American
people;

NOW, THEREFORE, the members of the
Judicial Conference of the United States, at its
meeting duly convened in the city of Washington,
District of Columbia, on the 18th and 19th days of
September, 1986, do hereby

RESOLVE

to record their esteem, respect, and affection for the
Honorable Warren E. Burger and their appreciation of
his contribution to the administration of Justice and to
the Nation, and further

RESOLVE

to express their warmest and heartfelt best wishes to
Chief Justice Warren E. Burger for continued
achievement and dedicated service to the Nation in a
long and fruitful retirement career, and further

RESOLVE

that this Resolution be recorded in the Proceedings of
this Conference, and copies be forwarded to the
President of the United States, the Vice President of
the United States, the President Pro Tem of the
Senate, and the Speaker of the House of
Representatives.

PRETERMISSION OF TERMS
OF THE COURTS OF APPEALS

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 48, the Conference approved the
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pretermission of terms of the following United States Courts
of Appeals during the calendar year 1987: the Court of Appeals
for the Fourth Circuit at Asheville, North Carolina; the Court
of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit at Kansas City, Missouri and



Omaha, Nebraska; the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Cireuit
at Los Angeles, California; and the Court of Appeals for the
Tenth Circuit at Wichita, Kansas and Oklahoma City,
Oklahoma.

RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION
The Conference authorized the immediate release of

matters considered at this session where necessary for
legislative or administrative action.

2/ G S

Ralph Mecham

October 21, 19886 Secretary to the
Judicial Conference
of the United States
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ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE
UNITED STATES COURTS
1986

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

This report was prepared according to the requirements of Title

28, United States Code, Section 604(a)(3). It contains a summary of the
business of the federal courts and the activities of the Administrative
Office of the United States Courts for the twelve-month period ended
June 30, 1986. The repori is organized according to the foliowing
subdivisions:

e Judicial Business

® Administrative Office Activities

e Judicial Appropriations and Expenditures

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

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

e Judiciary Equal Employment Opportunity Program
All references to "year" in this report apply to the twelve-month
period ended June 30 of the year specified unless stated otherwise.
JUDICIAL BUSINESS
U.S. COURTS QF APPEALS
Twelve Regional Courts

During 1986, new filings increased slightly in the 12 regional
courts of appeals, rising by 3 percent to 34,292 cases. As a result,



filings per authorized three-judge panel increased to 659 compared to
642 one year ago. Terminations grew a substantial 8 percent in 1986,
up significantly from last year's 0.6 percent increase. During the year, a
record high 33,774 appeals were disposed of, with more than half being
terminated on the merits after oral argument or submission before a full
panel of judges. Despite the large number of terminations, the overall
pending caseload grew to 25,276 appeals on June 30, 1986. Although
many courts were able to reduce the number of cases pending on their
dockets for more than one year, the total increased from 4,906 in 1985
to 5,203 in 1986. This overall increase can be directly attributed to the
District of Columbia Circuit, where such cases almost doubled over the
past year, rising from 457 to 908 cases. Detailed appeals data for each
of the regional courts are provided in Appendix Tables B through B-7.
Additional summary data are provided in Supplemental Tables S-1
through S-7.

Table 1
Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending
1979 through 19856

Commenced
Author-
ized Cases
Judge- Per Termi- | Pend-
Year ships Number | Panel | nated ing

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
1984... ... 132 31,490 716 | 31,185 (22,785
1985...... 156 33,360 642 | 31,387 }24,758
1986...... 156 34,292 659 | 33,774 |25,276
Percent Change
1986 over 1985 .0 28 2.6 76 2.1

Note: Excludes judges and cases filed in the Federal Circuit.




Appeals of private civil cases (including state prisoner petitions)
accounted for most of the filing increase in 1986. These appeals rose by
more than 1,000 cases to 17,876 filings. Among private appeals, the
non-prisoner and prisoner civil rights, categories showed the biggest
jumps in filings, rising by 280 cases and 210 cases, respectively.
Criminal appeals, along with original proceedings, also coniributed
substantially to the overall filing increase. In 1986, criminal filings grew
to the highest level ever recorded, rising by 145 cases to 5,134 appeals.
The most significant decline in new filings occurred in non-prisoner U.S.
civil appeals, dropping by 7 percent to 4,846 appeals. Much of the
decrease was reported i U.S. defendant appeals involving civil rights
actions (down 108 cases).

Table 2
Source of Appeals
1985 and 1986

Percent
Source 1985 1986 |Change
Total oo, e 33360 34,292 | 2.8
U.S. District Courts
Criminal......... feverett sheessteesernstnenraees 4,989 5,134 29
Civil
U.S. Only..coceveieiiiinennnns revvenernen 6,744 6,415 -4.9
Private Only ...cococevvninvrneirearins 16,827 17,876 6.2
Other Appeais:
Bankruptey .....ccoveecennivieenrevenenenne 1,046 977 -6.6
Adminisirative Agency..........ccvueee.. 3,179 3,187 0.3
Original Froceedings .....coccevveveecrnens 575 703 22.3

*Excludes U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit.

During the year, appeals terminated on the merits by full panels
of judges increased a sizable 11 percent, up from 16,369 dispositions in
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1985 to 18,199 dispositions in 1986. Most of the growth involved
dispositions after submission without hearing, rising by 1,183 cases to
8,306 terminations. Two courts, the District of Columbia and Eleventh
Circuit, contributed significantly to this rise in submissions accounting for
almost half of the overall growth in 1986. See Supplemental Tables S-2
and S-3. Nearly 82 percent of participations in cases terminated on the
merits were by resident active circuit judges, 10 percent by resident
senior circuit judges, and 9 percent by visiting judges. These percent-
ages varied slightly from last year with active participations increasing
and visiting participations decreasing by comparable amounts. See
Supplemental Table S-4.

During the year, procedural terminations increased moderately,
up 3 percent to 12,727 appeals. All of this growth occurred in disposi-
tions by court staff. These cases jumped by 653 to 7,910 appeals in
1986. Much of the increase in procedural terminations by court staff
occurred in non-prisoner private civil appeals (up 393 cases) and
administrative agency appeals (up 231 cases). The total number of
appeals procedurally terminated by judges dropped 5 percent to 4,817
cases. Original proceedings had the most significant impact on these
dispositions, dropping from 340 appeals in 1985 to only 50 appeals in
1986. This difference was caused largely by a modification to the
appeals statistical reporting criteria, effective July 1, 1985, which only
allows an original proceeding to be procedurally terminated if the petition
was "dismissed" and the action requested was neither granted nor
denied.

Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit

Fewer cases were appealed to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
Federal Circuit in 1986 than a year earlier. There were 1,163 appeals
filed in 1986 compared to 2,472 in 1985. This decrease was due
primarily to a reduction in the number of appeals from the Merit Systems
Protection Board (MSPB). Prior to 1985 appeals from the MSPB never
fopped 524 per year, but in 1985 these appeals jumped 243 percent to
1,797 appeals due primarily to cases involving air traffic controllers. By
1986, MSPB appeals were back down to 545 cases. On the other hand
appeals from the U.S. district courts rose 24 percent from 187 cases in
1985 to 244 cases in 1986.

Terminations rose 32 percent from 1,472 in 1985 to 1,939 in
1986. There were 317 appeals withdrawn and 1,622 appeals decided by




the court. The count affirmed a lower court or agency decision in 86
percent of the decided cases. Decisions in MSPB cases accounted for
67 percent of the total. Because case terminations outpaced filings the
pending caseload fell to 914 cases on June 30, 1986. Additional data on
the workload of the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit are provided
in Appendix Table G-2.

Cases Under Submission

Judges of the 13 courts of appeals and the Temporary Emer-
gency Court of Appeals reported 1,218 cases under submission over 90
days for the quarter ended June 30, 1986. This was an increase of 316
cases over the 902 cases reported for the same quarter in 1985, Cases
awaiting additional memoranda, briefs, or an opinion in another case are
not included in this report. Included are cases in which the proposed
opinion is being circulated to panel members for comment, or a concur-
ring or dissenting opinion is being written. The Ninth Circuit had the
largest number of cases under submission with 252 cases. Nine of the
courts reported an increase in the number of cases held under submis-
sion at the end of June 1986 compared to the previous year; four courts
reported a decrease; and one court remained constant with the same
number of cases. The largest increase was in the Federal Circuit which
reported 111 cases more than in 1985. Data for each circuit are pro-
vided in Supplemental Table S-7.

STATUS OF JUDGESHIP POSITIONS

On June 30, 1988, there were 11 vacancies among the 168
judgeship positions authorized for the U.S. courts of appeals. Two of the
14 positions authorized in 1984 by P.L, 98-353 still had not been filied as
of June 30. On June 30, 1986 there were an additional 41 senior court
of appeals judges, who continue to provide services for the federal
courts,




Table 3
Status of Judgeship Positions
On June 30, 1979 through 1986

U.S. Courts of Appeals1 U.S. District Courts
Author- Author-
ized ized
Judge- | Vacan- | Senior | Judge- |Vacan- | Senior
Year ships cies Judges ships cies |dJudges
1979......... 132 382 46 516 1192 127
1980.......... 132 6 45 516 32 126
1981.......... 132 9 45 516 41 149
1982.......... 132 7 54 515 20 163
1983.......... 144 4 55 515 25 175
1984.......... 144 2 52 515 16 185
1985.......... 168 223 59 575 753 191
1986.......... 168 11 41 575 40 156

1

Beginning in 1983 positions in the Court of Appeals for the Federal
Circuit are included.

2 A total of 35 court of appeals and 100 district court judgeship vacan-
cies were in positions created in October 1978,

3 A total of 14 court of appeals and 42 district court judgeship vacancies
were in positions created in July 1984.

Vacancies on the district courts numbered 40 on June 30, 1986.
Nine of these vacancies were for positions authorized in 1984.
addition to the active judges on the courts on June 30, 1986, there were
156 senior district court judges who assist with the federal court

caseload.

In



DISTRICT COURTS
Civil Cases

During 1986, the trend in civil litigation was broken. Civil filings
declined for the first time since 1977. The number of civil filings de-
creased by 18,842 to 254,828 cases, or 443 per authorized judgeship.
There was a slight reduction in the number of civil cases terminated,
which dropped 3,083 cases from 269,848 to 266,765. Civil cases
pending as of June 30, 1986 totaled 242,177, or 421 per authorized
judgeship. This represents a drop of 11,937 from last year's total of
254,114 cases, and the first decline in the civil pending caseload in over
25 years. Detailed data on civil cases filed, terminated, and pending are
shown in Appendix Tables C through C-6. Additional summary data are
provided in Supplementai Tables S-8 through S-14

Table 4
Civii Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending
1979 through 1986

Commenced
Author- Cases
ized Per '
Judge- Judge- | Termi- Pend-
Year ships | Number ship nated ing

1979.......... 516 154,666 300 143,323 177,805
1980.......... 516 168,789 327 160,481 186,113
1881.......... 516 180,576 350 177,875 188,714
1982..c0nne. 515 206,193 400 189,473 205,434
1983.......... 515 241,842 470 215,356 231,920
1984.......... 515 261,485 508 243,113 250,292
1885.....0.. 575 273,670 476 269,848 254114
1986.......... 575 254,828 443 266,765 242,177
Percent Change
1986 over
1985.......... 0.0 -6.9 -6.9 -1.1 -4.7
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The decrease in civil filings was concentrated in the area of
cases involving the U.S. govemment as plaintiff or defendant; private
civil cases continued to rise in 1986. The major decrease was in actions
by the U.S. to recover overpayments of veterans’ benefits and defaulted
student loans. See Supplemental Table 5-9 for 1986 data by district.
These actions dropped 31 percent (down 17,229 cases) from 56,372
filings in 1985 to 39,143 in 1986. As a result, L.S. plaintiff actions
declined 23 percent in 1986. There was also a large decrease in cases
involving Social Security Disability Insurance, which felt 30 percent from
15,403 cases in 1985 to 10,778 in 1986. As a result, U.S. defendant
cases dropped over 18 percent from last year. Data for 1986 by district
are provided in Supplemental Table S-10. While small increases were
reported in most case types, the largest increases were in contract
actions other than U.S. recovery cases {up 7 percent), employment civil
rights cases {up 14 percent), prisoner civil rights cases {up 7 percent),
and asbestos personal injury cases (up 29 percent).

The overall decrease in civil terminations, from 269,848 to
266,765, was primarily the result of declines in two categories: Social
Security Disability Insurance (down 5,612) and recovery of veterans’
benefits (down 4,074). Personal injury product liability dispositions also
dropped substantially, from 7,410 to 5,388. Although there was a
general decrease in civil terminations, there were significant increases in
the disposition of prisoner civil rights petitions (up 1,957); habeas corpus
petitions (up 1,494); and matters withdrawn from the bankruptcy court
(up 1,158).
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PETITIONS FILED BY STATE AND FEDERAL PRISONERS
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Table 5
Civil Cases Filed By Jurisdiction
1979 through 1986

U.S. Cases Private Cases
Diver-
sity
Federal of Local
Plain- Defend- | Ques- Citizen- | Juris-
Year Total tiff ant tion ship | diction
1979....| 154,666 | 31,003 24,837 63,221 34,491 1,114
1980....| 168,789 | 39,810 23,818 64,928 39,315 918
1981....1 180,576 | 37,598 24,247 72,514 45,444 773
1982....1] 206,193 | 48,868 26,905 79,197 50,555 668
1983. ... | 241,842 | 59,922 35,881 87,935 57,421 683
1984....| 261,485 | 64,814 47,053 92,062 56,856 700
1985. ... | 273,670 | 79,371 38,117 94,467 61,101 614
1986....1| 254,828 160,779 31,051 08,747 63,672 579
Percent Change
1986 over .
1985. ... -6.9 -23.4 -18.5 45 4.2 5.7

The median time from filing to disposition for all civil cases
remained constant at 7 months in 1986. One case type has had a
significant impact on the overall median time in recent years. The large
number of recovery cases involving veterans’ benefits and student loans,
and the speed at which these cases move through the court system,
have resulted in a two month reduction in the median time from filing to
disposition. Excluding the recovery cases, the overall median time from
filing to disposition of civil cases was 9 months in 1986.

The civil pending caseload declined nearly 5 percent this year.
The drop in the number of pending cases from 254,114 to 242,177 was
influenced by decreases in pending Social Security Disability Insurance
cases (down 6,833), recovery of veterans’ benefits cases (down 6,454);
and recovery of defaulted student loan cases (down 2,640). The largest
increase, by far, was in pending asbestos personal injury product liability
cases (from 11,194 to 15,019). See Supplemental Table S-12 for
additional information on pending civil cases.

12
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The number of civil cases pending three or more years rose by 7
percent this year. There were 19,252 three-year-old pending cases as
of June 30, 1886, up 1,294 from last year. Three-year-old cases
comprise less than 8 percent of the total pending caseload. The largest
number of cases pending three years or longer is asbestos personal
injury product liability cases, which rose from 3,006 to 3,858; more than
one-fourth of all pending asbestos cases are three years old or more.
Many of these cases have been stayed pending the outcome of bank-
ruptcy petitions involving defendant corporations. Controversies involv-
ing diversity of citizenship and constitutional issues account for nearly 90
percent of the cases pending three years or more. Additional data on
three-year-old cases are provided in Appendix Table C-6 and Supple-
mental Tables S-13and S-14.

Criminal Cases

The number of cases filed in the U.S. District Courts rose from
39,500 (including transfers) last year to 41,490 cases in 1986, an
increase of 5 percent. This level of filings represents a workload of 72
cases for each authorized judgeship. Criminal case terminations rose
almost 6 percent to 39,328 cases. Since filings were greater than
terminations the pending caseload continued a six year upward spiral.
On June 30, 1986, there were 24,456 pending criminal cases, almost 10
percent more than a year ago.

The impact of large increases in prosecutions of several major
criminal offenses outweighed a large reduction in prosecutions for drunk
driving and other traffic related offenses in 1986. Drug Abuse Preven-
tion and Control Act cases rose 18 percent, from 6,690 to 7,894 cases in
1986. Weapons and firearms cases increased 15 percent (up 248
cases), forgery and counterfeiting cases were up 12 percent (up 253
cases) and fraud prosecutions rose more than 9 percent {up 567 cases).
Filings for immigration violations also increased 13 percent this year
compared to the 17 percent decrease reported last year. Drunk driving
and traffic offenses fell 9 percent (down 744 cases). The 56 percent
decrease in drunk driving and traffic violations in Hawaii was a significant
factor contributing to a decline in overall filings for these offenses.

Criminal case terminations rose almost 6 percent to 39,333
cases with increases reported in 65 district couris. Of the 50,040
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defendants prosecuted, 40,740 or 81 percent were convicted. The
majority of the convictions (34,927) were by plea of guilty. Appendix
Table D-4 shows dispositions of criminal defendants, by offense, for
1986. A summary of dispositions and sentences for 1985 and 1986 is
provided in Supplemental Table S-15.

Over one-half (20,621) of the defendants convicted this year
were sentenced to imprisonment terms for an average of 64.6 months,
an increase from 60.2 months reported last year. Probation sentences
for 15,230 persons convicted averaged 35.5 months, also an increase
from the 35.2 months reported last year. The number of defendants
given fines decreased this year to 4,232 from 4,830 last year. Appendix
Table D-5 shows sentencing by offense for 1986. Data by district are
provided in Appendix Table D-7.

Table 6
Criminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending
1979 through 1986

Commenced*
Author- Cases
ized Per

Judge- Judge- | Termi- Pend-
Year ships | Number | ship nated ing
1979.......... 516 32,688 63 33,411 15,124
1980.......... 516 28,932 56 29,297 | 14,759
1981.......... 516 31,328 61 30,221 15,866
1982.......... 515 32,682 63 31,889 16,659
1983.......... 515 35,913 70 33,985 18,587
1984.......... 515 36,845 72 35,494 | 19,938
1985.......... 575 39,500 69 37,139 | 22,299
1086.......... 575 41,490 72 39,328 24,456
Percent Change

1986 over

1985.......... 0.0 50 @ 43 59 9.7

*Includes transfers.
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The median time from filing to disposition for defendants in the
U.S. District Courts was 3.2 months in 1886 compared to 3.0 months last
year. Dispositions by jury trial had the largest median time of 5.4
months. Appendix Table D-6 provides, by district, median time intervals
from filing to disposition of criminal defendants in the U.S. District Courts
for 1986.

On June 30, 1986, there were 24,456 pending criminal cases
with 36,314 defendants. Of the 94 district courts, 6 districts had over
1,000 cases pending. Appendix Table D provides, by district, the
number of cases pending on June 30, 1986.

Over 50 percent (19,782) of the 36,314 defendants in cases
pending at the end of the year were charged with DAPCA or fraud
violations. DAPCA charges accounted for a large portion of the pending
defendants in many districts. In Florida, Southern DAPCA violations
accounted for 58 percent or 1,775 of the 3,067 defendants pending.
Over one half (1,668) of the total pending defendants in Florida, South-
ern were fugitives. Appendix Table D-8 provides the number of pending
cases by district and offense and Appendix Table D-10 provides, by
district, the number of pending defendants and their status on June 30,
1986,

Of the 38,314 pending defendants, 14,145 were non-trigble on
June 30, 1986. Non-triable defendants that were {fugitives accounted for
13,180 of these defendants up from 12,131 in 1985. Approximately
8,000 of these defendants were fugitives 25 months or more. The
number of defendants that were triable {otaled 16,247 while 5,272 tried
defendants were still awaiting sentencing. Fugitives after trial or a guiity
plea accounted for 650 defendants, an 18 percent increase from last
year. See Supplemental Table S-16 for a comparison of the ‘status of
pending defendants from 1982 through 1986.

Speedy Trial

This year, 14 cases were dismissed pursuant to 18 U.S.C.
3162(a), Speedy Trial sanctions. The majority of the dismissals, as last
year, were in Florida, Southern. In that district, 6 cases were dismissed
without prejudice and 3 with prejudice in the second interval, from
indictment to trial. Of the 14 cases dismissed, only 1 case was dis-
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missed during the first interval, from arrest to indictment. Supplemental
Table 5-17 provides a comparison of cases dismissed in 1985 and 1986
pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a).

Of the 17,198 defendants for whom Interval one applied, 16,664
or 97 percent were in compliance with the 30 net day requirement from
arrest to indictment while 45,243 defendants or 96 percent of the 47,192
defendants were in compliance with the 70 net day interval two require-
ment from indictment to trial. Appendix Table D-11 provides, by district,
the number of defendants in compliance with Intervals One and Two for
1986. A summary of compliance rates for the last three years is pro-
vided in Supplemental Table S-18.

Interval Three refers to the time from conviction to sentencing
and is not sanctioned under the Speedy Trial Act. However, a 45-day
limit was recommended by the Committee on the Administration of the
Criminal Law of the Judicial Conference. Since excludable delays do not
apply to this interval, time for observation and study, presentence report
preparation, and re-apprehension of fugitives prior to sentencing and bail
jumping is included in this 45 day time period. This year, 24,047
defendants or 60 percent of the defendants convicted were sentenced in
45 days or less. The median time for sentencing these defendants was
22 days. There were 16,223 sentencings which exceeded the 45 day
limit with a median time of 64 days from conviction to sentencing.
Appendix Table D-12 provides, by district, the medium time from convic-
fion to sentencing.

Trials

For the purposes of this repon, a trial is considered to be a
contested proceeding before a court or jury where evidence is intro-
duced. The U.S. district courts completed 2 percent fewer trials during
the past twelve months, dropping from 20,729 in 1985 to 20,242 in 1986.
This decrease resulted from a drop in civil trials, with both non-jury and
jury trials declining substantially (down 9 percent and 4 percent, respec-
tively). Criminal trials, on the other hand, rose 8 percent during the year
to 6,966. This total is the highest reported since 1978, when 7,336
criminal trials were completed in the U.S. district courts.

Although fewer trials were completed in 1986, the ratio of longer

trials (those lasting four days or more) to total trials increased slightly to
24.3 percent. This ratio has been rising steadily since 1982, when
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longer trials comprised only 20.7 percent of the overall trials. The largest
increase was reported in trials lasting 10 to 19 days, rising a sizable 15
percent to 657. Almost 80 percent of these 10 to 19 day trials involved a
jury compared to only 44 percent for those lasting 9 days or less. Trials
lasting 20 days or more rose slightly during the year to 176. (See
Supplemental Table S-19). The majority of these were criminal trials,
with the largest numbers involving offenses pertaining to fraud (29), drug
law (24), and extortion, racketeering, and threats (21). Of the civil trials
completed in the U.S. district courts during 1986, the median time from
issue to trial was 14 months. This time interval has remained constant
for the past 6 years. More detailed trials data for each district court are
provided in Appendix Tables C-7 through C-10.

Cases and Motions Under Advisement

For the quarter ended June 30, 1986, U.S. district court judges
reported a total of 3,036 cases and motions under advisement over 60
days. This figure is 54 percent above the number reported for the same
quarter in 1985 and does not include matters awaiting additional memo-
randa or briefs or cases assigned to a special master. Beginning with
the quarter ended September 30, 1985 district judges reported directly to
their circuit executives, who in turn forwarded consolidated reports to the
Administrative Office. Since that time there has been an increase in the
number of judges reporting and in the number of cases and motions
being reported. For this quarter 658 judges (including 140 senior
judges) reported, an increase of 14 percent over the number of judges
reporting for the same quarter last year. Forty-seven percent of the
reporting judges had cases and motions under advisement over 60 days
for an average of 10 per judge.

The circuits with the largest numbers of cases and motions
under advisement were the Sixth, the Fifth, and the Seventh. As shown
in Supplemental Table S-20, a total of 528 cases and motions had been
held more than one year on June 30, 1986.

Weighted Case Filings Per Authorized Judgeship

Weighted filings rose slightly this year (up 2 percent) to 461 per
judgeship while raw filings dropped 6 percent to 491 per judgeship (see
Supplemental Table S-21). The decline in raw filings was primarily due
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to a sharp drop in recovery of VA benefits and student loan cases (down
17,229). These cases, however, have a weight of 0.0326 and account
for a drop of only 562 weighted filings. Weighted filings increased
because the drop in recovery of overpayment cases was more than
offset by rises in heavier weighted cases such as asbestos personal
injury suits (up 1,274 weighted cases) and employment civil rights
actions (up 2,777 weighted cases).

Appendix Tables X-1 (includes all civil and criminal cases) and
X-1A (excludes misdemeanor cases) provide, by district, weighted and
unweighted filings per judgeship. For a further discussion of the
weighted caseload and its history in the Federal cours, see the 1980
Annual Report of the Director.

Petit Jurors

The number of jury trial days increased for the fourth straight
year with a rise of over 4 percent in 1986. Civil trial days account for 54
percent of the total. As a consequence of increased trial days the
number of juror days also rose, increasing from 676,140 in 1985 to
705,819 in 1986. Almost half of these juror days were needed for
selection of juries. Over 30 percent of the jurors present for jury selec-
tion were selected 1o serve on a jury; 35 percent were chalienged and
the remaining 34 percent were not selected or challenged. The latter
includes many jurors summoned to ensure sufficient numbers for
anticipated challenges which were not exercised after all. On the
average, there were 32 jurors present for each jury selection in 19886,
unchanged from prior years.

Oklahoma, Eastern reported the highest percentage of jurors
selected with 68 percent primarily due to its use of the multiple voir dire
method of selecting jurors from small panels of prospective jurors. For
example, as many as 8 juries were selected from a panel of only 59
jurors. Conversely, due to its farge number of highly publicized trials,
New York, Southern reported the lowest percentage of jurors selected
with 19 percent. Appendix Table J-2 summarizes, by district, jury
selection day activity during 1986.

Jury administrators focus most of their attention on the not
selected, serving, or challenged category. As a result, 50 districts
reduced their percentage of jurors in this category. Puerto Rico im-
proved by nearly 18 percentage points due to fewer last minute jury
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selection cancellations. A primary factor in Puerto Rico's improvement
was the imposition of a local rule assessing juror costs to parties who
settle or waive a jury trial at the last minute. Six other districts improved
by more than 10 percentage poinis. Further juror data, including
estimated juror expenditures, will appear in the 1986 Grand and Petit
Juror Service in the U.S. District Courts report.

Table 7
National Petlt Juror Service
1981 through 1986

Service 1981 1982 1983 19843 1985 1986

Overal! Juror Service

Jury Trial Days....ooceuvnennn 35,596 35,263 37,589 39,572 40,289 41,945
Percent Criminal ........... 447 442 440 424 427 459
Percemt Civil, . . ..........ts 55.3 55.8 56.0 57.6 573 54.1

Jurof C)ays1 .................. 648,920 631,606 640577 666942 676,140 705819
Percent Selected or Serving . . 61.1 61.6 64.6 64.6 65.4 65.9
Percent Chalienged ......... 154 15.6 16.0 16.5 16.9 16.9
Percent Not Selected 2

Serving or Challenged. . ... 23.4 228 19.4 18.9 17.7 17.2

Average Jurors Per Day
ofTral ........ovvnvnnns, 18.2 17.9 17.0 16.9 16.6 16.8

Jury Selection Day

Jurors Present for Vair Dire . ... . - - 316,821 328,355 328,360 338,022
Percent Selected . .......... - - 30.1 301 30.4 30.5
Percent Challenged . ....... . - - 324 33.6 34.8 35.2
Percent Not Selected

or Challenged ......... .. - - 374 36.3 34.8 34.3

Number of Juries Selecled...... - - 9,769 10,162 10,257 10,567

Average Jurors Present
for Jury Selection........... - - 324 323 320 320

TEach juror is counted for each day serving, waiting at the courthouse to serve, or in travel.
2Includes jurors in fravel status.
SRevised.

Note: Dashes indicate comparable data not available.
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United States District Courts

PETIT JUROR SERVICE

Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1986

Note: Thirty-two people are pictured because the averaga number of jurors present for jury selection in 1986 was 32.0.

NOT SELECTED, SERVING, OR CHALLENGED = 34.3%'

*Dots not include those jurars reported in travel status.
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Grand Jurors

Although the number of grand juries serving in 1986 increased,
overall grand jury activity declined. There were 30 more grand juries
serving in 1986 compared to a year earlier. The number of sessions
they held, however, declined 2 percent and the number of hours in
session fell over 1 percent. On the average, 20 jurors attended each
session for approximately 5 hours.

The overall decline in grand jury activity is largely attributable to
a 12 percent drop in the number of sessions convened in New York,
Southern. This decline occurred even though the district’s criminal filings
remained virtually the same, indicating that the grand jury process was
being used more efficiently. Despite the decline, New York, Southern
again recorded the greatest amount of activity with 837 sessions
convened, 17,437 jurors in session, and 3,520 hours in session. In
contrast, Oklahoma, Eastern and Arkansas, Western convened only 14
grand jury sessions. Appendix Table J-1 summarizes, by district, grand
jury activity during 1986.

Table 8 provides the number of cases commenced by indictment
and the number of defendants proceeded against by indictment over the
past five years. The average number of defendants indicted per grand
jury session rose nearly 10 percent to 3.32. The six year increasing
trend in indictments per grand jury session is primarily due to rises in
multiple defendant prosecutions under the Drug Abuse Prevention and
Control Act.
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Table 8

National Grand Juror Statistics
1979 through 1986

92

Proceedings Defend-
Commenced ants

Jurors Hours by Indictment Indicted

Juries | Sessions Average Average Average
Serv- Con- Per Per Defen- Per

ing vened Total Session Total | Session | Cases dants | Session
674 9,791 194,168 198 50,896 5.2 18,724 = 28,395 2.90
699 10,338 208,627 20.0 54,163 52 16,528 25,612 2.48
738 10,997 219,860 20.0 58,278 53 17,245 27,367 2.49
739 10,508 210,213 20.0 55,568 5.3 18,462 29,385 2.80
732 11,157 222,980 20.0 58,769 53 20,102 31,742 2.85
741 11,804 232,844 19.7 61,425 5.2 20,861 33,781 2.86
762 11,584 228,785 18.8 61,435 53 21,670 35,121 3.03
792 11,364 223,866 19.7 60,506 53 23,373 37,757 3.32




Three-Judge Court Hearings

Twelve districts reported 18 hearings before a three-judge
district court during the year ended June 30, 1986 up from 10 hearings in
1985. Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2284 requires that a district court of three
judges be designated by the chief judge of the circuit to hear cases
chailenging the apportionment of congressional districts or statewide
legislative bodies and other actions required by statute. One is often
requested for cases involving voting and other civil rights issues.

A total of 14 of the 18 hearings in 1986 were cases involving
voting rights such as alleged discrimination in election procedures, and a
challenge to the rights of illiterate voters to cast absentee ballots. Only
one reapportionment case was reported in 1986 compared to 42 in
1982. The remaining three hearings were reported by the District of
Columbia and involved the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Reduction Act of 1985. (See Supplemental Table 5-22).

Passport and Naturalization

Passport applications accepted by the U.S. district courts have
consistently declined since 1970. The number of applications fell 23
percent from 2,584 in 1985 to 1,896 in 1986. Eight courts processed
applications in 1986 as opposed to nine in 1985 and the numbers are
expected to decline further in 1987 as effective July 1, 1986 the U.S.
District Court for the Western District of Louisiana will no longer process
passport applications. This year, however, Louisiana, Western proc-
essed 1,296 applications or 65 percent of all passport applications
processed by U.S. district courts. 'Depending on location, citizens may
apply for passports at specially designated U.S. post offices, 13 regional
passport offices and certain state and Federal (U.S. district) courts.

This year the Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) has
continued its priority of naturalizing as many applicants for citizenship as
possible. As INS seeks to reduce its backlog of applications for U.S.
citizenship a corresponding increase in naturalization petitions are being
filed in the U.S. district courts. In 1986 there was a 5 percent increase in
naturalization petitions filed and the number of aliens naturalized rose 7
percent.

Supplemental Table S-23 summarizes passport and naturaliza-

tion statistics for selecied years between 1970 and 1986. Appendix
Table P-1 provides this data by district for 1986.
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OTHER FEDERAL COURTS

Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals

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

TECA filings continued their downward trend in 1986, dropping
by 6 cases to 33 appeals. In contrast, total terminations rose 30 percent
during the year to 43 dispositions. With the increased disposition
activity, the pending caseload dropped to 30 appeals as of June 30,
1986, down from 40 a year ago.

Special Court - Regional Rail Reorganization

The Special Court was established by the Regional Rail Reor-
ganization Act of 1983 ("Rail Act"). Under the Rail Act the court's
primary role was to determine the value of properties transferred by
seven principal bankrupt railroads and numerous other transferor
railroads in the Northeast and Midwest region.

In August 1981, the Northeast Rail Service Act of 1981 ("NRSA")
was enacted as Subtitle E of Title XI of the Omnibus Budget Reconcili-
ation Act of 1981. Section 1152(a) of NRSA provides additional original
and exclusive jurisdiction in the Special Court. A considerable amount of
litigation speedily arose. In May 1982, pursuant to Section 1152(d) of
NRSA, the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation assigned three
additional judges to the Special Court to handie litigation under NRSA.
The court is now divided into two panels of three judges each. The
General Panel continues to exercise jurisdiction found in the Rail Act,
while the Section 1152 Panel exercises jurisdiction over the expanding
number of cases arising under NRSA.

In proceedings arising under its original and exclusive jurisdic-
tion the Special Court reported seven cases filed and nine terminated
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during 1986 leaving 27 civil actions pending as of June 30, 1986. Of the
new cases filed, one was based on jurisdiction under the Rail Act, and
six were based on jurisdiction under Section 1152(a) of NRSA.

Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation

The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation acted upon 537 civil
actions pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1407 during 1986. The Panel
transferred 351 cases originally filed in 55 different district courts to 23
transferee districts for inclusion in coordinated or consolidated pretrial
proceedings with 186 actions already pending in the transferee districts.
The Panel denied transfer of 33 actions.

Since creation of the Panel in 1968, there have been 15,026 civil
actions centralized for pretrial proceedings. As of June 30, 1986, 13,659
actions had been remanded for trial, reassigned within the transferee
district, or terminated in the transferee court. At the end of this year,
there were 1,367 actions pending throughout 38 transferee district
courts.

Supplemental Tables S-24 and S-25 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 cumu-
lative since 1968. Information on specific cases can be obtained from
the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation.

United States Claims Court

During the court year, October 1, 1985, to September 30, 1986,
the Claims Court disposed of 669 complaints representing 5,177
claimants. Except for a number of these cases, in which no given
amounts were claimed, the total amount claimed was $563,193,446. Of
the cases disposed of, the Claims Court rendered judgments for claim-
ants in the sum of $21,742,745 of which $4,559,385 carried interest. A
number of these judgments were based on setilements between the
parties. Also the Claims Court rendered judgments for the United States
on counterclaims or offsets in the amount of $3,365,586. The coutt,
under its non-monetary jurisdiction, disposed of the following cases: 2
tax exempt cases and 16 contract cases seeking injunctive or declara-
tory relief. Each January pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 791(c), the Clerk
transmits to the Congress a report of the business of the Court showing
the names of the claimants, nature of the claim, and the disposition
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thereof, Additional data on the work of the Court are provided in
Appendix Tables G-3a and G-3b.

CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT APPOINTMENTS

During the year, there were 58,444 appointments of counsel
under the Criminal Justice Act. A total of 31,744 persons were repre-
sented by attorneys furnished by Federal defender organizations and
26,700 were represented by private panel attorneys. These appoint-
ments represent an increase of 8 percent over the 54,100 appointments
in 1985. Appointments of private panel attorneys rose 4 percent over
last year and accounted for almost 46 percent of all appointments made
in 1986.

Representations by Federal public and community defender
organizations increased moderately in 1986 with total representations
exceeding 30,00C for the first time. A rise in the number of criminal
representations at the district court level was primarily responsible for the
increase. Criminal representations rose almost 9 percent from 19,307
representations in 1985 to 20,975 in 1986. Assignments for other
representations including appeals, probation/parole revocations and
motions to correct or reduce sentence rose at a slightly lower rate to
10,769 representations. A new defender office opened in North Caro-
lina, Eastern, and new branch offices opening in Pennsylvania, Middle
and Alaska contributed to increased case openings. The community
defender office in the Southern District of California reported by far the
largest number of openings with 6,757, an additional 1,542 cases which
accounted for 72 percent of the overall increase in openings nationwide
in 1986. Terminations of both criminal and other representations
increased in 1986, up 7 percent. California, Southern also disposed of a
record number of cases this year with 6,807. Eight cther defender
offices also reported that closings outnumbered openings. Overall, new
assignments outnumbered terminations, however, resulting in a 7
percent increase in the number of pending cases which rose to 8,931.
Of this total, 16 percent, or 1,454 cases were pending in the Florida,
Southern office.

Appendix Table K-1 provides detailed statistics on the case
activity of each defender office during 1986. The statistics in this report
cover only those representations provided by Federal public/community
defenders and, therefore, exclude representations by private panel
attorneys under the Criminal Justice Act of 1964. Those statistics are
avallable in the Report to the United States Judicial Conference
Committee to Implement the Criminal Justice Act.
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Table 9

Representations by Federal Fublic and Community Defender Organizations

1982 through 1986
Percent
Change
Representations 1982 1883 1984 1985 1886 |1986/1985
Offices in Operation ........cceeeeeeevereeeenee 39 40 40 41 40
Total Representations
Cases Opened 23,168 26,381 25,077 29585 31,744 73
Cases Closed 22,668 25,879 28,398 26,147 31,191 70
Pending on June 30......ccocermernneeasenns 6,759 7,261 7,940 8,378 8,931 6.6
Criminal Representations
Cases Opened 15,291 17,810 19,113 19,307 20,975 8.6
Cases Closed 14,982 17,476 18,830 18,978 20,749 9.3
Pending on Jurie 80.....ccveveeeenremsrerennns 3,942 4,276 4,758 5,088 5,314 4.4
Other Representations”
Cases Opened 7.877 8,571 9,964 10,278 10,769 48
Cases Closed 7,686 8,403 9,768 10,169 10,442 27
Pending on June 30......coceevvmmnrecerennens 2,817 2,985 3,181 3,280 3,617 99

" Includes both the appeals and other representations shown in Appendix Table K-1.
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BANKRUPTCY COURTS

The number of bankruptcy petitions filed in the bankruptcy courts
jumped 31 percent in 1986. All of the circuits reported increased
bankruptcy activity, with the courts in the Fifth Circuit reporting the
largest percentage increase. The Ninth Circuit, however, had the largest
numerical increase with more than 28,000 petitions over the 1985 level.

Both business and non-business bankruptcies rose in 1986.
Business bankruptcies increased more than 14 percent, up 9,630
petitions from 66,651 in 1985 to 76,281 in 1986. Business bankruptcies
accounted for 16 percent of the total petitions filed. Non-business
bankruptcies, however, increased by more than 34 percent to a new high
of 401,575 petitions.

Table 10
Bankruptcy Petitions Filed, Terminated and Pending
1981 through 19886

Filings
Non- Termi-

Year Total Business Business | nations Pending
1981 ....... 360,329 312,914 47,415 181,907 361,664
1982....... 367,866 311,443 56,423 268,243 461,287
1983....... | 374,734 304,316 69,818 298,715 537,306
1984 ....... 344,275 281,755 62,520 304,014 577,567
1985....... 364,536 297,885 66,651 333,158 608,945
1986....... | 477,856 401,575 76,281 358,224 728,577
Percent Change
1986 over .

1985....... 311 34.8 14.4 7.5 19.6

Bankruptey filings for each chapter under the Bankruptcy Code
reached record levels in 1986. Chapter 7 petitions continued an in-
crease started in 1985 by rising 36 percent over 1985 levels. Following
the same trend Chapter 11 liquidations rose for the second year outnum-
bering 1985 filings by more than 14 percent. Chapter 13 petitions
increased more than 22 percent to overtake the record of 102,201
petitions set in 1983.
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BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED

1982 Through 1986
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Table 11

Filings, by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code
1981 through 1986

Chapter
Year Total 7 11 13 | Other
1981 s 360,3?_‘29 265,718 7,827 86,778 6
1982 ... 367,866 | 255,095 14,058 98,705 8
1983 s 374,734 | 251,319 21,206 102,201 8
1984 344,275 | 232,778 20,023 91,460 13
1985 ... 364,536 | 244,647 21,420 98,452 17
1986 ... 477,856 | 332,675 24,442 120,726 13

Adversary proceedings arising from bankruptcy petitions rose

almost 5 percent over 1985 levels. Terminations increased at a slower
pace, but outnumbered filings by over 8,000 proceedings. As a result,
the pending caseload was reduced over 7 percent.

Table 12
Bankruptcy Adversary Proceedings

Filed, Terminated, and Pgnding

1981 through 1986

Termi-
Year Filings nations Pending
1981........ 94,632 58,753 58,280
1982........ 138,963 93,467 103,776
1983........ 171,623 128,429 146,970
1984........ 70,002 97,258 119,714
*183,769 *170,054 *159,569
1985........ 61,494 70,515 110,693
*204,460 *194,820 *169,413
1986........ 64,473 72,652 102,514
*242,958 *235,678 *176,693
Percent Change
1986 over 1985 48 3.0 -7.4

Note:

The figures provided with asterisk reflect what the totals and percentage
of change would have been if motions to seek relief from stay and
motions to avoid liens had been included since the Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure became effective on August 1, 1983,
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MAGISTRATES
Misdemeanor Cases

During 1986, magistrates disposed of 92,269 misdemeanor
cases, an increase of 1.7 percent from the previous year. The misde-
meanor caseload included 79,971 petty offense cases and 12,298
misdemeanor cases above the level of a petty offense. The misde-
meanor cases disposed of by magistrates this year resulted in 61,839
convictions and 30,430 dismissals or acquittals, A total of 13,219
misdemeanor trials were completed, including 138 jury trials.

Supplemental Table 26 shows the number of misdemeanor
cases disposed of by U.S. magistrates for 1982 through 1986, classified
by types of offenses. Supplemental Table 27 indicates the ten districts
with the largest number of misdemeanor cases disposed of by magis-
trates during the twelve-month period ended June 30, 1986. Additional
data on the workload of magistrates, by district, are provided in Appendix
Tables M-1 through M-5.

Initial Proceedings

The number of initial proceedings in felony cases conducted by
U.S. magistrates during the year increased by 9 percent, from 120,143
last year to 131,070 this year. Applications for arrest warrants, requests
for summonses, and search warrant applications all increased this year,
The number of initial appearances before magistrates in felony cases
increased 2.2 percent from 44,379 last year to 45,385 for 1986. Magis-
trates reported 6,876 applications for review of bail determinations
during the year and 9,444 detention hearings.

During the year, magistrates conducted 27,734 post-indictment
arraignments under rule 10 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure,
an 11.7 percent increase over the 24,826 arraignments conducied iast

-year. Grand juries in 85 districts returned indictments to magistrates at
4,188 separate sessions. Additional data, by district, are provided in
Appendix Table M-3.
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Criminal "Additional Duties"”

In 85 of the 92 districts covered by the Federal Magistrates Act,
magistrates handled 37,431 "additional duties" in criminal cases pursu-
ant to 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b). This represents an increase of 18.7
percent over the 31,524 such duties completed last year. Magistrates
conducted 3,017 criminal pretrial conferences or omnibus hearings, and
reviewed 29,418 contested pretrial motions.

During the year, magistrates in 61 districts conducted a total of
1,337 evidentiary hearings in criminal cases. Magistrates also com-
pleted 4,812 other duties in criminal cases under authority of 28 U.S.C.
Section 636(b). These included writs, final probation revocation hear-
ings, calendar calls, appeals conferences, consent verification hearings
in international prisoner transfers, and voir dire of prospective jurors in
felony cases. Additional data, by district, are provided in Apperidix Table
M-4.

Civil "Additional Duties"

In 90 of the 92 districts covered by the Federal Magistrates Act,
magistrates completed 161,151 "additional duties" in non-prisoner civil
cases pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b). This represents a slight
increase from the 152,787 such duties handled last year.

In 78 districts during the year, magistrates disposed of 4,960 civil
cases with the consent of the parties pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section
636(c). This represents an increase of 33.4 percent over the 3,717
cases disposed of by the magistrates last year. The consent cases
included 372 jury trials, 612 non-jury trials, and 3,976 cases terminated
without a trial.

Magistrates in 46 districts completed 1,079 special master
references during the year, a substantial increase over the 684 such
references completed in 1985. The special master references included
161 E.E.O.C. (Title VII) cases, 69 cases referred to determine damages,
and 95 references to determine attorneys’ fees.

Magistrates in 88 district courts conducted 40,419 pretrial
conferences in civil cases assigned to the district judges, including
15,739 initial pretrials, 9,357 discovery conferences, 8,368 settlement
conferences, and 6,955 final pretrial conferences. In 89 districts,
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8¢c

DUTIES PERFORMED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES
1986

TOTAL (ALL MATTERS): 445,575

Motions: (28.8%,

Petty Offenses: (17.8%)

sdemeanors (Other than Petty): (2.8%)

ail Reviews: (1.5%)

Prevrial Conferences: {9.7%

nitital Appearances: (9.4%)

Prisoner Litigation: (5.3%

Civit Consent Cases: (1.1% Arraignments: (6,2%)

Other: (6.3% arrants: (5.7%)



magistrates reviewed a total of 99,670 contested pretrial motions in civil
cases including 80,427 "non-case-dispositive” motions decided by
written orders, 11,620 "non-case-dispositive” motions decided by full
written opinijons, and 7,623 "dispositive" matters in which they submitted
findings and recommended decisions to the court under 28 U.S.C.
Section 636(b)(1)(B). Magistrates in 76 districts handled a total of
11,646 Social Security appeals, which represents a decrease of 17.4
percent over the 14,101 such reports completed last year. Magistrates
in 77 districts reported conducting a total of 1,238 evidentiary hearings in
non-prisoner civil cases during the year. Additional data, by district, are
provided in Appendix Tables M-4a and M-5.

Prisoner Petitions

During 1986, magistrates in 86 districts submitted reports and
recommendations in 23,875 prisoner cases, an 18 percent increase from
the 20,235 reports submitted last year, This year's reports and recom-
mendations included 10,027 filed after an initial review of the petition,
12,721 after a full review, and 1,127 after a fult review and an evidentiary
hearing. The types of petitions reviewed by magistrates included 2,499
federal habeas, 6,820 state habeas, and 14,556 civil rights petitions.
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Matters Disposed of by U.S, Magisirates

Table 13

1872, 1977, and 1581 through 1986

Aclivity

1972—[ 1977] 1981' 1982

] 1983 l 1984 11985 l 1986

Yrial Jurisdiction Cases. . ., 72,082 103,061 95,152 86,725 93,543 B4475 90,757 92,2869
Misdemeanors Other Than
Petty OHenses . ..o..cuuu,, %167 17,181 14,208 13,589 14,504 11,276 13,779 12,288
Petty Offenses . . exevivscrnenns 2915 85880 80,944 73,136 79,039 73,199 76978 79871
Preliminary Procesdings ... | 131522 105,677 52,359 98,458 102450 109,337 120,143 131,070
SearchWartants ......., 0.0y, 7338 5203 5442 6,170 6555 7372 9776 11,202
Arrest Warrams/Sumnmonses . , , ., 36,833 20,467 11,634 11,702 12,010 12,401 13,178 14,384
Initial Appearances. ........,... 66,998 40980 33,285 31,844 35,023 035469 40,513 42,038
Material Witnesses.,........... * 3230 6865 6,833 5,085 4,740 3,866, 3,347
Baill Reviews....o.viverinnnies * 7975 6828 8,301 8,408 8579 8,051 687
Preliminary Examinations, ....... 9,654 5502 3,570 4,650 4,681 4,854 4,922 5589
Grand Jury Relums ..vvavnsny.. . §21 2,628 3,082 3,178 3466 3816 4,188
ATaignments .. ..ivcreiyinnens 10,799 21,799 18,981 21,296 22995 23,646 24,826 27,734
Other  ......... ¢ * 3,128 4,580 4,514 8810 11,195 15,713
additional Dutles ......... 33,918 74,676 121,715 137,928 164,590 178,810 204,546 222,457
CAminal vouvsveriiveenennnans 11,837 17,986 25,241 26,8983 28,336 28,960 31,524 37,434
Motions (A). vy avnsneennnes 5870 7,301 16,547 17,789 15,491 20,637 22,668 26,687
MOORS {BY . e vvverivnnnsns * t205 0 2,320 2,339 2,982 2098 2,7
(Evidentiary Hearings)' ... : * o {857) (975)  {(916)  (997) (1,146) (1,337)
Prelrial Conferences. ., ..., 5279 4787 3,198 3214 3529 2900 2,837 3,017
CalendarCalls ............ ¢ ¢ 884 857 700 546 1,142 1,727
Othero,ouvvnvnvnn, Cevaans B8 5898 2506 2,793 2,777 2,695 2779 4,812
Civil e eareeeev e veas 15595 48,175 B1,657 84,394 117,711 131,693 152,787 161,151
Pretrial Conferences........ 7,68 22,787 23,108 28,314 29,695 33,207 36,695 40,419
Motions (A}« cioieianniansn 6,077 17,687 43,691 51970 65,742 72,424 84,529 92,047
Motions (B).....vvvunns e . * 7324 6,180 7.071 6401 6968 7,623
{Evidentiary Hearings) ' .. . . T (928) (898)  (B63) (1,001) (1,298) (1,23B)
Social Security ........, e 334 3,449 4,101 4,532 6,588 10,534 14,101 11,646
Special Masterships . .,..... 256 546 564 588 545 599 684 1,079
CalendarCalls v, ..vuvuanns * . 812 1,174 812 267 1,289 2,174
[ 117 S 1,760 3,706 2,056 1,636 7,158 7,561 8,521 6,163
Prisoner Ltigation.. .. cc.vuenuns 6,786 B,515 14,817 16551 18,543 18,157 20,235 23,875
State Habeas ....,...... .. * 4,208 5513 5960 5,632 5450 6,172 6,820
Federal Habeas ......... * 1,529 1,854 2,113 2,350 2345 27290 2499
CivILRIGIS « v e v iinnnansn ¢ 278 7450 8478 10561 10,362 11,773 14,558
{Evidentiary Hearings)? . . . * (776 (1,162) (1,099) (1,249) (1,132} (1,127)
Civll Congent Csses. ., .... * * 1933 2452 3,127 3546 3717 4960
Without Tral. .o vevnvnevnenn, * ‘1,322 1,827 2,237 2,697 2824 3976
Jury THak v v + o926® 14 282 307 305 808 372
Non-duey Tral v ovnsvnnesnnn . * T 430 563 583 544 485 612
*Not separately reporied.

Not included in totals.,
Zinciudes both fury and non-jury trals.
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PROBATION

During 1986, the number of persons received for supervision
(excluding transfers) by U.S. probation offices increased almost 7
percent to 37,583 (see Table 14). Persans removed from supervision
also increased (up 5 percent) to 33,926, but was still below the number
received. Consequently, the number of persons under supervision on
June 30, 1986 rose from 65,999 last year to 69,656, the highest total
ever reported. Detailed data conceming the probation workload are
provided in Appendix Tables E-1 through E-7.

Probation sentences imposed by district judges and magistrates
accounted for 65 percent of the total persons received in 1986. The
number of persons received from U.S. magistrates showed the larger
increase, rising 12 percent from 7,662 persons in 1985 to 8,590 persons
in 1986. More than 93 percent of judge probationers received this year
had supervision terms of two years or more as compared to 88 percent
in 1982.

Table 14
Persons Under Supervision of
the Federal Probation System
1979 through 1986

Received Removed Persons
Under
Total Total Super-
Less Less vision
Trans- Trans- on
Year Total fers Total fers June 30
1979........ . 41,863 33,839 144,049 35,852 66,087
1980.......... 39,040 31,410 141,964 34,318 64,450
1981...c.un.. 36,723 29,575 143,550 36,550 59,016
1982.......... 38,773 31,531 | 39,678 32,439 58,373
1983.....ccunn 41,019 33,784 139,177 32,151 60,180
1984.......... 42,456 34,582 138,811 31,134 63,092
1985.......... 42,812 35,199 | 39,862 32,249 65,999
1986.......... 45,788 37,583 | 42,131 33,926 69,656
Percent Change
1986 over
1985.......... 7.0 6.8 5.7 5.2 5.5
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PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION
OF THE FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM
BY TYPE OF SUPERVISION
ON JUNE 30, 1986

TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION: 69,656

pecial Parole (5.3%)

litary Parole (0.7%)
P rotrial Divarsion (3.1%)

Judge Probation (56.7%
gistrato Probatiorn (15.7%)
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The number of probationers under supervision from U.S.
magistrates rose 10 percent by year's end, largely because of continuing
increases in new terms begun. Probationers under supervision from
district court judges rose 6 percent, This increase can be partly attri-
buted to increases in the number of persons received in earlier years for
longer terms, as well as higher totals received each year. (See Supple-
mental Table 28).

The number of probationers received from judges for terms of 37
months or more has increased 51 percent since 1982. The number
received for terms of 1 to 12 months, however, has declined each year
except for a small increase last year. Also, fewer probationers have
been received from judges each year for terms of 13 to 24 months.

Table 15
Persons Under Supervision of Federal Probation System
by Type of Supervision
1985 arxi 1986
Received Under
1985 1986 Per- 1985 1986 | Per-
Type of Num- | Num- | cent Num- Num- | cent
Supervision ber ber |Change ber ber |Change
Total Persons . ... | 35,199 37583 68 | 65999 69656 | 5.5
Judge Probation .. ... . 15,044 15,796 5.0 37,285 39,520 6.0
Magistrate
Probation . ..... ves 7,662 8,590 12.1 9,956 10,956 10.0
Pretrial Diversion. . . ., ., 2,269 2,077 -8,5 2301 2,149 -6.6
Parole .............. 5830 5913 1.4 11,385 11,241 -1.3
Mandatory Release. , .. 2,488 2,894 16.3 1,430 1,648 | 152
Military Parole . . ... ‘oo 279 363 30.1 358 476 | 33.0
Special Parole. .... vee 1,627 1,950 19.9 3,284 3,666 11.6
Excluding transfars.




Offenses of persons received on new supervision terms are
detailed in Appendix Table E-5. The total received for violations of
narcatics laws increased 21 percent this year to 4,823, comprising 13
percent of all persons received. The number of persons received
who were involved in controlled substances offenses rose 16 percent
to 1,398. Traffic offenses produced 8 percent of all persons received,
increasing 23 percent to 2,984 this year.

Appendix Table E-7 contains data on the numbers of persons
removed from supervision for the first time. The total completing
supervision successfully this year rose to 24,504 from 23,196 last
year. The overall rate of early terminations declined, however, to 17
percent from 19 percent last year. The rate of early terminations for
persons under supervision from U.S. magistrates fell from 19 percent
(1,222 cases) to 14 percent (379 cases) this year.

The decrease in the rate of early terminations contributed to
the increase in the year-end caseload. This decrease, though, was
partially offset by a rise in the number and rate of removals for
viclations. (See Supplemental Table 29.)

The number of removals for violations has increased each of
the past three years, as has the violation rate. Within the specific
types of supervision, the rate of violations by persons under special
parole supervision has risen each year since 1982, The rate of new
major offenses for special parolees rose from 7 percent in 1882 to 13
percent this year.

Investigative Reports

Probation officers prepared 168,063 investigative reports in
1986, up almost 8 percent over the 155,945 reports prepared in
1985. Presentence investigation reports account for over 20 percent
of the total. These reports numbered 35,594 in 1986 up 9 percent
from the 32,669 reports prepared in 1985. There were increases in
most other types of reports with furlough and work-release reports for
Bureau of Prisons institutions showing the greatest increase, up over
14 percent. The number of preliminary investigation, postsentence
investigation and parole revocation hearing reports declined in 1986.



investigative Reports by Probation Officers
1985 and 1986

Table 16

Percent
Type of Investigation 1985 1986 Change

Total, ..o 155,945 168,083 7.8
Presentenge............... 32,669 35,594 9.0
Collateral

for Another District. . ... ... 25,055 28,456 13.6
Preliminary to

Assist U.S. Attorneys. .. ... 2,178 1,968 -9.6
Postsentence

for institution ............ 1,323 1,258 -4.9
Pretransfer

{(Probation and Parole) . .. 8,550 8,899 41
Alleged Violation

(Probation and Parole) ....| 13,289 14,046 5.7
Pre-release for a

Federal or Military

Institution. .............. 6,955 7,691 10.6
Special Regarding a

Prisoner in Confinement ...| 6,853 7,433 8.5
Furlough and Work-Release

Reports for Bureau

of Prisons Institutions . . ... 5,490 6,268 14.2
Parole Supervision Reporis. . .| 24,471 24,862 1.8
Parole Revocation

Hearing Reports ......... 1,747 1,615 -7.6
Bail Interviews . ..........., 27,365 29,973 9.5

Pretrial Services

Each judicial district is required by law to have pretrial
services available to assist judicial officers in making appropriate bail
release or detention decisions concerning criminal defendants and to
supervise and monitor conditions of release. As of June 30, 1986, 86
The District of Columbia has

districts reported on PSA act

ivities.
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pretrial services authorized under separate authority and is not
included in this report.

Table 17
Summary of Pretrial Interviews
1985 and 1986
Percent

Category 1985 1986 Change
Total Defendants .. ....... 44809 48,379 8.0
Total Defendants

Interviewed . .......... 27,365 29,973 85
Percent of Total Defendants . 61.1 €2.0 -
Type of Pretriai Inferview:

Prebail............... 22,702 25,069 10.4

Postbail . ............. 3,815 3,936 3.2

Other................ 848 968 14.2

In 1986, a total of 29,973 defendants were interviewed, a 10
percent increase from the previous year. More than 84 percent of the
defendants were interviewed before the initial bail hearing and
another 13 percent were interviewed after the initial bail hearing.
Nationally, 53 percent of the total defendants interviewed this year
were released at the initial hearing compared to 56 percent last year.
Of the 29,973 defendants interviewed, 10,579 were imposed with
PSA supervision at the initial hearing, a 12 percent increase over the
9,423 reported last year. Medium level supervision (at least one
contact per week) was imposed on 62 percent of the defendants
under PSA Supervision. High level supervision (two or more centacts
per week) was imposed on 21 percent and low level supervision (one
contact per month) was imposed on 17 percent. See Appendix
Tables H-1 and H-4 for additional data.

Appendix Table H-2, excluding Rule 40 transfer cases for the
first time, provides the number of PSA cases closed with data re-
ported and the type of conditions imposed at the initial hearing. Of
the total cases opened, 50 percent (or 13,779) were closed and
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reported this year. The number of cases closed and reported in-
creased by 1,382 {or 11 percent) this year. Recommendations were
made by a pretrial services officer to the judicial officer in 11,851 (86
percent) cases, an increase of 14 percent over last year.

This year there was a significant decrease in the number of
secured bonds (i.e.; collateral, surety and percentage bonds) imposed
by the courts at the initial hearing. Surety bonds showed the largest
decrease (41 percent) followed by collaterals (24 percent) and
percentage (15 percent) bonds. Personal recoynizance and un-
secured bonds were the most frequently used release conditions
imposed by the courts this year (6,538) and showed an increase of 9
percent over last year. On the basis of the 13,773 closed cases PSA
supervision had the largest increase in conditions imposed, (up 36
percent) followed by 3rd Party Custody (up 28 percent) and "Other"
release conditions i.e,; restrictive and rehabilitative conditions (up 25
percent).

The number of defendants denied baii (Bail Not Set) at the
initial hearing increased by 2,452 or 167 percent (from 1,466 to 3,918
this year). The number of defendants never released on bail in-
creased 17 percent from 3,610 to 4,219 this year, or 31 percent of the
total cases reported.

Appendix Table H-3 (Detention) has been revised to include
the number of defendants detained, number of days detained, and
detention costs in each of the three detention categories. This year,
total detention costs increased 47 percent from $9,037,020 to
$13,318,814. The "After the Initial Hearing" category represents 69
percent or $9,256,137 of the total detention cost reporied. Post
Adjudication Period accounted for 26 percent or $3,447,188 of the
total detention costs and "Before the Initial Hearing Period" accounted
for 5 percent or $615,489. Of the 13,779 cases reported this year,
5,080 defendants (37 percent) were detained before the initial bail
hearing, 6,122 (44 percent) were detained after the initial bail hearing
was held and 2,242 (16 percent) were detained during post
adjudication.

The number of Failure to Appear (FTA's) and technical
violations rose 6.7 percent over last year while felony and misde-
meanor violations fell 6.8 percent this year creating a minimal change
in total percentage of defendants committing violations. See Appen-
dix Table H-5 (Bail Violations) for additional data.
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Drug Aftercare Program

Since October 1, 1979, the Drug Aftercare Program has
served an increasing number of drug dependent Federal offenders
under the supervision of the U.S. Probation System. As of March 31,
1986, a total of 6,812 clients were receiving drug treatment services.
Table 18 reflects the growth in the number of drug aftercare clients
during the past five years,

Table 18
Drug Aftercare Clients

Years Ended September 30

l
}

Type

of Service 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986*
Contract.......... 2,298 2,214 2365 2,945 2,710 3,321
Non-Contract.. | 2,146 2,491 2370 2,638 3,800 3,491
Total..ovvveeriins 4447 4,705 4735 5583 6510 6,812

*As of March 31, 1986,

A study of the data collected on 3,991 individuals discharged
from drug aftercare treatment between April 1984 and January 1986
shows that these individuals were not convicted of only drug related
crimes but of a broad spectrum of offenses. Only 43 percent were
convicted of drug distribution and possession. An additional 18
percent were convicted of assault and weapons viclations and the
remaining 39 percent were convicted of property crimes, vice,
immigration and other offenses.

Seventeen percent of the offenders in the study had one
criminal conviction prior to treatment and 40 percent had two or more
prior convictions. The onset of drug abuse among the 3,991 dis-
charged clients occurred 11 years, on the average, prior to entry in
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the drug aftercare program. Sixty percent had a history of heroin
abuse; 50 percent had been in drug treatment programs on one or
more previous occasions.

Slightly more than 50 percent of the persons in this study
completed their treatment satisfactorily. Another 40 percent were
removed from treatment and their supervision revoked because of
continued drug abuse or because of technical violations such as
failure to report. Treatment for only 8 percent was terminated be-
cause of new arrests.

The data collected on this sample of drug aftercare defen-
dants indicates that the program serves an experienced criminal
population with a lengthy history of drug abuse. In light of the
characteristics of this population, these data reflect that the drug
aftercare program has been effective in treating the drug aftercare
population, detecting continued drug abuse, and prompting quick
intervention by the court or Parole Commission.

PERSONNEL

The total number of individuals on the payroll of the Federal
Judiciary (exclusive of the Supreme Court) was 18,277 on June 30,
1986. This was more than 4 percent above the number on June 30,
1985. The number of active judges increased by nearly 7 percent
over last year as new positions created in 1984 were filled. The
increase in judges brought an increase in the number of secretaries to
aclive judges and the number of law clerks. The level of staffing in
these areas increased by 8 and 10 percent respectively. As the
bankruptcy workload continued its rise, the number of deputy clerks
serving bankruptey courts also increased this year by slightly more
than 6 percent. The most significant rise on a percentage basis
occurred in the number of legal assistants to the U.S. magistrates.
Although the number of legal assistants rose by only 45, this repre-
sented an increase of nearly 24 percent, Table 19 provides a sum-
mary of personnel for the last two years.
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Table 19

Personnel in the Federal Judiciary

On June 30, 1985 and 1986

Personnsl 1985 1985
Total Personnel* . .......0vvi i, 17,542 18,277
Judges:
1071 (o1 £ S 147 156
District. . oo v e e RN 496 531
National Courts . ................. 23 24
Temitorlal Courts .. ............... 4 4
Retired - Resigned........... R 272 282
Total ... ..ot e 842 997
Circuit Executives .. .......... ... ..t 12 10
Staff to Circuit Executives............. . 53 59
District Court Executives . ......... R 6 5
Staff to District Cournt Executives......... 6 8
Secretaries to Active Judges. ........... 864 933
Secretaries to Retired Judges. . ......... 205 188
Court Secretaries and Other
CountStaff . ...ooiin it 71 79
Law Clerks to Active Judges ... ......... 1,507 1,663
Law Clerks to Retired Judges .. ....... - 281 258
Senior Staff Attomneys................. 11 11
Supervisory Staff Atlorneys. ............ 13 12
Staff Aftorneys. ... 117 130
Total Personnel for Clerks' Offices....... 4,012 4,089
Total ... e 7,158 7,445
Members of Probation Staffs:
Probation Officers .. ........ ..o vt.. 1,758 1,847
Probation Officer Assistants ............ 21 23
Pretrial Services Officers. .. ......... ... 91 a8
ProbationClerks . ... oo v v e v ... 1,148 1,156
Pretrial ServicesClerks. ............... 52 56
Total ............. e 3,070 3,180

{TABLE 19 CONTINUED ON PAGE 51.)
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Table 19

Personnel in the Federal Judiciary

On June 30, 1985 and 1986

Personnel 1985 1986
Members of Bankruplcy Staffs:
Judges. ... .o 228 242
Secretaries to
Bankruptcy Judges. . ............ 236 233
Law Clerks to
Bankruptcy Judges. . ............ 243 255
Clerks ........... e 2,509 2,668
Total .. ... s 3,216 3,398
U.S Magistrates . ............. e 440 450
Secretaries to Magistrates ............. 250 267
Legal Assistants to Magistrates ......... 191 236
Clerical Assistants to Magistrates . . ... ... 68 43
Federal Public Defenders
and Assistants . . .coiiiiii i, 174 193
Staff to Federal Public Defenders........ 232 240
CountCriers. .., ... iiiiiiennan, 42 31
Court Reporters. .......covvevennonn.. 562 584
Supporting Personnel of
the National Courts .............. s 118 118
Miscellaneous Personnel
in the Districtof Columbia ............ 2 2
Librarians ........ e 176 183
NUMSES, o v vt i i i a e ens 1 1
Courtinterpreters .. ........covvnn... 29 28
Members of the Staff
of the Administrative Office ........... 543 543
Members of the Staff
of the Federal Judicial Center ......... 114 112
Members of the Judicial
Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. .. ...... 9 10
Land CoOmMmMISSIONErs ... .vuiienennnnn 172 187
Jury Commissioners . ..........c....... 30 25
Jury Commissioners Staff .. ............ 5 4
Total .. .. i 3,156 3,257

*Exclusive of Supreme Court personnel.
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on June 30, 1986

TOTAL PERSONNEL: 18,277

QOther Court Personnel: *1,106 {6.1% .
Administrative Office and Faderal Judicial Center; 655 (3.6% )-\ udges:**997 (5.5%)
Federal Public Defenders and Staft: 433 (2.4% 7 Py
U1.5. Magistrates and Stalt: 996 (5.4% TATN
QQV
YA A AL
RINNNININN
/\:\;\1\:\};\’ N

N
N
N
N
N
N
N
hY
~
N
N
o

AN
N
N
N
N
N
AN
N
N
N
Y

AN N NN ANE

NANNNNNNANNN NN
Zankruptey Judges and Staff: 3,398 (18.6%) : o <

Probation Officers and Staff: 3,180 (17.4%

Circuit executives, court reporters, interpreters, land commissioners,and libranians.
Circuit, district, and other Federal judges,

Secretaries, law clarks, staff attdmays, and criers for dircuit and district judges.

NOTE: Excludes the U.S. Supreme Court. Does notadd to 100% dus to rounding.

N
[,\;\,\,\,\/\;\ ~Xidga's Stalf: >** 3,305 {18.1%)

er Federal Courts Staff: 118 (0.6%)

3505 &8 lerk's Offices: 4,089 (22.4%)



ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE ACTIVITIES
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES
Space and Facilities

During the year the Space and Facilities Branch of the Adminis-
trative Office began a study 1o identify causes of excessive delays and
costs related to the acquisition and management of space and facilities,
and to develop ways to expedite new construction, alterations and lease
actions in a cost-effective manner. The Branch has completed its study
and prepared a draft report which has been coordinated throughout the
Administrative Office The draft report is being reviewed by the Judicial
Councils and Circuit Executives. The Administrative Office will complete
the coordination of the review of the draft study for consideration by the
Judicial Conference Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements at its
meeting in December 1986.

The Space and Facilities Branch has also initiated a plan to
establish automated systems for management of space acquisition
actions and the management of repairs and alterations projects. This
will require the establishment of a space and facilities data base contain-
ing comprehensive information on all facilities of the Judiciary with
significant input from the courts. The Branch plans to identify data on all
pending space acquisition actions and all repairs and alterations pro-
jects. This project will include coordination with GSA on the identification
of standard procedures and timeframes for actions where GSA has
project responsibility.

The Branch is also involved in the development of automated
systems to manage the budgetary and financial aspects of space and
faciliies. The system will include development of proposed budgets for
rent, based on projections of the amount of additional space to be added
to the space inventory of the Judiciary. The system will also include
management of space acquisition actions and repair and alteration
projects, consistent with approved budgets, which may require a method
of establishing priorities for each project.

Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures

The Administrative Office has developed a new distribution list
for all material issued for the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Proce-
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dures. The new distribution, which will be based on actual need, will
reduce the printing and distribution of Guide materials. An index of
Guide materials will be developed and distributed periodically so that
offices not receiving certain material may keep an accurate record of all
transmittal numbers and subjects. A proposal is also under development
to reissue the Guide in 8-1/2 X 11 size, thus reducing the overall number
of pages and allowing the replacement of the current, expensive binders
with those available at low cost from GSA.

Contracting

Over the last year, the Contracting Section of the Administrative
Otfice processed 652 contractual records, including 212 contracts for
drug aftercare services which were reviewed and extended from 1985.
Currently, there are 281 drug aftercare contracts, 225 contracts for court
reporting services, and 14 contracts for furniture and furnishings.

In addition to the continuing contractual arrangements listed
above, the Contracting Section has been involved in contracts awarded
for court services and services to the Administrative Office as follows:
automated jury wheel services, central accounting system for the
Administrative Office, office automation projects for the courts, purchase
of computers for the courts, Spanish/English interpreter examination,
court reporters study, Supreme Court integrated library system and icng
range office automation study and communications plan for the
Judiciary.

AUTOMATIC DATA PROCESSING

The Administrative Office has been engaged in a major effort
over the last few years to provide automated support to the courts. A
part of this effort involves the conversion of central systems operating on
large computers in Washington, to systems which wili run on court
located computers. The effort also entails the development of new
systems to provide the courts support in the jury, financial, administra-
tive, and case management areas. Over the last year, the Administra-
tive Office has been involved in the acquisition and installation of
hardware, the conversion of some systems from central computers, and
development of new systems.
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ADP Equipment

During the year, personnel from the Systems Services Division
installed 23 new Motorola/Four-Phase computer systems in the courts.
In addition, a new contract for UNIX-based computers to support the
needs of the larger courts was awarded to Sperry, Inc. on March 31,
1986. Sperry will supply computer hardware, software, equipment
maintenance and training to the courts for the next five years. The
procurement project was a joint effort of personnel from the Administra-
tive Office and the Federal Judicial Center.

Plans are being finalized for installation of the new Sperry
computers in courts after final testing and software transfers are com-
pleted. These systems have much more capacity and are capable of
handling a larger number of terminals than the smaller Motorola/
Four-Phase systems now in the courts, and will require more precise site
planning and effort to install. Present plans call for approximately 40
systems to be installed during the next year. The software currently
operating on the Four-Phase computers will also be installed on the new
Sperry computers.

Consistent with the recommendations of the Judicial Confer-
ence's Judicial Improvements Subcommittee, the primary objectives
during the coming year will be to concentrate on those activities which
will permit the replacement of systems operating on the central Courtran
DEC-10 computers in Washington at the earliest possible date. This
includes not only those systems which directly support the courts, but
also those applications which operate in support of some of the Adminis-
trative Office and Federal Judicial Center offices. Five of the eight courts
operating the consolidated Central Violations Bureau system are already
off the DEC-10 computers and are using the UNIX-based Four-Phase
Systems. The other three are entering dispositions for existing cases
onto the new computers and plan on being off the DEC-10’s by the end
of September 1986.

Court Systems
Courts of Appeals
The New Appellate Information Management System (New

AIMS), designed to provide automated support to the courts of appeals,
was transferred from the Federal Judicial Center to the Administrative
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Office on July 1, 1986. Implementation of the system in the Sixth and
Seventh Circuits will commence immediately. The system will be
installed in the Second Circuit shortly thereafter in order to off-load the
DEC computers as soon as practical.

District Courts

The Administrative Systems (also applicable to courts of
appeals), which consist of Property Inventory, Attorney Admissions,
Court Reporter and Personnel Management, were installed on UNIX
computers in seventeen court locations during the past year. The
Financial Management System was installed in six courts, bringing the
total to nine courts that are using the system. This system will be
enhanced to include the aufomated reporting of data from the courts to
the Administrative Office and an archive feature, Fifteen additional
courts are scheduled for software installation and training during the next
year.

The STARS/Index Repilacement System (SIRS) was designed to
replace the Courtran STARS and Index systems, as well as the Xerox
820 Case Information System. The Eastern District of Wisconsin, the
Southern District of Iflinois, the Western District of Louisiana and the
Western District of Texas served as pilot courts for the system. In the
coming year, SIRS will be expanded into twenty additional courts. As in
other automation activities, courts which are presently using Courtran will
be the first to receive the new software,

A replacement system for Criminal Courtran will be started in
late 1986. This replacement system is a full docketing system and will
be modeled closely after the new CIVIL system presently under develop-
ment by the Federal Judicial Center so that the mairtenance and future
implementations of the two systems can be simplified.

The automated Phase | Jury System was installed in 16 addi-
tional district courts over the past year, bringing the total number of
courts operating on the system to 21. The system tracks juror atten-
dance and utilization, produces sub-vouchers, prints checks, and
provides supporting reports for court use. Additional features developed
during the past year include court preparation of the OCR Check
Transmittals to comply with new Department of Treasury reporting
requirements. In addition, programs were developed to provide direct
transfer of juror data from contract data centers to the court located
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computer. Phase Il development of the system will be completed early
next year. The system will provide capabilities to assist courts in forming
and using juror panels. Courts will also have the option of generating
juror summonses and juror form letters from within the court.

The first phase of the test project to determine the feasibility of
using electronic scanning equipment to read juror qualification forms was
completed this year. A controlled test was conducted in three districts
using a sample of 2,000 jurors in each location. Since the results of that
test were favorable, a test of the second phase of the system has been
scheduled for the late summer of 1986. This test will help identify any
significant benefits which may accrue in a operational environment, A
new machine readable juror qualification questionnaire will be used in
testing the system in the Districts of New Jersey, New Mexico, and the
Western District of Texas. A cost and benefits study will be prepared
early next year documenting the results of the test.

Bankruptcy Courts

The Bankruptcy Automated Noticing System (BANS) is opera-
tional in 44 separate divisional offices in 16 districts. BANS provides for
notices to creditors, maintains claims and creditor registers, prints the
first page of the docket sheet, and automatically submits statistics to the
Statistical Analysis and Reports Division (SARD) on filings, and gener-
ates other case management reports. Major features of new software
include an on-line debtor case database and the addition of closed case
statistical reporting. Noticing volume for all BANS courts is approxi-
mately 12 million per year. Presorting of notices by zip code is planned
for implementation before the end of the fiscal year. This will result in
greater postage savings.

During the past year, most BANS courts added personal
computers to their systems. User committees are developing local
software for these computers to perform functions such as calendaring,
personnel, inventory, adversary docketing and statistical reporting.
Programs will also be developed to accept creditor schedules on
diskettes provided by attorneys.

Use of Personal Computers

During the year, the Administrative Office provided 318 personal
computers (PC) to circuit, district, and bankruptcy clerks. These per-
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sonal computers provide immediate relief to the clerks’ offices for the
local development of applications in areas that are amenable to office
automation.

The most extensively used court developed PC system is the
Eleventh Circuit-developed Bankruptoy Users Microcomputer System.
This system provides case opening docket information, notices, claims
information, index cards, orders, calendars, and case management
reports. It also includes a statistical reporting function which trarismits
records to SARD via telephone lines. A personal computer, compatible
with most of the units in the courts, was acquired for SARD so that
communications links between the courts and the Administrative Office
mainframe computer could be established. This process eliminates the
need for court personnel to prepare statistical reports manually and the
need for SARD personnel to enter data that has already been captured
in the court. At the close of the year, data were being transmitted
electronically by 17 districts. This system of reporting will be expanded
to include all 47 bankruptey courts currently operating with the Eleventh
Circuit system.

Other applications developed by the courts for use on the
personal computers include a personnel system, inventory, district court
case management, altorney rolls, judicial conferences, and an applica-
tions developtment system designed to stimulate other courts to perform
local development. Courts have also developed a limited docketing
system and a jury management system both of which are available to all
courts.

Personnel of the Administrative Office have worked closely with
the High Technology Subcommittee of the Federal Defenders Advisary
Committee to develop an overall automation system for defender offices.
The system would include the use of data bases for fiscal and statistical
controls and reporting, case management and litigation support. Plans
also include the establishment and maintenance of motion and brief
banks, electronic spreadsheeting to simplify the budget preparation and
oversight process, and possibly electronic commmiunications to enable
more effective interaction between main and branch offices.
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OFFICE AUTOMATION
Office Systems

The Administrative Office has contracted with American Man-
agement Systems, Inc. (AMS), through the auspices of GSA’s Contract
Services Program, for assistance in the development of a long-range
office automation project. The objective of the project is to develop a
program which will be cost-effective and to install standardized, inte-
grated office automation equipment in the courts. The Office Systems
Branch of the Systems Services Division managed the performance of a
feasibility study and requirements analysis over the last year in support
of the long-range office automation project. This study was conducted
by AMS between October 1985 and January 1986 at the Administrative
Office and in 20 court locations. The Administrative Office has begun
development of a Request for Proposals (RFP) to be used to acquire
office automation equipment which meets the requirements identified in
the feasibility study. During the coming year, the Administrative Office
will conduct a competitive procuremant for the office automation
program.

Over the last year, the Administrative Office has assisted in
providing integrated office automation systems in two courts of appeals.
For the Fourth Circuit, a request for proposal for procurement of a
system has been developed. The system will provide all judges in the
Fourth Circuit with electronic mail communications, electronic filing, and
word processing. The award of the contract and instaliation of the
system will take place in the next few months. For the Third Circuit, the
Administrative Office installed an integrated office automation system to
provide electronic mail communications, electronic filing, and word
processing to all judges. This system replaces an obsolete electronic
mail system previously operating via the DEC 10.

Work Measurement

During the year, a work measurement study was conducted in
the Bankruptcy Clerks' offices to develop staffing guides that focus on
the effects of the Bankruptcy Automated Noticing System (BANS) and
other commercial automated noticing and claims processing services.
The study identified an overall staff savings of 34 positions in the 16
BANS courts based on 1985 workload data.
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In the coming year, work measurement studies will be conducted
in the probation offices of the Northern District of Ohio, the Eastern
District of Michigan, and the District of Connecticut as the final phase of
the feasibility study/cost benefit analysis of the Probation Information
Management System. There will also be efforts to conduct work meas-
urement staffing study updates of the United States District Clerk’s
Office with consideration of the effects of automation in the daily
operations.

COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS
Data Communications

The Administrative Office has contracted with American Man-
agement Systems, Inc. (AMS) for the development of a five-year plan for
communications in the U.S. courts. The objective of the five year plan is
to develop a long range strategy for the standardization of telecommuni-
cations within the Federal Judiciary. During the next year, the Adminis-
trative Office will begin implementation of the plan.

The Administrative Office is also working to develop a short
range formal written plan that describes the most cost effective, techni-
cally efficient means of moving data traffic among data terminals in the
divisional offices, host computers at court headquarters, and the comput-
ers at the Administrative Office.

Telephone Services

During the year, the Administrative Office began the implemen-
tation of the nation-wide Telephone Services Program aimed at convert-
ing all of the Judiciary's telephone equipment leased under the Continu-
ity of Services Contract to telephone equipment obtained under GSA’s
Purchase of Telephone and Services (POTS) contracts. This is a
15-month program affecting the conversion of approximately 11,500
telephone sets nationwide. In the last twelve months, new telephone
equipment has been purchased for 99 court locations throughout the
Federal Judiciary. This program must be completed by December 31,
1988, at the latest,

The Administrative Office has also conducted a series of 10

meetings between senior officials from the Administrative Office and the
10 GSA regional administrators and their associated telecommunications

60




managers for the purpose of securing GSA’s support for the Judiciary’s
Telephone Services Program. This program relies heavily on the use of
GSA’s POTS contracts as a major support element of the Judiciary’s
program.

To assist with implementation of the program the position of
Telecommunications Coordinator was introduced to the Federal Judici-
ary. Coordinators were officially appointed in each Circuit Executive’s
office to coordinate and manage the implementation of the Telephone
Services Program throughout all courts in the circuit. A series of 5
Telecommunications Coordinators Orientation Seminars were conducted
in which senior representatives from the Circuit Executive’s offices met
with staff from the Administrative Office and the 10 GSA regional offices
for the purpose of beginning the nationwide implementation of the
Telephone Services Program.

STATISTICAL SYSTEMS
Courts of Appeals

In response to the request of the Conference of Chief Judges,
the Statistical Analysis and Reports Division continues to conduct
statistical reviews in the Courts of Appeals on a regular basis. The
purpose of these reviews is to verify the courts’ compliance with the
statistical reporting guidelines and to ensure that the data being col-
lected and published by the Administrative Office is accurate and
comparable among the various courts of appeals. During the year,
reviews were conducted in the Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia and the Third, Seventh and Eleventh Circuits. Future reviews
will be conducted on a quarterly basis.

Federal Probation Sentencing
and Supervision Information System

The Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision Information
System (FPSSIS) began generating caseload management reports for
probation offices on September 30, 1985. These reports show the
status of the caseload as of the completion of the previous month and
provide a tool for managing individual caseloads and the work of the
probation office generally. in the near future FPSSIS data will be used
to generate sentences imposed tables to assist judges in sentencing
convicted defendants.
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AUDITS AND REFERRALS

In January 1986, the Office of Audit and Review initiated a major
internal and functional audit of the Judiciary budget process in response
to a congressional request. The purpose of such audits is to improve the
effectiveness and efficiency of administrative services provided to the
court. By focusing on functional areas of administration in addition to
execution of administration on a court-by-court basis, the Office of Audit
and review will be able to recommend systemic improvement to benefit
all the courts.

The mission of the Office of Audit and Review was recently
expanded to assist judges in addressing complaints or allegations
against the Judiciary, other than complaints against judicial officers
brought under 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c), unless the presiding officer of a
judicial council specifically requests such an investigation. This function
permiiy the Federal Judiciary to handle complaints or allegations
internally, but does not preclude a request for assistance from or referral
to law enforcement agencies on behalf of the judges.

Over the past three years, the Office has shifted the emphasis of
its efforts from cyclical audits to audits requested by judges and other
court officials. The following table shows the number of court requested
audits and referrals aiong with the number of cyclical audits performed
during 1984, 1985, and 1986.

Audits Periorined

1984 - 1986
Audits/ReferraIs1
Year Cyclical | Special
1884......... 63 ]
1985......... 81 37
1986......... 61 44

1Tha Office of Audit and Review began accepting referrals in July 1984,
However, the referral function was not staffed as a separate opeiation until
January 1986. Since January, one individual has been assigned to the accumu-
lated requests. detween the end of January and the end of June 1988, eleven
additional referrals have been received representing a rapid increase in the rate
of requests.
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT
impact of the Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984

The Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984 (CCCA) doubled
the hourly rates and case compensation maximums for attorneys
appointed under the Criminal Justice Act (CJA). The Insanity Defense
Reform Act of 1984, which was also part of the CCCA, included a
number of new proceedings relating to mental conditions in criminal
matters. The CCCA amended the CJA to provide for court-appointed
representation at these proceedings. The CJA Division of the Adminis-
trative Office drafted several proposed revisicns to the CJA Guidelines to
reflect the payment responsibility for the mental condition examinations.
The revisions were approved by the CJA Committee and will be pre-
sented to the Judicial Conference for its approval. The Division also
continued its review of circuit and district court CJA plans to ensure that
they reflect all of the changes brought about by the CCCA.

The CCCA also has had an impact on the caseload of federal
defender organizations. Federal defenders have been assigned to
provide representation in an increasing number of complex RICO,
Continuing Criminal Enterprise and white collar crime cases. Federal
defenders also have been assigned to cases where the defendant, who
otherwise would have been able to retain counsel, was unable to do so
by virtue of restraining orders which prevented him from using his assets
to obtain counsel.

Legisiation io Revise the CJA

The doubling of the hourly rates and case compensation
maximums provided only partial relief to the problems encountered in
obtaining qualified counsel to provide representation under the CJA.
The CCCA amendments to the CJA failed to address a number of other
important issues. Consequently, enactment of the more comprehensive
revisions contained in H.R. 3004 and S. 1581, the Judicial Conference
-supported CJA revision bills, remained a critical goal of the CJA Division
during the past year. H.R. 3004 passed the House of Representatives
on December 9, 1985. S. 1581 was reported, with amendments, out of
the Senate Judiciary Subcommitiee on the Constitution on June 17,
1986, and is pending before the full committee.




Three further amendments drafted by the CJA Division are
incorporated in S. 1581. The first two, which were approved by the CJA
Committee and the Judicial Conference, would establish a holdover
provision for federal public defenders whose terms have expired and
authorize the delegation of a chief judge’s authority to approve excess
compensation claims. The third amendment, which is technizal in
nature, clarifies the effective date of the changes in the compensation
structure of the proposed legisiation.

MAGISTRATES

The Division of Magistrates continued to administer and monitor
the magistrate merit selection and appeintment process to ensure
compliance with the procedures mandated by the Federal Magistrate Act
of 1879 and the regulations promulgated by the Judicial Conference.
During the year, 46 full-time magistrates were appointed, including 8
re-appointments. Of the 38 new appointments, 19 were for newly
created positions. During the same period, 35 individuals were ap-
pointed to part-time magistrate positions, including 16 re-appointments.

Among the new appointments made during the year, the
average age of the full-time appcintees was 41, and that of the part-time
magistrates was 44. New f{ull-time magistrates had been members of
the bar for an average of 14 years; part-time magistrates averaged 17
years of bar membership. Of the new full-time magistrates, 7 previously
served as assistant U.S. attorneys, 5 were attorneys with the federal
government, 1 had been a law professor, and 1 served as an aftorney
with The Legal Aid Society of New York.

The Judicial Conference authorized creation of 8 additional
full-time positions during the year (which are awaiting funding), expand-
ing the number of full-time positions from 272 to 280. The Conference
reduced the number of part-time positions from 183 to 177 and the
number of combination clerk of court/magistrate positions from 12 to 10.
Table 20 provides a summary of the number of magistrate positions
authorized by the Judicial Conference since 1971.




Table 20
U.S. Magistrate Positions
Authorized by the Judicial Conference
1871 through 1986

Full- Par- | Combi-

Year Total Time Time | nation

1971 Spring....... 546 83 450 13
Fallooinnns 558 88 455 15

1872 Spring ....... 561 g0 455 16
Fall.....o..... 572 103 452 17

1973 Spring ....... 567 103 447 17
Fall....cc.... 542 112 414 16

1974 Spring........ 541 112 411 18
Fall.....c...... 482 130 336 16

1975 Spring ....... 487 133 337 17
Fall...ooesnene 482 143 322 17

1976 Spring ....... 482 150 316 16
Fall....cvue. 483 159 306 18

1977 Spring ....... 487 164 305 18
Fall.oerane. 484 166 300 18

1978 Spring ....... 487 176 290 21
Fall............ 486 187 278 21

1979 Spring ....... 488 196 274 21
Fall............ 485 201 264 20

1980 Spring....... 488 204 263 21
Fall.....ccune. 495 210 263 22

1981 Spring ....... 490 217 253 20
Falloccosiren 489 219 250 20

1982 Spring........ 483 223 241 19
Fall....ove.... 482 228 238 16

1983 Spring........ 476 238 225 13
Fall.iv 478 248 219 11

1584 Spring........ 457 253 191 13
Fall.....c.... 462 262 188 12

1985 Spring ....... 467 272 183 12
Falloooinnn. . 488 277 180 11

1986 Spring .. 467 280 177 10




CENTRAL VIOLATIONS BUREAUS

The Administrative Office is conducting a review of Gentral
Violation Bureau (CVB) operations with a view towards making additional
improvements in the system. In accordance with the recommendations
of a recent GAD report entitled “The Judiciary: Stronger Financial
Internal Controls Needed over Court Resources,” the Administrative
Office is exploring the feasibility of the use of lockboxes to process
forfeitures of collateral. Guidelines are also being developed to improve
internal financial controls at the automated CVB'’s.

Over 95 percent of the violation notices issued for petty offenses
and other misdemeanors are processed at one of the eight automated
CVB’s. The feasibility of further consolidation in the number of process-
ing sites is being pursued. Each of the eight automated sites has now
received Four Phase computer equipment and software for the CVB
application.

The Clerks Division of the Administrative Office analyzed the
number of violation notices being processed per deputy clerk in the
automated courts and determined that efficiencies had been achieved
since the work measurement formula had been developed. The staffing
additive for all districts was changed to reflect the average number of
violation notices being processed by the deputies in the automated
districts, There are still 12 courts which process violation notices
manually.

A revised standard violation notice form is in the final stages of
development for printing by the various law enforcement agencies and
use by the courts. The development of a videotape to be used to train
new officers for the issuing agencies has been delayed pending comple-
tion of the standardized form. The videotape will be produced by the
Federal Judicial Center.
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BANKRUPTCY
Status of Bankruptcy Judge Appointments

The Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal Judgeship Act of
1984 authorized the courts of appeals to appoint a total of 232 bank-
ruptey judges to fourteen-year terms of office. The Act extended the
term of office of bankruptcy judges serving on July 10, 1984 (the date of
enactment) untit October 1, 1986 or four years after the judge was last
appointed to office whichever is last. As of June 30, 1986, a total of 103
fourteen-year appointments had been made by the courts of appeals.

Official Duty Stations and Places of Holding Court

The Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal Judgeship Act of
1984 also re-enacted the authority of the Judicial Coriference of the
United States to determine the official duty stations and places of holding
court for bankruptcy judges in each district. The Director of the Adminis-
trative Office is to submit recommendations on the locations to the
Judicial Conference after consulting with the judicial councils of the
circuits.

Official duty stations are those locations at which bankruptcy
judges maintain their chambers and are the basis for such administrative
determinations as calculation of travel expenses. Additional places of
holding court are generally limited to locations where it is anticipated the
bankruptcy judge will preside over bankruptcy matters on a regular
basis. Failure to include a location as an official duty station or place of
holding court does not preclude the bankruptcy judges from occasionally
conducting proceedings at other locations within the district as need
dictates.

Following the enactment of the 1984 amendments, the Director
solicited the views of all chief district court judges and circuit judicial
councils to determine whether present arrangements for official duty
stations and places of holding court should be continued or modified.
Based on the responses received, and in light of budgetary considera-
tions, the Bankruptcy Committee of the Judicial Conference drafted
proposed standards to be applied for establishing or maintaining places
of holding court. These standards consider total bankruptcy petitions
filed, the percentage of business filings, surface and air travel time, and
mileage from official duty stations and other places of holding court.
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Other factors such as the availability of appropriate court facilities and
the cost of facilities to the government were to be considered in addition
to the standards.

Based on the proposed standards, a second survey of chief
district court judges and bankruptcy judges was conducted by the
Director in coordination with the circuit judicial councils. At its June 1986
meeting, the Bankruptcy Committee adopted final standards and
considered the application of these standards 1o the recommendations of
the Director and those received from the courts. Final recommendations
of the Director and the Bankruptcy Committee will reduce the current
number of authorized places of holding court by 71, without adversely
affecting bankruptcy services throughout the country. These
recommendations will be forwarded to the Judicial Conference for
consideration at the September 1986 meeting.

Trustee Oversight

The Bankruptcy Division has reviewed the operation of the entire
panel trustee system, from appointment to removal. During 1988, the
Division received 871 applications for appointment to panels, an average
of 73 per month. A total of 123 trustees were appointed to panels, most
of them replacing trustees who had resigned. As of June 30, the
Division had 4,693 applications on file with a total of 1,307 trustees
serving on parels.

A survey was conducted to determine the sufficiency of the
trustee selection and removal systems as they are actually being
implemented by the bankruptcy courts. Based on the results of the
survey, the Director’s regulations for chapter 7 trustee panels have been
revised and circulated for comments. As part of this process, appiication
forms have also been revised and will be ready for use later this year.

Primary responsibility for daily oversight of chapter 7 trustees
rests with the deputy clerks for estate administration. A manual for
estate administrators has been drafted and circulated for comment. The
manual, which also includes material on chapter 11 and chapter 13 case
oversight, will be ready for distribution in the fall.

Forms Revision

A special task force on bankruptcy forms comprised of bank-




ruptcy judges and clerks has been working to review each form presently
used in the bankruptcy court system. The task force has completed its
review of 20 statistical forms, revising 13 forms and recommending the
cancellation of 5. Two forms have been referred to the Bankruptcy
Division for further review of the need for continuing the forms. The task
force has created one new statistical form. The revised forms will be
ready for use by January 1, 1987.

The task force has also reviewed the 46 official bankruptcy
forms, and will recommend the revision of 19, the consolidation of 7 and
the cancellation «f 3 forms. Two new official forms have been created.
The task force is completing its final review of the revised forms, and will
submit its report by the end of the summer.

The task force has reviewed 78 other bankruptcy forms used by
the courts for processing orders or procedural matters. The task force
revised 51 of these forms, and is recommending that 23 forms be
canceled and 4 forms consolidated. Six new forms have been created.
Final review of these forms will be completed by the fall of 1886 and then
forms will be sent to several courts for a trial period.

Chapter 13 Administration

As part of a comprehensive review of estate administration and
trustee supervision, the Bankruptcy Division identified specific areas of
concern that some bankruptcy judges, clerks, and deputy clerks for
estate administration had with existing Judicial Conference guidelines for
chapter 13 administration. At the direction of the Judicial Confersnce
Committee on the Administration &f the Bankruptcy System, the Division
undertook a complete review of the existing guidelines to address the
areas of concern identitied, and to prepare appropriate revisions in the
guidelines for consideration by the Committee. The Committee Chair-
man also designated an ad hoc committee to work with the staff of the
Division in reviewing the existing guidelines.

At its January 1986 meeting, the Committee unanimously
approved the revisions suggested and in addition, approved a resolution
recommending that the revisions be adopted by the Judicial Conference.
At its March 1986 meeting, the Judicial Conference approved the revised
guidelines for chapter 13 administration. The Director, on March 31,
19886, formally issued the revised guidelines promulgated by the Judicial
Conference.
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Bankruptcy Support Services

in May 1985, the Clerks Division took over responsibility for
allocating deputy bankruptcy clerk positions and providing advice of an
administrative nature to bankruptcy clerks. An integral part of this
responsibility is providing daily liaison services to the bankruptcy clerks,
which in part includes researching a variety of administrative and
management issues. in order for the Clerks Division to become more
knowledgeable about bankruptcy issues and procedures, the staff has
worked closely with the Bankruptcy Division and initiated orientation
visits t0 a number of bankruptcy courts. Working closely with the Office
Systems Branch of the Systems Services Division, the Clerks Division
refined and implemented the new work measurement formula for
bankruptcy clerks’ offices and established a library of locally developed
procedural manuals.

COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES

U.8. Sentencing Commission

In response to U.S. Sentencing Commission requests, several
Administrative Office divisions and offices have provided data and
commentary to assist in developing sentencing guidelines. Probation
Division staff and U.S. probation officers have provided data and
testimony on a number of issues including offense severity ratings, the
prior record as a component of offender characteristics, and on sentenc-
ing options in addition to incarceration. The Statistical Analysis and
Reparts Division has provided sentencing statistics generated by the
Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision Information database.
Additional assistance has been provided by the Criminal Justice Act
Division which has coordinated with the Federal public defenders to
provide position papers and testimony, and the Financial Management
Division which has provided administrative and budgetary support.

The Sentencing Commission plans to publish draft sentencing
guidelines in September 1986 and conduct public hearings on those
guidelines thereafter. The Admirnistrative Office will continue to provide
any additional assistance which the Commission may require at that
time.
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General Accounting Office

In 1986, the Office of Audit and Review assumed the role of
agency liaison with the General Accounting Office (GAO). This involves
facilitating GAO's access to the courts when a study is planned; monitor-
ing the progress of the study; coordinating the comments of Administra-
tive Office divisions and preparing the Director's response to GAO’s draft
report; and preparing the Director’s report to Congress in response to
GAO’s published reports, as required by 31 U.S.C. Section 720(b). The
Office of Audit and Review also ensures that GAO’s recotnmendations
are assigned to appropriate Administrative Office divisions and moni-
tored for completion of agreed agency actions. In addition, this office
monitors the referral of appropriate issues to the Judicial Conference.
Centralized processing of GAO matters in the Office of Audit and Review
is intended to enhance communications among GAO, the Judiciary and
Congress and to increase the responsiveness of the Judiciary to GAO
reports.

OTHER ACTIVITIES

Bankruptcy and District Clerks Advisory Committees
and Procurement Deskbook

This year for the first time, the Bankruptcy Clerks Advisory
Committee met jointly with the District Clerks Advisory Committee,
resulting in the establishment of a number of joint committees to work on
areas of common concern to all clerks.

The Administrative Services Subcommittee of the Clerks
Advisory Committee developed a Procurement Deskbook to be used
by procurement clerks in the courts. The Deskbook is a simplified
workbook closely cross-referenced to the Guide to Judiciary Policies
and Procedures. It was planned, edited, and designed for maximum
simplicity and usefulness to be a practical day-to-day reference source
for prospective and practicing procurement clerks and for executives
seeking answers to questions regarding procurement procedures.

Arbitration
All ten district courts participating in the arbitration pilot project

have programs in operation and have implemented local rules governing
these programs. The programs vary with respect to specific procedures
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such as the types of cases involved, the method for selecting arbitrators,
and the place of hearings. At the request of the Administrative Office the
Federal Judicial Center Research Division continues to evaluate pro-
gram satisfaction and collect descriptive caseload statistics. In January
1986, the Federal Judicial Center issued the first of three reports on the
program. To assist in the operation of the programs, fifteen deputy
clerks were allocated to the clerks’ offices of the pilot courts. In light of
the potential benefits of court-annexed arbitration for the Federal judicial
system, the level of funding was maintained for this year.

Reduction in the Distribution of Statistical Reports

In response to the advent of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Reduction Act of 1985, otherwise known as the Gramm-
Rudman-Hollings Act, the printing and distribution of statistical reports
published by the Statistical Analysis and Reports Division will be reduced
by more than 50 percent. Generally, the reports will be distributed
automatically to chief judges, circuit executives, clerks of courts of
appeals and district courts and Federal court libraries. The reports will
be available to others on request. The content of several of the reports
will also be reduced significantly, especially for the quarterly Federal
Judicial Workload Statistics. SARD will continue to provide any
supportive statistics which are not published but may be required by the
courts.

Court Interpreting Services

In 1986, the Administrative Office certified 29 additional court
interpreters for English/Spanish proceedings based on tests developed
and administered by its contractor, the University of Arizona. This
brought the total number of certified interpreters to 291. The statistics of
interpreter use during 1986 by language follow:
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As Reported by

As Reported By

District Courts District Courts
Number of Number of

Language Times Used Language Times Used
Spanish ........ PRI 43,166 15
Haitian Creole........cccccruinene 381 13
Arabic....ccormiennrecass jersrnerires 354 12
FrenCh .o enesersscanansnsins 196 11
[ =11 T UOU RO 187 11
POMUGUESE .veversesrreresnerns 177 10
Russian ,...... . 175 10
Mandarin . 165 9
Korean..... 156 7
TUMKISN.ccceeveinrie oo e eeesees 150 7
ChiNeSa ..covvveereviireriineernesns 99 5
Thai ... peoraererertoreresesrassonee 98 4
Farst e, 94 3
Sicillan . cecveieimenenn 88 3
Armenian..... 86 3
Yoruba..... 82 3
Urdu cocieneeveerecrieeeescsnnens 65 3
Tagalog .oveverrveerrsrsesinersssnen 62 2
Navaho.. 61 2
Japanese.... 50 1
Cantonese.. 47 1
Greek ......... 43 1
Filipino. 41
Hindi....cccovevnnenn rerrseenrereresies 34
POIISH vovvrvvererirecermvecnens e 34
Hebrew.... 31
German ... 29
Punjabl....... 29 As Reported by
Vietnamesa ....... 28 Bankruptcy Courts
Sign (For Deaf).. 27
Apache ............. 24 Spanish......cooveenne resseres 19
Napolese.... 24 Sign ... 3
Czach......... - 22 Chinese . 1
Romanian....... 19 Navaho ............ RPN 1
French Creole...c..coveereeecranes 17
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Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System (JSAS)

There has been a steady decrease in JSAS participation
(election) by newly-appointed judges since 1982 (Table 21). Actual
participants have declined from 687 to 653, a relative decrease from
78.5 percent of the total judges eligible to 65.4 percent of the total. The
number of annuitants has remained relatively constant since 1979, with
never fewer than 185 nor more than 198 survivor spouses on the roll at
the end of each year.

Table 21
Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System
1979 through 1986

Judicial Survivor
Officials , Annuitants
Per- Aver-
On the Partic- cent- Num- age
Year Roll ipating age ber* | Annuity

1979.......... 709 613 86 192 10,368
1980.......... 814 667 82 197 10,673
1981.......... 838 883 82 195 11,156
1982.......... 875 687 79 197 12,197
1983.......... 889 680 77 198 12,862
1984.......... | 908 668 74 185 14,435
1985.......... 941 661 73 197 13,587
1986.......... 999 653 65 197 14,543

* Spouses only. Children receiving an annuity: 10 (1983);
9 (1984); 11 (1985); and 8 (1986).

New JSAS legislation was signed by the President on June
19, 1986, and the results of those changes in terms of participation
will be reflected in the next Annual Report of the Director.

The JSAS undisbursed balance (7Table 22) has increased
steadily through the years and annual reviews by outside parties have
continued to find it sound actuarially. The investment holdings, par
amounts, and interest rates are listed in Table 23.




Table 22
Judiclal Survivors’ Annuities System
Recaipts, Dishursemeants, snd Balances

1979 through 19856
(in Thousands of Dollars)
Judiclal Survivors’ Annulties Fund | 1979 | 1880 | 1981 1982 1983 1984 | 1985( 1968
Balance July 1: .
Investments (face amours) .. [$44,292 $49,185 $56,076 $63/387 $71,0689 §78,171 $88,042 $98,397
Unisbursed Balancs. , ..... 122 63 aro 176 185 224 251 183
Balanca July 1.......ccnte 44,414 49264 55446 635683 71,254 78,395 88,293 98,590
Receipts:
Direct Appropriation (P.L. 85-26] - - 616 - - - - -
Salary Deductions ........ . 1517 1,716 1,889 2,485 2,237 2244 2,342 2,392
Agency Contributions. ...... 1517 1,718 1,889 2,485 2,237 2244 2342 2392
Sarvice Credit Payments. ... 91 63 19 20 15 8 20 24
Interest on fnvestments .. ... 3614 4716 4,053 6,031 6939 7993 9314 10,686
Discounts on Investments
(11 T vee 317 1,183 683 343 1,374 arn 552 1,242
Repayments of Accrued
Inerest ............ tet - - . - - - - -
Total Recaipfs ....ocevunn. 7,056 9,404 9,449 10,678 10,054 12868 13,466 14,262
Disbursements:
Payments to Annuitarts. ., .. 1974 2,095 2175 2.502 2557 2570 2622 2,751
Death Claims....... vevus a2 - 4 52 32 5 26 4
Refunds............ 130 35 38 27 7 131 235 243
Accrued Intarest Purchases. . 70 91 115 406 246 264 286 289
Tota! Disbursemants .. ..... 2,206 2,221 2,332 2,987 2912 2970 3,969 3,287
Balance June 30:
Investments (faco amount) .. | 49,195 56,076 63,387 71,069 78,171 88,042 98,397 109,261
Undishursed Balance. ... ... 69 370 176 185 225 251 193 304
Balanco June 30 ....... e 49,264 56445 83,583 71,254 78,396 88,203 98,590 109,565
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Table 23
Judicial Survivors' Annuity Fund

Investment Holdings as of June 30, 1986

Interest Rate Type of Investment Amount
6-1/8 percent U.S. Treasury Bonds 11/15/86. ... $239,000
4-1/4 percent U.S, Treasury Bonds 08/15/87-92 . - 722,000
4-1/8 percent U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15/89-94 . 167,000
3-1/2 percent U.S. Treasury Bonds 02/15/90. . . . 188,500
6-3/4 percent U.S. Treasury Bonds 02/15/03. ... 281,000
7-1/2 percent U.S. Treasury Bonds 08/15/93. ... 1,054,000
8-1/2 percent U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15/94-99 . 1,738,000
3 percent U.S. Treasury Bonds 02/15/95. ... 51,000
7 percent U.S. Treasury Bonds 05/15/93-98 , 195,0C0
3-1/2 percent U.S. Treasury Bonds 11/15/88. . .. 113,500
7-1/4 percent MK Bonds 08/15/82 .......... . 693,000
8-1/2 percent MK Bonds 05/15/94-99. ......... 2,571,000
8-3/8 percent MK Bonds 08/15/85-00.......... 46,552,000
8 percent MK Bonds 08/15/96-01. ......... 222,000
8-1/4 percent MK Bonds 05/15/00-05. . ........ 1,144,000
7-7/8 percent MK Bonds 02/15/95-00. ......... 101,000
7-5/8 percent MK Bonds 02/15/02-07.......... 550,000
11-3/4 percent MK Bonds 02/15/01 ............ 2,676,000
11-3/4 percent MK Bonds 02/15/05-10. ,........ 866,000
13-1/8 percent MK Bonds 5/15/01 ., ........... 1,480,000
13-3/8 percent MK Bonds 8/15/01 . ............ 3,134,000
15-3/4 percent MK Bonds 11/15/01 ............ 6,964,000
14-1/4 percent MKBonds 2/15/02.............. 3,342,000
10-3/4 percent MK Bonds 2/15/03 . .......... .. 2,125,000
11-1/8 percent MK Bonds 8/15/03 . ........ seea 3,542,000
11-7/8 percent MK Bonds 11/15/03 . ....... b 4,383,000
12-3/8 percent MK Bonds 5/15/04 . ............ 3,229,000
13-3/4 percent MK Bonds 8/25/04 ......... cinn 3,645,000
11-5/8 percent MK Bonds 11/15/04 ............ 3,874,000
12 percent MKBonds 511504 ............. 8,250,000
9-3/4 percent MK Bonds 2/15/06 .. ........... 5,169,000

Total investment Holdings (ParValue)..,...........

$109,261,000
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JUDICIAL APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDITURES
FISCAL YEAR 1986

The Judiciary began fiscal year 1986 without an appropriations
bill enacted by both Houses of the Congress. Funding was initially
authorized through a joint resolution (P.L. 99-103), approved Septem-
ber 30, 1985, allowing the Judiciary to operate at the "current rate"
which was a rate equal to the fiscal year 1985 appropriations less any
unobligated balances at the end of the year which were available for
obligation in fiscal year 1986. The President signed the Judiciary's
appropriations bill on December 13, 1985 (P.L. 99-180). The bill
amounted to $1,048,550,000, exclusive of the Supreme Court. This
amount was augmented by $27,740,000 in unobligated balances in
certain appropriations from 1985 which were to remain available until
the end of fiscal year 1986. In addition, $1,125,000 in “no-year"
funding was available for telephone systems purchases and Congress
authorized the reprogramming of $2,000,000 from the "no-year"
account for new judgeships to the annuel account for the operations
and maintenance of the courts. As a result, total spending authority for
1986 was $1,079,415,000 (exclusive of the Supreme Court).

On December 12, 1985, the President signed the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, P.L. 99-177. The
effect of the Act was to sequester 4.3 percent of the Judiciary's 1986
appropriations. The only exception was the appropriation for the
salaries of Article Ill judges. As a result of this sequestration, the
Judiciary's spending authority was reduced $41,368,000, to a new total
of $1,088,047,000. This represented an increase of § percent above
the budget authority for fiscal year 1985 (exclusive of the unobligated
balance that was carried forward for obligation in 1988).

On July 2, 1986, the President signed the supplemental
appropriations bill for fiscal year 1986, P.L. 99-349. The bill provided
funds for an additional 200 permanent deputy clerk positions and
$1,200,000 to staff bankruptcy offices and an additional $3,800,000 for
the “Fees of Jurors and Commissioners.” This allowed for the resump-
tion of new civil jury trials which were suspended on June 16. The bill
also provided $1,300,000 for a study of the construction of an office
building for the Federal Judiciary. in addition, the bill provided transfer
authority of $8,000,000 into "Salaries of Supporting Personnel" and
$3,000,000 into "Space and Facilities." As displayed in Table 24, the
total budget authorization for 1986 is $1,044,347,000.
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Table 24

Statemert of Appropration Accouits for the Judiciary
{Exchssive of the Supreine Court}, Fiscal Year 1586

(Amounts in Thousands of Dollars)

Supplemertal
Appropriations
Budget Total
Authority New By Buxdoet
Appropriation Accourts 1886° Authority | Transfer Authorty
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
Salaries and Expenses .......eeveeennn.. $ 5309 $ - $ - $ 5309
Court of Intemational Trade:
Salaries and Expenses . ... heeseans P 6,255 - - 6255
Couris of Appeals, District Couzts, and
Other Judicial Services:
Salaries of Judges. . ..... P ‘e 103,992 - -2,500 101,482
Salaries of Supporting Personnel ........ 469,177 1,200 8,000 &78377
Delender Services {Craminal Jusuce Act) . 67,417 - - 67,417
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners. ... . ‘e 41,534 3,800 - 45,334
Expenses of Operation and Maintenance
oftheCourtS....vovverevennnnan. .e ~132,320 - -8,500 123820
Space and Faciliies . .... P PR 142,675 - 3,000 1456575
CourtSecunty ...ovvicnvennanenanns . 31,785 - - 31,785
Smdyo'ComtmdondOIﬁmB(ﬂdng” - 1,300 - 1300
Total for Couris of Appeals, District Cotarts,
and Other Judicial Services . ..........,. 988,900 6,300 - 935200
Administrative Office, U.S. Courts:
Salaries and Expenses ,.........coaiul.. 28,396 - - 28,395
Federal Judicial Center:
Salanes and Expanses ,.....cccveeaenn.. 9,187 - - 98,187
Grand Total. ... o.vvenennenn. teveransanane $1,038,047 $6,300 - $1,044,347

*  Includes unobligated balances of $27,740 thousand and reflects the sequestration of $41,368 thousand.

“*  includes Congrassionally
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FISCAL YEAR 1987

On July 17, 1986, the full House approved the Judiciary's
appropriations bill (excluding the Supreme Court) for 1987 totaling
$1,097,319,000 (see Table 25). This represents an increase of
$83,837,000, or 8.3 percent, above the budget authority for 1986, but is
$106,278,000 less than the original amount requested. The majority of
this reduction ($53,481,000) resulted from an across-the-board reduc-
tion of 5.03 percent voted by the full House (salaries of Article Il judges
were exempted). The House also did not allow the restoration of the
amounts sequestered in 1986 and reduced the number of new posi-
tions authorized in 1987. The across-the-board reduction of 5.03
percent is being appealed to the Senate. None of the other reductions
are being appealed.

Table &b
Comparatwve Slalemont of New Budge) (Obhgahonall Aulhomy for Fisciat Year 16486
and Budgel E tos und A d {or Fiscat Yaar 1987
(Amounls in Thousands of Oollars)
Allnwance
Budget 1987 Housy: Appaal
Authorily Budgot | Appropriations]  Fuit 1o
Aproprialion Accounls 1986° Estimatos | Committes | House Senate
Court of Appaals for tha Fodarat Clrcuit:
Salarias and EXPONSOS s vvssnrersie.rus $ 5909 $ 7290 | $ 7000 § 6703 $ 4297
Coun of Inlasnatlonal Trade:
Salarkas and EXpensos . c«.ccoavuianes 6,157 7,546 7,200 6,877 +323
Courts of Appeals, District Counts, and
Owher Judicial Services:
Saltarias and Expenses ... .veierisnes . 982,000 940,000 897,028 +42972
520aries O JUBQBE. . « - cv e vrsnrs iraniee 102,213 | (104,000) | (105,000) (104,029) (+971)
Salarlos of Supponing Personnel.. .. ... 455,679 {534300) | (515,000) (489,096) | (+25904)
Datondar Servicas {Criminal Juslica Act} . 59,143 74,785 72,000 68,378 +3,522
Fons ol Jurors and Comm!ssbnam ..... 45,334 48,200 47,000 44,636 +2,364
o] Op and h
ol the Coulu ..................... 129,195 (160,500} | (145,000)  {137,706) {+7.294)
Spaco and Fazlites ‘s 140679 | {182200) | (175000) (166,197) | (+6,803)
Coun Security . vv vusvis ivereiaiiny 31,342 39,840 36,500 34,664 +1,036
Study of Construction of Otlice Luilding . . 1,300 - . - .
Total for Courla of Appeals, District Courts,
and Other Judiclal Services........ .. 964,885 | 1,144,935 | 1,095,500 1,044,706 +50,794
Adminisirative Office, U.S. Counts; '
Salasios and Expenses ..o vovoveuvines 27,944 32,100 30,000 28,491 41,509
Fedetal Judiclal Cantor:
Salaries and Expenses ... ... .. ..ys 9,187 10,226 9,600 G117 +483
Bantennlal Expenses, The Judictary:
Bicontennial ACVEIS ... vLcvvraris - 1,500 1,500 1,425 +75
Geand Yobal ... ..., ..o e $1,010,482 191,203,597 151,150,800 $1,097.019 |$+53,481
* Exclud bal ol $27,740 d, the teprog g o $2,000 4 from *na-ygas* account,
$1,125 thousand

** nayoar funds for leluphane Syslems purchases, and tho transier botweun approprations of $11,000 Ihousand.
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The House allowance reduces the amount approved for fees of
jurors in 1987 to less than the amount appropriated for 1986, despite a
projected increase in jury trials by reason of the activities of newly
appointed judges. The House Appropriations Committee approved
additional personnel for clerks’ offices, probation and pretrial services,
based on staffing at a level of 94 percent of the formula allowance
established by the Judicial Conference. If filings increase as we now
project, the full House reduction in appropriations would result in staffing
these functions at only 85 percent of the formula allowance.

If the Judiciary’s appeal to the Senate to restore the arbitrary
5.08 percent across-the-board reduction is unsuccessful, the Judiciary
again may have to consider some extreme actions to operate within the
approved amounts.

As a result of the reductions mandated by the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, the Judiciary's budget for
fiscal year 1987 was amended to consolidate, into one account, the four
appropriations which provide for the salaries and expenses of the
"Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial Services." These
four appropriations are as follows: “Salaries of Judges," "Salaries of
Supporting Personnel,” "Expenses of Operation and Maintenance of the
Courts," and "Space and Facilities." This consolidation will permit the
flexibility, when needed, to reprogram funds, with the approval of the
Appropriations Committees, between personnel and operating ex-
penses. The House approved the consolidation of accounts.

Based on the assumption_ that the appeal to the Senate to
restore the across-the-board decrease will be successful, the following
summary, by appropriation, addresses the 1987 request as approved by
the House Appropriations Committee.

Salaries and Expenses

As noted above, the House Appropriations Committee has
approved the consolidation of the four operating accounts for the courts
of appeals and district courts into one account titled “Salaries and
Expenses." The 1987 allowance of $940,000,000 represents an
increase of $154,234,000 over 1986. This account provides for the
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salaries of judges, magistrates, and all other officers and employees not
otherwise specifically provided for, and for all necessary expenses
including charges for space and facilities. In order to maintain the
integrity of the old accounts and to accommodate the Appropriations
Committees’ reprogramming rules, the four accounts have been identi-
fied as “activities" within the consolidated appropriation. The 1987
allowance for each of the four "activities" tollows.

Salaries of Judges

The 1987 allowance of $105,000,000 is identical to the amount
requested and reflects an increase of $2,787,000 over 1986. The
increase provides for the annualization of salaries associated with the
Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal Judgeship Act of 1984, social
security tax rate increases, and an anticipated increase in the number of
senior judges.

Salaries of Supporting Personnel

The Committee allowance of $515,000,000 reflects an increase
of $59,321,000 over the budget authority for fiscal year 1986. The
Committee has approved 300 additional deputy clerks for the courts of
appeals, district courts, and bankruptcy courts and 240 additional
positions for probation and pretrial services. This approval contemplates
that the clerks and probation offices will continue to be staffed at 94
percent of the formula allowance adopted by the Judicial Conference.
Funding for these positions anticipates a 40 percent savings as a result
of spreading the appeintments to these positions over the year as the
workload increases, rather than filling all positions at the beginning of the
year.

The other new positions authorized include: 7 full-time magis-
trates and related staff and 11 legal assistants for magistrates; 10
supporting personnel for circuit executives; 30 supporting personnel for
judges who take senior status; 12 positions for pre-argument conference
programs; 6 court interpreters; and 55 positions with no additional
funding to support the electronic sound recording program.

Expenses of Operation and Maintenance of the Courts

The amount authorized for 1987, $145,000,000, is an increase
of $15,805,000 over the budget authority for 1986. This increase
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provides for: the expenses relating to the requests for new personnel;
the expansion of automated systems in the courts; furniture and furnish-
ings required incident to major construction projects; and increases in
contract rates and charges for services, supplies, and equipment. The
Committee also approved an increase of $1,500,000 for the drug
dependent offenders program.

Space and Facilities

The sum of $175,000,000 was authorized for 1987, representing
an increase of $34,321,000 over 1986. The Committee has allowed
$160,000,000 for space rental charges to be assessed by the General
Services Administration (GSA) and $15,000,000 for overtime utilities,
alterations and repairs and other related services.

Defender Services

The amount approved for the operation of Federal Public
Defender and Community Defender organizations and the compensation
and expenses of court-appointed attorneys is $72,000,000, which is
$12,857,000 more than the budget authority for 1986. The Committee
has approved an appropriation language change which authorizes
compensation and reimbursement of expenses of "standby attorneys" to
asaist the court where the defendant has waived counsel.

Fees of Jurors and Commissioners

The 1987 allowance of $47,000,000 represents an increase of
$1,666,000 over the amount available for 1986. The Committee antici-
pates that further savings will be accomplished by reason of improve-
ments in the management and utilization of petit jurors and the consoli-
dation, extension, and coordination of future grand jury sessions. It is
contemplated that the United States Attorneys' offices will cooperate in
efforts to reduce grand jury costs.

Court Security

The sum of $36,500,000 has been provided for security services
and equipment for the U.S. courts, representing an increase of
$5,158,000 over the budget authority for 1986. Provision has been
made for 226 additional contract security officers to be phased in during
fiscal year 1987.
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EXPANSION OF BUDGET ALLOCATION SYSTEM

As part of the continuing effort to streamline administrative
procedures and improve financial control and accountability in the
courts, the number of annual allocations to the courts for specific
expenditures was expanded at the beginning of fiscal year 1986 to
include equipment maintenance agreemenis and tenant alterations,
repairs, overtime utilities, and other reimbursable services obtained from
GSA for amounts up to $2,500 per Reimbursable Work Authcrization.
Local procurement authority was later revised to include other expense
items of less than $2,500, such as cleaning and janitorial services, non-
GSA space rental, and procurement of space related equipment (e.g.,
courtroom sound systems). This expansion of allocation authority is in
addition to the previous allocations for:  intra-circuit/district travel;
furniture and furnishings; supplies and miscellaneous services; copier
equipment rental; and publication of notices and advertising.

DISTRICT COURT AUTOMATED FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
SYSTEM

The automated financial management system developed for the
courts has been successfully tested in three pilot courts: Texas, West-
ern; Pennsylvania, Eastern; and North Carolina, Eastern. Because of
the successful efforts of the pilot courts in debugging software, we are
now in the process of installing the system in seven additional courts.
As courts become proficient in the operation of the new financial system,
the transactions will be electronically transmitted from the courts to the
central accounting system. Currently, there are two courts, Texas,
Western and North Carolina, Eastern, that are automatically transmitting
their data to the Administrative Office. The interface eliminates the need
to enter manually the court's financial transactions into the central
accounting system, and improves the accuracy of the data entered.

FINANCIAL LOSES AND IRREGULARITIES IN ACCGUNTS

During the 12 month period ended June 30, 1986, there were
seven losses totaling $962.50 reported to the Administrative Office by
the courts. This compares with eight losses totaling $910.50 during the
prior year. Of the seven losses reported during the past year, the
Administrative Office has recovered the funds in three cases. In one
case, a clerk of court is being held responsible for the loss because of
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inadequate internal control procedures. The three remaining losses
pending resolution totaling $355.00 appear to be the result of robberies
and are currently being investigated by the FBL. in addition, there is a
potential loss of $700.00, representing the cost of replacing a stock
certificate which was lost when transferred by mail from one court to
another. :

REGISTRY FUNDS

There is a total of $1,223,192,526 in the registry fund account of
the U.S. Courts. This represents an increase of $92 million or 7.5
percent over the prior year. There are $1,128,238,192 in the custody of
the district courts and $94,954,334 in the custody of the bankruptcy
courts. These moneys are deposited as follows:

Deposits Percent

Total. . . ........... $1,223,192,526 100.0
US.Treasury . ... ...... 51,675,821 42
Local Depositaries:

Non-Interest Bearing

Accounts . ... ....... 3,267,630 0.3
Interest Bearing Accounts

(Including U.S. Securities) . . | $1,168,249,075 955

In 1985, the Financial Management Division initiated new
procedures whereby the courts were able to arrange for the pledging of
collateral directly with the financial institutions, the Federal Reserve
Banks, and the Treasury. The system proved to be very successful and,
as a result, in 1986 the Treasury Depariment implemented these
procedures throughout the Government for all public moneys. Tables 26
and 27 show the amounts on deposit in the Treasury and in local
depositaries for the respective district and bankruptcy courts.
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Table 26

Registry Funds in the Custody of the
U.S. District Counts as of June 30, 1986
Non- Norn-
u.s. interost interest Uv.s. Interest interest
District Treasury Bearing Bearing District “Traasury Bearing Bearing
$51,675,821 $2,010,836 $1,074,551535 [| NCM..... 42,388 - 75915
NCW..... 83,984 - 356,911
254,151 - 451909 | ND....... 97,400 - 396,533
42871 - 1300302 i NE....... 150,397 - 1,974,081 °*
11,044 - 2454905 || NH....... 31,408 - . 18,693
73,731 . 5730884 1| NJ ....... 2,636,684 - 5,320,426 °
162,836 - 4,739,305 i NM....... 346,503 - 23,031,894
477,078 - 1225469 [ NM! ...... 2,110 - 81,661
3,694,678 - 2,055597 {[ NV....... 1,510,703 - 911,710
50,882 - 25076838 || NYN ..... 541,440 - -
537,544 - 7,799,776 || NYE ..... 2,088,857 - 214,508,104
2434528 - 1775947741 NY.S ..., |4,054347 - 38.515.447 *
1,307,163 . 1,880,130 || NYW..... 126,204 - 909,963
1,734,332 . 7.746,726 |) OHN..... | 685060 - 3,620,648 *
- 1,300 1,707,636 |} OHS ..... - 5567 50,982,392
590,451 - 14,404, 473" OKN ..... 432,858 - 1,962,438 *
- - 170,093,692 || OKE ..... - 86,111 269,594
35,917 5 500,162 || OKW.....| 784,879 - 12,620,496
- - 12,524,947 |} OR....... 224,672 - 3,002,875 °
- - 12,844,647 |1 PAE...... 11443978 - 6,647,576
150,924 - 7055791 {{ PAM ..... 68,990 - 2,352
8,825 1,000 2,216,061°{] PAW..... 245336 - 2,202,962 *
- . 1531236 i} PR..... .+ 13,084,798 - 881,210
6,007 - 43,664,185 || RI,..... Je 55,781 - 204,732
171.269 - 749,046 || SC..... .. | 426279 - 9,941,880 *
48,694 - 1,060,306 || SD..... o 26,950 - 40,679
317,481 = 3,437 571 TNE......| 564,680 - 3,602,922 *°
138,531 - 2871458 1 TNM .....1 259800 - 1,125,007
748,532 - 19,086,523 |} TNW...,.| 156287 - 464,983
123,455 - 483,118 (] TXN......| 884679 29874 17,331,400
120,028 - 457,161 }; TXE......| 620,087 - 14,151,995
824,830 - 1,466,033°|| TXS...... 3,789,078 - 37,781,433 °
503,005 . 9,332,600 j| TXW.....]1,820,225 - 6,500,120 *
- 1,049,230 130,566,386 UT....... 266,046 - 11,835,658 *
311,260 - 833,145 || VAE...... 1,161,611 - 2,958,903
- 353502 430,614 || VAW .....| 1685213 - 1,046,278
- - 5544,184°) VI..... e - 331560 1,015,040
- - 698,159 |} VT ....... 8,750 - 38,217
45,244 - 9689433 |) WAE.,...| 182873 - 2,848,183 "
3,877,005 - 2330255 {1 WAW,.... 43,185 - 7,226,632 *
0 - 4,434958°)| WILE......| 256,061 - 1,700,547 *
459,216 - 3993264 || WIW ..., 29,317 - 134,626
831,966 - 3423206 || WVN..... - - 1,518,775
32,569 - 639,690 {1 WVv,S.....] 103,153 - 4727278 *
211,843 . 1,985,150°|| wv....... - . 320,643
336,807 19,653 1,483,310
20806 123,034 4,231,061 Comeercial Both
3,766 - 1,499,558 Traasury Banks Treasury and
629,584 ‘ 4,140,270 Only Only Commercial
365,135 - 22,830,586
451,771 - 149,410 1 14 79

*The amount includes $442,684,972 invested In U.S, Traasury securities.
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Table 27
Registry Funds in the Cusiody of the Banlouptey Courts as of June 30, 1986

Local Depositaries Local Depositaries
Non- HNon-
Interest | - Interest Interest | Interest
Bearing | Bearing District Bearing | Bearing
. | $1,256,794 $93,697 540 - 191472
100 278989
35,062 380,412 - 2,058,045 °
2,236 1,040,554 24,467 -
10,302 453,284 - -
40 670,218 2,732 - 463,192
- 759,364 - -
265 338,399 1319 846570
9686 2,413,677 34 644,760
- 413,327 - 499488
- 2,968,772 - 348250
- 207,604 2,750 43381
100 13,567,373 - 5459508 *
- 475655 1294 -
- - 10,282 820
- 101,722 OH.S.......... 581,120 116241
16,274 29,277 [0, 8 R 4,350 1354973
1,685 145,144 O E.......... -~ 246,703
- 86,981 O, WL 8,735 2,469,480
5207 1,350,631°* OR (iiiiciannnn - 178312
- 2,799,699 PAM.......... - 90,523
2,001 74,155 PAW.... ... 500 84,929
- 18,504 PR e 102,115 6,461,505
10,934 - L3 | - -
13,400 388,427 SCieiiiienns ~ 445538
4958 927311 [0 T 22 22,958
- - T™E .., o.ola 48,918 1,480,150 °
2,836 228,028 ™M ... - 50934
3,521 314,808 THW.......... - 571883
- 565573 TXN o, 89,853 13,204,441
27,977 1,535,402 T™YE..... PR 1,761 824 542
2,250 71473 Ur....... PR - 851865
1,583 54,700 VAE . ......... - 45304
89,595 4,693548 ° VAW, ....... . ~ 25928
4,465 771,473 2 S - -
91,269 405,750 WAE.......... - 19,164
250 531,078 WAW . ........ 8,913 12,660,555 *
T - WLE ... ...... 42293
- 45,723 WLW......... . -
3,750 159,530 WV, N. . ...... . - -
- 82,682 WwW.s.......... - 1,216,761 *
- 21,233 | 1) S - 90,683
33,048 114918
10 1,095,645
- 81,192
2,169 654,324
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REPORT OF COMPLAINTS FILED AND ACTION TAKEN
UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 372(c)

Any person alleging that a Federal judge or magistrate has
engaged in conduct prejudicial to the effective and expeditious admin-
istration of the business of the courts, or that such officer cannot dis-
charge all the duties of the office because of physical or mental disabil-
ity, may file a complaint with the clerk of the appropriate court of appeals
or national court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c). Such complaints
are initially reviewed by the chief judge of the court, who may dismiss the
complaint if it is not in compliance with the filing provisions of Section
372(c); directly related to the merits of a judicial decision; or frivolous.
The chief judge may also conclude the proceeding if corrective action
has been taken. Otherwise he shall appoint a special committee to
investigate 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 circumstances may the council order removal
from office of a judge appointed to serve during good behavior under
Article Il of the Constitution.

The disposition of complaints is not judicially reviewable on
appeal (as provided by Section 372(c)(10)). The complainant or the
judicial officer may, however, petition the judicial council for review of
any order of a chief judge dismissing a complaint. Petition may also be
made to the Judicial Conference for review of judicial council orders
issued after special committee investigation. The Conference is permit-
ted to act on such petitions directly or to establish a standing committee
to take final action on its behalf. In July 1982, the Chief Justice ap-
pointed the Judicial Conference Committee to Review Circuit Council
Conduct and Disability Orders, consisting of three judges, who act for
the Conference in its review responsibility under Section 372(c)(10).

As shown in Table 28, the number of judicial complaints rose
substantially during 1986. There were 312 complaints filed, 61 percent
more than the 194 filed in 1985. This increase results partially from the
filing of multiple complaints by certain individual complainants. For
example, the First Circuit reported the largest numerical increase (up 27)
in complaints filed. More than two-thirds of these complaints, however,
were filed by the same complainant. The Second Circuit reported the
largest number with 56 complaints filed. Again, over half of these
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Table 28

Judicial Complaints Filed, Concluded, and Pending

1982 through 1986

Number of Complaints

1982" | 1983 | 1984 | 19852 | 1086

Percent Change

1986/1985
Filed ... i 89 149 177 194 312 60.8
Concluded .............. 77 129 161 215 280 30.2
By Chief Judges ........ 66 99 107 187 227 214
Dismissed ........... 56 a0 101 179 218 218
Corrective Action
Taken............ 10 7 5 7 8 3
Withdrawn . . ........... - 2 1 1 1 3
By Judicial Councils. . . . .. 11 30 54 28 53 89.3
Dismissed ........... 10 30 53 27 53 96.3
Action Taken......... 1 - 1 1 - -
Referred to Judicial
Conference........ - - - - - -
PendingondJune 30....... 12 118.5

32 48 27 59

1Effec'(ive October 1, 1981 through June 30, 1982.

2Revised.
3

Percent not calculated on fewer than 10 cases.



complaints were filed by the same person. In sharp contrast, no com-
plaints were filed in the Court of International Trade. Table 29 summa-
rizes, by circuit, judicial complaint activity during 1986.

Each individual complaint filed may involve multiple allegations
against numerous court officials. For example, in the Second Circuit one
complainant filed numerous complaints against every judge sitting on the
court of appeals. Nationwide, the allegation cited most often (106 times)
was that a judicial officer acted in a prejudicial or biased manner.
Eighty-seven alleged abuse of judicial power and 35 alleged undue
decisional delays. More than one-third of the complaints (118) alleged
"other" conduct that was detrimental to the effective and expeditious
administration of the court’s business. Most of these complaints,
however, were outside the jurisdiction of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c)
because they were directly related to the merits of the court’s decision in
the original case.

Two hundred-eighty complaints were concluded in 1986, 30
percent more than a year ago. The vast majority of complaints (81
percent) were concluded by the chief judges. They dismissed 218
complaints, ruling that 171 were directly related to the merits; 27 were
not in conformance with the statute; and 20 were frivolous. Appropriate
corrective action had already been taken in eight complaints, and one
was withdrawn by the complainant. The remaining 53 complaints were
disposed of by the judicial councils of the circuits. All 53 of these
complaints reached the councils by way of petition for review. The
councils denied or dismissed all of the petitions.

Since filings outnumbered terminations, the number of com-
plaints pending more than doubled from 27 in 1985 to 59 in 1986.

During 1986, no complaints reached the Judicial Conference
Committes to Review Gircuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders
under Section 372(c)(10); however, the Judicial Conference acted
directly on one complaint referred to it by the Ninth Circuit Judicial
Council under Section 372(c)(7)(B){i). The Conference therein certified
to the House of Representatives that consideration of impeachment of
an United States district judge may be warranted, as provided in Section
372(c)(8).
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Table 29

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

1986
Chrcults iNational Courts
Summary of Activity Fotal Fedi 0] l 15t ] 2nd l 3rd ] 4th ! 5 l 6th ! T y Bih ] afh l 10\h1 ith] CC i [ol14
Complalnts Pending
onduly1,1885.. .00 278 0 1 9 g4 1 2 b 80 0 MW 4 o1 0 )
Complaints Flled ..,.........[392 1 11 6 38 58 25 24 22 17 8 23 42 18 18 2 0
Otficials Complainad Aba Judges: -
CHGU..reuieeennrerineineoa 650 ] 38 12 91 3112 7 - 5 8 1 - 3 - 4 - .
DISIACt voevvnsrnernanrasess] 378 - & 8 8 12 28 16 16 18 22 45 n 19 - .
Natonal Coutts «o,vvvvevinind] 2 - - - - - - . - . - - . . 2 B
Bankiuptey JUBGeS. <. .o uvvsaens] 28 . . 6 1 - 1 2 2 2 = 1 3 . . ‘.
MaQisttalaS. oo ccovevnsvrasresas| 66 - - 13 5 6 2 5 3- 1 2 15 6 8 . .
Matura of Aliegations:
Mental Disablly. . ... veasesisd] B 2 . - 3 1 . - - . - - 1 . 1 .
Dem8anof ..vvianvivseranienf & - - . 2 - - - - - 2 - 1 . - -
Abuso of Judicial Power, .,.....] 87 6 5 3 25 3 2 . 3 7 g 23 1 . . .
Prajudica’Bias .....vaverrsen 106 4 3 2 15 11 9 1% 6 3 g 12 12 4 1 -
Conflictof Interest o...o.vanvesf B - . - 3 - 1 - 1 . - - 1 * - -
Bribery/Comuption v.cuvsavenrf 12 3 - 2 3 - . - 1 . 2 - 1 . - .
Undue Decislonal Delay, .......[ 35 T 1 - 8 3 1 6 1 . 5 5 3 1 . .
incompetenceMeglect.........} 20 .. 2 2 1 1 3 . 1 1 8 1 . . .
[0, 1 P I 3 1] 3 1 ¥ 21 10 14 3 5 1 - - 12 15 - -
Compisints Concluded .. ...... 280{ 11 4 38 48 22 24 22 14 8 22 43 2 20 2 1]
Action By Chiel Judges.
Complaint Disrissed
Not in Cenlormity With
Statde. . .vveiennian. 27 11 -4 1 1 3 . 1 6 1 . . .
Directly Related 10 Decision |
or Procedural Ruling . ... . 171 g .3 10 17 10 10 17 13 6 20 35 1 20 2
FOvolouS vooveuopencoena] 201 1 < 4 1 5 3 2 1 1 1 oo -
Canckidod, Appropriat
ACIOR TaKON v v evngrenns 8 - 1 . - - 3 1 1 1 1 B . . .
Complaint Withdrawn. .., ... .. 1 - - - 1 - . - - - B . . . - .
Bubtotal, ... iianaeie {22271 11 4 15 23 17 24 22 14 8 2 4 2 20 2 0
Action By Judicial Councils:
Orderad Other Appropriate Actiot  ~ - - . - - - . - ’ . - - - . -
Dismissed the Complaint. ,..,,J 53 - - 23 25 5 . . ‘ . . . . . . .
Relerred Corplaint fo Judkeial
Conlerence vev.covsrvnnss - - . . - - . B - . - . . . -
SUBtOlBl civiaianiuianeesnd 831 0 0@ 238 25 § 0 0 0 0 o o Q of 0 0
Camplaints Pending an
June 30,1986 .avuienperena ] 89 0 5 1 13 4 2 [} 3 0 1 10 20 0 0 0

CC-U.5. Claima Court
CIT « Courl of intemnational Trade

1 Revised

2 41 26 Instarices, compleirns wrare s againet of ks o the Gt of Arpesle o ol 1xdows of DIt Dot wiln tho ol 8 each of Preas compieins
were conabrusd 12 ba sgeinet & atngle Rkn, e mumbec of songisiot ayskwt choult ludges pould ba 41 s e mamber of complainle A0kt dletrict Jdges

woukd be 51,
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REPORT OF FEES AND EXPENSES
AWARDED UNDER THE EQUAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE ACT

THE EQUAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE ACT

The Equal Access to Justice Act, reauthorized by Public Law
99-80, 99 STAT. 183, lessens the financial burden on private parties
who pravail 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,
enginesring report, test, or project necessary in building a case. To be
eligible for such an award, the party must prevail and meet certain
tinancial requirements of the statute. Even when the private party
prevails against the U.S. and is determined to be financially eligible, the
attorney fees and other expenses requested can be denied if the U.S,
can demonstraie 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 make an
award unjust.

AMENDMENT TO 1985 REPORT

After the 1985 report was published, data were received on 15
additional fee determinations made prior to June 30, 1985. These cases
are included in Table 30, raising the total number of applications termi-
nated during 1985 to 577. Nearly 73 percent of these applications were
granted. The Federal courts awarded a total of $1,912,768 to the
successful applicants.

ANALYSIS AND SUMMARY OF 1986 DATA

Duririg 1986, Federal courts disposed of 657 applications for
attorney fees and other expenses, nearly 14 percent more than in 1985.
Approximately 88 percent {585) were handled in the U.S. district courts.
Three districts, New Jersey (108); New York, Western (68); and Pennsyl-
vania, Eastern (62) accounted for more than one-third of the total
number of terminated applications. The U.S. courts of appeals decided
67 equal access applications with the Ninth Circuit terminating the most
(17).  The remaining five applications were disposed of in the U.S.
Claims Court. Table 31 summarizes equal access data during 1986.
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As in prior years the vast majority of equal access applications
(88 percent) were filed against the Department of Health and Human
Services. Nearly all these cases involve termination of disability benefits
under the Social Security Act. The Federal courts awarded attorney fees
in nearly 90 percent of these cases because the Social Security Admini-
stration terminated benefits without substantial justification. Twenty-five
other agencies were involved in at least one equal access decision. The
Internal Revenue Service was involved in 11 applications while the
National Labor Relations Board and the Department of the Interior were
involved in eight each.

Once again, more than tfwo thirds (459) of the terminated
applications were original applications under Title 28 U.S.C. Section
2412(d)(1)(A), after judgment in a civil case against the U.S. Anocther
one-fourth (160) were original applications under Title 28 U.S.C. Section
2412(d)(8), after the court reviewed an agency decision. Thirty applica-
tions involved an appeal of a lower courl decision. The appellate court
affirmed the lower court in 23 cases and reversed in the other seven.
Cases remanded to lower courts for further proceedings are not included
in this report.

Table 30
Decisions on Equal Access to Justice Act Applications
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 Through 1986

Total Petitions | Petitions Total

Year Petitions Denied | Granted Awarded
10821 ... 33 22 11 $700,338
1983.......... 141 93 48 $778,502
1984, ......... 296 130 166 $1,417,211
1885.......... 577 157 420 $1,912,768
1986.......... 657 102 555 $2,533,126
Percent Change

1986/1985 .. ... 13.9 35.0 32.1 32.4

TEffective October 1, 1981 through June 30, 1982,
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Table 31

Decisions on Appiications for Equal Access ta Justics Act Awards By Type of Court and Agency

1986
Applications Denied Applications Granted Nature and Amount of Awards’
Total Fees Total Fees Total
Appli- and Expenses and Expenses | Amount
Court/Agency cations| Number Claimed Number Claimed Awarded A B [of D
Total 857 102 $913,278 555 $3,247,293 $2,533,126 |$2,433,840 $525 $10,357 $88,304
1S, Courts of Appaals
Dept. of Agriculture. 1 - - 1 8,603 5,565 5,356 - . - 209
Dopt. of the AlF FOICS ... sevcrnsccrniosmsssssens | 1 - - 1 3,078 3,079 3,023 - - 56
Dept. of thé Army. 4 2 10,000 2 267,970 116,686 | 116,686 - - -
Dent. of Haalth and Human Services............. 18 11 44,628 7 16,110 13,870 13,870 - - -
Dept. of Housing and Urban Davelopmant..... 2 2 60,000 - - - . - - -
Dept, of the Imerir 2 1 - 1 60,000 40,000 40,000 - - -
Dept. of Justice 4 3 7.800 1 45,566 43,004 42,026 - - 178
Dept. of Labor. 2 - - 2 57,925 48,830 48,880 - - -
Dept. of the Treasuty............. revessssas rersonsasnnres 1 1 .2 - - - - - - -
Fsderal Communications Commigsion 1 1 82,101 - - - - - - -
Faderal Energy Regulatory Comm.. 3 « - 3 192,622 121,000 | 112,289 - - 8711
Faderal Labor Relations Authority 1 1 6,164 - - - - - - -
immigration and
Naturalization Service, 5 5 12,621 - - - . - - -
Intemal Revanue Servics 10 [ 10,248 4 78,994 78,994 78,934 - - .
Morit Systems Protection Boand..........coecevrere 1 1 12,515 - - - . - - -
National Labor Relations Board........... 7 3 16,500 4 39,506 22,320 22,320 - - -
Occupational Safety and Health Admin.. 1 - - 1 24,595 15,065 15,065 - - -
Occupational Safety and Health Cemm . 1 1 4,755 - - - - - - -
Office of Personnel Management 1 - - 1 25,206 15,419 14,863 - - 556
Railroad Retirernent Board.............. 1 - - 1 3,889 3,889 3,889 - - -




Table 31
Dacisons on Applications for Equal Accass ta Justica Act Awasds By Type of Count and Agency

¥6

1986
Applications Danisd Applications Granted Nature and Amount of Awards !
Tolal Fees Total Fees Total
Appli- and Expenses and Expanses | Amount
Cour/Agency cations | Number Claimed Number |  Claimed Awarded A 8 c D
S Claima Court
Dapt. of the Al Forcs ... 1 1 5,828 - . - - - - -
Dapt. of the Navy..cccvwreren 1 t 4,778 - . . . . . .
Dapt. of Transpoctal 1 . . 1 116,438 79,901 3,663 - 7082 Q218
Intarmal B Service 1 1 9,289 - - - . - - .
* Admin 1 . . 1 26,322 26,322 25,408 - - 913
1S Disird

Dept. of Agr 2 1 2 1 17,480 8,585 8,520 - - 75
Dopt of the Alf FOICR wienvvmmmmrcssmmmrmossssmmrsaress | 1 - . 1 10,635 9,300 9,300 - - -
Depi. of the Army, 3 1 16,100 2 81,778 30,824 30,485 - - 329
Dept. of Def 3 . . 3 2186510 199548 | 188,360 - - 1,188
Dept. of Energy. 2 . - 2 19,300 19,300 18,300 . . -
Dept. of Heaith and Human Services............ | 659 52 465,632 607 1805679 1550540 {1,505005 625 250 63670
Dapt. of Houalng and Urban Deveopment..... | 2 2 114,000 . - . - . - -
Dept. of the Interior. 6 2 14,221 4 82782 53,160 47,750 - 3085 2358
Dept. of Justics. 3 - - 3 10,782 10,057 10,057 . - -
Dopt. of Transp 1 1 2 - . - - . - -
Drug Enk t Agancy 2 1 15,902 1 5,512 8,768 7.820 - - 948
National Labor Relations Board 1 1 -2 - - - - - - -
1 A = Attoiney Fees

B = Sudy, Analysis, Enginesring Report, Test, or Project

C = Expert Witness Feea

D = Other, including photocopying costs, taleph panses, and ransporialiog cosls.
2

Petiticner did not specify an amount In the request foc attocney leas.




Eight equal access decisions were made after a petition for
leave to appeal an administrative agency's fee determination had been
filed pursuant to Title 5 U.S.C. Section 504(c)(2). The agency’s denial of
atiorney fees was reversed in two cases. On both occasions, the court
found that the denial of attorney fees was an abuse of discretion.

Federal courts granted 555 (84 percent) requests for attorney
fees and other expenses, awarding a total of $2,533,126. This is not the
amount actually received by successful applicants, however, because
many awards are appealed. The vast majority of the total amount (96
percent) awarded is for attorney fees. The remainder was for reports,
expert witness fees, and other expenses such as travel.

Compared to 1985, both the total number of awards and the
total amount awarded rose 32 percent. The largest award involved the
Department of Health and Human Services. In Hyatt v, Heckler, 618 F.
Supp. 227 (W.D.N.C. 1985), the court awarded $194,797 in a class
action suit alleging the arbitrary termination of disability benefits. Three
other awards were in excess of $100,000.

Of the 102 denied applications, nearly three-fourths (74) were
denied because the court found the U.S. position "substantially justified”
as reasonable in law and in fact. Twelve were denied because the
applicant was not the prevailing party; 10 because the application was
not filed in a timely fashion; 3 because the court did not have jurisdiction
to hear the request; 2 because the applicant did not file according to
local court rules; and 1 because the applicant should have filed under
another fee-shifting statute.

THE JUDICIARY EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM

This report is prepared in accordance with a resolution by the
Judicial Conference requiring the Director of the Administrative Office to
include in his Annual Report an analysis and evaluation of the Judiciary
Equal Employment Opportunity Program, as well as a copy of the report
submitted by each court on the implementation of its equal employment
opportunity plan (1979 Conf. Rept. 58, as amended by 1980 Conf. Rept.
5). A detailed two-volume report has been published under separate
cover and is being presented to the Conference with this Annual
Report.
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The Program

At its September 1979 session, the Judicial Conterence adopted
a resolution that reaffirmed its 1966 endorsement of the national policy
for a positive program to ensure equal employment opportunity and
directed its Court Administration Committee, with the assistance of the
Administrative Office to develop a model affirmative action plan for
adoption by each court. The Conference’s resolution also required each
court to submit an annual report on its EEO program to the Director of
the Administrative Office for review and evaluation and required that an
evaluation of the EEO program be included in the Director's Annual
Report (1979 Conf. Rept. 58). At its March 1980 session, the Confer-
ence approved a model affirmative action plan for adoption by each
court and modified its September 1979 resolution to require that the
Director also include a copy of the report submitted by each court in his
Annual Report (1980 Conf. Rept. 5).

Each court has implemented an equal employment opportunity
program that covers all employees, including judges’ staffs and court
officers and their staffs. The EEO program in each court encompasses
all facets of personnel management, including recruitment, hiring,
promotion, suspension, and termination. Courts must seek qualified
applicants who reflect the makeup of the relevant labor market and all
employment decisions must be based on merit without regard to race,
sex, color, national origin, religion, age, or handicap. The EEO program
also provides for the processing of discrimination complaints filed by
employees or applicants for employment. Each court has appointed an
Equal Employment Opportunity Coordinator who is responsible for the
day-to-day administration of its EEO program. Within the Administrative
Office the Office of Equal Employment Opportunity and Special Projects
(EEO Office) administers and coordinates the Judiciary Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Program.
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Analysis and Summary

This annual report covers the sixth year of operations in the
courts under the Judiciary Equal Employment Opportunity Program. The
statistical data collected cover full-time permanent and full-time tempo-
rary indefinite employees. The table below shows the composition of the
work force on June 30, 1986.

Percent of |Percent Change
Work Force 1886/1985

White, ................. 79.1 6.5
Black , ............o.... 12.0 10.1
Hispanic. ............... 6.5 6.6
Asian.................. 2.1 144
Arserican Indian. ......... 0.3 8.2
Handicapped............ 1.4 -5.5
Male,.................. 34.0 : 55
Female, ................ 66.0 7.9

The courts have established and maintained standard recruit-
ment procedures and have continued their efforts to recruit qualified
minorities and women. Such efforts have routinely included the wide
-spread publication of job announcements through posting job an-
nouncements in the courts, placing advertisements in newspapers of
general circulation, circulating job announcements to federal, state, and
local agencies, as well as colleges, universities and organizations with
large minority, women and handicapped enrollments. The reports
indicate a continuing commitment to attracting highly qualified employ-
ees who reflect a cross-section of the relevant labor markets. In the
area of recrvitment, as in previous reporting years, the EEO Ofiice
notified all accredited law schools of the availability of employment
opportunities in the courts for law students and law graduates.

Some courts reported that they were still experiencing‘ difficulty

in attracting a more representative applicant pool. Of the 112 courts
covered under the Judiciary Equal Employment Opportunity Program,
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only eight courts did not have any fuil-time permanent or full-time
indefinite minority employees. They were (the total number of employ-
ees in the court is indicated in parenthesis): Maine (44); New Hampshire
(33); Vermont (34); Pennsylvania, Middle (72); Kentucky, Eastermn (115);
lowa, Northern (50); Alaska (55); and Special Court, Regional Rail
Reorganization Act of 1973 (2). This year there were only two courts
that did not have women in professional legal, professional general,
administrative, or technical positions {the number in parenthesis indi-
cates the number of males in such positions): Temporary Emergency
Gourt of Appeals (2) and Northern Mariana lIslands (4). The most
frequently cited reasons for the inability to attract qualified minority or
women applicants included the low rate of attrition, the small pool of
minority applicants, and the noncompetitive salary levels and fringe
benefits in comparison with the private sector.

The percentage of handicapped persons in the work force
decreased again slightly from 1.5 percent to 1.4 percent. The courts
reported a contuinuing effort to promote the recruitment and advance-
ment of handicapped individuals.

The courts again reported progress in providing in-house training
and development opportunities for employees. The majority of the
courts focused on the internal development of training and advancement
programs because of budgetary constraints.

Eighteen new discrimination complaints were filed by employees
or applicants for employment during the year. The total number of active
complaints (new complaints plus carryovers from last year) decreased
from 24 (18 new complaints plus 6 carryovers) to 23 (18 new complaints
plus 5 carryovers). There was also a decrease from 18 to 16 in the
number of courts that had new or pending complaints during the year.
Of the 23 active complaints, 16 were resolved and seven were pending
at the close of the reporting period. For the second time since the EEOQ
Program’s inception, three new complaints alleging reprisal were filed in
the district courts.

Conclusion

The annual reports received from the courts indicate that the
courts are complying with their equal employment opportunity plans.
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Table §-1
Appeals Filed by Clreuit Knvolvi;rga.gdminmmtlve Agency Decistons
9

Cireult
Agency Total [D€ [ 1at [2na[sra [aw [ stn fomn [ 1] awn Jom | 1t [ 11

Tolal v oeovoenrvreniasesnriraaaanaes) 3,187 1836 55 201 184 195 277 268 174 96 615 14 117

Beneflts Review Boatd (BEB) tvvnveianescaee] 2091 23 2 2 32 50 g 66 20 3 - 1 1
Commodity Rutures Trading
Commisston {CPTR) «ivvanvrnaarcrorviaan 30 3 1 5 - 1 1 1 H 3 ki 1 4

Copyright Royalty Trbunal (CRTI vovovsvinne 14 § - 8 - 1 - - - - - - -
Department of Agriculture (AGRI}....00vense, 20 | 13 L . R S | - 1
Department of Energy {DOE) e, vavivaransans 2 s 3 L | - - 34 - -
Depariment of Ecucation {EDUC) vvvvvreennee 10 - - - - 3 2 - 1 - 5 - -

Department of Health and Himan

Services (HHES) vve v onnsnnonconsrorosans 16 - 1 2 2 - 2 3 1 - 3 1 1
Department of Labor (LABR) ..oveivrvvnarans 57 3 - 7 1 5 4 3 4 3w 7 3
Department of Transportation (TRAN) . .ovvvens 37418 ~ = - -« 1 3 3 1 8 2 -
Department of the Treasury {TREAY «vovvusvsae 12 - - - 1 -~ 1 1 4 2 - %

Environmental Protection
ABenCY {EPA) s sy cenreonvevarnnsnsesaal 253|134 4 318 8 17 12 1 2 u 15 10
Pederal Avjation
Administeation (FPAAY covavivanannscssanns 41 L2 - - - - 4 1 1 1 § 3 4

Federsl Communications
Commission (FCC) v evavatvearvanssnesnnys] 2W06[1841 8§ & -~ - 2 2 - - 2 1 2
Peders! Energy Regulatory
Commission (PERC) v euvsvunnsonnsanaeass] 353220 3 1w ] - 82 1 5 1 18 26 1

Paderal Labor Relations
Authorit (FLRA)......4-...........,.., 84§ 55 1 7 1 4 3 1 - 3 13 2 1
Federzl Mine Safety and Hedlth
Review Commission (MSHR) svuviveevannnan nls - =~ - 2 -« 1 - -~ -« - -

Immligration and Natutdlization
Servica {INS) tonvvisivvrsiensrannsvaane] 414 2 8 2% 21 19 70 13 13 3 220 4 14
Interstate Commerce
Commission (ICC)eecnvanesnnenvenssneeas] 157|121 14 2 4 - z & 4 4 9 3 -

Hational Labor Relations

Board (NLRBY. s vaveenavss veeseeres| 361130 1S 75 B2 37 3B W 51 78 107 § 15
Nuclear Regulatory Commlmon (NRC) cevesonn 20 { 10 ~ - 4 - = 1 2 - 1 2 -
Occupational Safaty and Health

Administration (OSHA) .o i visiencernennon 13 5 - 1 1 - 3 - - 2 1 - ~
QOccupstional Safety and Heglth

Review Commission (OSHC) svvsiesvnvianan ) 3 2 - - - 1 & 2 - - - -
Offlcs af Workers Compersation

Progrem (OWCP) vovenvanny. cesessen 50 - - - - 23 2 1 2 112 2 T
Railread Retirement Board (RRRB) crbresmanay 12 1 - - 2 1 1 z 1 2 - - 2
Securities and Exchange

Commistlon {SEC) cwsvvenvassssnnrsonnes 13 3 - =~ 1 1 = 1 2 4 3 - -
UL Tax Court (US Tax Cthenivenveoceoseena] 438 8 8 41 20 29 46 33 41 H 119 3 48
CET® . st evneravernsosvonsscessvaarune 751 22 - 4 6 12 3 3 S 1 7 4 2

* Includes alt {es invalved in less than ten dppeals during the twelve manth period.
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Table S-2
Appeals Disposed of After Oral Hearing

1982 through 1986

Percent

Change

1986/
Circuit 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1985
Total,..... | 8,588 8,461 9,061 9,246 9,893 7.0

District of

Columbia.... 559 463 501 445 338 { -10.6
First v ove e 259 318 371 385 364 -5.5
Second....... 90D 952 988 991 ‘984 ~0.7
Third, cco0eee 514 475 537 600 567 -5.5
Fourth....... 674 584 731 702 869 23.8
Fifth...... . 732 760 816 8417 762 1 -10.0
Sixth........ | 1,031 1,030 1,047 1,180 1,070 -9.3
Seventh .. c.4 687 780 776 T30 845 15.8
Eighth....... 524 476 597 710 654 ~7.9
Ninth,....... | 1,542 1,511 1,415 1,329 1,660 24,9
Tenth ..... . 502 442 546 434 535 23.3
Eleventh ..... 664 670 736 893 1,185 32.7
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Table S~3

Appeals Terminated on the Merits
(Disposed of After Oral Hearing or Submission)

1986
After Oral After Submission
Hearing On Briefs
Percent Percent
of En of En

Circuit Total | Total | Total ([ Banc { Panel {Total { Total |Bane { Panel
Total....../18,189 | 9,893 54.4 71 3,822 |8,306 45.6 19 8,287

Distriet of
Columbia.... 707 398 56.3 1 397 309 43.7 1 308
First covvvvnn 565 364 64.4 1 363 201 35.6 - 201
Second.......|] 1,214 984 81.1 1 933 230 18.9 - 230
Third..s..vssf 1,284 567 44.2 5 552 717 55.8 - 717
Fourth.......| 1,743 869 49,9 6 863 874 50.1 - 874
Fifth........] 2,002 762 36.4 9 753 {1,330 63.6 3 3,321
Sixth........ 1,793 | 1,070 59.7 5 1,065 723 40.3 - 723
Seventh . ..... 1,236 845 68.4 5 840 391 31.6 2 389
Eighth .......| 1,314 654 49.8 9 645 660 50.2 - 660
Ninth........] 2,636 | 1,660 63.0 5 1,655 976 37.0 - 976
Tenth .......[ 1,179 535 45,4 12 523 644 54,6 - 644
Eleventh .....| 2,436 | 1,185 48.6 12 1,173 1,251 51.4 7 1,244
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Table S-4
Total Case Participations in Appeals Terminated on the Merits
{After Oral Hearing or Submission)

1986
Case Participations hy
Resident Active | Resident Senior Visiting b
Circuit Judges | Circuit Judges Judges g:;?::ang

Num-| Per- Num-] Per- Num-| Per- | Visiting
Circuit Total ber |cent* ber {cent* ber |cent* | Judges
Total......|55,467 | 45,370 81.8 5,355 9.7 4,742 8.5 18.2

District of
Columbia.....| 2,138 1,885 88,2 145 6.8 108 5.1 11.8
First....ooev. ] 1,697 1,400 82.5 62 3.7 235 13.8 17.5
Second....... | 3,653 2,645 724 746 20.4 262 7.2 27.6
Third........ | 3,898 3,284  84.2 230 5.9 384 9.9 15.8
Fourth....... | 5,277 4,428 83.9 537 10.2 312 5.9 16.1
Fifth........| 6,488 5,984 92.2 386 5.9 118 1.8 7.8
Sixth........| 5,434 4,084 75.2 708 13.0 642 11.8 24.8
Seventh...... |} 3,757 3,110 82.8 255 6.8 392 10.4 17.2
Eighth ....... | 4,005 3,122 78.0 594 14.8 289 7.2 22.0
Rinth........ | 8,034 6,694 83.3 645 8.0 695 8.7 16.7-
Tenth ....... | 3,611 2,688 74.4 495 13.7 428 11.9 25.6
Eleventh ..... | 7,475 6,046 80.9 552 7.4 877 11.7 19.1

* Percents may not add up to 100.0 due to rounding,.
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Table $-5

Type of Opinion or Order Filed in Appeals
Terminated on the Merits
{After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs)

1986

Type of Opinion or Order

Written,

Total Written, Unsigned,

Terminated Written, Unsigned, Without

Circuit on the Merits Oral Signed Reasoned®* | Comment
Total.......| 18,199 108 7,991 7,953 2,146

District of

Columbia .... 707 245 154 308
First...oev... 565 - 321 243 1
Second. ..., 1,214 7 443 764 -
Thirduweaeees.. 1,284 - 656 64 564
Fourth........ 1,743 - 443 1,298 2
Fifth......... 2,092 - 1,131 903 58
Sixth...ovvan. 1,793 102 474 1,194 23
Seventh....... 1,236 - 762 454 20
Eighth........ 1,314 - 547 525 242
Ninthi..eoosns 2,636 - 1,237 1,316 83
Tenth ....o0a.n 1,179 - 959 32 188
Eleventh ...... 2,436 - 773 1,006 657

¢ Includes only opinions and orders which expound the law as applied to the facts
of the case and detafl the judicial reasons upon which the judgment is based.
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Table S5-6

Appeals Pending by Cireuit and Leéngth of Time
As of June 30, 1986

Length of Time Pending

Greater Than

1to3 | 4to6 | TtoS |10 to12|  One Year
Circuit Total | Months | Months | Months | Months Number]?ercent
Total...... |25,276 | 7,817 5,488 3,952 2,816 | 5,203  20.6
Distriet of
Columbia.... 2,24% 416 345 333 240 908 40,5
First eoeuvven 698 281 205 103 50 59 8.5
Second, v oo ven 820 463 201 80 57 19 2.3
Thitdeeeasves 1,292 534 380 212 87 79 6.1
Fourth..evooo 1,826 7117 424 316 164 205 11,2
Fifthe.oveeeo 2,425 928 564 398 227 308 12.7
Sixth e ev e 2,970 924 685 467 407 487 16.4
Seventh...... 1,663 485 356 290 214 318 i9.1
Bighth ....... 1,214 439 310 209 128 128 10.5
Ninth..eseov. | 5,338 1,292 1,012 804 718 1,515 28.4
Tenth «..vce. 2,165 411 368 328 246 812 37.5
Eleventh ..... 2,623 927 638 412 281 365 13.9
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Table S-7
Appeals Under Submission

More Than Three Months on June 30, 1985 and 1986

1986
Months Under Submission
Over
Circuit 1985 Total 3-6 6-9 9-12 12
Total. . ..o icnennn 902 1,218 774 242 78 124
Courts of Appeals
Pederal . cvevveennenes 9 120 115 5 - -
District of
Columbig..ooneenses 61 100 83 17 4 26
Pirst v e vvvneenenennnn 13 9 8 1 - -~
Second. . .cieicenonnan 18 38 26 10 1 1
Third. s eecenseaasoces 10 10 10 - - -
Fourth..seeeuesenonsne 86 60 45 15 - -
Fiftheeesereanienanas 41 37 35 2 - -
SiIXthesoveeveoenensnns 46 71 50 12 6 3
Seventh.....co00evene 104 144 101 24 5 14
Eighth..enennenennas | 42 71 | 52 15 1 3
Ninth. .. .veveeneecens 197 252 129 75 31 17
Tenth oivenveesnoenss 195 225 90 47 29 59
Eleventh s .ovevvevenee 100 80 60 18 1 1
TECA® (..iveevsensscos 0 1 - 1 - -

¢TECA - Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals
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Civil Cases Filed by Origin

‘Table S-8

1977 through 1986

Re- |Remands Appeals
movals | Prom From
From | Courts Magis-
Total Orig- | State of Re- | Trans- trate
Year Filings inal |Courts | Appeals | opens | fers Juc}gments2
1977 v 130,567 | 116,777 8,209 759 2,743 2,079 -
1978 ..., 138,770 123,659 8,320 636 3,661 2,504 -
1979 ..... | 154,666 )138,080 8,923 707 3,944 3,012 -
1980 ..... | 168,789 ;148,369 10,177 977 4,745 3,521 -
198! ..... | 180,576 |159,172 11,475 936 5,474 3,485 34
1982 ,.... | 206,193 [183,008 13,230 1,192 5,698 2,921 54
1983 ..... | 241,842 [215,212 15,702 1,181 6,315 3,363 69
1984 ,.... | 261,485 {232,727 16,037 1,303 7,872 3,433 113
1985 ..... | 273,670 {242,884 17,439 1,110 8,417 3,728 92
1986 ..... | 254,828 {221,830 19,680 1,184 8,629 3,409 116
Percent
of 1986
Total.... 100.0 87.1 7.7 0.5 3.4 1.3 -

1 Also includes transfers under Title 28 U,S.C. Section 1407,
Initial data collection in 1981.

2
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Taidle 8-9
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND ENFURCEMENT OF JUDGMEMT CASES FILED
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIDD EMDED JUNE 30, 19%6

CIRCUTT
AND STUDENT | VETERAMS'
PISTRICT TOTAL | MEDICARE LOANS BENEFITS JAOTHER
TATAL... 40,824 102 4,637 34,506 1,579
[ SN 104 5 72 20 7
18T... 1,241 6 5 1,123 k14
ME.ouous 243 1 5 19 18
HA ooess 747 3 59 679 6
[ LI 90 - 3 ad 3
RI..usne 147 - 5 139 3
PRecasen 14 2 3 7 2
2ND. .. 581 14 137 338 A2
Clocenes 174 1 24 144 5
WY, K.... 50 5 bd kol &
WY, E.... 135 2 3 127 3
WY,S.... 170 5 90 52 23
HY,H..oeo 47 1 11 31 &
AT 5 - - 4 1
3RD... 683 8 143 473 59
DEeovnas 52 - 3 46 3
Hloovaus 208 2 60 134 12
PA,E.vss 123 6 57 ] 21
PAMH.... 16 - 5 3 3
PA M. . 284 - i 246 20
| £ ST - - - - -
4TH. .. 3,385 4 288 3,425 168
MDuiouus 158 - 100 657
NC,E. v 676 - 22 652 1
NC, M.\ 474 - 16 449 9
HC, Heuue 420 - 15 395
SCuinues 658 - 60 527 71
YAE.... 127 2 40 3% 49
YA, M. .0 445 2 16 07 20
WY, Mo, ae 102 - 4 7 1
HY,5.... 225 - 15 204 &
5TH. .. 6,330 3 677 5,580 130
LAE.... 505 - LX) a1 31
LAM.... 120 - o 75 1
LA ..o 272 - 8 260 4
[T 194 - 19 154 21
MS,S.... 440 - 391 3
LI 1,649 - 432 1,187 30
TX,Eaune 231 - mn 25
TXySeess 1, 446 1 4 1,431 10
T Mo 1,533 2 2 1,524 5
6TH.,. 4,976 18 456 4,037 465
162 - 12 148 2
267 - 23 243 1
1,205 3 140 950 112
481 1 23 449 ]
1,262 7 92 B49 314
&71 3 70 793 5
385 1 52 327 5
203 2 A4 154 3
140 1 - 124 15

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 110.)

109




Table -9
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
RECOYERY DF DVERPAYMENYS AMD ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT CASES FILED
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

CIRCUIT
AKD STUDENT | VETERANS'
DISTRICT TOTAL | MEDICARE LOANS | BENEFITS OTHER
MH... 2,179 5 357 1,676 137
L M., 526 1 241 264 20
1L,Caess 32 1 ’ 14
ILeSeens 72 2 7 A2 21
INH..o. 486 - 18 442 26
IN,S.ue. 630 2 46 568 14
W1,E.... 258 1 20 234 3
HI,H.... 175 2 17 117 P
8TH... 2,429 7 517 2,810 95
AR,E.... 154 - 18 111 25
AR H.oo. 110 - 12 80 12
IA K. 75 - 2 73 1
1A,S.... 144 1 22 120 1
MEyoenns 807 - 298 502 7
MG,E.... 912 2 90 818 12
HO.H.... ani2 2 4 754
T 204 2 14 246 22
ND...... 51 - 3 A2 6
SDeeanes 7 - 14 oh 1
9TH. .. 12,437 15 851 11,445 126
Aecoos 135 - 22 111 2
Aoeeess 726 1 126 595 4
ChRavos 5,086 - 333 4,744 9
CALE.... 35 - 55 37
CA,C.... 2,522 10 29 2,471 12
CAS..us 1,150 1 8 1,054 10
Hleeoou. 167 - 1 148 18
D...... 171 - N 162 -
Ml.oones 156 1 7 129 19
NYeoenrs 308 - 18 285 5
BReovves 525 1 22 A%% &
WA, E.... 226 - 217 -
[T T 1,159 1 135 1,019 4
GUAN. ... 11 - - 11 -
HHL,..., - - - - -
10TH. . 1,730 4 254 1,235 237
COuvuney 262 2 132 120 8
KSevenns 421 - 25 392 3
BMoonuns 329 - 21 293 15
0K, H.... 130 - 12 56 62
OK,E.... 43 - 3 37 3
0K, He o oo 133 - 29 96 8
Ulneeees an 2 25 168 138
) 29 79 - 7 72 -
11TH, . 3,189 9 810 2,29 7%
AL,H.... 633 - 50 562 21
YN 304 - 26 215 3
AL,S.... 145 1 22 120 2
FloBeoo. 268 1 116 136 15
FL M. ... 826 4 142 662 18
FL,S.... 400 2 252 143 3
GA,K.uu 248 - 142 94 12
GA M. ... 195 1 20 172 2
GA,S.... 170 - 40 130 -
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TabW 510
U.5. DISTRICT COURTS
SDCIAL SECURITY CASES COMMENCED
DURING THE TKELYE WMONTH PERIDD ENDED JUKE 30, 1986

cxkcuxr nxrc
DISTRICT TOTAL | HIA BL DYWK 551D RS DTHER
TOTAL... 14,407 | 33% $3 10,778 2,670 463 £7
DCovenss 148 11 - 15 92 29 1
18T... 795 [ 1 59 108 17 4
HEuonoan 65 - - A8 17 1 -
Mhoiinen 152 4 - 73 b4 10 1
veress 56 - - 3 15 3 1
Rliesans 64 - 1 51 10 1 1
PRuvives A57 2 - 450 2 2 1
28D, .. 1,406 53 3 841 432 6% 8
[ PYRTN 133 14 - 2 28 3 3
MY, Heoos 122 24 - 7 27 4 -
HY,E..0s 540 9 2 413 85 23 3
NY,Ss0ne 366 3 1 131 222 ¥ 1
WY, Mooy 182 3 - 109 49 20 1
YTeeasns 28 - - 14 13 1 -
3RD..., 1,201 14 3 78 178 2 -
[+) SR 18 1 - 14 3 - -
Rlicnaan 90 - 1 350 34 5 -
PAE.vas 19 1] 1 210 84 15 -
PAM. .ot 90 3 1 &7 17 2 -
PAMK..ut 384 1 - 37 40 ¢ -
L 7 TN - - - - - - -
1,417 22 3 1,166 192 33 1
245 2 - 174 61 [ -
37 1 - 27 8 1 -
18 1 - 16 - 1 -
&7 - - 42 4 1 -
280 - - 256 17 ¢ 1
91 4 - 62 12 13 -
353 3 - 310 37 1 -
75 - 2 62 10 1 -
273 11 1 217 43 1 -
973 13 - 664 235 55 6
137 1 - 103 26 [ 1
30 - - 15 12 3 -
216 2 - 128 66 10 -
50 - - 31 14 4 i
105 1 - 80 21 3 -
117 4 - 73 26 [ -
100 - - B8 6 3 3
109 2 - 56 36 14 1
T Ravee 109 3 - 74 23 4 -
6TH. e 3,434 23 &7 2,890 37y 56 19
KYyEeuus 469 - 62 342 51 2 12
KY,Keueo 132 2 - 100 9 1 -
BRI Eeuss 1,174 2 2 1,044 101 22 2
HI K. 125 - - 19 2 -
Moo 468 1 1 3% 62 6 2
OK,S.... 483 & 1 437 35 4 2
TReEuyus 214 11 - 159 % 1 -
[ 1 P 109 1 1 76 3 5 1
TNy . oes 60 1 - 21 ¢ -

HIA ALL CLA!HS FOR HEALTH IWSURANCE BEMEFITS (MEDICARE) UMDER TITLE XVIII, PART A, DF THE SDCIAL
SECURITY ACT, AS AKENDED, ALSD INCLUDES CLAINS BY HOSPITALS, SKILLED MURSING FACILITIES,
EYC. FDR CERTIFICATION AS PROVIDERS OF SERVICES UMDER THE PROGRAM, (A2 USC L39SFF, (B)),
BL ALL CLAIMS FOR 'BLACK LUNG' BEMEFITS UNDER TITLE 1V, PART B, OF THE FEDERAL COAL MINE HEALTH

AND SAFETY ACT DF 1%6% (30 USC 923).

DIKC ALL CLAIMS FILED BY INSURED WORKERS FOR DISABXLITY TNSURANCE BEWEFITS UMDER TITLE IT OF
YHE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED; PLUS-ALL CLAIMS FILEL FOR CHILD'S IMSURANCE BENEFITS
BASED D# DISASILITY (42’usc 405 (G)h

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 112.)
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Tabis §-10

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

SOCIAL SECURITY CASES COMMENCED
DURING THE TMELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

CIRCUIT DINC

AHD &
DISTRICT TOTAL | HIA BL DIMK SSID Rs1 | oTHER
TTH... 657 ] 5 457 145 3% 3
IReees 264 3 1 165 81 14 -
IL,Ceuen A7 1 - 35 ¢ 2 3
IL,Seees A4 - - 26 10 - -
TH Menes 95 1 - T 3 ¢ 2
IN,S..es 119 3 4 102 9 1 -
W1 Evres 53 - - 34 17 12 -
WL Hoons 25 - - 8 [ 1 -
2TH. .. 1,040 35 2 719 150 27 7
o 3 - 213 14 2 5
119 26 - 58 32 2 1
50 - 1 59 25 4 1
144 2 - 106 30 ‘ -
121 1 - 88 28 4 -
18 1 1 90 23 2 -
135 1 - 119 13 2 -
al - - 32 y - -
16 - - ¢ 9 1 -
19 1 - 8 ? 3 -
1,615 24 5 1,110 406 62 8
a - - - 2 1 -
23 - - 31 9 3 -
263 3 - 140 101 18 1
288 2 1 156 120 8 1
33 10 2 274 ) 4 2
101 5 - 20 14 1 1
? - 1 5 - 3 -
1 - - kY 1 - -
26 - - 19 7 - -
23 - - 5 10 1 -
158 1 - 118 61 ¢ 2
110 - - 9 12 2 -
1Az 3 1 104 30 3 1
GUAM. ... - - - - - - -
WHl..... - - - - - - -
107H. . 239 2 3 17¢ 49 7 2
1 T 33 - 2 19 11 3 .-
KSouvens 3 - - 3 7 1 -
WHaeinon 54 - - 47 ¢ 1 -
UK Keeen 24 1 - 18 2 1 2
DK, Eeers 27 - - 22 3 2 -
BK,H. ... &6 1 1 21 17 - -
UToeenns ’ - - [ 1 - -
Weveeos 3 - - * 2 1 -
11TH. . 1,482 | 125 1 1,049 264 & 5
AL, A4S - 1 347 5 2 -
AL M.... 102 1 - 81 20 - -
AL,S.... 110 - - T4 a 5 -
FL N.... 0 - - 1 2 1 -
FLyMo... 201 2 - 168 20 10 1
FLySeune 166 | 120 - 15 1 7 3
[ TTION 224 1 - 161 A7 15 -
GhsMowes 120 - - % 20 3 1
GAS.... 64 1 - 40 22 1 -

ALL CLAIWS FILED FOR HIDDNS DR WIDOWERS INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED DN DISABILITY UWDER TITLE
11 OF THE SOCTAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. {42 USC 405 (G)).

ALL CLAINS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME PAYMENTS BASED UPON DISABILITY FILED UWDER
TITLE XVI OF THE SDCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED,

ALL CLAINS FOR RETIREMENT {OLD AGE) AND SURYVIVORS BENEFITS UNDER TITLE 11 DF THE SUCIAL
SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. (42 USC 405 (G)).

OTHER SOCIAL SECURXTY-ALL CLAIMS XOT COVERED 8Y ONE OF THE OTHER CAVEGORLES PRECEDING.
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Yobrte $-13
U.S. DISTRICT. COMTS
PROCUCT LIASILITY. CASES CONMEWCED BY HATURE DF SUIT
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERJDOS ERDED JUNE 30, 1985 AND 198¢

PERSDMAL IMRRY
JME 30, | JME 3, TORTS | PERSONAL
3985 1586 CRMTRACT 10 PROPERTY ROTER

YaTAL TOTAL ACTIDNS Laxe OAMAGE, | ATRLIME MARIHE 1 VEMICLE § ASBESTOS OTHER
13,554 13,595 576 &1 479 ¢ 2 654 5,483 6,031
Lol a3 5 - 3 - = 13 d 62
1,431 > 21 L) 15 3 5 a3 2 324
81 52 - - - - 1 s 26 20
1,214 550 16 4 10 2 3 18 62 2%
71 68 3 1 2 3 - 2 a1 40
48 42 1 - 1 - - [ 1 2
15 a 3 1 2 - 1 5 - 1
(223 L33 43 7 Fi 32 5 » 237 443
184 0 [} 2 10 15 - 3 224 125
T 12 1 1 3 3 - 5 5 84
146 108 . 2 & 3 1 3 2 B2
203 1% 26 1 ’ 1 4 1 4 150
49 53 4 1 2 - - 3 2 4l
12 - - - - - 1 - 11

1,136 1,339 54 14 13 13 a L ks2s

18 xn 2 - b - - & 12

187 150 b4 2 3 2 4 -9 23

34 | el F-] & 3% 7 2 30 318

*” 160 11 3 11 1 - 4 5

115 151 5 5 14 3 1 3 3

Yiieeeon 7 2 - 1 - - 2 -~
aTH... 1,2% 134 30 k] 24 7 3 43 ) 22
Moo 338 324 138 - 2 b3 1 15 186 107
B Ee.se 24 19 2 - - 1 - H [ 4

14 13 1 - 1 - - - [3
22 25 b - - - - 2 1 13
230 212 12 i 10 2 - 1 2] ”
438 108 s 1 3 2 1 4 49 A3
51 n 3 1 1 - 1 z 3 %
24 16 3 - = 1 - 2 3 7
£ 14 3 - 4 - - 1 “ 74
2,754 3,340 74 12 k£ 34 43 116 2,05% 230
280 ki3 18 - 23 b4 16 N 3t 167
23 3 - 1 1 - 3 23 o7
ptal 8 2 10 2 2 8 &2 135
148 T4 3 H A ~ 1 11 23 27
2 903 Ed - 4 5 1 10 T 105
300 35 10 2 5 12 1 b 08 104
262 *%2 E) s 5 2 ] 19 746 174
28 an 12 1 12 3 16 0 100 107
TX Moo s 10 10 - [ - - 16 5 (23
™., 1,779 1,912 72 1 (13 13 3 n 1,034 718
A3 2 by 5 - 1 v - AL
59 95 6 1 7 - - 1 30 40
285 373 1y 2 1% 4 2 16 39 303

kel as 2 1 13 1 - 2 1
195 1,040 11 - 11 4 - 15 903 110
8 140 1n - [ 1 - 4 52 [
108 106 7 2 4 3 - 14 17 59
7 3 - 1 1 - 3 24
24 3n L3 - 3 1 - 3 12

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 114.)
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Tabio §-11

U.S. DISTRICT CUMIS
LIABILITY CASES COMKENCED

BY RATURE OF $UIT

PROCUCT |1
DURING THE TIELYE MONTH PERIODS EMDED JUNE 30, 1385 AMD 1886

PERSDNAL IWamY
emant JAME 30, | XME 30, ToRTS | P

AMD 1985 86 CONTRACY % PROPERTY HOTDR
DISTRICT TATAL T0TAL ACTIONS LAWO OAMAGE | AIRLINE MARTHE | YEHICLE | ASBESTES OTHER
T 454 438 » 4 41 13 4 Ad. L] 412
.o 12 218 15 a 17 * 2 18 [*] L2
LyConas 4 53 1 - 3 3 - 4 3 “
49 1 4 - 2 1 1 4 11 n
5% 42 7 1 3 - - H] - 51
74 112 2 1 12 ) - L] i 8
Ay 33 & - 2 - 1 5 ] »%
n 0 4 - 1 - - 3 3 1%
1,028 1,01 €« T 41 10 2 A% 11¢ v
91 " (] 1 5 ¥ 1 3 33 5
57 81 $ - - 1 - 13 3 n
3 25 1 1 3 - - 2 - 1
34 34 4 1 L] - - L] H 16
470 207 10 2 1 3 1 & - 184
13% pi2 A 2 .4 - - 11 pL 11
22 54 T - 7 4 - 8 - 310
72 ” 4 - 2 1 - 4 30 n
12 1% 4 - 2 - - 1 2 1
n 19 3 - [ - - 1 - L
1,729 1.222 (3] 7 62 41 15 50 45 532
50 42 - - - 1 - 1 - A1
n A3 - 1 3 5 - 5 7 22
158 298 n 2 3 2 1 L4 211 53
78 56 5 - 2 3 1 3 14 2%
434 74 10 2 15 10 4 14 10 149
3 3 1 - - 4 3 - - 13
« Lo 162 1 - & [3 - 1 100 50
b { IR n 26 3 - 3 2 - 2 2 14
sarene 107 54 2 - 5 1 - [] 1 3
L 42 x E] 1 1 2 - 2 1 12
. mn 7 3 1 ¢ 3 2 s 16 7
57 o8 11 - 2 - - = 12 2
n » 4 - ¥ 2 L] ¥ 1 s
by - - - - - - - - -
1 - - - - - - - - -
4%] 530 » 9 n pL1 - n 13 Ll
Y 116 4 2 ¥ 5 - b4 5 82
[ as 12 2 12 2 - 14 5 n
n 5 1 1 ¥ - g | ] - 41
A4 » 4 - 2 1 - b3 - 3
25 22 1 - 2 - - 3 - 1
170 173 5 2 5 3 - 15 2 14
51 45 4 2 Ed 5 - El - »
12 1e - 3 1 - - ] 1 +
m s 56 2 24 ko 5 [3] b b1l
55 1 n - L} 1 - 10 - 40
n 15 3 - - - - - 3 1
35 ¥ 2 - - - 1 1 n 11
2% ks 1 - - 2 - & - Pl
199 m a 1 4 4 2 14 114 4
126 148 18 1 1 21 - 15 4 %
1 146 1 b 3 3 - 15 [3Y %
I (54 3 - 7 L ~ L3 - 2
2 " 2 - 2 - 2 1 (1] 27




Table §~12
Civil Cases Pending by Nature of Suit
As Of June 30, 1982 through 1986

Percent
Charnge
1985
Nature of Suit 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1985
TOtal.overeeravnnessoreass. | 205434 231,820 250,292 254,114 242,177 -4,7
UB.Camessuvvevrrencennaroansas 57,967 69,958 81,526 77,588 57,864 -25.4
Recovery of Overpayments
and Enforcement of
Judgments ciivvvserrannasss 11,531 16,111 18,522 22,417 13,228 -41.0
Other Contraet ovvvevevvscves 3,261 4,069 4,318 5,022 4,993 -0.6
Land Condemnation cvecesesvna 4,344 3,827 2,796 2,247 1,740 -22.6
Other Real Property..scececves 3,526 3,744 4,317 4,307 4,725 9.7
Tort ACtons vosvevesssnonves 4,060 3,995 4,015 3,883 4,070 4.8
Antitrust .. oo vsevneveneveane 55 36 28 29 27 -6.9
Clvil Rights:
Accommodations ceoveeeveen 36 39 39 27 26 =37
EMpPIOYMent e cvossesenass | 1,341 1,381 1,368 1,410 1,585 11.0
Votlng vasivvinnsnnsvnsns 16 12 18 18 15 -16.7
Welfare covevenrveccsonse 57 62 64 65 61 5.2
Other Civil Rights «........ 881 924 942 880 894 1.6
Prisoner Petitions:
Motfons to Vacate
Sentence ...ccveencncane 899 390 1,047 1,063 1,054 0.8
Habeas Corpus cvvevvsonass 937 Tt 1,103 2,540 1,127 -55.6
CivilRights .o i vvvecennnns 634 B48 117 755 682 9.7
Mandamus and Other +...... 225 211 258 211 209 -0.9
Porfeiture and Penaltfes «.ocvven 2,218 2,507 2,745 3,688 2,701 -26.2
Labor SUitS ¢ coversioenbeeaan 1,705 1,411 1,344 1,154 1,123 2,7
Social Security LEWS. s voacsess. 14,757 21,661 29,900 20,302 12,047 -40.7
TaXSUIS s s vusnnnsovanosane 3,344 3,215 3,364 2,964 2,947 ~0.6
Environmental Matters ..., 0u0. 495 620 574 638 649 1.7
Freedom of Information
ACl.veviensinenassnennnns 513 531 539 521 468 -10.2
Al Other U.8. CaseS,veeeveoane 3,132 3,187 3,507 3,411 4,513 1.0
Private Caoes. covevacvavascass (147,467 161,962 168,766 176,526 184,313 4.4
Contract ovyvovevvansoessess | 34,787 38,233 37,684 38,544 40,409 4.8
Real Property c.cceenavavaasre 2,641 2,838 2,602 2,770 3,033 9.5
Pederal Employers' Liabiilty
ACY isneivrsrcnrosoonerais 2,458 2,598 2,423 2,686 3,174 18.2
Motor Vehicle Personal
INUTY sovvesencovnsnnncnns | 6,004 6,101 5,060 8,219 5,390 2.7
Marine Personal Injury +evvevens 6,694 6,473 6,050 5,674 5,271 -T.1
Airplane Personal Injury «vovvnnn 810 848 805 627 648 33
Assault, Libel, and
Slander c.icoarveenrenirensn 940 1,040 1,026 972 868 ~10.7
Medical Malpractice..sevuveess 848 1,239 1,517 1,700 1,714 0.8
Personal Injury Product
LigbIity vveievensnonssesns 13,330 15,468 18,457 21,935 26,043 18,7
Other Personal Injury «osveevans 7,243 8,510 8,959 9,265 9,006 -2.8
Personal Propertyeesoeeescsess | 4,817 4,785 4,463 4,281 4,307 0.6
Antitrust . oo v vcoconssansanee 2,423 2,227 2,001 1,886 1,570 ~16.8
Bankruptcy Appesls ccvaccanann 1,641 1,941 2,833 3,488 3,163 3.3
Civil Rights:
Accommodations «c.ciseneee 273 279 294 268 229 ~14.6
Employment...ovesconaces 9,379 10,801 11,832 10,777 10,853 0.7
Vorng ¢ covevonevssaranae 171 175 249 279 241 -13.6
Wellare s eevovvassnvrsons 271 276 224 195 164 ~15.9
Other Civil Rights c.vauvann 10,281 11,396 12,151 12,229 11,929 -2.5
Interstate Commerte c.eeevesan 821 787 29 686 540 ~6.7
Prisoner Petitions:
Hebeas COTPUS vvav v v vvvas §,909 6,260 5,434 6,569 6,849 4.3
Civil RIghtS s e v evevevae.. {15673 16,922 17,517 18,737 19,502 4.1
"Mandamus and Other ....... 91 101 98 107 127 18.7
Lebor Suits vseveveescacmssen 8,366 9,008 9,637 9,848 10,498 8.6
Copyright, Patent and
Traoemarke:. v ensss 4,223 4,503 5,082 5,140 5,297 3.1
Securities, Commodities and
Exchange . vsvceessaonceas 3,304 3,919 4,505 4,896 5,027 2.7
ANOMthercovvivevenrosvnvony 3,789 4,585 5,605 6,747 7,361 9.1
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Table S$-13

Civil Cases Pending Three Years or More
On June 30, 1985 and 1986

Circuit Pending | Pending Cireuit Pending | Pending
and June 30, | June 30,| Percent and June 30, | June 30, | Percent
District 1985 1986 | Change® District 1985 1986 (Change®
Total.......| 17,958 19,252 7.2 TthCir......| 1,338 1,284 -4.0
DC......onss 143 131 -8.4 L, Noeoanunns 671 629 ~£.3
IL,Cuvrranens 108 75 | -20.2
IstCir. . ....| 2,101 2,297 9.3 IS cvnenenne 50 §9 38.0
I, Neeeennean 202 195 -3.5
ME .......... 159 181 13.8 IN,S covanenns 201 221 10.0
MA . oovvvae ] 1,663 1,864 12.1 WLE esserons 107 95 | -11.2
NH cvivvenens 80 85 6.3 WLW coenenns 1 - -
Rleivecnnenen 34 6 | -82.4
PR tevevncens 165 181 -2.4 SthCir oouus 307 404 31.8
2nd Cire. ... 0| 2,652 3,051 15.0 AR E civennnn 19 19 -
AR, W...ouutn 14 18 28.6
CT vhveveanas 812 848 4.4 IA,Niuvauonn. 10 12 20,0
NY,N....vono 343 431 25.7 TIA)S conennnnn 38 45 18.4
NY,E v ovoarnnn 335 443 32,2 MN s eeroessas 83 95 14.5
NY, S vovunvun 811 920 13.4 MO, E.vuennnn 53 64 20.8
NY, W.eoiaonnn 331 392 18.4 MO, W........ 41 85 | 107.8
Vleireononnaa 20 17 -15.0 NE vevenenons 18 25 38.9
ND svernnnnns 23 3 34.8
Id Cir...... 654 750 14.7 SDuveenenanns 8 10 -
DE ..couvsinn 47 63 34.0 SthCir......{ 3,021 2,890 4.3
NJovevuonrnns 188 295 56.9
PAE oovune. 12 108 -3.6 AK vivnvannnn 83 102 22.9
PA,M.ovuunn, 32 26 | -18.8 AZ ciiiiinnnn 135 141 4.4
PA,W...ohvss 94 148 57.4 CA,N........ 229 212 1.4
Vieeoeioanans 181 110 -39.2 CAE covnenns 237 272 14.8
[o7. W o S 286 1o 8.4
4th Cie......0 1,007 1,126 11.8 CALS covrnnas 105 149 41.9
Hlivevenosnnn 229 306 33,6
MD ....vevnen 315 332 5.4 ID eeeansrneen 61 75 23.0
NC, E ceneaens a3 45 36.4 MT ceeennncan 78 93 19.2
NC, Movoivuen 11 12 9.1 NV tevennnnns 348 181 | -48.1
NC, W.oeryunn 7 13 85,7 OR vevnonnuns 31 17 | -45.2
SCuvvvronnens 26 55 | 1115 WAL E veernnss 78 75 -3.8
VAE cvevenns 197 252 27.9 WA W.ieionnn 277 124 | -55.2
VA, Wooaooon 54 75 38.9 GU cevvnvnnne 841 828 -1.5
WY, N overunns 271 282 4.1 MM everennes 2 5 -
WY, 8 vevnnons 93 60 | -35.5
10th Cir. .. .. 600 719 19.8
SthCir......0 2,934 3,552 21.1
CO trvernnens 133 17 | -12.0
LAJE covvanns 259 216 | -16.6 KSiveevcaonnn 218 251 14,6
LAM.oionen. 114 130 14,0 )13 SR 42 71 69,0
LA, Waoiiannns 97 111 14.4 OK, N covuvann 55 55 -
MS, N tonevnes 42 60 42.9 11 16 45.5
MS, Sivnunenns 542 917 42.8 23 37 80.9
TX, N eeennnns 217 177 1 -18.4 UT vevevennce 108 169 56,5
TXE covennnn 832 326 11,3 WY coveennenn 9 3 -
TR, Sevravanne 524 824 57.3
TE, Woeveeanns 207 191 7.7 11th Cir. ....| 1,091 996 -8.7
§thCir......| 2110 2,052 2.7 ALN ..oueens 33 31 6,1
AL M. iouee, 30 19 | -36,
KY,E........| 298 191 | -35.9 AL, S....ovuns 50 56 12,0
KY, Weesounen 228 254 11.4 PL,N ovvneen. 50 40 | -20.0
MLE...counss 364 394 8.2 250 265 6.0
MLW coonnnen 136 106 | -22.1 460 194 | =57,
OH,N ,iovunse 416 363 | -12.7 GA N covenens 105 a29 | 2133
OH,S vvevanne 352 402 14.2 GA,Muurunnnn 87 58 | -33.3
TNLE civanven 13 10 -23.1 GA,S ~iiaanan 26 4 -84.6
TH, M oivvuens 51 39 | -23.5
TN, Woeiinnnen 252 293 .

* Percent change computed where base is 10 or more.
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Tobie B-14
U.5. DISTRICT COUATS
CIVIL CASES PEADING 3 YEARS DR WMORE, BY BASIS OF MISDXCHN AMO WATURE OF SUIT
{LAMO COMDEMMATIDH USES Elll D)

F AME 30, 1
THKEE YEAR QLD LS. CASES PRIVATE CAZES
CASES  PENOING
KME 30, AME 20, ] FEDERAL | DIVERSITY OF LDCAL
RATUKE OF SUIT 1945 1986 (PLAINTIFF | DEFENDANT [QUESTION | CITIZEMSHIP| XMISOICTION
YATAL CASES. s veerrerorvronscocavensarsarresnssns | 16,731 18,295 %5 1,502 7,644 8,243 101
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTALuureeseersoonsonrasnasone 1,94 2,485 14 69 m 1,979 15
FRSURANC 2 b1V 1 14 3 M2 2
a4 207 - 2 203 - H
LLER &CT 41 a1 - - Al -
umnm: INSTRINENT eieesesisseasiiediantasy 123 13) ¥ 1 1 u -
RECOVENY SF DVERPAYMENTS MO ENFORCEMENT OF NOGENTS 0 i & 2 - ] -
BTHER CONTAACT ACTIORS..reesoeronncrarsorsocansrssses 1,584 1,482 EH 50 1,57 1
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, THTAL.seessssensaennsnnss 330 427 115 78 2 202 1
rom bt ad m 2 - 2 82 4
um um. A’ EIECTHENT . E 27 7 2 - 17 1
YOATS TO LAKD . voussn £ @ 5 N ] -
mzl m.L PROPERTY AETIgUS.. 1o 140 i 70 3 @ 4
TORT ACTIONS, TOTALiivierrronsroaranasonnsnissne 6,057 6,80 12 257 500 6,042 [3)
PERSOMAL INRRY!
PERSONAL THAMY PROOUCT LIABILITY
AIRPLANE po1d 51 - - - 5t -
] 14 a8 - 1 ¢ i3 -
59 w0 - 1 - t 1
3,006 3,858 - 2 3 3,852 -
wl - 2t ] 900 -
21 “ - 16 5 “ 1
284 264 - 1% 208 a2 1
149 - 1 s 119 2
u:wu. um D SLANGER 15 % - . 4 ] 3
FEDERIL’ PLOYERS® LIABILITY ASS 100 145 - - 145 - -
nwxcu, MALPRACTICE s csnranyors 120 159 - 4 - 18 3
bR e s W - [t} 1% (55 24
mmu. rxnrim DAHAG|
et to K TR IN LEKDIHG, 0 ¢ 12 139 1 1 54 n H
umu msum PROPERTY DAMAGE..neors n 155 I 5 121 H
ACTIONS UMDER STATUTES, TOTAL,curioavsonsanarene 7,400 4,41 388 1,177 6,849 -~ 4
ANTLTRUST, Luvanivanssvasebvasaatnseronsssunnssioncnss b 32 2 - 226 - -
BAMKRUPTCY SUITS:
£, w 20 - 1 19 - -
TRANSFER (9188).... 2 17 - i 4 - -
AP (801 }eseisrnssvrrares » 60 4 - 5 - -
MITHORAWAL (28 USC 188)..... - - - - - - -
BAMKS AND BARKI¥G.c0yaranqerrossnsonncasersinnnapatas n » ¢ 4 2 - -
c.mL RIGHTS:
YOTIEG. . suveronsrsnrsaymsorsorrestararoasasnserins 15 14 1 1 bt - -
DPLOYHERT .2 tenernenarvnsesans 1,067 1,188 3] i10 1,029 - -
26 31 1 4 2% - -
4l 38 - . 32 - -
1,127 1,an 17 25 1,109 - -
a2 a4 2 - a2 - -
1 B - 2 ‘ - -
a7 [ % N E - -
{CONTINUED ON PAGE 118))
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Tebis £-14

U,8. OISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL.CASES PEMDING 3 YEARS OR MORE, BY IASXS ﬂF JMISTICTION AMD BATLRE OF SUTT
{LAKD COMDENNATIOH EXCLUDED)

AS OF RME Jo. uu

THREE YEAR OLD U.3. cASES PRIVATE CASES
CASES  PEMOING
antE 30,] awe 30, FEDERAL| DIVERSITY OFf LDCAL
WATURE GF WIT 1985 |~ ses¢ " |pLarwrire | oerewoant [ouEstion| cIvizensuip| amisorcTion
ACTIONS UMDER STATUTLS, CONTIMUED
DEPORTATION. o1 svsvossnnenssansinererersssisnsrsassns [y 1 - 1 - - -
PRLsouEr PETITIONS
WATIONS 10 VACATE SENTENCE. cvveseesrnsncunseses » % - ] - - -
4 COR o 24 - x ™ - -
17 24 - 14 10 - -
1,704 1,384 - a0 1,8M - -
- - - - - - -
it s ” 17 - - - -
Hernreie nmununs.. - 1 1 - - - -
BCCUPATIDNAL SAFETY " ] 1 - - - -
UTHER FORFEITLRE ANO muu.n Sotessl L] 7" 7 - - - -
LABOR LANS
FALL LAGTR STAMARDS LT, 102 “ 4 3 - .
LABDR RELATIONS AT 235 243 y 2 EEY] - .
LaboR rwuc:nznr REPORTING AND 11 B h - 25 - -
RAILWAY LABOR ACT.... 17 1 - - 12 - -
UInER LAOR LIFIGAT DN, ] 25 ad 13 . ey - -
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS!
COPYRIGHT 53 39 - - L - -
FATENT, .. u5 - 2 237 - -
2% 91 - - 3 - -
SEQRITIES, [t 745 F 2 716 - -
b s:cmm LaKS §
WEALTN INSURANCE. 17 » - ] - - -
LING EASES 2 - 1 - - -
DISABILITY THSURARC 1% 142 - w - - -
EMERTAL SE It} s - %) - - -
7 10 - 10 - - -
OTHER, ] 2 - 1 - - -
:mt REAPPORTIOMMENT SUITS. I - - H - -
TSesisisicsone 188 195 54 11 - - a
A rontn MGk ooty 3 - 3 - - -
FREEDON OF INFORSATION ACT . a - ] 4 - -
CONSTITUTIOHALITY OF STATE STATUTES.... 2 % - 1 24 - -
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS.ovevssnsesnrasonrsosovanasnne o o9 s 7y a4 - -
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL.sessianscansnsnnsscsarsanes 51 11 1 1 1 - )
DBESTIC RELATIONSsevuerarenssaenensosnoarnensarsnsns 2 - - - - - -
INSAN, 2 - - - - - -
3 3 - - - - 3
BTHER .4 eeusaenransisnesrantnrnsnnrsaensnsonasoseases “ [ 1 1 1 - 3
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Table S-15
Criminal Defendants Convicted and Not Convicted
1985 and 1986

Percent
Method of Disposition 1985 1986 | Change
Total Defendants ............ | 47,360 50,040 5.6
Total Not Convicted. ......... 8,830 9,300 5.3
Percent of Defendants ....... e 18.6 18.6 -
Dismissed .veueeerocoscacssase 7,484 7,882 5.3
Acquitted by:
Court vovevenecennosonnans 415 461 11.0
JUIY wevicnvvocnvansasns . 931 957 2.8
Total Convieted . .. .......... | 38,530 40,740 5.7
Percent of Defendants .......... 81.4 81.4 -
By Plea of Guilty .o cvuieevueeen. | 33,364 34,927 4.7
Nolo Contendere ......vceusaes 459 521 13.5
ByCourt .oovvene teesssunanne 994 1,139 14.6
ByJury ccvenesninenereasnane 3,713 4,153 11.8
Type sentence:
Fineonly...oovenneneenoane 4,830 4,232 ~12.4
Other «vvveeceeeensrasanns 617 657 6.5
Imprisonment........e000... | 18,679 20,621 10.4
Regular Sentencel | . ....... | 12,910 15,002 16.2
1-12monthS...oveeeenan. t 2,285 2,391 4.6
13-35months « v vveeeevnse 2,886 3,251 12.6
36-59months v..ovvveenne 2,995 3,529 17.8
60 months and over......... 4,744 5,831 22.9
Average Sentence.......... 60.2 64.6 -
Split sentence ...vicennann 4,084 4,399 7.7
Indeterminate ......c0000 1,494 1,200 -19.7
YCAor YOZ ... ......... 191 20 | -89.5
Probation.....ccvvuueane. . | 14,404 15,230 5.7
Term (Months)
1-12 iiiiiiinsnrnnns 3,158 3,381 7.1
13-24. .00 iiiiiinnnnes 2,615 2,632 0.6
P R 4,155 4,264 2.6
37andover «..vovvunene 4,476 4,953 10.6
Average Term .......... 35.2 35.5 -
% Includes Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act sentences.

Youth Corrections Act and Youth Offenders. (Repealed
Pub. L. 98473, effective 10-12-84).
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Table §-16

U.S. Distriet Courts

Status of Criminal Defendants with Cases Pending on June 30, 1982 through 1986

Percent
Change
‘ 1986/
Status 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1985
TOMl. v o nerecranrnanonsonnsvonansenss |24,032 26528 28951 32,620 36,314 | 11.3
Hon-Triable
Non-Trisble defendants - Totadl ., .., ... cvuun.es 10,648 11,386 12,471 13,579 14,145 4.2
Percent of total pending + v ecvesvvenvenannues 44.3 42.8 43.0 41.6 38.9 -
Fugitive defendants - never arrested, summooned
and/or ArTaigned, s s e v e iecavsanneronnas 9,745 10,395 11,538 12,131 13,180 8.6
ORI L vt vinrsssuresosocnrrunnanans 904 961 933 1,448 965 {-33.3
Triable Defendants
Triable defendants - Total. e ccveeseconnnranenes 9,623 11,328 12,197 13,865 16,247 | 17.1
Percent of total pending « oo evsricroarananns 40.0 43.0 421 42.5 44.7 -
Defendants Tried
Defendants tried = Total .. ..veereiennnnennnns 3,760 3,844 4,283 5,176 5,922 | 144
Percent of total pending - cvevvvessnanesaansn 15.6 14.5 14,8 15.9 16.3 -
Pugitives efter trisl or guilty plea
and before sentencing . e o vocneerenisnvenacss 390 419 459 551 650 | 18.0
Defendants awaiting sentence oo vvenvnncesinee 3,221 3,325 3,752 4,560 5,272 1 18.6

1 includes defendants who are mentally incompetent and dismissals by the U.S. Attorney:
Includes defendents who were not classified under an excludable delay status eategory

and delays under Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3161(H),

Includes defendants whose prosecutions were deferred or sentenced under 21:844(bX1).
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Table §-17
Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were Dismissed
Pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a) in 1985 and 1986

1985 1986

First Second First Second

Interval Interval Interval Interval
District w/P w/0 W/P w/0 w/P WwW/0 w/P w/0
New York, Western.s..cconeess - - - ~ - - - 1
Florida, Southern ...... ceanes - - 3 6 - - 3 6
Iowa, Northern..... sensen .o - - - 2 - - - i
Texas, Northern . ......... oo - - - - - 1 - -
West Virginia, Southern........ - - - 1 - - - 1
Washington, Western.....coc e - - - - - - 1 -

W/O - Without Prejudice
W/P - With Prejudice




Table S-18

Defendant Terminations within Trial Intervals One or Two
: 1984 through 1986
Intervals 1984%* 1985 1986
First Interval:
Total Defendants ceeveevenoas 13,508 14,138 17,198
Defendants Indicted in 30 Net
Days or Less Following
AITest v e vv coecensscavnas 13,080 13,687 16,664
Percentof Total: e e e vevnuoans 96.8 96.8 96.9
Second Interval:
Total Defendants v ccevvecevons 42,661 44,900 47,192
Defendants Tried in 70 Net
Days or Less Following
Indictment « e o csnssscsvaaa 41,249 43,254 45,243
Percent of Totale e e ceeenecans 96.7 96.3 95.9

*Corrected totals




Trials Completed in District Courts
1976 through 1986

Table S-19

Civil Criminal
Total Non- Non-

Year Trials | Total | jury Jury | Total | jury Jury
1976 ...} 18,580 {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 ... {15,825 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 | 14,758 {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
1984 ... [ 20,830 {14,374 9,037 5,337 | 6,456 | 2,823 3,633
1985 ... | 20,729 ;14,254 | 8,817 5,437 | 6,475 | 2,778 3,697
1986 ... [20,242 {13,276 | 8,054 5,222 | 6,966 | 3,066 3,900
Percent Change

1986 over
1985 ... | ~2.3 -6.9 -8.7 -4.0 7.6 10.4 5.5
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Table S-20
District Judges Reporting on Cases and Motions
Held Under Advisement Over 60 Days on June 30, 1986

Judges Cases and Motions
With
Cases Total 60 Days |6 Months
Total Over Over to to Over
Circuit Reporting |60 Days | 60 Days | 6 Months | 1 Year 1 Year
Total..... 658 309 3,038 1,640 868 528
District of
Columbia . .. 18 11 39 16 10 13
First o oo 28 16 111 64 25 22
Second..cevnns 64 38 298 178 86 a5
Third. e vveees 63 28 174 107 50 17
Fourth. .vevvvn 55 22 160 48 61 51
Fifth..v.o0uns 71 31 446 209 129 108
Sixth e neneaose 64 36 665 360 210 95
Seventh. ..., 47 29 398 229 90 79
Eighth...ocve 56 20 92 69 17 6
Ninth, o v eeeees 96 34 180 102 51 27
Tenth +covcann 35 14 83 71 9 3
Eleventh . ..., 61 30 389 187 130 72

124




sl

Table S-21

Weighted and Unweighted Filings*Per Authorized
District Judgeship
1982 through 1986

Case Filings

1982 {1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986

Authorized Judgeships ...... 511 511 511 571 571
Total Weighted. . .......... 417 473 496 453 @ 461
Civil v eev e i i ivien i 370 420 443 401 408
Criminal .............. 47 53 53 52 53
Totsl Unweighted. ......... 442 517 555 521 491
Civil cevneiiiiiennnenn 401 472 510 478 445
Criminal ......c.0000... 41 45 45 43 46

*Criminal filings include only felonies and exclude transfers. The
territorial courts of Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, and the

Virgin Islands are excluded.




9el

Table 5-22

Three-Judge Distriet Court Hearings By Neture of Suit

1982 Through 1986

Nature of Suit 1982 {1983 1984 § 1985 § 1986
Total. ... v eenanencesnssensanreesst B2 27 35 10 18
Reapportionment .. ..c.oiivinrescaecnssaas] 42 9 17 2 1
CivilRIghts . .. s et ettt s et esneesnreass] 18 16 16 8 14
Discrimination . ... ...00. . caeenssennos - 1 1 - -
Education ......averesavevcsosnnrsnss 1 - - - -
Employment. . ....cceceesansssoncnsnsns 1 - - - -
Mentalpatients ........civvetceecncnss 1 - - - -
Penal code and prisoner petitions........... 1 1 - - -
Voting and election 1aws . ...cuicvesavaaaa) 14 14 15 8 14
Constitutionality of other state
statutes. . i ii it ittt e et n s 1 - - - -
AL Other.....iiveeentncnnrenenssnnns 1 2 2 - 3

* Two cases were considered on briefs without hearing in 1986.



Table S-23
Passport Applications and
Petitions for Naturalization
1970, and 1980 through 1986

Pass- Petit-
port ions
Applica- for Aliens
tions Natural- | Natural~-
Year Processed* ization ized
1970 ... | 473,270 94,660 89,025

1980 ...| 23,803 150,646 133,721
1981 ... | 18,650 145,339 161,177

1982 ...| 15,018 158,146 141,252
1983 ...| 11,800 172,877 166,121
1984 ...| 9,603 218,616 171,750
1985 ...| 2,584 279,781 236,099
1986 ...| 1,996 293,252 252,679

Excludes passports processed by regional U.S.
passport offices, U.S. post offices, and state
courts.
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Table 524

Cumulative Summary of Actions Subjected to

Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407 Proceedings
1968 through 1986

Adjusted
As of As of
July 1, June 30,
Actions 1985 1986 1986
Transferred v ccoevvecococoses 9,107 351 9,458
Originally Filed in Transferee
Districts vovecessnnovasase 5,382 1886 5,568
Total Subjected to Section 1407
Proceedings o ceenvoasesrase | 14,489 537 15,026
Terminated by Transferee Courts or
Remanded by the Panel....... [(12,457)% (1,202) (13,659)*=
Total Presently Pending and
Subjected to Section 1407
Proceedings « v ecevrasonns 2,032* - 1,367

*  Adjusted to reflect reopening of one docket.

*2 Includes a total of 2,597 actions which have been remanded by the
Panel and 159 actions re-assigned to transferor judges within the

transferee districts.
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Table $-25
Cazes Traniferred By Order Of The Judictal Panel On Multidistriet Litigation
1886 And Cumulative From September 1968

11 Montha Ended Curnulative 12 Montin Ended Cumulative
June 30, 1986 1928-1906 June 38, 1988 1968-1586
Total Total
Ciecuit Pending In Clreuit Pending In
[ o Out of fnto Outof | Tramefecee and 1) Out of nto Out of | Trarwferee
Diéatriet District | Distiet | District | District | District Distriet District Distriet | District
Potadessasssf IS 351 9,458 9,458 1,387 ThCKeeauss ] $2 513 m 45
DC ssesaneen ki 1 1,847 102 119 L 10 as 822 29
- [] - 30 -
g Cir, 4eune 17 30 180 338 50 - - - 12 -
- 1 - 47 -
- - - 10 - - - 9% 43 18
17 13 e 29 50 - 13 E} 16 -
- - 27 5 - - H - n -
. - - - 5 -
PR vecvonnae - 2 19 27 - N 16 214 180 33
B Clreesies 57 8¢ 1,511 1,258 m - 1 - 12 -
- 1 - 19 -
CT arvenvens 4 1 45 kil s - - 3 n -
WL N covesnn - - 2 $9 - - - 5 2 -
RY, B icease 1 18 761 20t 46 - 7 48 452 -
NY8 assnnas §1 H 713 806 218 - 3 14 55 -
NY, Waroruon ~ 1 - 83 - u 2 184 8 3
varearersa - 1 - 52 - - 2 - 4 -
- - - b 13 -
NACK. cvvvs 28 42 M 855 118 - - - 9 -
DE vavesanns - k) 17 n 16 23 53 1,139 2,150 168
Hlieovesaons - 10 88 202 8
PAE yeuvens| 2 19 650 407 19 - - - S5 -
PAM coinsnn T (] 17 " 1 - 1 14 1% -
PALW ivvvenn - 5 2 133 7 1 n mn 587 32
Vleeeowannns - - - (] - - - 10 140 -
§ k) 418 805 53
EOCK . 4 7 221 462 L1 7 1 29 3 47
- - 4 % -
MD sonsvenes - 4 {1 138 2 - - 2 33 -
NG E evrvrne - - - 26 - 3 5 3 20 -
- 1 3 490 - 1 1 124 4aq H
- - L} 29 2 - - [ 82 -
- - - 72 - - 1 - 30 -
4 1 33 ] L] 3 4 208 119 27
- - - 17 - - - - 1 -
- - 1 3 - - - - - -
- 1 47 40 -
WthChew oy oo 13 7 1,374 4t 123
WhCk.,oaen 41 38 451 L1} 148
CO sevveannn n - 3 15% 28
LAE chevens 1 2 226 133 3 K3yeananrene - 5 1,136 " M
LAM connner - - 5 45 - BM sovinaan - - 1 42 -
LA covners - 1 9 82 H OK N eyanaes - - 13 30 25
MS, H .evunss - - - 16 - OK E vivunre - - 7 10 -
MS, Seiunaias - - - L2 - - 1 119 83 n
TE N ceeansne 40 9 98 145 a6 . - 1 7 91 3
TEE covaces - 4 1 110 . WY covenenne - - - $ -
TX1Seveireas - 1% 104 206 H .
T, Wavacans - § 3 79 1 thCle. vens 1 47 177 575 22
BhClrieesea} 100 12 0L 850 181 ALN coovian - 1 n 103 -
AlyM iipoans - - - 1 -
KY6E vavvene - - 5 50 - AL, Seqiiyeen - 3 1 24 -
KY, Woecoauns 35 - 35 45 [ PLy K ooovens - - - 15 -
MLUE.iviners 2 2 49 S s PLiM caavees 1 1 3 95 -4
. cesnere - - 2 “ 4 PLySvsronare - 3 107 198 1
O, N yainine 58 3 99 150 8 GA N soovane - 2 » 89 1
OH,8 sivsann 5 3 5% 170 25 GA, M .. . - - - 8 -
THE cvvanne - 1 2 19 - GA S svivann - - - k1 -
TNy M csvnvnn - 1 3 2% -
TH W seneves - 1 8 42 -
e
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Table S-26
Misdemeanor Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrates 1982 through 1986

Offenses 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986

Total..ovcvennvenencas .o | 86,725 93,513 84,475 80,757 92,269

Misdemeanors other than
Petty Offenses , .. ....... | 13,589 14,504 11,276 13,779 12,298

Traffic vouesonnn Cetrereean 7,345 7,739 6,104 7,819 7,237
Theft..... e eeiereaneeaas 1,730 1,762 1,477 1,854 1,457
FOOA/DIUE « v nvvrvennnes veo | 1,496 1,855 1,086 851 1,209
Praud oovveesvonnoronnnees 747 948 876 857 1,093
OthEl eveervenvennneennns 2,271 2,200 1,733 2,298 1,302

Petty Offenses . ......v.... | 73,136 79,009 73,199 76,978 79,971

TYAIHIC oevvesnensvononnnsss | 48,504 53,535 48,906 52,630 52,011
IMmigration. s ceveeoaacsass | 8,857 9,094 10,720 9,686 12,501
Hunting/Rishing/Camping +ve... | 4,271 4,278 3,283 3,369 3,444
Mai .

Bil teeervarnsnacnsssncns 414 350 284 192 231
Drunk/Disorderly e ceseaeess ‘e 2,417 3,255 2,610 2,451 3,321
Food/Drug «cvveeviee cessann 1,091 971 782 733 860
Other vivvvvsvrenvesnncans 6,582 7,522 6,614 7,917 7,603

Table S-27

Districts with the Highest Number of Misdemeanors
Disposed of by Magistrates
1986

Districts Total | Traffic Immigration | Other
Virginia, Eastern ......rvov... | 9,125 | 7,597 - 1,528
California, Southern . ... v e v e ve. 7,967 1,056 6,285 626
Texas, Western. o oo oveennnnenn 7,139 3,233 3,296 610
Maryland . ooveeevannsanneas | 6,824 | 6,174 - 650
Kentucky, Western .. .oveansves 4,527 3,921 7 599
Washington, Western. «c.oecvee. 3,849 2,857 3 989
Hawail.oooenevnoreacanannns 3,758 3,371 - 387
Oklahoma, Western, .o covvvaes. 3,561 3,339 - 222
North Carolina, Eastern ........ 3,414 2,662 - 752
California, Northern....vveues. 2,665 1,573 - 992
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Table 5-28

Probationers Received from Judges by Length of Term
and from U.S. Magistrates (Totals Only) 1982 ~ 1986

Probationers Received from Judges U.S.

Mag.

37 Cases

1-12 13-24 25~36 Months Received

Year Total Months Months Months & More (ALL)

1982 ...... 12,616 1,032 2,707 4,585 4,292 6,455

1983 ...... 13,410 900 2,674 5,021 4,815 7,280

1984 ...... 13,344 851 2,489 4,658 5,346 7,582

1985 ...... 13,723 903 2,269 4,739 5,812 7,662

1986 ...... 14,266 677 2,189 4,900 6,500 8,590
Percent Change 1986

Over 1985 4.0 -25.0 -3.5 3.4 11.8 12.1
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Table 5-29

Persons Removed from Each Type of Supervision for Violation

1982 ~ 1988
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

No. T Rate No. l Rate No. TRate No. l&ate No. l Rate
Tota&l.r o ooenenne 5,358 18.6 {5,044 18.5 15,269 18.8 }5,863 20.2 16,321 20.5
Judge Probation . ....... 2,031 16.8 1,913 17.2 11,757 15.9 12,035 17.7 2,154 17.8

U.S. Magistrate
Probation...cacaacan 842 16.2 871 15.3 880 14.0 999 15.2 |1,156 16.7
Pretrial Diversion. ...... 81 4.1 72 3.7 70 3.4 91 4.4 55 2.6
Federal Parole c o oon v 1,829 30.0 |1,600 31.1 1,934 36.7 12,038 38.1 }2,086 377
Mandatory Release...... 268 15.3 294 16.9 276 14.5 308 14.3 385 15.3
Military Parole......... 9 3.3 12 5.1 14 5.5 13 5.5 10 4.5
Special Parole «.... . 298 19.7 282 20.9 338 27.0 379 31.6 475 33.5
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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 1981 through 1985

Remaining on Dockets N

In
Origi- Forma
Cases Total nal Paid Pauperis
1981
Caseson Docket....ovvivn 5,311 22 2,935 2,354
Disposedof ...vievuivinn 4,433 6 2,390 2,037
Remaining on Dockets ..... 878 16 545 317
1982
Cases on Docket.......... 5,079 17 2,710 2,352
Disposedof ..o vvovvnsn 4,201 3 2,190 2,008
Remaining on Dockets ..... 878 14 520 344
1983
Cases on Docket....vv0uue 5,100 18 2,688 2,394
Disposedof ccvevinenvans 4,140 7 2,148 1,985
Remaining on Dockets ..... 960 11 540 409
1984
Cases on Docket. teeeee 5,006 15 2,575 2,416
Disposedof .vivivvenenn. 4,261 8 2,175 2,078
Remaining on Dockets ..... 745 7 400 338
1985
Cases on Docket. e 5,158 10 2,571 2,577
Disposedof ..ivovveenenn 4,275 2 2,005 2,178
883 8 476 399

October Terms

Cases

1981

[1982 l 1983 |1984 I 1985

Argued during term ..........
Disposed of by full

OpPINIONS s . v v vt i et nnannns
Disposed of by per

curiam opinions ... .00 h .
Set for re-argument .......c...
Granted review this

L= o £ 1 O
Reviewed and decided

without oral argument ......
Total to be available

for argument at outset

of following term .. .. v v vt

183
174
6
3
179

135

113

184 175
174 159
6 11

4 5
149 185
86 82
80 87

171
161

10
1

187

103

101

135
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TABLE B.

U.5. COURTS OF APPEALS

APPEALS CDMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PERDING, BY CIRCUIT
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIGDS EMDING JUNE 30, 1985 AND 1986

FILINGS TERHINATIONS PEHDIRG
PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
CIRCUIT 1985 1986 CHANGE 1985 1986 CHANGE 1985 1986 CHANGE
TOTAL......0 33,360 34,292 2.8 31,387 33,774 7.6 24,758 25,276 2.1
DISTRICT OF COLUNBIA. 2,114 1,871 -11.5 1,346 1,638 21.7 2,009 2,242 11.6
FIRST.caivunacnsanness 1,051 1,186 12.8 1,146 874 -15.0 486 698 43.6
SECOND...covevsvnsoas 2,844 2,932 3.1 2,958 2,954 -.1 842 320 -2.6
THIRD. .covecennarones 2,499 2,468 -1.2 2,629 2,506 -4.7 1,330 1,292 ~-2.9
FOURTH. covavenncranne 2,747 2,799 1.9 2,487 2,949 18.¢6 2,976 1,826 7.6
FIFTH. i tveveniennanns 3,456 3,837 11.0 3,432 3,904 13.8 2,492 2,425 -2.7
SIXTH.vveeoennnacsane 3,176 3,618 13.9 3,181 3,33 5.0 2,691 2,970 10.4
SEVENTH..covneceranas 2,365 2,218 .6 2,259 2,366 4.7 1,751 1,663 -5.0
EIGHTH...coevnvevnnnn 2,018 2,053 1.7 1,887 1,876 4.7 1,137 1,214 6.8
NINTH....cotvnnanenan 5,303 5,251 -.2 4,535 5,112 12.7 5,159 5,338 3.5
TERTH. covevnncaresns 1,964 2,030 3.4 1,756 1,857 5.8 1,992 2,165 8.7
ELEVENTH......vovvens 3,923 3,929 .2 3,771 4,199 11.3 2,893 2,623 -9.3
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TABLE B~1.

U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

CASES COMMENCED, TERMIWATED, AND PENDIKG, BY CIRCUIT,

DURING THE TWELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUME 30, 1986

ey

CASES TERMIMATED

PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS
TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS
CASES
COKMENCED CASES
CASES DISPOSED AFTER CASES

CIRCULT AKD PEHDING OF BY AFTER SUB- | PENDING
NATURE OF JULy 1 DRIG-| REIN- CONSOL- BY 8Y GRAL MISSION | JUME 30

PROCEEDING 1985 | TOTAL | INAL |STATED=| TOTAL| IDATION | TOTAL | JUDGE | STAFF| TOTAL | REARING|ON BRIEFS| 1986
ALL CIRCUITS....ceaus 24,758 (34,292 33,938 354 | 33,774 2,848 {12,727 | 4,8171 7,910( 18,199 9,893 8,306/ 25,276
CRIHINAL....von.s 4,10371 5,134 | 5,081 53 5,134 471 | 1,123 A26. 697 3,540 2,377 1,163 4,103
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 908 1,569 ! 1,542 27 1,543 65 633 251 382 845 144 701 934
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 3,777 4,846 4,791 55 4,992 470 | 1,842 5821 1,260} 2,680 1 1,462 1,218; 3,631
PRIV. PRISDNER PETITIORS 2,985| 5,423 | 5,355 68 5,313 108 | 2,705} 1,679} 1,026| 2,500 623 1,877 3.095
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 9,007 {12,453 12,339 114 § 11,963 1,159 | 4,652 | 1,259 3,393 6,152 4,045 2,107} 9,497
BANKRUPTCY.c.vhvoonenane 689 977 973 4 944 61 418 153 265 465 314 151 122
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 3,163 3,187 | 3,154 33 3,235 508 | 1,266 A17 849] 1,461 900 5611 3,115
ORIGIKAL PROCEEDINGS.... 126 703 703 - 650 [3 88 50 38 556 28 528 179
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 2,609 | 1,871} 1,870 1 1,638 360 511 134 437 707 398 309 2,242
CRIMINAL......0es. 58 92 91 1 66 5 22 7 15 39 22 17 84
U. S. PRISDRER FETITIGHS 21 72 72 - 49 - 16 11 5 33 3 30 &4
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 596 475 475 - 584 220 151 33 118 213 114 99 487
PRIV. PRISOMER PETITIONS 27 29 29 - 28 - 10 3 7 18 1 p4 28
DTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 356 265 265 - 279 29 36 32 64 154 81 73 342
BARKRUPTCY svcvevcanonnne 16 10 10 - 10 3 1 1 - [3 4 2 16
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 921 896 896 - 597 103 272 46 226 222 170 52| 1,220
DRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 14 32 32 - 25 - 3 1 2 22 3 19 a
FIRST CIRCUIT........ 486 1,186 {1,172 14 974 42 367 107 260 565 364 201 698
CRIMINAL......... 132 224 220 % 166 20 47 11 35 29 89 10 190
U. 5. PRISONER PETITIDNS 6 6 6 - 11 - 4 4 - 7 1 [ 1
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 64 247 247 - 170 3 62 18 &4 165 40 65 141
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 26 62 61 1 67 - 35 18 17 32 15 i7 23
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 209 551 545 6 466 18 192 44 148 256 187 69 294
BANKRUPTCY . cvevanvanoone 21 23 23 - 30 - 3 1 5 24 12 12 14
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 27 55 52 3 &7 1 20 11 2 26 19 7 35
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 1 18 18 - 37 - 1 - 1 16 1 15 2




6€1

TABLE 8-1. U.5. COURTS OF APPEALS
CASES COMMEMCED, TERMINATED, AMD PEXDING, BY CIRCUIT,
DURIRG THE THELYE XOWTH PERICO EXDED JUNE 20, 19%¢

] CASES TERMIMATED
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS
TERMINATIONS DN THE KERITS
CASES
COMMENCED CASES

CASES DISPOSED AFTER | CASES
CIRCUIT AND . PENDING oF BY AFTER SUB- | PENDING
WATURE OF JULY 1 ORIG-] REIN- CONSDL- By | 8y BRAL | WISSION | JUNE 30

PROCEEDING 1585 | TOTAL | INAL |STATEDs| TOTAL| IDATIGN | TOTAL | RIDGE| STAFF| TOTAL | HEARING|ON BRIEFS| 1986
SECOND CIRCUIT....... 842 {2,932 {2,803 | 129 | 2,954 260 | 1,500 | 284] 1,216 1,314 984 230[ 820
CRIMINAL .+ o vveenneennnss 196 | 5791 569 10 553 55 1 113 10| 103] 385 329 56| 222
. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 6| ‘8so] 73 7 94 2 Y3 1 3 46 26 20 22
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 106 404] 280 24 405 28 | 247 50| 197] 130 117 13 105
PRIY. PRISOHER PETITIONS 131] 3820 347 35 351 61 247 136! 111] 108 65 3] 152
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 293 {1,155 | 1,109 ] 1,191 125 | 646 8] 598] 420 262 sa| 257
BANKRUPTCY « s e vvvcae s 2217795 | 7" os 1 a 2 50 15| 45 30 23 7 25
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. @) 2] 198 3 215 22 | 127 %] 113 66 0 H 3
BRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. ... 01 38| 38 - 43 - 14 -l s 29 2 27 3
THIRD CIRCUIT.en..... 1,330 | 2,468 | 2,438 30| 2,506 148 [ 1,074 | 509| 565] 1,284 567 717] 1,292
CRIMINAL sevsvmnnnennnens 237 | 296 | 294 2 a1 32 57 27| 40 241 107 134 192
\. S. PRISDNER PETITIONS w127 124 3 117 2 65 27 3 50 4 s 54
OTHER U. S, CIVIL....... 228 351 343 P 392 26 | 146 811 85| 222 110 112 187
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 139] %48 | 445 3 %40 61 326| 226! 100! 108 77 a1l 147
DTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 53.| 969 961 8 57 66 | 364 116| 248| 529 263 266| 546
BARKRUPTCY - 4o eevvennnnn 281 65| 64 1 53 2 25 3 19 26 14 12 40
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 118 | 184{ 179 5 182 16 78 | 38 %0 w8 120
DRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. ... 2] ‘281 ‘z8 z 24 1 3 2 1 20 2 18 6
FOURTH CIRCUIT....... 1,976 | 2,799 | 2,795 &1 2,949 223 | saz| s3] as0| 1,742 869 a74] 1,826
CRIMIRAL. e o erevvnnenen a81| 404 403 1 452 107 63 7| 56| 282 226 56| 333
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 66| 139 139 - 137 14 21 12 3| 102 10 32 a8
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 199} 306 | 306 - 296 2 64 13| 51| 210 139 71l 209
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 92| 7651 7es - 900 3 %5 | 326| 39| 50 s s6s| 357
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... cis| 819 | 877 2 839 127 | 268 55| 213l sk as7 127 3%
BANKRUPTCY -+« «cav e vsnnr 2] 8| .86 < 21 6 35 0| "z 0 30 10 #7
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 165! 1351 194 1 174 16 83 ] 5 95 56 9 167
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... s 28| 28 - 20 1 4 2 2 15 - 15 3
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ABLE B~1.

¥ U.5. COURTS OF APPEALS
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PEMDING, BY CIRCUIT,
DURING THE THMELVE HOMTH PERIDD ENDED JUHE 30, 1586

CASES TERMINATED
PROCEDURAL TERHINATIONS
TERMINATIONS OH THE MERITS
CASES
COFHERCED CASES
CASES 0ISPOSED AFTER TASES
CIRCUIT AND PERDING OF 8Y AFTER SUB- {PENDING
KATURE OF JULY 1 ORIG~! REIN~ CONSOL- BY 8Y ORAL MISSIOH [JUNE 30

PROCEEDING 1985 | TOTAL | TMAL {STATEDe! TOTAL| IDATION | VOTAL| JUDGE] STAFF| TOTAL |HEARING ON BRIEFS| 1986

FIFTH CIRCUIT........ 2,492} 3,837 | 3,777 60 3,904 583 | 1,269 404 865 2,092 762 1,330F 2,425
CRIMIMAL . .acvues 251 £01 494 7 411 48 77 15 62 286 104 152 341
U. S. PRISONER PFI’IT!DNS 38 84 83 1 77 2 32 4 28 42 3 40 A5
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 223 317 309 £ 33 37 81 7 Tag 213 77 136 209
PRIV. PRISOMER PETITIOHS 321 766 761 5 714 359 227 ir2¢ 305 48 258 373
DTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,275 1,681 1,649 32 1,737 217 475, 80 395} 985 462 523 1,219
BAKKRUPTCY 111 110 1 38 29 4 251 52 21 31 62
AD"I“ISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 340 272 266 [3 447 163 169 67 1021 115 b 71 165
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 5 105 105 - 99 - 7 ; - 7 % 92 3 44 13

SIXTH CIRCUIT.eonewvas 2,691 3,618 3,569 49 3,339 215 | 1,331} 476 3551 1,793 1,070 23] 2,970
CRIMINAL vevevreenn 333 396 386 10 312 2% 103 ; 29 T4 240 208 32 57
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 115 176 172 4 i77 10 57 16 41 110 17 33 114
OTHER U. §. CIVIL 435 397 588 4 521 25 177 4 131 319 169 150, 511
PRIV, PR!SONER PETITI ONS 461+ 779 770 9 668 16 285 168 117 367 120 247 572
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,015) 1,289 1,277 12 1,209 102 542 145 97 565 446 119 1,095
BANKRUPTCY ..., 71 80 80 - 26 5 51 15 36 30 - 29 1; &5
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 246 268 263 5 264 F2] pLy 54 55 127 80 47 250
ORIGINAL PROCEEDIKGS.... 15 a3 32 ~ 42 - T 3 4 5 1] 34 [

SEVENTH CIRCUIT...... 1,751} 2,2181 2,256 22 2,366 182 ° 248 4700 A78] 1,236 345 ¢ 391] 1,663

7
CRIMIHAL. cevcovnve 324 310 309 1 71 58! as 29 &0 224 - 180 Lad 263
4. S, PRISOKER PETITIm(S 126 214 207 7 10 73 123 % 48 80 - 26 54 130
QTHER U. S, CIVIL....... 179 216 214 2 235 6 26 36 50 143 &8 55 160
PRIV. PRISDKER PETITIDNS 241 328 319 9 321 12 180 117 63 129 ki 52 248
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 620 939 938 1 833 K 3A1; 141 200 477 358 119 666
BARKRUPTCYvasoneose 12 T4 T4 - 89 2 281 15 13 £9 45 14 s7
AU‘(INISTRATIVE APFEALS- . 186 174 172 2 226 21 101. 51 44 104 70 34 134&
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... t 3 23 3 - 21 1 - - - 20 1 19 5
: ]

EIGHTH CIRCUIT. ., suv0s: 1,137 2,053} 2,053 - 1,976 138 524 188 3367 1,314 654 660} 1,214
CRIKINAL. . vovsosnen f 178 269 269 - 241 7 34 9 25 180 124 56 206
U. S. PRISONER PETITIDHS 41 129 129 - 127 - 36 11 5 111 9 102 43
DTHER U. S. CIVIL..,.... 196 ac9 309 - 307 19 85 21 64 203 102 102 198
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS 146 339 389 - 3%0 10 104 81 23 276 0 206 145
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL,.... AT4 146 TAb - 08 ks 222 50 172 409 283 126 512
BANKRUPTCY vevansaanve 37 67 67 - 62 4 25 8 17, 33 24 9 42
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 59 96 96 - 98 1 35 5 30 62 35 27 57
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... [ A8 48 - 43 - 3 3 - 40 7 33 11
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TABLE B~1.

U.S. COURTS DF APPEALS

CASES COMMEWCED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING, BY CIRCUIT,
DURING THE TMELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUKE 30, 1936

CASES TERHIRKTED™

PROCEDURAL TERRINATIONS
TERMIMATIONS 0N THE MERITS
CASES
COMMENCED CASES
. CASES DISPOSED AFTER CASES

CIRCUIT AHD PENDING OF BY AFTER SU3- | PENDIKG
NATURE OF JULY 1 ORIG-1 REIN- CONSOL- BY BY ORAL MISSION |JUNE 30

PROCEEDING 1985 | YOTAL [ IWAL [STATEDe{ TOTAL{ IDATION | TOTAL | JUDGE | STAFF | TOTAL | HEARING|DN BRIEFS| 1986
WINTH CIRCUIT...ocve- 5,159 5,291 | 5,287 & 5,112 412 | 2,064 750 ] 1,314 2,636 1,660 976 5,335
CRIMINAL...cc0en 832 911 910 1 819 &1 206 167 39 552 406 146 924
U. S. PRISDMER PET!TXDHS 157 200 200 - 173 5 . 97 37 60 71 23 48 184
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 916 853 852 1 904, 51 436 125 311 417 275 142 865
PRIV. PRISOMER PETITIONS 410 454 454 - 461 k4 203 122 81 249 10 179 403
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,811% 1,933 1,933 -~ 1,738 151 824 211 613 763 5719 1847 2,006
BANKRUPTCY.vaveesoonaran 184 165 165 - 170 19 70 22 48 81 66 15 179
ADMINRISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 814 615 613 2 724 114 214 58 156 396 236 160 705
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 35 160 160 - 123 2 14 -] 6 107 5 102 72
TENTH CIRCUIT.<.covusrns 1,992 2,030 | 2,027 3 1,857 49 629 461 168] 1,179 535 644l 2,165
CRININAL.vcocovvooncase 328 243 243 -~ 327 7 59 46 13 261 191 70 244
U. S, PRISOMER FETII‘ﬂNS 86 143 143 - 108 - 43 13 30 65 10 55 121
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....,.. 270 273 271 2 237 3 70 63 7 164 77 87 306
PRIY, PRISDAHER PETITIONS 172 296 296 - 242 - 131 59 72 111 14 97 226
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 877 760 759 1 615 29 227 189 38 363 186 1771 1,018
BAWKRUPTCY e vavavancavas 97 &8 68 - 74 - 40 33 2 34 15 19 21
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 143 114 114 - 123 10 35 29 3 8 41 37 134
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 19 133 133 - 127 - 24 24 - 103 1 102 25
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT..... 2,893 3,929 | 3,891 38 4,199 196 | 1,567 591 976 | 2,436 1,185 1,251} 2,623
CRIMINAL...... 853 909 893 16 1,015 21 243 69 174 151 391 360 747
U. S. PRISDHER PETITI UNS 172 199 194 5 263 23 113 30 83 127 12 115 108
OTHER U. S§. CI¥IL....... 365 498 97 1 610 32 ¢ 237: 109 128 341 154 187 253
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS 419 725 719 6 721 10 420 ¢ 196 224 291 75 216 423
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 897} 1,286 {1,280 [ 1,277 85 455 | 148 207 737 471 266 906
BANKRUPTCY . vnvvnssnee 60 b 132 1 109 pel 4B 18 30 50 31 19 84
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS- . 115 117 114 3 138 13 43 14 29 82 49 33 94
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 12 62 62 - 66 1 8 7 1 57 2 55 8

* IKCLUDES DNLY APPEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUE TO A PROCEDURAL DEFAULT.
NOTE: TABLE INCLUDES REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS.
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TASLE

B-3A.

U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AXD PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT DR DFFENSE, IN APPEALS
ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS OURIKG THE THELVE KONTH PERIUD EXDED JUKE 30, 1986

CASES TERMINATED
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS
TERNINATIONS DK THE MERITS
CASES
COMMEKCED £5
CASES DISPOSED! AFTER SES
KATURE QF PENDIKG OF 8Y AFTER | SUB-  :PENDING
SUIT OR JULY 1 ORIG-| REIN= consor-t - bay | owy ORAL | MISSION | JUNE 30
GFFENSE ¢ 1985 | TOTAY  IMAL STATEDS TGTAL| IDATION | TOTAL|JUOGE|STAFF | TOTAL [HEARING [CN BRIEFS| 1386
:
2 29,100 | ’ |
TOTAL CASES..ueeuaronsrass {20,780 09,425 29,108 | 317 DPa,945| 2,273 10,955|4,197]¢,758 ps, 717! 2,651  7,068] 21,260
JOTAL CRIMIMAL CASES......| 4,103]5,134 5,081 53 |s5,13] 471 ]1,123] s26; s97]3,50) 2,377 1,163] 4,103
YOTAL CIVIL CASES.........{16,677 24,291 24,027 | 264 23,811] 1,802 |9,822|5%,771]¢,061 12,1771 &,274]  5,%02] 17,157
U.S: CASES.cesnnsareene.| 4,685 | 6,415 6,233] 82 |6,535] 535 |2,475] 233f1,642]3,525] 1,606 1,919 4,55
U.S. PLAINTIFF.uieeeneen.n| 6561 988 978 | 11 |1,012 70| 523] 180] 343] s19i 289 160 633
HEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 13 % 2l - 24 3 13 3 10 s 1 7 13
OTHER COMTRACT ACTIOKS. 3. 63 63, - 73 5| 22 9l 24| 35 23 12 43
CONDEMHATION OF LAMD... % 44 ] - 54 2 al 3 3 15 u a4 8
OTHER REAL PROP,ACTIONS! 457 &Y &0 3 6z 2] 28] 8] 18} 3% 2 12 “
TORT ACTIONS.cesueesnns 3 w1 2 - 12 s 12 [ 6 25
CIVIL RIGHTS:
EMPLOYHENT...,0euenes IS B & 58 Al 5 12! 21 413 9 3
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS... 10! 3 32, - 21 1 1 3 B9 7 2 21
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY.| 106 | 162] 161 1 182 3| nef 7 a2 69 3 36 80
FAIR LABOR STAND. ACT.. 26 sk e = 39 5 18 3 157 13 9 4 29
OTHER LABOR..evevacnnen 321 40 40 = 0 b s 3t 12 2 2c 4 32
SECUR.,COMMDD., & EXCHG 3 a3 a3l - 30 2 7l s o12: 1 6 5 17
TAR SUITServecevenveees 76+ 115 113§ 2 107 10] 49 71 a2 a8 7 21 84
ALL OTHER«eueoeve.eea..{ 160} 308] 300, & | 292 29| 151f s51 % 1z 72 s 174
U.S. DEFERDANT............| 4,029 15,426 5,355 1 71 |5,543] 465 [1.952 653i1,299 :3,106¢ 1,347 1,755 3,932
CONTRACT ACTIOMS.......| 112} 1414 140! 1 149 ] €3l 170 4 . 51 Ty 10
REAL PROPERTY ACTIDNS.. 69 82 221 - 63 3l 21 5. 16 39 26 13 88
TORY ACTIONS...r..e....] 313 408] 405 & | 288 36y 156 420 Nz 200 138 62 236
CIVIL RIGHT :
EMPLOYNERT.....oo..ue 2010 2131 2104 3 | 220 12 707 18T 52, 13+ B4 54 194
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS...] 2331{ 399] w96} 3 427} 20 1497 55 96 258 117 181 303
PRISONER PETITIONS: : i
MOTIONS 7D VACATE SEM| 228 | 624) 410! 14 | s57 15| 173] 49f 1241 363 59 310 395
MABEAS CORPUS........| 343 o8 478} 7 536 B} 2w2) 5] 147 261 51 210 298
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS| 149 | 324] 319 5 | 29 6! 165). 151 90! 123 15 108 179
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 82| 136 135 1 156 | s3] 32 21} 92 13 73 62
LABOR SUITS,.ervarasann 64! 58l 58| - 69 6 221 &l 18 a1 28 12 53
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS...| 761 11,178| 2,166 | 12 |1,093 30| 21| 19| 172] 7172 311 461 846
TAX SUITS..sveersevonne] 293 | 393f 3881 5 | 329 20| 173 se| 17 23 104 12 257
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS.. 93] 8y a1 < 82 1l “zzp s} 13 33 6 92
FREEDOH OF INFOR. ACT.. 96 | 143 142 1§ o123 st 571 1l w3l s0 25 35 11
ALL DTHER.eveeeveeeeese| 7901 760] 745 15 | 937] 250 | 292| sa] 228] 2e5) 28 114 613
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TABLE B~1A,
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AMD PEMDIMG, 3Y NATURE OF SUIT OR
ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS CURING THE TWELYE MONTH PERILD :ﬂDED JUKE 30, 1986

U.5. COURTS OF APPEALS

CFFENSE, I APPEALS

C2SES TERMDNATED
PROCECURAL TERMIMATIONS
TERMINATIORS ON THE MERITS
CASES
COMMERCED CASES
CASES DISPOSED AFTER | cases
MATURE OF PENDINY oF 8Y AFTER | SUB- | PENDING
SUIT OR Ly ORIG{ RETH- CONSOLA sy | By ORAL | MISSIuN | JUNE 30
OFFERSE 1585 ToTAL]  TMAL |STATED ToTAL 15AIon TOTAL JUDGE|STAFF| TOTAL|HEARING| ON BRIEFS] 1983
PRIVATE CASES...........| 11,992 17,876{17,694{ 182 |17,276] 1,267 7,357 2,938 4,419 | 8,652{ 4,668] = 3,984] 12,592
FEDERAL QUESTION..........| 8,946 113,988{13,834] 155 8571 5,888 2,5773,311 | 66771 3,340 3,383} 9,513
MARINZ CONTRACT, .......| 202{ 182] 18] 3 s3] 8 7] 61| 1221 97 251 145

OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS.| 237] 3431 42| 1 28| 13¢ 35 101} 140: 98 20 2%
EKPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT{ 62| 78] 76| - sl 24 sl 19 3 22 151 71
MARINE INJURY..........] 240{ 301| <294 7 s8] 108] 30l 79| 181 79 6] 229
OTHER TORT ACTIONS.....| 304| 05| 00| & | 147 33| 108 211t 135 1% 317
ANTITRUST. ... cucares.s| 2500 3450 345| = 7| 1@ 4 e7| 1% 1) 29! 264
CIVIL RIGHTS: ‘

ERFLOYMENT...........] 1,002 }1,470! 1,442] 28 s1| as0l 134] 3ss! 77B) 443 a3s| 1,133

OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS...| 1,682 2,4s2] 2.434| 24 167| #80] 310] 570] 1,248 704 5a4| 1,885
PRISONER PETITIONS:

HABEAS CORPUS........| 1,230 {2,331] 2,287 44 29 | 1,2200 985| 235| w92] 4z s67] 1,420

PRISOMER CIVIL RIGHTS| 1,605 |2.982! 2)999| 23 751,830, 57| 773{ 1,463 1971 1,286] 1l619

OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS| 42| '110] ~'10s] 1 R 1 % 55

LABOR WGMT. RELAT. ACT.I 3691 &75] 471| & asl 1970 38| 1590 23] 185 pes 250
OTHER LABDR............| 22| s581] s&79| 2 73] 221] 39| 1s2| 281 215 63| 431
CPYRGHT,PATEKT & TROMAK| 183 | a3s| 3a7] 2 28| 159  27]| 1325 1191 99 201 225
SECUR., COMNOD. & EXCHG| 245 | 454] 461] 3 37 1677 s0} 117 13| 103 35 268
CONST. OF STATE STATS..| 88| 110 10| - 12| Tzl 1| Tt 9 e 25 78
ALL OTHER...ee.ensween| 670 11,007] 1,009] & Se] 428 128] 300 473! 230 143 687

;
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP..| 3,016 |3,834] 3,808] 2¢ 408 | 1,447] 354[2.093] 1,9491 1,329 20| 3,08
: :

INSURANCE .+ v vuasversen 0| 627] 26| 3 721 1970 a4l 153, 381 228 131 457
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS.| 1,224 )1,662] 1,688| 14 185 | 686 195| 491} 735|516 219t 1,280
REAL PAOPERTY ACTIONS..| 1 126 ‘12| - 51 13] 387 &3 W7 16 115
PERS#2L IHJURY — FROD. .

LIABALITY...0ocununs] 4221 4070 0a] 2 |  as5 571 138 29| 105! 208{ 192 72 364
OTHER PERSONAL 1HJURY..| 658 791| 786 5 | 786 70! 288 52| 233| 31| 261 170 563
PERS. PROP, DAMAGE.....| 171| 195{ 194 1 | 20 17| "9l 21| “ss| 1lo 80 30 160
P A 2| “2f T2l - 21 1] 5 =l 15 5 - 7

GENERAL LDCAL JURISDICTIODN| 30! 53] 52| 1 50 20 71 15 2 25 1 33
CONTRACT ACTIONS....... 1 5 5| - 2 - S 2 2 - s
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS.. 3 2 1 1 n 1 - - - 3 3 - 1
TORT ACTIONS......... 12) 30| 301 -~ 24 1) 13} s 8} 10 10 - 18
PRISONER PETITIONS 1 < - - - - A - -, - 1
ALt OTHERwensnnennss 13 1 1% - 20 - i 2 1 n 10 1 »
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TABLE B-1A.

U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PEMDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE, TH APPEALS
ARISIHG FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUKE 30, 1986

CASES TERMINATED

PROCEDURAL TERMIRATIONS
TERMIKATIONS 0% THE HERITS
CASES
COMMENCED CASES
CASES DISPOSED AFTER | CASES
NATURE OF PENDING OF BY AFTER SUB-  |PENDING
SULT OR JuLy 1 ORIG- REIN- CONSOL-] BY | BY UAAL 1 HISSION | JUKE 30
OFFENSE 1985 | TOTAL | IMAL [STATED® TOTAL| IDATION | TOTAL|JUDGE] STAFF | TOTAL |HEARING|ON BRIEFS| 1986
TOTAL CRIMIMAL CASES......| 4,103 |5,134|5,081| 53 |5,134 471 {1,123| 426! e97] 3,540 2,377 1,163] 4,102
GENERAL DFFENSES
HOAICIDE, TOTAL.ee.issuns. &5 561 56 - 56 6 7 2 51 43 32 11 45
HURDER, FIRST DEGHEE... 27| 381 38 - 33 3 3 2 1oz 18 9 32
OTHER HOMICIOE...,.c... 18 187 18 - 23 3 % - N 1€ 14 2 12
ROBBERY, TOTAL.e.vosoewnss| 241 | 231 229 2 294 %1 a8 16| 22 215 144 71 178
BANK.-ireoosaresasencas] 229 | 2181 216 2 282 I3} arl sl 21p 204 128 56 165
QTHER ROBBERY+ . zeseoenn 12 13 13 - 12 - 1 - 1 11 6 5 13
ASSAULT. v evrrucsnnorrnases 53 63 63 - 70 3 17 6l 11 50¢ 28 22 46
BURGLARY .+ evunruvervnonsas 13 6 6 - 15 1 4 2 2 10 3 4 A
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL..| 166 | 230 | 207 3 215 9 g9 23] 38| 147 93 54 161
INTERSTATE COMMERCE.... 22 28 28t - 33 1 11 4 21§- 10 11 17
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF
STOLER PROPERTY. s ~. <a 66 62 59 3 5 4 17 8 % 54 33 16 53
POSTAL.evsesenn. 14 a3 33 - 20 1 9 1 8 10 5 s 27
OTHER LARCERY ARD THEFT 64 87 &7 - 87 3 22{ 10f 12 62 40 22 64
EMBEZZLEHENT . eevnavnnnans 59 93 9z 1 56 3 16 12 47 32 15 86
FRAUD, TOTAL...cecvereeae.| 660 | B78| 871 7 872 61| 210f 84{ 126| e01 416 185 666
INCOME TAX.2ouousneens 190 { 247 ] 245 2 272 2% 69| 29| 40| 179 114 65 165
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE
HIRE, RADIN, ETC......} 209 | 297! 295 2 267 17 69 26l 43l 1m1 133 48 239
LENDING AND CREDIT..... a5 69 69 = 50 3 12 B 4 35 23 12 54
FALSE CLAIMS & STATHKTS| 113 | 125 122 3 141 5 a0 32| 18] 105 20 25 97
OTHER FRAUD...seesovees| 113 | 140 ) 140 - 142 11 30 9] 21} 101 66 35 111
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TABLE B-14.

U.S. CUURTS OF APPEALS
CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PENGING, BY WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFEMSE, IN APPEALS
ARISING FROM THE Y.S. DISYRICT COURTS DURING THE TWELYE MONTH PERICO ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

CASES TERMINATED
PROCEDURAL TERKINATIONS
TERNINATIONS ON THE MERITS
CASES
COMMENCED CASES
CASES DISPOSEY AFTER CASES
NATURE OF PENDING OF BY AFTER SUB-  |PENDING
SUIT oR JULY 1 OR1G-] REIN- COoMSOL- rY | 8y ORAL | MISSION | JUNE
DFFENSE 1955 |TOTAL{ IMAL BTATEDs| TOTAL] IDATION | TOTAL|JUDGE{FYARF | TOTAL|HEARING|ON BRIEFS| “158s
!
AUTE THEFT.ueeeiranienenes 32 51 51 -, 59 2 11 4 7 k14 20 17 a3
FOAGERY AND COUNTERFEITING] 128 @ 183] 177 5 . 161 13 46| 18] 28| 102 52 50, 150
SEX OFFEMSES.sevvrvevnnnes 0] 62 2f - i 1 1 [ 3 3 32 27 5. 53
DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND. i
CONTROL ACT, TOTA..eee.sq 2,752 12,134 2,114} 20 {2,171 203 | 467] 273] 294 {1,501 980 5210 1,716
DAPCA MARIMUAMA.,......| 710 %52]| 5481 756 a3 149! 531 g0} s:4 az 203 506
DAPCA NARCOTICS........| 800 [1,309{ 1,294, 15 11,132 as | 263] 87| 16| 781 534 247 | 5717
DAPCA CONTROL.SUBSTANCE| 243 1 '273] 272 i 14 283 32 551 27 ‘zal 13 125 7, 23
MISC. GEWERAL OFFENSES H H i
TOTALevossevsrevanneenesa] 597 | 7571 748 e 7151 15 153| S8l 95| 87 55 132 639
BRIBERY. savvovennssassn 19 36 36 -1 a7 1 7 2 51 1 10 9§ 28
EXTORTIGN, RACKEYEERIKG H
AND THREATS.,.o0uu0ves |- 237 | 2451 242 3.2 “ ] 19) 201 153 123 ) 240
GAMBLING, LOTTERY. 10 32 10 14t 4 6 2 It » 2 29
KIONAPPING. ,.ea0.s 23 21 217 - | 25 1 3 - 3 21 20 1 19
FIREARMS, KEAPONS, 12 13| 5 | 232 12 51t 21| 30) 163 105 58 218
ESCAPE..ecuvernsaecanes 13 52 52 -] s 4 8 1 7 38 24 121 37
FERJURY . ivennesrneranan s 24 2 - 38 2 7: 2{ s 29 25 41 2%
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC.. 25 25 25 - 39 [} gt 5 s 22 15 74 1
OTHER NISCELLANEQUS ;
GENERAL. OFFENSES...... 40 45 45 - 50 2 s! - 8 40 a 9 25
SPECIAL OFFENSES i : )
TMHIGAATION LANS: ..o “ 78 7% 2 72 5 13 2| 1 54 30 24 s0
LIQUOR, INTERRAL REYENUE - - - - - - - - - - - - -
FEDERAL STATUTES, ToTAL| 282 | 332 329 3 338 43 76 31| 451 214 162 52 276
AGRICULTURAL ACYS.... +“* 33 32 1703 15 7 5| 2 1w L) 8 38
ANTITRUST VIDLATIORS. 26 10 10 - 3z 6 7 1 6 19 19 - 4
NATIONAL DEFENSE LANS 12 21 21 - 17 2 4 3 1 11 a 3 17
CIVIL RIGHTS..evvarss 28 32 32 - 1 7 7 2 5 17 1% 3 29
RITHESS INTIMIDATION. 37 48 a7 1 2 4 1 & ki 33 25 8 37
EXPLOSIVES/NON-VESSEL 50 57 57 - 55 5 12 6 5 38 26 12 52
OTHER. « e eevanevansias B4 | 131] 130 1 116§ 9 28] 10| 18 79 31 18 99

IRCLUDES OKLY APPEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEING TERMIKATED DUE TO a

MOTE:

PROCEDURAL DEFAULT.
TABLE INCLUDES REOPENED. REKANDED, AND REIMSTATED APPEALS AS NELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS.
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Teble B-2
1.8, Courts of Appesly

Petitions for Review on Wrlt of Certlorar] to the Supreme Court

Commented, Terminated, and Pending

During the Twelve Month Perfod Ended June 30, 1986

Circuit
and Pending Terminated Pendirg Pending Terminated Pending
Nature of July 1, Dis~ |June 30, July 3, Dis- Pune 30,
Proceeding 1985 jFiled |Granted | Denfed | missed| 1986 1985 |FHed {Granted [ Denled | mjssed{ 1986
Totaleecvoanane 784 2,780 178 2,312 15 11,041 8th Clreolt, . ..o 51 283 15 257 1 71
Celmlnal «ocacvnan | 250 8128 22 37 1 289 Crimipal ...cove0e 12 k3] - 83 - 20
US. Civilesseavens 85 307 33 262 2 9§ B.S. Civil, vy v o anus 14 30 b3 3 - 8
Private Otvil . ..... | 381 1,513 0 1,183 11 589 Private Civll ...... 28 184 12 137 1 42
Admin, Appeals ... 48 131 20 100 1 58 Admin, Appeals .., . 1 8 2 [ - 1
DC Clreult. c.... 22 83 114 8 1 12 Tth Clreult. o v ve 138 241 7 239 3] 140
Criminal c..0vaune - n - 11 - - Criminal .. .vhv0e. 45 18 1 St -1 4
US Civilavsevnens 8 25 8 20 - S US.Civil. s onvnnre 21 3z - 38 b3 14
Private Clvil v ..... ki 11 2 13 - 2 Private Civll .....s 65 153 3 137 2 76
Admin.Appesls. .... 7 36 4 33 1 § Admin. Appeals . .. ) 3 3 4 - 9
15t Cireuft ...\ .. 18 89 B 12 - 25 8th Cireuft. .o 0 38 198 12 185 - 35
Criminal o 0vuoaen 3 231 4 18 - 4 Crimlnal L..ocruvss 11 34 1 41 - 3
US. Civilicosnsvne 1 8 - 5 - 2 US. Civllesvaraar e 4 32 1 25 - 10
Private Civll o auus 12 se 3 43 - 19 Private CIvil ...... 21 130 10 119 - 22
Admin. Appeals .... - 2 1 1 - - Admin, Appeals ... - - - - - -
2nd Clreuit ..., 70 288 20 199 4 135 9th Clreult. . vn s 172 381 0 225 -] 308
Ceiminal coeevusre 23 74 1 53 - 43 Creimingl oo .0nevas 50 116 [ 31 ~ 79
US. Civllesscncnan 9 43 18 3 - 11 US.Civil. s consons 7 15 3 8 - 13
Private Civil .. .v\s 35 160 g 107 4 15 Private Civil +...s. 88 232 15 123 -1 190
Admin. Appesals ... 3 38 - 8 - 6 Admin. Appeals .... 13 28 [ 15 -1
3rd Circult...... 58 259 25 244 -~ 48 3101h Cireuita ..o s 44 112 79 - 74
Crimingl coovuvues 14 64 1 84 - 13 Celmingl ooevoansn 21 53 1 40 - 33
VS Civllennenesns 3 38 4 39 - 2 US. Civli., v osvans H 17 - 13 - g
Private Civit ... .., 37 148 19 131 - it Private Civil ,..... 17 37 2 23 - 23
Admin. Appeals .... 1 10 1 10 - - Adm!n. Appeals .... 1 5 - 3 - k3
4th Cireult. , .. .. 59* 230 18 208 1 74 11th Cireuit..... 45, 323 15 285 2 56
Criminal yocvvense 41 125 8 123 1 28 Criminal o, ueivans 18 120 - 122 - 16
US. Civll.vevonens 3 20 L 18 - 8 U9 Civile pvovans 3 24 1 18 - 8
Private Civll ...... 17 80 4 85 - 28 Private Clvit Lovvos 22 2 13 140 2 39
Admin. Appeals .... 3 3 2 4 - 2 Admin, Appesals ., ,. 2 7 1 H - 3
S5thCheult. .. ... | 44 275 11 250 3 55
Criminal v..0oaens 12 70 1 70 - 11
US. Clvlieacacnsss - 27 1 20 1 5
Private Civil o0t 29 167 9 148 2 28
Admin, Appesls ... 3 i1 - P38 - 3

Rote: Administrative Appesls Include spplications for enforcement or petitions for review of orders of an Administrative Board or Agency.

*Adjusted



TASLE B 3, UMITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS
SOURCE OF APPEALS AND DRIGIWAL PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED, RY CIRCUIT
FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIGDS ENDED JUN. 30, 1982, 1983, 1984, 1985, ARD 198¢

SOURCE 1982 I 1983 [ 1984 l . 1985 l 1986

TOTAL APPEALS....... | 27,946 29,630 31,4%0 33,360 34,292

US DISTRICT COURTS....... | 23,551 25,039 26,606 28,560 29,425
BANKRUPTCY v vsesevnnsavans 509 688 987 1,046 w17
ADMIN, AGENCIES, TOTAL... | 3,118 3,069 3,045 3,179 3,187
US TAX CToveeveanncvnas 404 375 467 574 458
LABR.¢veassonanssnsvans 21 107 114 12% 57
FCCivusvsvenonnnnonvans 92 122 162 200 206
FERCeossarnsurssnnivens *9 272 352 228 353
FTICiecsesrancenssaavins 15 17 13 7 ki
BLRB.oviesesannssrarens 838 755 857 630 561
EPA ivecionasnnnnvnnnes 75 127 142 136 253
ICC vaeeannncorvnnsinas 362 299 222 197 157
JHS . eovvevronarinagones 349 402 490 443 414
OTHER ADMINM. AGERCIES.. 793 592 526 635 721
ORIG. PROC. avsvovvannsen 768 834 852 515 T03
DC CIRevucnunenaanea | 1,647 1,562 1,337 2,114 1,871

US DISTRICT COURT.cavevus 907 836 704 1,211 933
BANKRUPTCY . vasvuysnn 5 6 26 24 i0
US TAX COURT......«. . 11 7 3 15 8
HLRB...vvatscreronnonnnns 22 36 23 26 30
ADMIN, AGEMCIES....ecvvns 471 629 537 732 as58
DRIG, PROC.:iuveevnnnanncs 3 48 44 46 32
IST CIRevvnvavev,nes | 1,040 936 1,050 1,051 1,18¢
ME.tivivieensnconoassnnns 44 54 60 73 7
HMAcereinnrasssonnnarsones 466 448 458 509 507
RHe o criaieiiainessesnneas 72 72 85 85 87
RItesienivesaereinnsnnans 107 91 105 93 110
PRuvevasinnssocsnnnessnns 214 160 218 190 309
BAHKRUPTCY i seveneonanssss 27 21 27 38 23
US TAX COURT..vvsveserans 19 12 9 5 ]
HLRB. . vevasusinvanassnnne 28 24 5 17 15
ADHIN AGENCIES....eeruvse 42 32 30 24 32
QRIG, PROC. . ivsvavesannen 21 22 13 by 18
200 CIR.v.euvecvenas | 2,827 2,713 2,945 2,844 2,932

o 183 166 196 231 224
RY yReereasuvnnronsnnnanes 191 192 189 208 205
NY B iivnniinsrnnncssanne 648 579 736 639 712
NY S.iiorentsesannesoanne | 1,228 1,207 1,151 1,124 1,213
Y Hevrisnnveseenvnnrsnes 89 168 226 214 190
VI ieusrsoansoeoanssarsnes 49 40 43 39 56
BANKRUPTCY e evvsnacrnnanrae 56 62 102 148 95
US TAX COURT .. vevnvaaves 56 36 26 &4 41
NLRBussevaausnennocsonnes 129 92 83 91 75
ADHIN AGENCIES......cx0ee 102 102 101 70 85
BRIG, PROC,.c.ovvnvcssnns 96 87 92 36 36
3RD CIB.cavareaaaean | 2,192 2,513 2,506 2:499 2,468
DEcvcivesiasnvnnssnnncnes 77 103 117 80 67
B cisininnennnsanencnnnen A58 481 507 500 510
LI 681 805 721 809 795
PAH v evnaivieeanaeanss 214 218 231 265 246
PAK ccancaneanccnarenninn 307 451 448 488 443
¥l osveeseasasansnsesunnns 112 106 113 94 130
BARKRUPTCY. oecuvuanananee 33 76 64 53 65
US TAX COURT..canisnnnnns 24 19 24 36 20
HLRE. . rvvenevivannnsnnne 75 T2 49 55 64
ADMIN AGENCIES.....cvunus 154 110 171 95 100
QRIG. PROC..ciiauiannnnrnn 55 12 61 24 28
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TABLE 8 3. UWITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS
SOURCE OF APPEALS AND DRIGIWAL PROCEEDINGS COMMEWCED, BY CIRCUIT
FOR THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ERDED JUM. 30, 1982, 2983, 1984, 1985, AKD 1986

SOURCE 1982 l 1983 l 1984 l 1985 ] 1986
4TH CIR..evrvveneees | 2,651 2,411 2,338 2,747 2,799
L 419 371 433 478 517
HC Evecnoreavernaensanans 283 294 265 271 285
NC Mevisoriovmsosnassnans 133 87 20 57 122
L LT R T 180 i 137 176 169
SCuvvitiarorverivenavanss 279 215 232 257 250
MO 748 647 €05 699 741
M 170 140 147 134 202
WY Heoervinineronavoneanns 70 76 .8l 137 74
1 cerestiecansoennnaeet 108 113 28 130 133
lAﬂKRUPTCY........-...... » 55 [3] &7 33
US TAX COURT....oveennnes 16 16 43 30 29
HERB. .o ersrvisnecsscnnnss 45 5 31 33 a7
ADMIN AGEMCIES......0v.0. 112 87 32 111 129
ORIG. PROC..ooveencennnss 53 b 45 17 25
BTH CIR.cvvuenseasss | 2,713 3,1%3 3,812 3,436 3,837
LAE i seeeiconcassarsnnans 857 616 629 665 u:
[ S 81 120 200 132 m
LAM G eiieivenvinnesnnes 202 269 272 333 383
HS N veotiiicoeeanoonnans 96 134 116 88 92
HS S rieeriessonnncennnns 161 142 151 1%6 225
TR Heoisoannnonansenansns 423 488 510 546 533
IXyEeeveetasosanaaanannss 137 164 189 145 171
TX S ecarsscinretscacanns 391 529 554 599 616
TX Mavearinnnesnanonnanss 256 314 439 384 440
fseesirsesensasbersunre 13 1
BANKRUPTCY. . vneveoennnse 40 79 84 66 111

US TAX COURT..ouvusenness 31 29 45 27 46

NLRB.............. ey 42 30 18 22 36
ADMIR AGERCIES.....c0avys 208 202 227 168 190
ORIG. PROC.. .. vvvinnenavs 17 76 118 79 105
6TH CIR.covuvavanses | 2,599 2,824 2,935 3,176 3.618
vEvconins cerseenis 174 ie5 238 207 244
Cessssaivreiie 203 166 180 204 263

. Seevestaaasresaae 600 723 689 735 915

[0 L, T 141 172 i30 169 168
DH N v vearecenennens 372 388 473 483 538
OH Seeiisrinnnannrinnvsas 309 374 342 380 468
TH B cuioneerosagonncss 167 155 221 210 251
LR 152 136 160 183 181
TR Reeenatienanisavssnssa 147 159 166 166 209
BANKRUPTCY. Cebessevseanas 51 66 99 94 80
US TAX COURT..svvesnnnnns 29 49 45 66 33
HLAB. e v vssvareranassnsns 114 126 110 109 94
ADMIN AGEHCIES... ....... 119 112 113 120 141
ORIG, PROC....ocvvuvnvass 21 33 29 40 33
TTH CIR.verevvannesy | 2,150 2,335 2,254 2,265 2,278
T 874 292 207 836 900
D T I 175 158 179 157 207
ThaBaninrntnicaanananinans 162 204 165 189 192
D R 156 146 199 202 207
IN, S veavserecrionsonsions 170 209 175 215 182
Bl Ervanvcessaninasncansn 177 170 164 192 192
NI Heoiiveioaeanonnanenas 106 193 197 149 127
BARKRUPTCY. . vsevvonnnees 46 62 58 % T4
US TAX COURT...vvvannnnen 57 34 43 58 A1
BLRB vasunesicraonennrene 80 63 59 &7 51
ADMIN AGERCIES....c0e0vnvs 113 73 84 71 82
GRIG. PROC....ccavannnaes 34 n 24 33 23
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TABLE B 3. UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS
SDURCE OF APPEALS AND ORIGINAL PROCEEDIWGS COMMENCED, BY CIRLLIT
FOR THE THELYE MONTH PERIODS ERDED JUN. 30, 1982, 1983, 1934, 1985, AWD 1986

SOURCE 1982 T 1983 l 1984 ‘ 1985 1986

BTH CIR:esivenessnse | 1,596 1,697 1,838 2,018 2,053

ARVE  cvciseranrencaianans 183 173 257 293 269
ARH ceeiaivvinnnnnaiease 64 9] 84 35 89
IAN ccociiecinenriansens 51 50 72 58 59
A S eiavoneavneoressanee Th 78 125 116 149

crnane 234 206 219 263 241
erdenas 317 316 64 393 395
e 230 282 238 00 307
sesieens 123 131 108 132 133
iesaeserrrrerenns ar 62 61 56 75

L TP 92 103 81 109 125
BANKRUPTCY. . feeerene 35 40 65 &5 67
US TAX COURT . uveneusesnns 21 23 27 19 31
[ 4B 36 41 36 28
ADMIN AGENCIES.svveuvssns 45 49 39 45 ay
ORIG. PROC:crverosnsernss 42 57 57 33 48
OTH CIRu.irvvvvnsens | 4,390 4,583 5,204 5,303 5,291

Ay o voarnseonoranansanns 56 82 &5 120 120
A - 1: 3 309 399 364 346
CAyNiyrennreevasnonsansss | 520 €23 589 751 752
CAyE veeunrinnnnsanesanas ¢ 103 205 230 226 227
CAeCuvranreennnrrvonnanns 953 1,087 1,124 1,172 1,205
CAySevernnrercnrosncinnns 254 240 304 278 248
H hveveneronaeiasnnsonns 110 103 136 161 127
IDu s venennsnnecnsnsnonns a0 81 8% 107 90
Ml e ereeunrnasnerensennsns 101 75 120 158 98
K 125 121 197 194 269
BRovrevnennnecnenssnsens 225 246 300 294 361
HAVE e eenreroennnsannsesns 181 111 143 107 114
HA K te e rnssnnrnnninses 310 279 319 297 357
GUAH. v evereensnernoraone 26 33 35 26 25
T SR 3 3 3 3 12
BANKRUPTCY 4 vvennancnons B6 98 203 209 165
US TAX COURT.euvarnsuonss a2 93 118 202 119
HLRB. st vrscareasnvsonnsen 191 144 106 129 107
ADMIN AGENCIES...evinsves 365 A11 494 289 389
DRIG. PROC..cevsrsnecesen 223 269 240 116 160
10TH CIRvusennverees | 1,784 1,767 1,922 1,964 2,030

ol I 409 322 a1 435 354
KS ' urrennnnoeneesnaonenss 267 305 292 254 310
HHo sy ersnacunesanannnns 200 199 224 188 160
BK Ny vrereresnnnrianeenas 108 110 128 125 138
3 2 88 110 102 90 111
MK Mot e aieiasnsansssnnnns 252 323 281 353 382
UT e cncnrncasnanosossones 129 102 147 144 132
f e verereiereednteanene 84 86 93 106 128
BANKRUPTEY . < seuasannnnnen 54 £0 69 85 68
US TAX COURT.uveuvrannnes 39 21 41 30 34
NLRB...vco,s eneee 20 28 13 9 8
ADMIN AGENCIZS.yeeevssass 63 57 91 15 72

PRIG. PROC..cvuernsnnsuns 71 54 70 70 133
11TH CIRsvsvnsnssns | 2,556 3,078 3,489 3,923 3,929

Y P N 210 300 321 407 414
ALy Huvssavinnavssnvivrins 69 143 202 175 183
. I 93 128 203 174 184
FlLyNesiorosonssasronannss 131 150 149 214 217
2 T R 354 509 583 728 §70
FlySisesveioransartonsnass 809 787 849 987 1,010
GA Mo iarenvonieninernnns 439 510 514 602 558
GAMoviivsornivsrannannns 101 120 157 142 174
GA Sy yvriecervarrenesnens 120 m 227 151 207
BANKRUPTCY . euvvnpovonnsss 41 73 121 101 133
US TAX COURT..oovnvvnnnns 19 36 43 42 48
HLRB, vevsanvsnnsnrnonanns 44 47 19 A% 16
ADMIN AGENCIES..viveeanns 82 65 42 65 53
ORIG, PROC...oivrvvnnanss &k 39 59 59 62

WOTE; TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS DRIGINAL APPEALS
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TABLE B-3A.

FROM U. S. DISTRICT COURYS

U.S. COURYS OF APPEALS
SGURCE DF APPEALS IN CIVIL ARD CRININAL CASES

DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUWE 30, 193¢

APPEALS COMMENCED APPEALS DISPOSED OF
CIRCULT
AND
DISTRICT| TOTAL | CIVIL|CRIMINAL TOTAL | CIVIL[CRIMINAL
TOTAL...129,425 | 24,291 5,134 | 28,945 | 23,811  5,13%
DCorures 933 841 92 1,006 240 &6
157,..} 1,090 1113 224 ~ 380 714 166
MEovures 71 51 26 73 53 20
507 405 102 455 374 81
KHoooseo 87 17 10 85 77 8
110 87 23 80 b4 16
[ 205 246 63 187 146 41
2ND,..{ 2,600 | 2,021 579 2,604 | 2,051 553
Clevvvee 224 175 49 234 184 50
HY Mo, 205 168 a7 226 189 37
VEerns 712 552 160 683 549 134
Wy,s....| 1,213 924 289 1,19 908 286
NY, M., oo 190 157 33 211 176 35
56 45 11 56 45 11
3RD...| 2,191 1,895 296 2,247 1,906 341
DEuvars 67 58 9 62 55 7
Hdeounen 510 434 7% 504 429 75
PAE.urs 795 701 94 847 723 124
PAH. .. 246 226 20 252 229 23
PAM. ... 443 376 67 459 379 BO
2 SN 130 100 0 123 91 32
4TH...| 2,493 | 2,089 404 2,674 | 2,222 452
MD.veins 517 395 122 553 408 145
NC,E.\us 285 261 24 318 288 30
NC. M., .. 122 104 8 155 120 35
NC.H.... 169 128 41 203 167 36
SCevunes 250 210 40 283 227 56
YAE.... 741 623 118 720 627 93
VA M., .. 202 187 15 ! 191 182 9
WY, N, 74 65 3 110 89 21
HY,Se0us 133 116 17 141 114 27
5TH... | 3,348 | 2,847 501 3,270 | 2,859 411
LAE...s 717 664 53 704 £59 45
LAM. oo 171 161 10 127 120 7
LAH.... 383 337 46 408 386 22
HS,N.... 92 76 16 92 80 12
M5,S.... 225 208 17 210 192 18
TXoHe oo 533 h4S B4 562 481 81
TRy Evuen 171 157 14 165 142 23
T%,S..ee 616 458 158 600 491 109
TX Hoeos 440 Y] 103 402 308 9%
6TH...| 3,237 | 2,841 6 2,947 | 2,575 372
KY E.ous 244 201 43 217 164 53
KYoHeooo 263 232 31 232 196 3
Hi,Ec... 9315 180 135 782 680 102
Kl Hooos 168 143 25 150 131 19
OH,N.... 538 491 A7 483 439 s
OH,S.ees 468 420 48 461 430 31
T, Eaans 251 228 23 218 198 20
TH M., 181 166 15 189 161 28
THo R oo 209 180 29 215 176 »




TABLE B-3A,

SOURCE OF APPEALS IN CIVIL AND CRIMINAL CASES
FROK U. S. DISTRICT COURTS

U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

DURING THE TMELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1986

APPEALS COMMENCED APPEALS DISPOSED OF
CIRCUIT
ARD :
DISTRICT] TOTAL CIVIL|CRIKIRAL TOTAL CIVIL|CRIMIKAL
TTH. ..} 2,007 1,697 310 2,030 1,659 371
200 755 145 944 T46 198
207 169 23 183 144 &4
192 160 32 182 154 2B
207 117 30 198 180 18
182 164 18 214 189 25
192 156 3 174 135 39
HI,Houoo 127 116 11 330 1111 19
8TH...| 1,842 1,573 269 1,713 1,532 241
AR, E.u. 269 248 21 281 261 20
AR H. .., 89 74 i5 101 86 15
IA N 59 43 16 62 54 8
IA,S.... 149 130 19 121 102 19
MR.oeens 241 196 45 251 195 56
WO, E..u 395 333 62 375 32 53
MO, K., 307 271 36 281 253 28
HEeurins 132 118 15 L4 126 18
KD.uouen 15 62 13 56 51 5
12 TN 125 98 27 101 82 19
9TH...| 4,351 3,440 s11 4,095 3,276 819
AKivease 120 102 18 105 92 13
LY SUAN 346 283 63 376 mn 65
CA N, .. 752 645 107 666 582 B4
CAE.... 227 179 A8 214 161 53
CA,C....| 1,205 965 240 1,150 931 219
CA,5,.,. 248 163 85 279 185 94
Hlooenss 127 83 44 120 T4 46
| { TP 90 76 14 91 T7 14
Hlooonnn 98 82 15 127 107 20
LI 269 195 4 220 149 71
BRovvean 361 271 90 294 2454 50
HAE. ... 114 92 22 115 106 9
A H.... 357 284 73 314 245 69
GUAH. ... 25 7 18 23 1 12
HHI..... 12 12 1 1
10TH..| 1,715 1,472 243 1,533 1,206 327
Clevvvnn 354 309 45 365 291 74
KSveoans 310 215 35 258 217 &1
NMaciaee 160 120 40 193 137 56
0K, H. oo 138 117 21 121 88 33
OK,E.... 111 95 16 99 83 16
0K Heous 382 334 48 289 237 52
Weerens 132 112 20 104 75 29
L R 128 110 18 104 78 26
I1TH..| 3,6%8 2,709 209 3,886 2,871 1,015
AL .o 414 an 7 399 358 41
AL Koo, 183 173 10 193 178 15
AL, S. ... 184 129 55 187 133 54
FLoHooo 217 146 71 201 132 69
FLoHouos 670 514 156 764 582 182
FL,S....] 1,011 603 408 1,139 659 480
GA K., 558 447 111 612 495 7
GAM...\ 174 129 35 166 147 19
G4,5..,. 207 181 26 225 187 38
HOTE: TYOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED

APPEALS AS HWELL AS QRIGIMAL APPEALS.
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TABLE B4. U.S. COURTS DF APPEALS

MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS TN CASES TERHINATED AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT
DURIKG THE THELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JURE 30, 1936

FROM FILING

FROM FILING

FROM HEARIKG
R

FROM FILING

FROK FILING I¥
LOKER COURT TO

NOTICE OF LAST BRIEF 0 NOTICE OF FIHAL DIS-

APPEAL TO T0 HEARING SUBHISSION APPEAL TO _POSITION IN

FILING LAST OR TO FINAL FIKAL APPELLATE

BRIEF SUBMISSION DISPOSITION DISPOSITION COURT
INTERYAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL
CIRCUIT CASES {MONTHS ) {HONTHS) (MONTHS } (MONTHS } {MONTHS)
ALL CASES
TOTAL 18,199 4.7 3.0 1.7 10.3 23.8
DISTRICT OF COLUMBYA.. 707 4.8 3.5 .8 10.4 21.2
FIRST.reerauernnnanens 565 3.8 1.2 2.5 8.4 23,9
SECOND..uvevurenannnns | 1,214 3.3 .6 .5 6.0 19.1
THIRD . vsveunesananas oo | 1,284 3.7 3.8 .5 8.6 22.4
FOURTH. ...... creeeeese | 1,743 4.9 2.2 2.3 5.1 19.5
FIFTHu s cevranrennanens | 2,092 4.9 2.6 1.6 9.1 27.3
sxxm................. 1,793 5.0 6.0 1.2 13.0 26.6
SEVENTH.vecvevrnnneens | 1,236 4% 3.0 2.8 11.4 27.4
EIGHTH.vavevusevnanaes | 1,314 3.3 3.2 1.5 8.5 19.1
NINTH. o eosveenvnnnnnns | 2,636 5.9 3.6 1.9 13,6 25.8
TEMTH. .. veues seereenes | 1,179 6.1 4.4 1.8 14.5 28.6
ELEVENTH.c.oureeranens | 2,436 5.1 2.0 2.2 10.3 22.1
PRISONER PETITIONS

TOTAL 3,345 4.5 2.8 1.3 8.5 19.2
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.. 51 3.3 2.8 .2 6.5 10.9
FIRSTuevenerarnsnnaven o 3 3.4 1.1 2.2 7.7 17.4
SECOND..suenusvonnnsss o 154 3.9 .8 .2 6.8 21.6
THIRD.svveneevnnncesas ¢ 1658 3.6 3.3 .5 7.7 22.0
FOURTH. ceevvnvesnnanns ¢ BOF 5.6 1.8 1.8 6.2 14.1
FIFTHeeirnreasecnnanee . 349 4.6 2.9 1.2 8.0 22.7
SIXTHuversovasoonnanan «  &77 4.5 5.1 1.0 10.6 20.2
SEVENTH.cuvvavnnroseee | 209 5.1 3.0 1.9 11.3 26.7
EIGHTH. s revecvnensaese | 387 3.3 2.7 1.6 3.4 12.1
HINTHowuseunonnnaneaes | 320 5.8 4.1 1.7 14.2 24.9
TENTH. . esneeivnennnnes | 176 5.1 4.4 1.0 9.5 19.5
ELEYENTH.uveesouavasss | 418 4.7 1.9 2.0 9.0 19.4




15213

TABLE B4, U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

MEDIAN TIME TNTERVALS IN CASES TERMINATED AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSIOM, BY CIRCUIT
DURING THE THELYE RONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986
FROM FILING IN
FROM FILING |  FROW FILINKG FROM HEARING FROM FILING LOKER COURT TO

KOTICE OF LAST BRIEF OR NOTICE OF FINAL DIS-

APPEAL TO TO HEARING SUBHISSION APPEAL TO POSITIDX IN

FILING LAST OR TG FIHAL FINAL APPELLATE

BRIEF SUBHISSION DISPOSITIOR DISPOSITICH COURT
INTERYAL INTERVAL INTERVAL IRTERVAL INTERYAL
CIRCUIT CASES (HONTHS ) (HONTHS ) {HONTHS ) (HONTHS) {MOKTHS)
OTHER CIVIL
TOTAL 8,832 4.4 3.3 2.0 10.8 29.3
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.. 367 4.8 3.5 5 11.4 23.7
FIRST.veerereacnnncnns 361 3.4 1.3 2.5 7.8 28.8
SECOND.ouevenvesncanes 550 3.0 .7 N4 6.0 24.2
THIRD,.cvinennann PR 751 3.5 3.9 .5 8.5 257
FOURTH: e v conarenccanas 704 4.6 2.3 2.7 10.4 26.0
FIFTHi caevecvencanaas 1,198 4.9 3.0 1.9 3.8 33.1
SIXTH.covunne. srassaan 884 a7 6.7 1.4 13.9 33.8
SEVENTH. cocvenvnennnee 620 4.0 3.7 2.9 11.4 31.1
EIGHTH. covoncvarancann 612 3.3 3.4 2.1 9.8 26.4
HIHTH. coveevecvannonse 1,180 6.3 3.7 2.2 14.3 30.%
TENTH.ceveneavenasaans 527 6.0 6.6 2.2 17.0 35.5
ELEVENTH..cvovavevnnes 1,078 4.3 2.2 2.6 9.9 27.5
CRIMINAL

TOTAL 3,540 5.5 2.3 1.8 10.5 18.6
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.. 39 5.2 1.3 1.4 9.1 16.7
FIRSTeveeeorovncennnaes 99 7.4 .9 2.6 11.5 13.9
SECOND..c.vvonenvanven 385 3.5 5 <7 5.5 14.6
THIRD vevevorocnananss 241 4.7 .4 .6 9.6 18.3
FOURTR evosvenoonannas 282 5.6 2.1 2.5 11.4 17.3
FIFTHevarevssonsananes 286 5.4 1.3 1.4 8.6 16.5
SIXTHewvrsnvonensacnas 240 6.6 3.0 1.3 12.0 20.7
SEYENTH..evennieannnns 224 5.8 1.9 3.4 12.2 21.6
EIGHTH cavaconansocaas 180 3.2 2.1 2.3 9.2 15.0
NINTH.. 552 5.0 3.2 2.0 11.8 19.8
TENTH, . 261 7.5 2.8 2.8 13.3 22.6
ELEVENTH. coavevcnnnoae 751 6.9 1.8 2.0 i1.5 18.7
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TABLE BA. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

TIHE INTERVALS IN CASES TERMINATED AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT
DURING THE THELVE HMORTH PERIOD ENDED JUWE 30, 1986

FROM FILING IR
FRGM FILING FROM FILING FROM HEARING FRON FILING | LONWER COURT T8

NOTICE OF LAST BRIEF OR HOTICE OF FINAL DIS-

APPEAL TD TO HEARING SUBMISSION APPEAL TO POSITION IM

FILING LAST oR T FINAL FINAL APPELLATE

BRIEF SUBMISSION DISPOSITION DISPOSITION COURT
INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL INTERVAL
CIRCUIT CASES (MONTHS ) {MONTHS) (MONTHS ) {MOMTHS) (MONTHS)
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY
TOTAL 1,461 - 3.4 1.8 - -
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,. 222 - 4.6 1.7 - -
[TELS SO 26 - 1.2 2.5 - -
SECOMD. . e cuvveonsanars 66 - .5 .2 - -
THIRD e veennvnoneeenns 88 - 3.7 .5 - -
FOURTH, 4 veevcrnancnonns 95 - 2.1 2.5 - -
FIFTHo vevnnnvanasannss 115 - .8 1.7 - -
SIXTHuuevrevrnannnnnns 127 - 6.1 1.4 - -
SEVENTH. v vevnnnceenns 104 - 3.0 2.9 - -
EIGHTHe v vevranarenes- 62 - 3.4 .9 - -
NINTHueoremnvnnncnnnnn 396 - 3.7 1.9 - -
TENTHe e veevnnnnacannan 78 - 5.2 3.0 - -
ELEVEMTHuw . vverncnnnss 82 - 2.5 2.1 - -
BANKRUPTCY

TOTAL 465 4.2 3.3 2.1 10.3 9.1
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.. 6 4.2 1.3 2.0 12.0 20.2
FIRSToevennseeannsnans 24 3.8 2.1 3.2 8.6 15.8
SECDNDeevenercnncoern- 0 2.8 .6 7 5.8 12.6
THIRDe e v vemnveenennnsn s 3.1 3.9 7 8.3 14.6
FOURTH. v vveevennnnnnns 40 3.7 2.1 2.8 9.2 15.4
FIFTHr veveneisonsnnnas 52 3.7 1.6 1ok 6.8 18.0
SIXTHuwevnnnvnnnnannss 30 4.4 6.4 1.8 13.3 24.5
SEVENTH. vavevevevennns 59 3.9 3.5 2.7 10.5 19.2
EIGHTH.wvveevnnnnnnnns 33 3.0 4.2 1.9 9.0 17.0
BINTHe e oveennnenrannns 81 6.2 4.3 2.3 13.6 23.3
TENTHe w e vevnnnensennne 34 5.6 7.9 1.4 16.0 28.6
ELEVENTH. o vevvnennnnss 50 4.5 1.7 2.8 9.7 16.7




8-5. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS
APPEALS TERMINATED ON THE MERITS, BY CIRCUIY
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1986

TERMINATIONS OK THE MERITS

TOTAL PERCENT
APPEALS | OF TOTAL
CIRCUIT AND TERMI- TERNI- AFFIRMED/ PERCENT

HATURE OF PROCEEDING NATED RATIONS | TOTAL | ERFORCED |[DISMISSED| REVERSED | REMANDED | OTHER | REVERSED=

ALL CIRCUITS......... 33,774 53.9 [18,199 13,398 338 3,249 384 170 15.5
CRIMIMAL. .o evenoncncens 5,134 69.0 3,540 3,088 6T 311 56 12 8.3
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,543 54.3 845 632 94 104 12 3 12.3
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 4,992 53.7 2,680 1,340 150 573 98 19 21.4
PRIV. PRISOMER PETITIONS 5,313 47.1 +500 1,859 237 327 48 29 13.1
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 11,963 51.4 €,152 4,565 304 1,152 107 24 18.7
BANKRUPTCY..ovucconnses Y44 49.3 465 300 50 102 6 7 21.9
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 3,235 45.2 1,461 1,089 77 168 57 70 11.5
DRIGIMAL PROCEEDINGS.... 650 85.5 556 25 19 512 - - -

DISTRICT OF COLWRMBIA. 1,638 43.2 707 388 132 127 k2 21 16.1
CRIMINAL...ccovvivoannan 66 59.1 3 28 3 6 2 - 15.4
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 49 67.3 33 15 14 & - - 12.1
OTHER U. S, CIVIL....... 584 38.5 213 127 42 32 9 3 15.0
PRIY, PRISONER PETITIONS 28 €4.3 18 1 10 2 5 1 - 27.8
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 279 55.2 154 | 91 32 24 7 - 15.¢€
BANKRUPTCY....navoncnven 10 60.0 6 : 1 3 2 - - -
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 597 37.2 222 ¢ 116 31 a7 29 18 16.7
ORIGIMAL PROCEEDINGS.... 25 88.0 22 - 5 17 - - -

FIRST CIRCUIT........ 974 58.0 565 404 23 126 2 10 20.0
CRIMINAL . cecvieoncansnes 166 59.6 929 88 1 8 - 2 8.1
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 11 63.6 7 5 1 1 - - -
DYHER U. S. CIYIL....... 170 61.8 105 56 6 43 - - 41.0
PRIY, PRISONER PETITIONS 67 47.8 32 28 - 3 - 1 9.4
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 466 54.9 256 191 11 51 2 1 19.9
BANKRUPTCY..ovvvrocnonss 30 80.0 24 16 2 3 - 3 12.5
ADMIRISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 47 55.3 26 20 2 1 - 3 3.8
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 17 94.1 16 - - 16 - - -
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-£. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

APPEALS TERMINATED O# THE MERITS, BY CIRCUIT
DURING THE TWELYVE MOWTH PERICD £3OED JME 30, 1986

TERMIRATIONS OB YHE MERITS

TOTAL PERCEHT
APPEALS | DF TOTAL
CIRCUIT AND TERMI- TERMI- . AFFIRMED/ PERCENT

HATURE OF PROCEEDING HATED HATIONS | TOTAL | ENFORCED |DISMISSED| REVERSED| REMANDED | OTHER | REVERSED=

SECOND CIRCUIT....... 2,954 41.1 1,214 988 38 169 17 2 i1.9
CRIMINHAL..ocvuns. 553 9.6 385 357 4 21 3 - 5.5
U. S. PRISDNER PETITIDNS 94 48.9 46 37 1 6 2 - 13.0
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... A0S 32.1 130 104 9 15 2 - 11.5
PRIV, PRISOMER PETITIDNS 361 29.9 108 82 [ 16 3 1 14.8
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,181 35.3 420 330 15 68 6 1 16.2
BANKRUPTCY..,e0vuivesnnn 92 32.6 30 22 3 5 = - 16.7
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 215 30.7 66 55 - 10 3 - 15.2
ORIGINAL PROCEEDIMGS.... 43 67.4 29 1 - 28 - - -

THIRD CIRCUIT....c..s 2,506 51.2 1,284 1,057 8 208 11 - 15.0
CRIMINAL, coesacserenesns 341 70.7 241 219 - 7 5 - 7.1
U. S. PRISDHER PETITIDNS 117 42.7 50 46 1 3 - - 6.0
DTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 392 56.6 222 170 - 50 2 - 22.5
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIOWS 440 24.5 108 89 2 14 3 - 12.0
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 957 55.3 529 431 4 93 1 - 17.6
BAMKRUPTCY . ccaveveronns 53 49.1 26 21 - 5 - - 19.2
ADMIHISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 182 48.4 88 80 - ] - - 9.1
DRIGINAL PRDCEEDINGS.... 24 83.3 20 1 1 18 - - -

FOURTH CIRCUIT....... 2,949 = 59.1 1,743 ; 1,417 39 222 &4 21 12.2

——

CRIMINAL......0s 452 62.4 282 248 - 23 9 2 B.2
U. S. PRISCNER PETITIBRS 137 74.5 102 90 [ & 1 1 3.9
OTHER U, S. CIVIL....... 296 70.9 210 142 5 43 16 4 20.5
PRIY. PRISONER PETITIONS 300 56.1 505 439 16 35 4 11 6.9
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 889 55.6 494 398 8 7 11 - 15.6
BANKRUPTCY...o0vvonvens 81 49.4 40 27 - 13 - - 32.5
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. " 174 54.6 95 73 - 16 3 3 16.8
DRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.. 20 75.0 15 - 4 11 - ~ -
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B-5. U.S, COURTS OF APPEALS

APPEALS TERMINATED OM THE HERITS, BY CIRCUIT
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIDD ENDED JUME 30, 1986

TERHIMATIONS OK THE MERITS

TOTAL | PERCENT
APPEALS | BF TOTAL

CIRCUIT AND TERMI- |  TERMI- AFFIRMED/ PERCENT
NATURE OF Pnucssaxns HATED | NATIONS | TOTAL | ENFORCED | DISMISSED | REVERSED | REMANDED | :ITHER | REVERSED=

FIFTH CIRCUIT........ 3,904 53.6 | 2,092 1,440 174 440 20 8 17.8
CRIMINAL....... a1l 69.6 286 264 8 30 2 2 10.5
U. S. PRISOMER PETITIONS 77 55.8 43 36 7 - - t Z
DTHER U, S. CIVIL..\n..s 331 e 213 133 18 51 9 2 23.9
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 714 42.9 306 n 72 57 6 < 18.6
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,731 56.7 985 725 59 190 3 z 19.2
BANKRUPTCY .\ vuvuu..s 88 53,1 52 37 6 7 1 1 13.5
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 447 25.7 115 87 3 21 3 1 18.3
DRIGINAL PRUCEEDINGS.... 99 92.9 92 7 1 84 - - -

SIXTH CIRCUIT,....... 3,339 53.7 | 1,793 1,384 28 235 44 2 17.1
CRIMINAL.vvvvnnnnns 72 66.5 240 @09 1 28 2 - 11.7
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 177 62.1 110 100 4 5 1 - 4.5
OTHER U. S, CIVIL....... 521 61.2 319 219 1 76 13 - 23.8
PRIV. PRISOMER PETITIONS 668 54,3 357 305 5 46 1 - 12.5
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,209 6.7 565 438 3 113 ) 1 20.0
BANKRUPTCY . (v .r.... a6 34,9 30 18 1 10 1 - 13.3
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 264 38,1 127 95 2 22 7 1 17.3
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 42 83.3 35 - - 35 - - -

SEVENTH CIRQUIT...... 2,366 52,2 1 1,23 970 4 174 40 6 12.7
CRIMINAL. v0vennns. 3 60.4 224 202 3 12 6 1 5.4
U. S. PRISORER PETITIONS 210 3.1 80 70 2 3 It < 3.8
OTHER U, S. CIVIL..0ness 235 £0.5 143 16 n 15 7 1 10.5
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 321 0.2 129 97 2 26 3 1 20.2
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 893 53.4 ey 360 74 77 15 1 16.1
BANKRUPTCY v v e vrunnvns 89 6.3 59 £ 4 17 1 - 28.8
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 226 46.0 104 87 6 5 n 2 4.8
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 21 95.2 20 1 - 19 - = -

EIGHTH CIRCUIT....... 1,976 66.5 | 1,314 849 223 210 20 6 1.0
CRIMIMAL,..veve.s. . 261 74.7 180 152 8 15 3 2 8.3
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 127 37.4 m 4 45 2 - - 1.8
OTHER U, S. CIVIL....... 307 66.1 203 126 18 54 5 - 26.6
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIOMS 390 70.8 276 145 95 27 B 1 9.8
DTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 708 7.8 409 291 3 69 2 1 16.9
BANKRUPTCY . v vsasnans 62 53.2 33 21 4 7 1 ~ 21,2
ADMINISTRATIVE ABPEALS.. 98 63.3 62 &7 8 4 1 2 6.5
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 42 33.0 40 3 5 32 - - Z
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B=5. U.S. COURTS BF APPEALS
APPEALS TERMINATED DK THE MERITS, BY CIRCUIT
DURIKG THE TWELVE MONTH PERIDD ENDED JMME 30, 1986

TERMINATIONS OH THE HERITS
TOTAL PERCENT
APPEALS | OF TOTAL
CIRCUIT AKD TERMI- TERMI~ | AFFIRMED/ PERCENT
MATURE OF PROCEEDING WATED HATIONS | TOTAL | ENFORCED |DISHMISSED| REVERSED | REMAMDED | OTHER | REVERSED»

NINTH CIRCUIT........ 5,112 51.6 2,636 1,932 90 493 66 55 5.6
CRIMINAL.coovvenas 819 67.4 552 463 8 66 10 5 12.0
U. S. PRISDNER PETITIDNS 173 41.0 71 59 4 7 1 - 9.9
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 904 46,1 417 304 13 80 17 3 19.2
PRIV. PRISOMER PETITIOHS 461 54.0 249 201 14 26 4 4 10.4
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,738 43.9 763 542 28 161 21 11 2]1.1
BAKKRUPTCY . cevevvonnrene 170 47.6 81 51 10 18 1 1 22.2
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS., 124 54.7 396 307 10 36 12 31 9.1
ORIGINAL PROCEEDIMGS.... 123 87.0 107 5 3 99 - - -
TENTH CIRCUIT........ 1,857 63.5 1,179 705 135 261 60 18 15.0
CRIMINAL........ 327 79.8 261 192 21 a7 10 1 14.2
U. S. PRISDKER PETITIDNS 108 60.2 65 53 4 5 3 - 7.7
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 237 69.2 164 100 16 32 15 1 19.5
PRIV. PRISOKER PETITIONS 242 45.9 111 61 18 22 2 8 19.8
DTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 619 58.6 363 226 54 59 23 1 16.3
BANKRUPTCY.vceononn 74 45.9 34 17 10 5 1 1 14.7
.~ ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 123 63.4 78 53 12 1 6 6 1.3
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 127 81.1 103 3 - 100 - - -
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT..... 4,199 58.0 2,436 1,864 56 484 11 21 18.1
CRIMINAL.....vevunues 1,015 74.0 751 686 10 48 4 3 6.4
U. S. PRISONER PETITIDNS 263 48.3 127 57 4 64 - 2 50.4
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 610 55.9 341 243 8 82 3 5 24.0
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 721 40.4 291 231 5 50 3 2 17.2
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,277 57.7 137 542 19 170 1 5 23.1
BARKRUPTCY..o0vunennn 109 45.9 50 32 7 10 - 1 20.0
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 138 59.4 82 &9 3 7 - 3 8.5
DRIGIMAL PRDCEEDINGS.... 66 86.4 57 4 - 53 - - -

= PERCENT HOT SHONN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES TERMINATED ON THE MERITS IS LESS THAM 10. HD PERCENTAGES OF CASES
REVERSED DR DEMIED HAS BEEN COMPUTED FOR DRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS BECAUSE DF THEIR DIFFERENCE FROM APPEALS, NOR WAVE THEY BEEN
INCLUDED IN THE PERCENTAGE DF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED.

NUTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS BRIGINAL APPEALS.




651

~5A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

B
APPEALS TERMINATED BY PROCEDURAL JUDGMENTS, BY CIRCUIF
DURIKG THE THELYE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1986

PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS

BY JUDGES BY STAFF
TOTAL
APPEALS

CIRCUIT AND TERMI- CROSS JURIS FRAP CcPC FRAP
NATURE OF PROCEEDING NATED | TOTAL | APPEALS | TOTAL | DEFECTS 42= | DEFAULT | DEMIAL | OTHER { TOTAL &2= | DEFAULT | OTHER

ALL CIRCUITS......... (33,774 12,943 216 | 4,817 1,569 663 232 946 1,407 |7,910 {4,622 2,810 478
CRIMINAL..c.veveennne 5,134 | 1,132 9 426 106 113 24 1 182 697 423 221 53
U. S. PRISOMER PETITIU)(S 1,543 6346 3 251 7 24 26 12 112 382 81 273 28
DTHER U. S. CIVIL....... | 4,992 1 1,867 25 582 200 105 23 1 253 {1,260 817 398 45
PRIV, PRISOMER PETITIONS | 5,313 ;: 2,709 411,679 441 46 23 925 229 11,026 190 764 72
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... {11,963 : &,807 155 | 1,259 616 271 89 7 276 13,393 12,310 356 127
BANKRUPTCY e evvrnvnanenns 944 422 4 153 50 50 9 - &4 265 179 16 10
ADMIRISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 3,235 | 1,282 16 417 79 54 23 - 261 849 622 122 105
DRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 650 88 - 50 - - - - 50 38 - - 33

DISTRICT DF COLUMBIA. 1,638 571 - 134 20 31 25 - 58 437 368 28 41
CRIMIMAL..cvovrennnnas 66 22 - 7 - 3 - - 4 15 9 4 2
U. S. PRISONMER PETITIONS 49 16 - 11 2 - 1 - 8 5 4 1 -
DTHER U. 5. CIVIL....... 584 151 - 33 6 5 7 - 15 118 108 3 7
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 28 10 - 3 1 - 1 - 1 7 - 6 1
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 279 96 - 32 7 5 12 - g 64 45 13 6
BANKRUPTCY.cvvevseanenns 10 1 - 1 1 = - - - - = - -
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 597 272 - 46 3 18 L3 - 21 226 202 1 23
CBRIGIMAL PROCEEDINGS.... 25 3 - 1 - - - - 1 2 - ~ 2

FIRST CIRCUIT........ 974 367 - 107 35 9 6 14 43 260 129 80 51
CRIMINAL........ 166 47 - 11 3 - 1 - 7 36 13 16 T
U. s. PRISDNER PETITIDNS 11 4 - 4 3 - - - 1 - - - -
OTHER U. S. CIVIL.,..... 170 62 - 13 4 [ - - 8 44 18 15 11
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIDNS 67 35 - 18 4 - - 12 2 17 7 4 6
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 466 192 - L2 20 3 3 2 16 148 85 42 21
BAMKRUPTCY, cvovsornaansn 30 6 - 1 - - 1 - - 5 2 2 1
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 47 20 - 11 1 - 1 - 9 9 4 1 &
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 17 1 - - - - - - - 1 - - 1
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54, U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

APPEALS TERHMINATED BY PROCEDURAL JUDGHENTS, BY CIRIUIT

DURING THE THELYE HONTH PERIDD ENDED JUME 20, 1986

PROCEDURAL TERMIMATIONS

8Y JUDGES BY STAFF
TOTAL
APPEALS

CIRCUIT AHD TERMI- CRDSS JURIS FRAP cPC FRAP
HATURE DF PROCEEDING RATED | TOTAL { APPEALS | TOTAL | DEFECTS 42« | DEFAULT| DEHIAL | OTHER § TOTAL 42% | DEFAULT OTHER

SECOHD CIRCUIT....... 2,954 1,559 59 284 9 i1 2 €9 193§ 1,216 619 520 ”
CRIMINAL, ecvuane 553 115 2 10 - 3 - - 7 103 AB 52 3
U. S. PRISONER PETITIDNS 94 46 - 11 - 1 - - 10 k1] 5 26 &
OTHER U, 8. CIVIL....... 405 258 11 50 - 1 1 - 48 197 98 %6 3
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 361 250 3 136 2 1 - &9 64 11 n 92 8
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL...., 1,191 684 38 48 7 3 - - 37 598 362 220 16
BANKRUPTCY..... errerssan 92 60 ~- 15 - - - - 15 45 24 17 4
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 215 132 5 14 - 1 1 - 12 113 71 17 25
ORIGIHAL PROCEEDINGS. 43 14 - - - - - - - 14 - - 14

THIRD CIRCUIT........ 2,506 1,074 - 509 210 37 8 114 140 565 325 238 2
CRIMINAL. . cevucosunnenan 341 67 - 27 5 2 2z - 13 40 40 - -
U, S. PRISONER PETITIONS 117 (1] - 27 12 1 - & 10 38 9 29 -
OTHER U, S. CIVIL.... 392 146 - 61 24 [ 1 = 30 85 45 39 1
PRIV. PRISONER PETXTIDNS 440 326 - 226 72 7 - 110 30 100 20 80 -
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 857 364 - 116 76 17 &4 - 19 248 177 71 -
BAHKRUPTCY .. veersurnenn 53 25 - 6 £ - - - 1 19 16 3 -
ADMINMISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 182 78 - 44 9 4 1 - 30 34 18 16 -
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 24 3 - 2 - - - - 2 1 - - 1

FOURTH CIRCUIT....... 2,949 -1.1:] 5 443 112 23 2 257 49 440 335 82 23
CRINIHAL.civaosocennnnes 452 63 - T 4 3 - - - 56 42 12 2
U, s. PRISDHER PETITXDHS 137 21 - 12 [ - - 1 5 9 5 2 2
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 296 64 - 13 [ - - - 7 51 39 11 1
PRIV. PRISOHER PETITIONS %00 365 - 326 48 - 1 255 22 39 20 16 3
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 889 273 5 55 31 14 1 1 8 213 175 29 9
BANKRUPTCY..voveeecvenns 81 35 - 10 [3 3 - - 1 25 19 [ -
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 174 63 - 18 11 3 - - 4 45 35 6 4
ORIGIMAL PROCEEDINGS.... 20 4 - 2 - - - - 2 2 - - 2
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B-5A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

APPEALS TERMINATED BY PROCEDURAL JUDGMENTS, BY CIRCUIT
DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUKE 30, 1986

PROCEDURAL TERMINATIDNS

BY JUDGES BY STAFF
TOTAL
APPEALS

CIRCUIT AND TERMI~ CROSS JURIS FRAP cpC FRAR
NATURE OF PROCEEDING HATED | TOTAL | APPEALS | TOTAL | DEFECTS 42« | DEFAULT | DENIAL| OTHER | TOTAL 42w | DEFAULT | OTHER
FIFTH CIRCUIT........ [3,904 | 1,320 51 404 192 10 9 141 52 865 462 382 21
CRIMIBAL . covvraanenasre 411 78 1 15 10 1 1 1 2 62 39 22 1
U. S. PRISONER PETITIDNS 77 32 - 4 2 1 - 1 - 28 & 22 -
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 333 83 2 7 4 2 1 - - T4 42 30 2
PRIV, PRISDHER PETITIONS 714 399 - 227 a1 2 5 137 2 172 33 134 5
OTHER "PRIVATE CIVIL..... {1,737 520 « 45 &0 73 2 2 2 1 395 234 155 [
BANKRUPTCY. . 0eeanenvrnen 88 30 1 4 3 1 - - - 25 19 & -
ADHIBISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 447 171 2 &7 13 1 - - 47 102 89 13 -
OGRIGIKAL PROCEEDINGS.... 99 7 - - - - - - - 7 - - 7
SIXTH CIRCUIT........ 3,339 | 1,363 32 476 291 18 4 71 92 855 515 327 13
CRIMINAL ovosonanannsans 372 103 - 23 17 3 1 - 8 74 4T 27 -
U, S. PRISONER PETITIONS 177 57 - 16 13 - - 1 2 41 iz 29 -
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 521 181 4 46 21 3 - 1 21 131 82 48 1
PRIY. PRISOMER PETITIONS 668 235 -~ 168 96 - - 69 3 117 32 84 1
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... | 1,209 568 26 145 118 9 2 - 1% 397 217 117 3
BANKRUPTCY . scaannnan 26 52 1 15 3 - - 3 36 27 9 -
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 264 110 1 54 17 - 1 - 35 55 38 13 4
ORIGINAL PROICEEDINGS.... 42 7 - 3 - - - - 3 4 - - 4
SEVENTH CIRCUIT...... | 2,366 969 21 470 115 10 33 47 205 478 353 98 27
CRIMIMAL.veevenaneasnnsn ari 89 - 29 7 - 5 = 17 60 39 A 17
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 210 126 3 75 15 1 19 ~ 40 48 1% 30 4
OTHER U, S. CIVIL....... 235 87 1 36 10 1 5 = 20 50 45 & 1
PRIV. PRISOMER PETITIDNS 321 181 1 117 19 - 17 47 34 63 25 3 -
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 893 354 13 141 53 6 38 - 44 200 184 12 4
BANKRUPTCY . voroerenenea 89 28 - 15 7 2 3 - 3 13 11 2 -
ADMIKISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 226 104 3 57 4 - 6 - &7 44 35 8 1
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 21 - - - - - - - - - - - -
EIGHTH CIRCUIT....... |1,976 535 i1 188 44 27 26 49 42 336 266 49 21
CRIMINAL..ocsvavmasarens 241 34 - 9 4 - 1 ~ 4 25 23 1 1
U. S. PRISOKER PETITIONS 127 16 - 1 3 1 5 - 3 5 3 2 -
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 307 85 - 21 8 5 3 = 5 64 52 9 3
PRIY. PRISUNER PETITIONS 390 104 - 81 8 1 10 49 i3 23 7 13 3
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 708 233 11 50 17 14 7 - 12 172 152 19 1
BANKRUPTCY.vsevvvoonnnne 62 25 - 8 2 6 - - - 17 i & 2
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 98 35 - 5 2 - 1 - 2 30 18 1 11
DRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 43 3 - 3 - - - - 3 - - - Co=
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~5A. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

B
APPEALS TERMINATED BY PROCEDURAL JUDGMEMTS, BY CIRCUIT
DURIHG THE THELYE MOMNTH PERIOD EMDED SUME 30, 1986

PROCEDURAL TERHINATIONS

BY JUDGES BY STAFF
TOTAL
APPEALS

CIRCUIT ANWD TERHI- CROSS JURIS FRAP CpPC FRAP
HATURE OF PROCEEDING BATED | TOTAL |APPEALS | TOTAL | DEFECTS 42« | DEFAULT { DEMIAL | OTHER |TDTAL 42 |DEFAULY | OTHER

NINTH CIRCUIT........ | 5,112 | 2,085 21 750 243 135 50 66 256 |1,314 750 482 82
CRIMINAL.....coc0enune 819 209 3 167 27 69 12 - 59 39 22 i1 6
U. S. PRISDNER PETITIDNS 173 97 - 37 15 10 2 3 7 60 11 48 1
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 904 &4 5 125 34 18 5 - 68 311 1685 117 9
PRIV. PRISDHER PETITIORS 461 203 - 122 28 15 2 €2 15 81 9 69 3
DTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,738 832 8 211 119 13 17 1 61 613 398 185 30
BANKRUPTCY., .evvvenenes 170 70 - 22 8 3 g - [ 48 3l 17 -
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 724 219 5 58 12 7 7 - 32 156 94 35 27
DRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 123 14 - 8 - - - - 8 [ - - [3

TENWTH CIRCUIT....... . 1,857 630 1 461 & 337 1 18 929 168 4 83 81
CRIMINAL....ccoouvuccnn. 327 59 - 46 1 28 - - 17 13 - 8 5
U. 5. PRISONER PETITIONS 108 43 - i3 - 9 - - & 30 - 17 13
OTHER U. S, CIVIL....... 237 70 - 63 2 56 - - 5 7 1 3 3
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIUNS 242 131 - 59 - 16 - 18 25 72 - 39 33
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL.... 619 . 228 1 189 3 176 1 - 9 38 3 13 27
BARKRUPTCY.cveuuvoes T4 40 - 38 - 32 - - 6 2 - - 2
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 123 35 - 29 - 20 - - 9 6 - 3 3
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 127 24 - 24 - - - - 24 - - - -

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT..... | 4,199 | 1,582 15 591 292 15 6 100 178 376 496 441 39
CRIMIMAL.cocovavacoasa 1,015 246 3 69 28 1 1 - 39 174 101 64 9
U, s. PRISDNEP FETITIDNS 263 113 - 30 [3 - - 2 22 283 12 67 4
DTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 610 239 2 109 81 2 - - 26 128 102 23 3
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 721 420 - 196 15 4 2 97 18 224 26 189 9
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... }1,277 463 8 148 92 8 2 1 45 307 218 80 9
BANKRUPTCY. . eeeeesvannes 109 50 2 18 9 - - - 9 30 13 10 1
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 138 43 - 14 1 - 1 - 12 29 18 B 3
ORIGIKAL PROCEEDINGS.... 66 8 - 7 - - - - 7 1 - - 1

= YOLURTARY DISHMISSAL UNDER RULE 42(B), FEDERAL RULES DF APPELLATE PROCEDURE.
TOTALS INCLUDE REDPEMED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGIKAL APPEALS.

WOTE:




TABLE B-6, U.5. COURTS DF APPEALS
APPEALS FILED, TERMINATED, AMD PENDING, 8Y CIRCUIT
DURING THE TMELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

FILIMGS TERHIRATYONS PENDING
CIRCUIT PERCENT OF PERCENT OF PERCENT OF
HATURE DF Pancssmus WUMBER|  TOTAL MUMBER|  TOTAL NUMBER|  TOTAL
ALL CIRCUITS...v0sse. 34,292 100.0 33,774  100.0 25,216  100.0
CRIMIHAL. . svuso. 5,134 15.0 5,134 15.2 4,102 16.2
U. 5. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,569 4.6 1,543 A6 934 a7
DTHER U, S, €IVIL.evsuesr | 4,846 14.1 4,992 14,8 3,631 14.4
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS | 5,423 15,8 5,313 15.7 3,095 12,2
OTHER PRIVATE cxvu...w 112,453 3.3 11,963 35.4 8,497 3.6
BANKRUP ; 97 2.8 944 2.8 722 2.¢
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. | 3,187 9.3 3,235 9.6 3,115 12,3
BRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... , 70 2.1 €50 1.9 179 0.7
DISTRICT OF COLLMSIA. ! 1,871 100,0 1,638 100.0 2,242 100.0
CRIMINAL, vovssoes 92 4.9 66 4,0 84 3.7
U. S. PRISOHER PETITIONS 72 3.8 49 3.0 44 2.0
OTHER U, S. CIVIL.. 475 25,4 584 s ! 487 21.7
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 29 1.5 23 1.7 28 1.2
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..,.. 265 14.2 279 17,0 342 15,3
m«nuncv 10 0.5 10 0.6 16 0.7
ADNINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 896 47.9 597 36.4 1,220 54,4
DRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 2 1.7 25 1.5 2 0.9
FIRST CIRCUIT,.\ussss 1,186 100.0 974  100.0 698 100.0
CRIMINAL. . 224 18,9 166 7.0 190 27.2
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 6 0.5 11 1.1 b 0.1
OTHER U, S. CIVIL.isos.ns 247 20.8 170 17.5 | 141 20.2
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS 62 5.2 67 6.9 231 3.0
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... | 551 46,5 466 7.8 . 294 42,1
BANKRUPTEY. cuvvvnvinas i 23 1.9 a0 3.1 14 2.0
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. i 55 4.6 47 4.8 a5 5.0
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... I 13 1.5 17 .y 2 0.3
SECOND CIRCUIT....... | 2,932 100.0 2,954 100.0 ¢ 820  100.0
CRIKINAL . 579 19,7 553 18.7 222 271
U. S. PRISORER PETITIONS | 30 2.7 94 3.2 22 2.7
OTHER U, S, CIVIL ! 404 13.8 405 13.7 105 12.8
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS | 382 13.0 361 12,2 152 18.5
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,155 39.4 1,191 40,3 257 1.3
BANKRUPTCY. ... i 95 3.2 92 3.1 25 3.0
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 201 6.9 215 7.3 34 4.
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... ' 36 1.2 43 1.5 : 3 0.4
THIRD CIRCUIT........ | 2,468 100.0 2,506  100.0 ! 1,292  100,0
]
CRIMINAL., f 296 12,0 341 13,6 ' 192 14.9
U. 5. PRISONER PETITIONS H 127 5.1 117 4.7 } 54 4.2
OTHER U, S. CIVIL.... 351 14.2 392 15.6 ‘ 187 4.5
PRIV, PRISOMER PETITIONS 448 18.2 440 17.6 . 147 11.4
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 969 39.3 957 38.2 : 54t 42,3
BAHKRUPTCY. ... .. . 65 2.6 53 2.1 40 3.1
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 184 7.5 182 7.3 ' 120 9.3
DRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 28 1.1 24 1.0 [ 0.5
FOURTH CIRCUIT..vuu4s 2,799 100.0 2,949 100.0 1,826  100.0
CRININAL,. 404 4.4 452 15.3 333 18,2
U. S, PRISONER PETITIONS 139 5.0 137 4.6 68 3.7
BTHER U, S, CIVIL.iuo.., 306 10.% 296 10.0 209 114
PRIV, PRISOMNER p:rmous 765 7.3 900 30.5 357 18.6
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 879 3.4 889 0.1 €36 34.8
BANKRUPTCY,..... 86 3.1 81 2.7 &7 2.6
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 195 7.0 174 5.9 167 9.1
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.,.. 25 0.9 20 0.7 9 0.5
FIFTH CIRCUIT,.vuuan 3,837 100.0 3,%04  100.0 2,425  100.0
CRIMINAL.... 501 13.1 411 10.5 3431 14.1
U. S, PRISONER PETITIONS B4 2.2 77 2.0 45 1.9
OTHER U, S, CIViL..... 317 8.3 331 8.5 209 8.6
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 766 20,0 714 18.3 373 15.4
OTHER PRIVATE cmL..... 1,681 43.8 1,737 44,5 1,219 50.3
BANKRUPTCY, . m 2.9 88 2,3 62 2.6
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 272 7.1 47 11.4 165 6.8
ORIGIMAL PROCEEDINGS.... 105 2.3 99 2.5 11 0.5
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E 8-6. U.S. COURTS DF APPEALS
APPEALS FILED TERMIHATED, AHD PERDING, BY CIRCULT
DURTHG THE THELYE MONTH'PERIOD ENDED JUNE 20, 1986

FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING

CIRCULT AND PERCENT OF PERCENT OF PERCENT OF
HATURE DF PROCEEDING HUKBER TOTAL NUMBER T0TAL WUMBER TOTAL
SIXTH CIRCUIT, vuuvcass 3,618 100.0 3,33 100.0 2,970 100.0
CRIMINAL. vssovess 396 10.9 32 1.1 357 12.0
U, S. PRISOHER PETITNNS 176 4.9 177 5.3 114 3.8
OTHER U. S. CIVIL.sesass 597 16.5 521 15,6 511 17.2
PRIY. PRISOMER PETITIONS 178 21.5 568 0.0 512 19.3
GTHER PRIVATE CIVIL...., 1,289 35.6 1,209 35.2 1,095 3.9
BARKRUPTCY e vveesrinnoss 80 2.2 36 2.6 65 2,2
ADMIHISTRATIVE APPEALS., 268 7.4 264 7.9 250 8.4
DRIGIHAL PROCEEDINGS.... 33 0.9 42 1.3 [ 0,2
SEVENTH CIRCUIT...... ! 2,278 100.0 2,366 100.0 1,663 100.0
CRIMINAL. .0 : 310 13.6 371 15.7 263 15.8
U, s, PRISUNER PETITXDNS ! 214 9.4 210 8.9 130 7.8
OTHER U, §. C aesiens 216 9.5 235 9.9 160 9.6
PRIV, FRXSONER PETXT!B%S 228 4.4 3z 13.8 243 14.9
OTHER PRIVATE CIViL..... 939 41.2 893 3.7 66 40.0
BANKRUP 74 3.2 89 3.8 51 3.4
AMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 174 7.6 226 8.6 134 8.3
ORIGIMAL PROCEEDINGS.... 23 1.0 21 0.9 5 0.3
EIGHTH CIRCUIT...c.u, 2,053 100.0 1,976 100.0 1,214 100.0
CRININAL. cananansa 269 13.1 241 12.2 206 17.0
U, S. PRISONER PETITIDNS 129 6.3 127 6.4 43 3.5
OTHER U, S. CIVIL....... 30% 15.1 307 15.5 198 16.3
PRIV. PRISOKER PETXTIDNS 38% 18.9 330 19.7 145 11.9
BTHER PRIVATE CIYIL..... 746 36.3 708 35.8 512 42.2
BANKRUPTCY . 0oavervinnsns 67 3,3 62 3.1 42 3.5
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS,. 96 4,7 98 5.0 57 4.7
BRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. ... 48 2,3 43 2.2 11 0.3
NINTH CIRCUIT..svess. 5,291 100.0 5,112 100.0 5,338 100.0
CRIMINAL. 911 17.2 819 16,0 324 17.3
U. s, PRXSDHER PETITWNS 200 3.8 173 3.4 184 3.4
OTHER U, S, CIVIL..,s\s. 353 16.1 904 17,7 B65 16.2
PRIV, PRISGHER PETXHDNS 455 8.6 451 9.0 403 7.5
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,933 36.5 1,738 34,0 2,006 37.6
BARKRUPTCY.veueus 185 3.1 170 3.3 179 3.4
ADHIRISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 615 11,6 724 14,2 705 13.2
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 160 3.0 123 2.4 2 1,3
TEHTH CIRCUIT......40 2,030 100.0 1,857 100.0 2,165 100.0
CRIKIMAL. . covana 243 12.0 327 17.6 244 11.2
U. 5. PRISONER PETITIORS 143 7.0 108 5.8 i21 5.6
DTHER U, S. CIVIL., 213 13,4 237 12.8 306 141
PRIV, PRISOMER PETIT!QNS 296 14,6 i 242 13.0 226 10.4
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..,.. 760 37.4 619 3.3 1,018 47.0
BARKRUPTCY.. B 68 3.3 74 4.0 91 4,2
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 114 5.6 123 6.6 134 6.2
BRIGINAL PROCEEDIKGS,... 133 6.6 127 6.8 25 1.2
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT..... 3,929 100.0 4,199 100.0 2,623 100.0
CRIMINAL. tosuancennansan 90% 23,1 1,015 24.2 T47 28,5
U, S. PRISDNER FE'I'ITIDNS 199 5.1 263 6.3 108 4,1
498 12.7 610 14.5 253 9.6
125 18.5 721 17.2 423 18.1
1,286 32.7 1,217 30.4 906 N.5
Ul siteneannas 133 3.4 109 2.6 84 3.2
ADHINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 117 3.0 138 3.3 94 2.6
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 62 1.6 66 1.6 8 0.3

HOTE: TOTALS IKCLUDE REOPEMED, REMAHDED, AMD RELUSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS DRIGIHAL ARPEALS.
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TABLE B-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS
WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFEMSE DF APPEALS ARISING FROW THE U.S. DISYRICT COURTS, BY CIRCUIT
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED WME 30, 1986

CIRCULY

NATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL | D.C. | FIRST|SECOMD | THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH |SIXTH [SEVENTH{ EIGHTH | NIATH | TEWTH} ELEVENTH

TOTAL CASES..esvennaccenns 29,425 | 932)1,090] 2,600 |2,191 | 2,493 | 3,349 [3,237| 2,007 1,8424,351 11,715 3,617

TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES...... 5,134 | 92| 224| 5719 | 296 404 | 501 | 396 310 263 911| 243 909

TOTAL CIVIL CASES......... 24,291 ; 841| 866 2,021 {1,895 | 2,089 12,848 [2,841 1,697| 1,573 3,440 |1,472] 2,708

U.S. CASES...vvesseenens 6,415 547 | 253| 48B4 | 478 445 ) 401 | 773 430 438 1 1,053 | 416 897

U.S. PLAINTIFF.ceouinnancnn 989 ¢ 21 22] 16} 128 69 60 74 49 85 167 62 166
MEGOTIABLE INSTAUMERTS. 24 2 - 2 - 1 4 6 1 5 1 1 1
DTHER CONTRACT ACTIORS. 63, 1 2 4 5 3 10 3 1 1 9 5 14
CONDENMATION OF LAND... 461 - - 1 - 10 5 1 - 5 6 14 4
OTHER REAL PROP.ACTIDNS 1. -\ 2 1 2 2 5 5 3 18 ¢ 8 12 3
TORT ACTIONS...veuuenns % - —! 1 3 R B - 1 5 2 2
CIVIL RIGHTS: ; i ! ! ! ‘ i

EMPLOYMENT. .. vnurnes 47 2! 1 - 9 2 3 7 47 10 & 2
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS... 32 - 1] 41 21 1, 3, 2 5 = 14 2 11
FORFEITURE AND PEMALTY. 162, - - 2] &, B: 8, 7 4 6: 26 2 95
FAIR LABOR STAMD. ACT.. 44 - 3 - 5 5! 8° 7 3 1] 5 5: 2
DTHER LABOR..cvcvossss. 40 2, 2 4 4 2 1 2 6 1. 7 EJ €
SECUR. ,COMMDD. , & EXCHG a3 3, - 8 5 -y = - 1 2y 12 - 2
TAX SUITS.cvevnvenccens 115 - 21 3 20 9, 2 14 8 8; 38. T 4
ALL DTHER....c.cuvevnnn 306 | 11! 9, 76 75 19 1 12 1 17 10 13: 3 5 20
H i 1 ) i :

U.S. DEFENDANT............ 5,426 | 526! 231; 378 | 350 ; 376 | 34l ; 699 381 373; 886 f 354 531
CONTRACT ACTIONS....... 161 7 12 1 13 12 45 12 9 7 12 3%, 10 13
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS.. 82 71 1: 1y - 2t 1 5 3 20 16 19 7
TORT ACTIONS........... 409 | 50 241 30 25 28 34 26 13 18 30 a5 36
CIVIL RIGHTS: ! !

EMPLDYMEHT..........s 213§ 37} 2: 9 10 20 16 18 14 11 40 9 27

OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS... 399 81 16| 37 28 z4 21 26 2 25 99 29 22
PRISONER PETITIONS: ' !

NOTIONS TO VACATE SEN 624 | 134 1 31 46 65 53 £3 46 63 BD 41 122

HABEAS CORPUS........ 485 1 26 3 37 38 15 16 69 63 20 87 61 50

PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 3241 25 2 10 41 16 12 40 73 24 30 32 19

OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 136 ] - 2 2 43 3 4 12 22 3 9 ]
LABOR SUITS........ 58 { 13 5 5 2 5 5 4 1 2 9 1 6
SDCIAL SECURITY LAW 1,178 | 25 129 58 81 78 70 ¢ 324 41 751 121 42 134
TAX SUITS..uveinennnsns 393 - 12 16 18 31 47 3¢ 36 27| 100 26 50
ENVIROMHMENTAL MATTERS.. 81 21 2 4 4 1 4 4 3 4 20 9 5
FREEDOM DF INFOR. ACT.. 143 ] 81 1 4 1 5 4 9 4 5 25 2 2
ALL DTHER......cuvennns 760 | 160 32! 11 4z 39 42 62 21 451 130 35 30
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RATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM TKE U.S. DISTRICT CUARTS, 8Y CIRCUIT

TASLE B-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

DURIHG THE THELVE MOKTH PERIGD EMDED JUME 30, 1986

CIRCUIT
HATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL | D.C. | FIRST|SECOMD | THIRD | FOURTH| FIFTH| SIXTH|SEYEWTH | EIGHTH | NINTH | TENTH|ELEVENTH
PRIVATE CASES........... 17,876 | 294 613| 1,537 1,417 | 1,644 2,447 2,068 1,267 1,135| 2,387 | 1,056 2,011
FEDERAL QUESTION.......... 13,989 198 4277 1,239!1,008! 1,28811,859)1,707] 1,09% 8711 1,978 716 1,599
MARINE COHTRACT........ 182 - 5 42 7 6 43 3 3 4 43 - 26
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 343 15 13 20 12 11 &7 20 29 16 8% 22 49
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 76 - 3 5 13 7 10 13 1 3 18 3 -
MARIKE IHJURY.....c.... 301 - 8 i5 5 15 185 8 - 1 50 1 13
DTHER TODRT ACTIONS..... 405 16 14 16 [ 18 93 23 99 5 55 13 47
ARTITRUST..ovnvnvenanan 345 11 7 24 25 38 37 32 27 10 82 19 23
CIVIL RIGHTS:
EMPLOYHENT..ovvvonnns 1,470 33 51 29 101 121 175 194 127 117 153 82 217
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS... 2,458 33 140 199 160 146 293 304 235 167 416 130 230
PRISONER PETITIONS:
HABEAS CORPUS........ 2,331 - 27 208 152 262 423 334 137 136 209 125 318
PRISDHER CIVIL RIGHTS 2,982 29 34 170 286 436 336 442 190 245 244 169 401
DTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 110 - 1 4 10 67 7 3 3 8 1 2 6
LABOR MGMT. RELAT. ACT. 475 3 16 5 64 15 20 84 55 31 115 9 25
OTHER LABOR.....vo-... 581 16 25 52 45 36 32 110 59 25 120 23 38
CPYRGHT ,PATENT & TRDHRK 339 7 9 64 26 18 19 25 23 19 81 12 36
SECUR., COMMOD. & EXCHG 464 3 11 75 26 17 35 31 33 24 93 45 7
CONST. OF STATE STATS.. 110 - 8 12 11 9 [ 11 8 8 28 2 9
ALL DTHER......cvhuense 1,017 27 55 179 59 65 98 | 10 89 52 183 59 80
DIVERSITY OF CITIZEAWSHIP.. 3,834 96 186 298 361 356 588 361 168 264 404 340 412
IHSURANCE. cveonnnannans 627 4 16 21 65 50 70 62 35 A2 92 59 111
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 1,642 36 69 155 118 176 254 159 124 95 190 128 158
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS.. 126 2 b 10 7 14 22 9 1 2 i3 19 19
PERSONAL INJURY - PRI]D‘

LIABILITY....ccvvvu. 407 2 26 19 76 31 70 34 - 36 24 40 49
OTHER PERSOHAL INJURY. . 791 46 64 46 71 67 153 82 [ 63 61 74 58
PERS. PROP. DAMAGE..... 195 6 10 21 26 18 19 15 2 19 24 20 7
ALL OTHER..sccecvennnns 26 - -~ 26 - - - - - - - - -

GENERAL LOCAL JURISOICTIOR 53 - - - 48 - - - - - - -
CONTRACT ACTIONS....... 5 - - - 3 - - - - - 2 - -
REAL PROPEQTY ACTIONS.. 2 - - -~ 2 - - - - - - - -
TORT ACTIONS...... 30 - - - 30 - - - - - - - -
PRISONER PETITIONS.. - - - - - - - - - - - - -
ALL OTHER..evvnvvonanns 16 - - - 13 - - - - - 3 - -




L9}

HATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS, 8Y CIRCUIT

TABLE B~7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS

DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERICD EMDED JURE 20, 1936

CIRCUIT
HATURE OF SUIT OR DFFENSE TotaL | p.c. | Frrst|seconn! thrro| rourth] rrete| soxred sevewti| exenn] wiwte| TEwTH|eLevewrs
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES...... 5,134 | 92| 224] s719] 296 2041 501 396 310 269] s11| 243 909
GEMERAL DFFENSES
HOMICIDE, TOTAL..vvusnenn. 56 - 2 1 2 8 - ? ) 17 2 1
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE... 38 - 2 - 2 5 7 - 3 7 9 z 1
OTHER HOMICIDE......... 18 - - 1 - 2 1 - 4 2 8 - -
ROBBERY, TOTAL...veneens.s 231 3 1 20 12 28 17 22 14 1 70 27
BANK. o vvreeveeonnnnnnes 218 2 1 20 10 27 14 21 14 11 66 6 26
OTHER ROBBERY.......... 13 1 - - 2 1 3 1 - - 4 - 1
ASSAULT..evvnernnsnnennans 62 - 2 2 ) 12 3 2 1 7 15 5 6
BURGLARY .+ v ervnanenonnenn 6 - - - 2 - - - 1 - 3 - -
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL.. 210 2 3 26 12 14 17 21 22 7 50 1 19
INTERSTATE CRHMERCE.... 28 - - 1 - - 3 6 5 - 5 3 5
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF
STOLEN PROPERTY....... 62 - 3 13 2 3 2 8 3 3 10 4 8
POSTAL.«vueneocvancanos 33 1 - 4 3 - 6 2 8 2 5 1 1
DTHER LARCENY AMD THEFT 87 1 3 8 7 1 6 5 3 2 30 3 5
EMBEZZLEMENT . ovevvrennnnns 93 1 5 8 3 2 3 8 5 5 36 1 11
FRAUD, TOTAL..uersonuseens 878 | 11 37 8 52 65 82 84 61 53| 150 64 121
INCOME TAX.vuurovnnenas 247 2 11 31 9 14 25 22 13 18 49 21 32
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE
WIRE, RADID, ETC...... 297 2 21 29 17 18 23 39 28 8 45 27 40
{ ENDING AND CREDIT..... 69 - - 5 2 & 15 5 9 14 2 3 10
FALSE CLAIMS & STATHNTS 125 4 3 7 15 13 8 13 4 4 24 7 23
OTHER FRAUD..vceeesvroen 140 3 2 26 9 16 11 5 7 9 30 6 16
AUTO THEFT . e vnnrnesnenonns 51 - 2 - 2 3 4 4 7 4 5 2 18
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 183 - 7 12 16 5 29 24 8 7 28 L ! 39




TABLE B-7. U.S. COURYS OF APPEALS
KATURE OF SUIT OR DFFENSE DF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT CJURTS, 8Y CIRCUIT
DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERIDD EMOED JRME 30, 1984

891

CIRCUIT
KATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL [B.C. | FIRST|SECOMD | THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTH|SEVENTH| EIGMTH| SINTH| TEWTH [ELEVENTH
SEX OFFEMSES..cevvensnns.- 2| 1 1 2 7 7 ) ] 1 18] 13 5 3
DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AMD.

CONTRDL ACT, TOTAL....... 2,136 | 33| 107 286 130y 182| 176| 132 B4 89| 333| 83 499
DAPCA HARTMUARA. .. ..... 5521 11 200 2 18 31| s3| 8 32 15{ 108 18 174
DAPCA KARCOTICS....0... 1,30% 18 75 247 87 116 96 66 40 48 179 45 292
DAPCA CONTROL.SUBSTARCE 273 4 12 15 25 35 27 18 12 26 46 20 33

MISC. GEWERAL OFFENSES

TOTAL s varrnsannvnnnseess w1 18} 34 %4] 3 46 81 73 67 s8] 112 34 118
BRIBERY....... sl 3 2 11 - 5 3 2 1 - 2 3 4
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING

AND THREATS........... 251 7 w0l s1 17 el a7 40 6 3 4 2
GAMBLING, LOTTERY...... 23 - - - - - 16 13 - 2 - - 2
KIDRAPPING. .0 vvcvvoenn. 21 1 - 3 1 1 - - 3 2 4 2 5
FIREARMS, REAPONS...... 276 | 4 15] 21 1n 1] 21 xu 16 28 42 18 52
ESCAPE v vveonennrnrnrs 52| -~ 2 % - 4 7 7 1 6 10 3 8
PERJURY - .. vouneerssnans 260 - 2 1 3 5 - - s 1 3 - 5
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC. . 25) - 2 - - 8 - 1 - 1 9 3 1
OTHER MISCELLAKEDUS
GENERAL OFFEMSES...... s 1 3 2 3 ) 2 2 2 11 1 8
SPECIAL OFFENSES
IMATGRATION LAKS....... 78| - 1 5 1 -l m - - i 26 3 10
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVEMUE -] - - - - - - - - - - - -
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 332 | 28 16 5) 15 33| 36| 23 32 i8] s3] 19 3
AGRICULTURAL ACTS.... 33| 13 2 - - 1 - 1 1 2l 1w 3 -
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. 0] - - 3 - 1 1 - ~ 1 2 - 2
MATIOMAL DEFENSE LAHS 21f - - 2 1 4 2 - 4 1 3 - 4
CIVIL RIGHTS.cseees. 2| - 6 - 2 5 9 3 1 3 - - 3
HITHESS INTIMIDATION, | - 2 4 1 10 8 3 3 i 7 1 8
EXPLOSTVES/KOM-VESSEL 57 - - 9 4 8 8 3 B - 3 1 7
OTHER .+ venenmnnsoneen 131 12 6 7 7 4 8 7 15 1o 28 1% 12

WOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPEHED, REMANDED, AND REINMSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS DRIGINAL APPEALS



TABLE C

S. DISTRICT COURTS
L CASES CDMMENCED TERMINATED AMD PENDING

CIvy
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1985 AND 1986

FILIKGS TERMINATIONS PENDING

PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIQD PERIOD PERIOD

CIRCUIT EMDED ENDED ENDED EHDED ENDED ENDED
AND JUHE 30, | JUNE 30, | PERCENT JUNE 30, | JUHE 30, | PERCERT JUNE 30, | JUNE 30,] PERCERT
DISTRICT 1985 198 CHANGE 1985 1986 CHANGE 198 1986 CHaKGE
TOTAL.., 273,670 254,828 -$.9 269,848 266,765 ~1.1 255,114 242,177 ~5.7
v SR 4,199 3,875 ~1.7 4,305 3,446 =20.0 3,481 3,910 12.3
15T, 11,123 9.262 ~16.7 10,705 10,606 ~0.9 13,486 12,142 ~10.0
HEoveaan, 827 392 0.6 964 956 ~0,8 912 843 ~7,0
MAiooane 5,412 4,553 ~15.9 4,646 5,510 18.6 3,780 7,823 -10.9
BHeoeaee 860 711 ~17.3 913 734 ~19.6 799 776 2.9
Rlovaves 794 314 2.5 910 806 ~-11.4 604 612 1.3
PReviane 3,168 2,292 ~27.7 3,272 2,600 -20.5 2,391 2,083 -12.4
X0, 21,209 21,056 0.7 22,215 21,186 -4.6 25,407 25,277 ~0.5
Clyueuns 2,597 2,568 =1,1 2,825 2,628 -1.0 3,917 3,857 -1.5
HY Neoos 1,811 1,540 -15,0 1,738 1,666 ~4,2 3,030 2,904 4.2
HY Evuas &, 746 6,539 -4, 4 6,042 4,583 -24,2 5,198 5,154 ~0.9
KY,S.... 10,033 10,647 6.1 9,488 10,392 9.5 10,638 10,893 2.4
NYHoooa 1,656 1, Aké -12.8 1,616 1,482 -8.3 2,173 2,135 ~1.8
sl 366 318 ~-13.1 506 435 ~14.0 451 334 ~26.0
3R0... 20,684 20,243 -2.1 19,316 19,930 3.2 17,259 17.572 1.8
DE.ovins 810 684 -15.6 T40 693 =b.h 715 706 ~1.2
| [ PR 6,372 5,507 =-13,6 5,428 5,553 2.3 5,598 5,552 -0.8
PAE oL 7,392 7,988 8.1 6,834 7,820 14.4 5,633 5,801 3.0
FAH. oo 1,872 1,954 4.4 1,982 1,935 -2.4 1,433 1,458 1.3
PAH. .., 3,458 3,369 ~2.6 3,695 3,133 -15.2 2,637 2,873 8.9
¥lovases 780 741 .0 637 7986 25.0 1,2 1,182 -4, 5
4TH. .. 2. 20,092 ~-1l.8 23,312 22,425 =41 18,410 16.078 -12.7
4,923 4,392 -10.8 4,765 4,706 ~1.2 4,579 4,265 6,9
2,311 1,970 ~14,8 2,419 2,115 ~12.56 1,232 1,087 -11,8
1,504 1,549 ~23.6 1,461 1,435 -1. 94T 663 =30.2
1,514 1,224 -19,2 1,742 1,407 ~19.2 903 720 ~20,3
3,612 3,546 =-1.8 3,720 3,799 2,1 2,835 2.582 ~8.9
3.551 3,313 -5.7 3,230 3,324 2,8 2,506 2,495 -0,4
2,711 2,177 =-19.7 2,850 2,456 -13.8 1,793 1,514 ~15,6
918 699 -23.9 999 992 =0.7 1,451 1,158 -20.2
1,733 1,623 ~6.4 2,186 2,191 0.2 2,164 1,596 ~26,3
35,005 34,169 ~2.4 33,285 34,612 4,0 40,027 39,584 -1.1
6,057 6,181 2,0 7.372 6,603 -10,4 5,844 5,422 -1.2
1,172 1,023 ~32.9 1,099 1,277 16.2 1,689 1,433 ~315.2
3,884 J.424 -11.9 3,754 3,540 ~5,7 3,721 3,605 =-3.1
1,417 1,304 ~8.0 1,235 1,267 2.6 1,608 1,645 2.3
3,059 3,062 0.1 2,504 2,529 1.0 4,540 5,073 11.7
4,215 5,450 29.3 3,785 4,541 20,0 1242 5,151 21,4
3,069 2,874 ~6.4 2,408 2,653 10.2 5,065 5,286 b4
TXpSeene 7,65% 7,222 5.7 7.118 7,871 10.6 9,483 8,834 ~6.9
TXHeons 4,478 3,631 -18.9 4,010 4,331 4.0 3,835 3,135 -18.3
6TH. .. 31,427 29,479 -6.2 33,455 31,182 ~5.8 29,314 27,611 ~5.8
XY, Eaius 2,463 2,074 =-15.1 2,749 2,626 ~4.5 2,560 2,008 ~21,6
KY Koo 2,136 1,867 ~12.6 2,033 2,082 2.4 2,528 2,313 ~8.5
HILE.... 8,171 7,783 -4.8 8,560 8,329 =2.7 T,447 6,901 ~7.3
Heaoy 2,358 2,213 6.2 2,588 2,112 ~18.4 2,409 2,510 4.2
OH, M. ... 4,995 6,085 21.8 5,569 5,502 1.2 4,954 5,531 11,8
OH, S, 00 5,325 4,079 ~23.4 6,229 5,054 ~18.9 4,953 3,978 =19.7
INEase 2,662 2,505 ~5.9 2,521 2,347 ~6.9 1,394 1,552 11.3
TN ML 1,804 1,558 ~13.6 1,751 1.58¢ -2,3 1,115 1,084 -2.8
TH.H.,.. (533 1,315 -14.2 1,455 1,541 5.9 1,954 1,728 ~11.6
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TABLE C

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMIMATED AXD PEWDING

DURING THE THELYE HONTH PERIDDS ENDED JUME 30, 1925 AND 1986

TR

FILINGS TERKINATIONS PEKDING
. PERIDD PERIDD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD
CIRCUIT ENDED ENDED ENDED ENDED ENDED ENDED

ARD JUKE 30, | JUNE 30, | PERCENT JUNE 30, | JUHE 30, | PERCEHY JUHE 30, § JUKE 30,1 PERCENT
DISTRICT 1985 198 CHARGE 1985 1986 CHANGE 1955 1986 CHANGE
TTH... 23,180 20,009 -13.7 22,10 23,625 6.5 20,538 16,922 ~17.6
It Nauye 11,418 9,511 ~16.7 10,430 11,380 13,3 4,839 7,410 24,7
IL.Couus 1,826 1,224 ~33.0 1,519 1,757 15,7 1,843 1,310 -28.9
L Sans 1,952 1,603 =-17.9 1,633 1,557 -6.7 1,507 1,553 3.1
IN M aes 2,472 2,499 1.1 2,384 2,698 13.2 2,531 2,332 =1.3
IH,S.us 2,713 2,700 -0.5 Z,835 2,950 2.3 2,874 2,624 -8.7
L399 FPRNN 1,789 1,447 -18.2 2,206 1,674 -24,1 1,498 1,271 =-15.2
L2 8%, PR 1,032 1,025 0.7 1,064 1,049 1.4 440 22 ~5.4
ATM... 13,043 18,203 ~h. 4 20,026 17,894 -10.7 14,361 14,870 2.2
2,287 2,062 9.8 2,781 2,028 ~27.1 1,653 1,687 2.1
1,048 1,040 ~3,8 1,260 990 =~21.% 714 169 7.0
7%8 £18 2,5 804 713 ~=3.9 637 682 7.1
1,245 1,320 -1.9 1,302 1,326 1.8 1,427 1,421 ~0.4
4,051 3,011 ~25,7 4,338 3,004 ~30.8 2,462 2,469 0.3
3,524 3,374 -4.3 3,416 3,622 8.0 2,695 2,647 9.2
2,919 3,11 27.9 3,003 3,329 10.9 2,451 2,855 16.5
RE.oiens 1,326 1,752 -4, 1 1,776 1,683 ~5.2 1,379 1,448 5.0
KO.... 549 506 ~7.8 572 £00 =12.6 462 468 1.2
SDiseens 694 587 =15.4 Tia 639 ~17.5 Al6 424 -10.%
4TH... 41,638 42,078 1.1 39,881 40,926 2.6 35,791 36,943 3.2
741 863 16.5 793 743 ~£.3 983 1.103 12.2
4,029 3,166 =21.4 3,676 3,432 ~6.6 2,623 2,357 ~10.2
8,780 9,824 11.9 9,894 3,268 ~6.3 5,101 5,657 10.9
2,530 2,424 -4.2 2,553 2,407 ~5.7 2,898 2,915 0.6
10,151 10,770 6.4 9,190 9,533 3.7 8,074 9,311 15.3
3,084 2,926 -5.2 3,040 2,695 -11.4 2,332 2,562 9.9
1,575 1,208 -23.3 1,104 994 -10.0 2,024 2,238 10.%
239 898 6.8 341 320 =2.5 912 988 8.2
1.193 1,188 ~0.4 1,088 1,040 =~k b 1,315 1,463 11.3
1,610 1,882 16,9 1,393 1,932 38.7 2,100 2,050 2.4
2,622 2,565 =2.2 2,501 2,847 13.8 1,984 1,702 ~14.2
1,028 998 -2.9 922 1,072 16.3 1,144 1,070 -6.5
3.330 3,21 3.4 2,722 3,958 45,4 3,301 2,560 ~22.5
30 85 ~5.6 123 125 1.6 942 202 -+.3
NMI..... 36 67 86.1 41 60 46.1 58 65 12.1
10TH. . 15,736 13,574 -13.7 14,372 13,722 ~4.5 13,186 13,038 -1.1
Cloevves 2,812 2,b10 =1.2 2,B4b 2,817 -8.1 2,299 2,292 -0.3
KSioouns 2,628 2,485 -5.5 2,426 2,609 7.5 2,686 2,562 =48
¥Hoorann 1,913 1,590 ~16.9 1,808 1,549 ~14,3 1,594 1,635 2.6
0K H.... 1,092 1,185 8.5 1,113 1,027 =77 976 1,134 16.2
0K Evios 785 712 ~9.3 831 583 ~17.8 396 425 7.3
[1.93. PR 3,352 2,97% ~11,3 3,256 3,051 ~6.3 2,317 2,240 ~3.3
Uloooes, 2,648 1,456 -45.0 1,607 1,598 -0.6 2,514 2,312 -5.7
|1 SRPRRN 506 562 11.1 L) 588 21.2 404 378 =64
11TH. . 27,653 22.787 =17.6 26,735 27,211 1.8 22,354 18,430 -19.4
AL Koo, 4,238 3,462 ~18.8 4,250 3,873 -8.9 2,518 2,087 ~17.1
AL, Mouse 1,669 1,318 ~17.4 1,743 1,504 ~13.7 929 803 ~13.6
AL yS.eae 1,594 1,358 ~14.8 1,561 | 1,450 =7.1 1.252 1,160 ~T.h
FLoNoo.. 1,365 1,195 ~12.5 1,569 1,119 ~28.7 931 1,007 8,2
FL.H.uoe 5,385 4,878 =3.4 5,537 5,420 =-1.0 4,542 3,%¢ ~13.3
FLeSoevn 5,396 4,463 ~17.3 5,438 5,954 9.5 5,345 3,854 ~11.%
GhoH.yoe 5,489 3.522 ~35.9 3,842 5,052 31.5 5,014 3,483 -30.5
GaoMeivs 1,252 1,199 4,2 1,284 1,385 1.9 1,364 1,178 ~13.6
GAuS.ias 1,265 1,353 1.0 1,51 1,394 ~1.8 959 918 4.3
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TABLE € 1. U.S. DISTRICT CDURTS
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PEHDING DURING THE TMELYE KOWTH PERICGD EMDED JUHE 30, 1586

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.5. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES

CIRCUIT | PENDING PENDING | PENDING PENDIKG | PENDING PENDING
AND JUKE 30,5 COM-— TERMI- | JUNE 30,1 JUME 20,| CDW- TERMI- | JWE 30,] SUME 30, | COM- TERMI- | JUNE 30,

DISTRICT | 1985 HKENCED | WATED 1986 1985 MENCED | NATED 1986 1985 MEHCED | HNATED 1986
YOTAL... | 254,114 254,828 266,765 242,177 ; 77,588 91,830 111,554 57,864 |176,526 162,998 155,211 184,313
DC...vve 3,481 3,875 3,446 3,910 1,516 1,582 1,415 1,683 1,965 2,293 2,031 2,227
1§T... | 13,486 9,262 10,606 12,142 3,496 3,842 5,023 2,315 9,990 5,420 5,583 9,827
ME...... 9i2 892 956 B4B 219 481 543 157 693 411 413 691
MA...... 8,780 4,553 5,510 7,823 1,726 1,639 2,249 1,116 7,054 2,914 3,261 €,707
HH, . ... 799 711 134 776 160 219 267 112 639 492 467 664
Rl...... b04 Bl4 B06 612 172 303 330 145 432 511 476 A7
PRevenss 2,391 2,292 2,600 2,083 1,219 1,200 1,634 785 1,172 1,092 966 1,298
2WD... | 25,407 21,056 21,186 25,277 4,982 5,019 5,483 4,518 | 20,425 16,037 15,703 20,759
Clovve.. 3,917 2,568 2,628 3,857 660 €56 790 526 3,257 1,912 1,838 3,331
NY, N.... 3,030 1,540 1,666 2,904 596 430 500 526 2,434 1,110 1,166 2,378
RY,E.... 5,198 4,539 4,583 5,154 1,659 1,674 1,738 1,595 3,539 2,865 2,845 3,559
RY,S.... | 10,638 10,647 10,392 10,893 1,378 1,735 1,712 1,401 9,260 8,912 8,880 9,492
HY, M.... 2,173 1,444 1,482 2,135 570 439 606 403 1,603 1,005 876 1,732
\ANTEEES A5] 318 435 334 119 85 137 67 332 233 298 267
3RD... | 17,25% 20,243 19,930 17,572 3,734 4,270 5,264 2,740 | 13,525 15,973 14,666 14,832
DE.cavns 718 684 693 706 104 160 120 84 611 524 513 622
Rd..vues 5,598 5,507 5,553 5,552 1,636 1,32% 1,894 1,071 3,962 4,178 3,659 4,481
PALE.... 5,632 7,988 7,820 5,801 795 1,019 1,162 652 4,838 6,969 6,658 5,149
PA,M.... 1,439 1,954 1,935 1,458 447 526 655 318 992 1,428 1,280 1,140
PAH.... 2,637 3,369 3,133 2,873 714 1,219 1,357 576 1,923 2,150 1,776 2,297
Toveses 1,237 T41 796 1,182 38 17 16 39 1,199 724 780 1,143
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TABLE C 1.

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIYIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING DURING THE TRELYE MONTH PERIODD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.8. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES
CIRCUIT | PENDING PEHDING | PENDING PENDING | PERDING PENDING
ARD JURE 30, COM-~ TERMI~ | JUXE 30,1 JUNE 30, { COW- TERMI~ ] JUNE 30,j JURE 30,7 COM-— TERMI~ | JURE 30,
DISTRICT 1935 KMEKCED | HATED 1986 1985 HEKCED | MATED 1986 1985 MENCED | NATED 1386
&TH... { 18,410 20,093 22,425 14,078 6,831 8,18 10,580 4,209 | 11,779 11,935 11,845 11,869
HD...... 4,579 4,392 4,706 4,265 1,168 1,588 1,991 763 3,413 2,804 2,715 3,502
HC,E.... 1,232 1.970 2,115 1,087 567 955 1,204 318 665 1,015 911 763
KRC,H.... 947 1,149 1,435 661 487 607 831 263 460 542 604 398
NC.H.... 903 1,224 1,407 720 425 594 782 237 478 630 625 482
SCurenen 2,835 3,546 3.79¢% 2,582 1,328 1,763 2,129 962 1,507 1,783 1,670 1,62¢
YA, E.... 2,506 3,313 3,324 2,495 557 675 790 442 1,949 2,638 2,534 2,053
YA H.... 1,793 2,177 2,456 1,514 681 991 1,276 396 1,112 1,186 1,180 1,118
WY, N.... 1,451 639 992 1,158 646 295 485 456 805 404 507 702
KY, S.... 2.16% 1,622 2,191 1,59 774 690 1,092 372 1,390 933 1,099 1,224
5TH... | 40,027 34,169 34,612 39,584 9,965 10,784 12,833 7,916 | 30,062 23,385 21,779 31,668
LAE.... 5,844 6,181 6,603 5,422 692 1,143 1,377 458 5.152 5,038 5,226 4,964
LA K. .. 1,689 1,021 1,277 1,433 198 237 269 166 1,491 784 1,008 1,267
LAH.... 3,721 3,424 3,540 3,605 1,038 1,044 1,418 664 2,683 2,380 2,122 2,941
MS. H.... 1,608 1,304 1,267 1,645 383 367 482 268 1,225 937 785 1,377
MS,5.... 4,540 3,062 2,529 5,073 762 729 1,074 &£17 3,778 2,333 1,455 4,65¢
TX.Heouo 4,242 5,450 4,541 5,151 908 2,276 1,528 1,659 3,334 3,174 3,016 3,492
TX,E.... 5,065 2,874 2,653 5,286 977 506 816 667 4,088 2,368 1,837 4,619
TX,S...n 9,483 7,222 7,871 8,834 2,798 2,297 3,012 2,083 6,685 4,925 4,859 6,751
TX Heouo 3,835 3,631 4,331 3,135 2,209 2,185 2,860 1,534 1,626 1,446 1,471 1,601
6TH... 1 29,314 29,479 31,182 27,611 | 10,716 12,444 15,576 7,584 | 18,598 17,035 15,606 20,027
KY,E.... 2,560 2,074 2,626 2,008 1,267 1,089 1,634 722 1,293 985 992 1,286
KY Heuus 2,528 1.867 2,082 2,313 887 594 877 604 1,641 1,273 1,205 1,709
MI,E.... 7,447 7,783 8.329 6,901 2,451 3,323 3,937 1,837 4,996 4,460 4,392 5,064
MI.K.... 2,409 2,213 2,112 2,510 964 1.019 1,048 955 1,425 1,194 1,064 1,855
OH,N.... 4,954 6,085 5,502 5,537 1,785 2,370 2,796 1,359 3,169 3,715 2,706 4,178
OH,S.... 4,953 4,079 5,054 3,978 1,960 2,074 2,951 1,083 2,993 2,005 2,103 2,895
TN.E.... 1,394 2,505 2,347 1,552 509 999 1,12% 383 885 1.506 1,222 1,163
TR.H.... 1,115 1,558 1,539 1,084 289 472 555 206 826 1,086 1,034 878
THH.... 1,954 1,315 1,541 1,728 584 504 653 435 1,370 811 588 1,293




EL1

TABLE C 1.

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PEMDING DURIMG THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES
CIRCUIT | PENDING PENDING {PENDING PENDING } PENDING PENDING
AND JUKE 30,] COM- TERMI- | JUKE 30, {JUNE 30, COM- TERKI- | JUNE 30,] JUKE 30,] COK- TERMI~ | JUNE 30,
DISTRICT 1985 MENCED | MATED 1986 1985 KENCED { MATED 1986 1985 MENCED | NATED 1286
TTH. .. 20,538 20,009 23,825 16,922 7,453 5,557 9,729 3,281 | 13,085 14,452 13,896 13,641
TL e 9,839 9,51, 11,940 7.410 3,857 1,684 4,484 1,057 5,982 7.827 7,456 6,353
It,C.... 1,843 1,224 1,757 1,310 658 288 684 262 1,185 936 1,073 1,048
IL,S.... 1,507 1,603 1,557 1,553 (3¢ 355 654 316 892 1,248 903 1,237
INH.... 2,531 2,499 2,698 2,332 738 988 1,162 564 1,793 1,511 1,536 1,768
IN,S.... 2,874 2,700 2,950 2,624 982 1,231 1,541 672 1,892 1,489 1,409 1,952
HI,E.... 1,498 1,447 1,674 1,271 434 546 677 203 1,064 $01 957 9638
HI,H.... 446 1,025 1,049 422 169 465 527 107 7 560 522 315
8TH... 14,361 18,203 17,294 - 14,670 4,436 7,396 8,407 3,425 9,925 10,807 9,487 11,245
AR,E.... 1,653 2,062 2,028 1,687 493 708 821 380 1,160 1,354 1,207 1,307
AR, H.... 719 1,040 230 769 262 421 469 214 457 619 521 555
IA K. ... 637 818 773 682 222 371 389 204 415 447 38+ 478
14.S5.... 1,427 1,320 1,326 1,421 44 513 566 391 983 807 760 1,030
HH....., 2,462 3,011 3,004 2,469 849 1,385 1,662 572 1,613 1,626 1,342 1,897
MO,E.... 2,695 3,374 3,622 2,447 656 1,427 1,618 465 2,039 1,947 2,004 1,982
HO, Koo 2,451 3,733 2,329 2,855 751 1,547 1,704 634 1,660 2,186 1,625 2,221
NE...... 1,379 1,752 1,683 1,448 378 579 654 303 1,001 1,173 1,029 1,145
WO .... . 462 506 500 468 189 249 264 154 293 257 236 314
5D...... 476 587 639 424 172 196 260 108 304 391 379 316
9TH... | 35,791 42,078 40,926 36,943 | 12,606 20,314 20,204 12,716 | 23,185 21,764 20,722 24,227
[} SO 983 863 743 1,103 307 348 ano 355 676 515 443 748
Aocanes 2,623 3,166 3,432 2,357 1,018 1,348 1,731 635 1,605 1,818 1,701 1,722
[F 98, RPN 5,101 9,824 9,268 5,657 1,934 6,252 5,979 2,207 3,167 3,572 3,289 3,450
CAE.... 2,898 2,424 2,407 2,915 950 874 960 864 1,948 1,550 1,447 2,051
CA,Chu.n 8,074 10,770 9,533 9,311 2,318 4,289 3,380 3,227 5,756 6,481 5,153 6,084
CA,S...0 2,332 2,925 2,695 2,562 1,004 1,874 1.852 1,026 1,328 1,051 843 1,536
HI...... 2,024 1,208 994 2,238 424 393 423 394 1,600 815 571 1,844
ID...... 912 89¢ 320 988 344 A71 447 368 568 425 373 620
Mlooeens 1,315 1,188 1,040 1,463 418 429 431 418 897 759 609 1,047
HY. veuo 2,100 1,882 1,932 2,050 424 609 567 466 1,676 1,273 1,365 1,584
OR...uns 1,984 2,565 2,847 1,702 772 1,071 1,343 500 1,212 1,494 1,504 1,202
WALE.... 1,144 998 1,072 1,070 549 541 515 515 595 457 497 555
HAH.... 3,301 3,217 3,958 2,560 1,319 1,769 2,157 931 1,982 1,448 1,801 1,829
GUAM, . .. 942 85 125 902 820 37 51 806 122 48 T4 86
HMI..... 58 67 &0 65 5 9 8 6 53 58 52 59
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TABLE C 1.

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMIMATED AND PENDING DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUME 30, 1586

TOTAL CIVIL CASES U.S. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES
CIRCUIT } PENDING PERDING | PEMDING PENDIKG | PENDING PENDIKG
AND JUKE 30, COM- TERHI- | JUNE 30,] JUNE 20, { COM- TERMI- | JUME 30,] JUNE 30, COM- TERMI- | JUNE 30,
DISTRICT 1985 MENCED | NATED 1986 1385 MENCED | NATED 1986 1985 MENCED | HATED 1986
13,18 13,574 13,722 13,038 3,273 4,257 4,769 2,761 9,913 9,317 8,953 10,277
2,299 2,610 2,617 2,292 544 676 761 459 1,755 1,934 1,856 1,833
2,686 2,485 2,609 2,562 823 1,111 1,241 693 1,863 1,374 1,368 1,869
1,5% 1,5%0 1,549 1,635 579 621 673 527 1,015 969 876 1,108
976 1,185 1,027 1,134 185 314 282 217 791 871 745 917
396 712 683 425 111 253 263 101 285 459 420 324
2,317 2,974 3,051 2,240 606 57¢9 787 398 1,711 2,395 2,264 1,842
2,514 1,456 1,598 2,372 325 539 581 283 2,189 917 1,017 2,089
404 562 588 378 100 164 181 83 304 3s8 407 295
11TH.. | 22,854 22,787 27,211 18,430 8,730 8,207 12,271 4,716 | 14,074 14,580 14,940 13,714
2,518 3,442 3,373 2,087 1,009 1,359 1,841 521 1,509 2,083 2,032 1,560
‘929 1,378 1,504 803 307 569 673 203 622 80¢ 831 600
1,252 1,358 1,450 1,160 280 394 500 174 972 964 950 986
931 1,195 1,119 1,007 393 635 574 454 538 560 545 553
4,542 4,878 5,430 3,940 1,451 1,874 2,393 932 3,091 3,004 3,087 3,008
5,345 4,463 5,954 3,854 2,293 1,379 2,686 986 3,052 3,084 3,268 2,868
5,014 3,521 5,052 3,483 2,249 - 955 2,397 807 2,765 2,566 2,655 2,676
1,364 1,199 1,385 1,178 523 534 676 381 841 665 709 797
959 1,353 1,394 918 275 508 531 252 684 845 863 666
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TABLE C 2. U.S. DISTRICT CBURTS
CIVIL CASES COMMERCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT

DURING THE THELYE MOWTH PERIODS EKDED JUHE 30, 1985 AND 1986

1986
NATURE OF SUIT U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES
FEDERAL |DIVERSITY OF LOCAL
1985{ TOTAL | PLAINTIFF | DEFENDANT | QUESTION | CITIZENSHIP |JURISDICTION
TOTAL CASES.eenernesnnssncivnnsnncassonnoesnnaes | 273,670 |254,828 60,779 31,0511 938,747 €3,672 579
CONTRACT ACTIOHS, TOTAL..ueeeuvenenrneenacnenans | 102,642 ] 88,352 47,335 922 8,139 31,871 8s
INSURANCE . cueaanasancsnnsannnnssnsassnnensansneeancns | 6,851} 7,558 52 225 493 €, 776 12
BARINE .« v svannsnnernsnsnssnaeonesenssnnasnonaneennes | 5,037) 5,198 87 ‘ 4,912 140 17
HILLER ACT.veuvunvnyanrennans Ceetreeeeerennarenenenees | 1,623] 1,712 1,362 - 349 - -
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS.. ... ...oooll lllll000000i 122 slzzt 2,038 40 340 1,803 -
RECOVERY OF OYERPAYMENTS AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGHENTS | 58,160 | 40,824 40,544 80 a1 169 -
DTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS..... erteseneeeasannesneensnes | 26,849 | 28,840 3,252 535 2,014 22,983 56
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL...ceovveeeneovan... | 10,118] 10,674 5,750 951 866 2,075 32
CONDEMNATION F LAND. e veeunnnnnsonnoneosencnnacnses 670 477 401 22 33 17 5
FORECLOSURE . e v v esvassnnnnnsennsnonsaneasasensennses | 7,485 8,110 5,051 571 461 2,011 16
RENT, LEASE, AKD EJECTMERT. v evunnosononnnaannnnnn, 394 A58 91 39 %0 236 2
TORTS TO LAKD e ——— 439 512 24 53 99 335 1
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS...ovvevsinnonvovovvvnnnen | 1,100} 1,117 183 266 183 376 5
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL.uovueunsnssenconnnonareanaes | 61,593 | 42,326 174 3,177 9,929 28,699 347
PERSONAL INJURY:
PERSONAL INJURY PRODUCT LIABILITY
AIRPLARE. .« susocnneavocansennsennsssnansnanons 278 216 - 6 28 182 -
HARINE . e ceevnesnnnnnasnssonrennsnnnsnsrenares 112 93 - 3 55 35 -
MOTOR VEHICLE . euuvaurnancnnnenanssnsonnsanmanen 612 656 - 13 20 621 2
ASBESTOS . e uuervneenennnennnsmasinensonennnannas | 4,239 ] 5,463 - 17 954 4,492 -
DTHER. 2 vueuenvretonnanncannnssoesansnnnensnenes | 7,266 ] 6,031 - 72 255 5,702 2
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY
AIRPLANE e u v esnveennnnesncssnsesneeasnsnnnnes . 613 738 - 102 122 511 3
BARINE. . .euuennecnasanssonsossensasnnnsnnnanaes | 4,367 4,095 18 115 3,399 559 N
MOTOR YEHICLE..cvvuvuernnnn.. vevecneesecesenens | €,776 1 6,958 19 566 283 6,013 7
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER.......... 910 800 Z 75 162 561 2
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT.. 2,221 | 2,635 - 101 2,534 - -
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE...... 1,779 1,911 - 710 80 1,066 55
OTHER. . e eveuconcnonnnnnns 8,387 | 8,652 22 1,131 333 §,472 19%
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE:
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING.......oe0oeeen... | 1,816} 1,806 48 35 704 ‘1,016 3
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE...... ceerennieenes | 2221771 2,272 67 231 500 1,469 5
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TABLE C 2. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CI¥IL CASES COMMEMCED, BY BASIS DF JURISDICTION AND MATURE GF SUIT
DURING THE TWELYE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUME 30, 1985 AMD 1936

1986
HATURE OF SUIT U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES
FEDERAL | DIVERSITY OF LOCAL
1985] TOTAL | PLAINTIFF| DEFEWNDANT | QUESTIOR | CITIZEWSHIP]JURISDICTION
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL.....c.evevveuvea.s | 119,1604113,392 7,519 26,001 79,810 27 35
ARTITRUST 4 eeeenaoonanscacnsocssscasavsancesessccnnans 1,082 877 25 14 838 - -
BANKRUPTLY SUITS:
TRUSTEE. . cvsenverusncnosscnasnesnuncnnvscnraransans 25 - - - - - -
TRANSFER (915881...... L R T R e 211 - - - - - -
APPEAL (B01)..cvuuneananen cevrevana ceeerreunseae 4,8571 3,590 71 72 3,447 - -
RITHDRAMAL (28 USC 1581...».,............. ....... . 1,238 371 16 8 947 - -
BANKS AHD BAMKING........cosmeeenn Cersssranesecctrane 343 518 72 102 344 - -
CIVIL RIGHTS:
¥OTING.uouenovonnssoavoctasnsscsassoaveansssonsnas 281 194 12 & 178 - -
EMPLOYMENT.. 8,082 9,174 442 836 7,896 - -
ACCOMHCDATIORS 253 230 10 10 210 - -
NELFARE...c0cvna . 130 164 1 &7 116 - -
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS. semsiescesresireiasenartians ve. | 10,757 | 10,366 105 789 9,472 - -
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC....... et eerseirenrrrerroas 91 922 90 9 823 - -
ECONOMIC STABILIZATION ACT.vccvvevanvnasvnovnsoonsnoe 22 12 1 [3 5 - -
ERVIRORMENTAL MATTERS...vcveuvvnevmnes Ceveessiarnaan . 652 641 323 157 161 - -
DEPORTATION. cvveeevrunvonsocveasinensnesnannassatanan 185 199 - 188 11 - -
PRISONER PETITIONS:
KOTIONS TO YACATE SENTEMCE...cvevsvvernncnscsvanes 1,527 1,556 - 1,556 - ~ -
HABEAS CORPUS.....vavvaseravcsranssconseassecesass | 11,9391 10,724 - 3,679 9,040 ~ 5
MANDARUS AMD OTHER....cccvvecrsenscncnsossssassane 554 643 - 427 215 - 1
CI¥IL RIGHTS . eiiieeuvecsonvevaranncsrcesasacsaaes 19,448 | 20,842 - 770 20,071 - 1
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY:
AGRICULTURAL ACTS..ccvesuvorcrvacnvaonnsoossacnans 144 155 72 g3 - - -
FOOD AMD DRUG ACT.vevivarvavcesaonsen . 668 613 589 24 - - -
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS..isiasvannsnen .e 126 336 135 1 - - -
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY ARD HEALTH ACT...... ceeen 101 97 97 - - - -
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS....ccvcvevcnnae 3,869} 2,479 2,425 54 - - -
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TABLE C 2. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, BY BASIS OF JURISDICTION AND NATURE OF SUIT

DURIKG THE THELYE MOHTH PERIDDS ERDED JURE 30, 1985 AND 1986

198¢&
MATURE OF SUIT U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES
FEDERAL [ DIVERSITY OF LOCAL
1985 ] TOTAL | PLAINTIFF] DEFENDANY § QUESTION | CITIZENSHIP) JURISDICTION
LABOR LANS:
FAIR LABOR STAMDARDS ACT..cesccrnsacecnscnsnecnsrns 1,288 } 1,405 589 23 793 - -
LABOR HANAGEMENT RELATIOKS ACT.....cuvens 3,559 | 3,681 145 L33 3,492 - -
LABDR MANAGEMENT REPDRTING ARD DISCLOSURE ACT..,.. 223 280 50 6 224 = -
RAILHAY LABOR ACT...csvoasvennnans vesvaanae seeaens 247 286 1 [3 279 - -
OTHER LABOR LITIGATIOH....oiciciisvacnsanans PN 6,432 | 7,187 234 141 6,812 - -
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS:
COPYRIGHT . v cvvnvncnnrncnnenacsnessrsvncannansonnse 2,113 | 2,198 - - 2,198 - -
PATENT cecvecinvarssantisanesnonnnes crsesas PR 1,155 | 1,105 7 28 1,070 - ~
TRADEHARK. cvvvenrecncinreasosrrescorasovonse P 2,144 | 2,378 3 - 2,375 - -
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHAHGES............... 3,266 | 3,059 188 14 2,857 - -
SOCIAL SECURITY LAHS:
HEALTH IHSURANCE..ccnsvinsnnscninvvaocinarocccases 402 336 - 336 - - -
BLACK LUHG CASES...... . 95 93 1 92 - - -
DISABILITY INSURARCE.......... freveanarvesne 15,403 {10,778 30 10,748 - - -
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME...... ceenersreienren 3,344 | 2,670 - 2,670 - - -
RETIREMENT AND SURYIVORS KENEFITS.......U........ 393 463 - 463 - - -
DTHER. ¢ oeveveacnnsreavtraracssasvscassnesossassres 134 67 - 67 - - -
STATE REAPPORTIOHMENT SUITS....iicivecacvnrnnrnncarse 2 10 - -~ 10 - -
TAX SUITS.ecvecnroostvacrroanssonasnrnancnscnnsnsanves 2,966 | 2,750 829 1,893 - - 28
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE. . .cvveavencncersnccsvnsccrcecanse 40 57 - 57 - - -
FREEDDM OF INFORMATIOR ACT........... bratsasessaenres 565 505 - 476 29 - -
CONSTITUTIORALITY OF STATE STATUTES teveseirebeseave 327 336 6 9 317 4 ~
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS...vvviereencnvarccrnernonanss 7,606 | 8,645 950 2,092 5,580 23 -
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL..eoiecnrrecucsccasnsoanares 157 84 1 - 3 - 80
5 [ - - - - 6
152 78 1 -~ 3 - T&
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TABLE C-2A. U.S. DISTRICT CQURTS

CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT
DURING THE 12 WONTH PERIODS ERDED JUNE 30, 1982 THROUGH 1986

PERCENT CRANGE=

HATURE OF SUIT 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1986/3985
TOTAL CASES.iicuciusnecavssesacnnass Cesesesrasan 206,193 241,842 261,485 273,670 254,828 -6.9
COKTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL........c... [P RPN 67,276 84,017 28,231 102, 642 88,352 -13.9
INSURANCE. . oecrcnoncenenssonreaans Seresesesaeraranns 5,324 6,184 6,211 6,851 7,558 10.3
MARINE. . cvecernoevnnanennn tevesecreancan ceeesencvsns 5,552 5,721 5,031 5,037 5,198 3.2
HILLER ACT...................,............. ..... P 866 1,168 1,283 1,623 1,711 5.4
MEGOTIABLE IMSTRUMENTS......... 3,987 5,292 4,760 4,122 4,221 2.4
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND ENFDRCEHEKT oF JUOGHEHTS 30,048 41,213 46,190 58,160 40,824 ~29.8
OTHER CORTRACT ACTIDNS..ccrevrervascosenncnnan aneenne 21,499 24,439 24,756 26,849 28,340 7.4
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL..cevvennrnnnrvaanee 8,812 9,687 9,192 10,118 10,674 5,5
CONDEMMATION OF LAHD....vvevvvoancnenes veesreratsenn. 1,055 985 508 670 477 -28.8
FORECLOSURE...... sesasescsitasentoansrsanenne 5,754 6,382 6,660 7,465 8,110 8.6
RENT. LEASE. AND EJECTHENT........................... 326 398 400 394 458 16.2
TORTS TO LAND.vcveccnnnnn sevrmessiniseareerassesasan 555 613 502 AB9 512 4.7
OTHER REAL PRUPERTY ACTIONS.......................... 1,122 1,289 1,122 1,100 1,117 1.5
TORY ACTIONS, TOTALseecevrnceonnenceccanascncnnes 34,218 36,484 37,522 41,593 42,326 1.8
PERSORAL INJURY:
PERSONAL INJURY PRODUCT LIABILITY
AIRPLAME . ccivtvannrvoancssoasrcnsncaceacnsnanres 374 337 371 278 216 ~22.3
D vesieasearnee 122 164 133 112 93 -17.0
MOTOR YEHICLE. . vvereesvevrovaransovasconannsas 556 574 652 612 656 7.2
ASBESTBS.....................-................. - -~ 2,788 4,239 5,463 28.9
OTHER...... ceeseaverseseraonan tecsecsstrasen 6,856 6,951 5,733 7,266 6,031 -17.0
OTHER PERSUHAL INJURY
AIRPLANE......... T T 589 792 T48 613 738 20.4
HARINE. ceovcnovuacrnnrasnooanas eseceanee 5,272 4,829 4,455 4,367 4,095 ~6.2
MOTOR VEHICLE.....veveevonnnan e 6,095 6,413 6,502 6,776 6,958 2.7
P 837 1,040 928 910 800 -12.1
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT.eneannnonnnan 2,017 2,102 1,914 2,221 2,635 18.6
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE.....ceeocevacansn vesesnanas 997 1,496 1,782 1,779 1,911 7.4
OTHER. s cevenesunsannacsnanancnas ceseian cereanas 6,419 7,454 7,407 8,387 8,652 3.2
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE:
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LERDING.......0ic0nveeen 1,617 1,848 1,842 1,816 1,806 ~0.6
OTHER PERSOHAL PROPERTY DAMAGE......covveveerannn 2,467 2,484 2,207 2,217 2,272 1.5
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TABLE C-24. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, BY MATURE OF SUlT
DURING THE 12 HONTH PERIODS ENDED JUME 30, 1982 THROUGH 1986

X
y

PERCENT CHAHGE=

MATURE OF SUIT 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1986/1985
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL.......... trsvateee 95,618 111,381 126,255 119,160 113,392 -4.9
AHTITRUST . vveenneovvvansosnsenancoasnaass aarneenriana 1,066 1,213 1,124 1,082 877 ~19.0
BARKRUPTCY SUITS:
TRUSTEE....... e esseresvencnesconaransanrransoas 119 360 130 25 - -100.0
TRANSFER {915B).ccccvonccnenscarsnsssansercncerans 50 212 358 211 - -100.0
APPEAL (BOl).....cccnunn eesreearacsseves 2,171 3,203 4,157 4,857 3,590 ©26.1
WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 158)......... - - - 1,238 971 -21.6
BAHKS AND BANKIRG...o.eseveavecvancnnass 286 344 313 343 518 51.Q
CIYIL RIGHYS:
VOTING. coavnnvconseapossavaranasonsssassnvans e 170 175 259 281 194 ~31.0
EMPLOYMERT....ovone. teeemereeseson tecvenane seevuen 7,689 9,097 9,748 8,082 9,174 13.5
ACCOMMDDATIONS .o veviverriveoncannnnes ceeesiees vaus 237 296 291 253 230 -93.1
MELFARE.cccotreannsn PN ceeceaenaa vessrrersann 215 229 1E3 180 164 ~8.9
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS...... ...... cescsesmasesasearras 8,727 9,938 10,738 10,757 10,266 -3.6
COMMERCE {ICC RATES, ETC.). . uaeenenorinanccnnsanncans 1,057 1,043 1,000 912 922 1.1
ECONOMIC STABILIZATIDN ACT.euuee. ceveraenas cebesaciana 27 42 24 22 12 -45.5
EMVIRONMENTAL MATTERS...vvetcscncarocncsocansnraccann 394 465 671 652 641 -1.7
DEPDRTATIDN. . vevsereeanonvesruosvonnssanssanveannnans 134 141 193 185 199 7.6
PRISONER PETITIONS:
MDTIOKS TO VYACATE SEHTENCE....ccvevavancocnnanrens 1,186 1,311 1,427 1,527 1,556 1.9
HABEAS CDRPUS..csucncssnvoorevevssarannes esean 9,986 10,446 10,254 11,939 10,724 -10.2
MAKDAMUS AND DTHER......evceveeces erees 556 541 570 554 643 16.1
CIVIL RIGHTS...eieevsnoacssosacnnonssconnssancnons 17,575 18,477 18,856 19,448 20,842 7.2
FORFEITURE  AND PEHALYY:
AGRICULTURAL ACTS...cuveerocasvronsocnaarnacacroas 78 &7 T4 144 155 7.6
FOOD AND DRUG ACT..cccvenvocensoncccsctcncncscnans 216 417 411 €68 613 -8.2
ATR TRAFFIC REGULATIOMS....ccovvassvesncrevecanann 56 47 112 126 136 7.9
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT...cevveceennnn, 217 129 106 101 97 =4.0
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PEMALTY SUITS...c.ecvvvnnnenn 2,673 2,803 3,005 3,869 2,479 ~35.9




TABLE C~2A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

CIVIL CASES CUMMENCED, BY MATURE OF SUIT
DURIMG THE 12 HONTH PERIDDS ENDED JUHE 20, 1982 THROUGH 1986

PERCENT CHANGEx

HATURE OF SUIY 1982 1983 1984 31985 1986 1986/1985
LABDR LAWS:
FAIR LABOR STAHDARDS ACT...ccvecesncencancnaarscan 1,527 1,383 1,479 1,288 1,405 9.1
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT.....ievevvenvonenss 4,206 4,208 3,920 3,559 3,681 3.4
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPDRTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT..... 298 271 304 223 280 25.4
RAILHMAY LABOR ACT...ccccccnn Crrvrvasrececransrnren 210 190 224 247 286 15.8
OTHER LABOR LITIGATIDN.,...cvvrieevenrerecnnannsnas 3,986 4,981 5,894 6,432 7,187 11.7
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS:
COPYRIGHT v e vnenvessaovrencssaconsrsassoonsvasnnrennse 1,746 2,226 2,102 2,113 2,198 4.0
PATERT . .ovenevarsnesnocsnnancan teceeesrrenens 843 1,002 1,010 1,155 1,105 -4.3
TRADEMARK. o s aeersvvtccetornccencsocannannns . 2,003 2,185 2,186 2,144 2,378 10.9
— SECURITIES, CCMMODITIES, AKD EXCHAHGES.. 2,376 2,915 3,142 3,266 3,059 6.3
foe] SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS:
[=] HEALTH IWSURANCE...... erseciienaranas Creteenesrenn 461 471 578 402 336 ~16.4
BLACK LUHG CASES.<civvnvvrnncverrotncsnasonannnes . 180 96 59 25 93 ~2.1
DISABILITY INSURANCE. .. voceucroncacncnnenssconcnsn 8,002 15,169 24,215 15,403 10,778 -30.0
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME..... fedesanraenery . 2,378 3,595 4,495 3,344 2,670 ~20.2
RETIREMENT AND SURVIYORS BEMEFITS.......cc..v.v.- . 138 329 527 393 463 17.8
BTHER. .. vvvevevrssonsocnasasannns heveaes fedaareane 1,653 655 111 134 7 ~50.0
STATE REAPPDRTID)MENT SUITS......... .......... eaennn 33 6 7 2 10 -
TAX SUITS. cveavsecoracsnsonsaceasonsasncanvocrnoncace 4,221 4,132 3,855 2,966 2,750 -7.3
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE......cc0uvenean veereonn verevereane 13 55 7 40 57 42.5
FREEDOM DF JINFDRMATIOHN ACT...... tereesceserasrnen 381 454 479 565 505 -10.6
CONSTITUTIORALITY OF STATE STATUTES ..... teesensenen .. 323 280 302 327 336 2.8
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS......... vesseese teacensrernen 5,655 5,782 7,355 7,606 8,645 13.7
OTHER ACTIBNS, TOTAL..e.vevervenenenn. [P 269 233 285 57 84 ~46.5
DOMESTIC RELATIONS .. ireveerenecoercncsccrasnnnnnonsen 5 - 5 [ -
INSANITY . . 113 162 94 - - -
PROBATE........s0ves .. cerevreccerarenenn 1 A - - - -
DTHER. cvacevevuvsocrorvnocnssessncnosossnacscsassnans 150 122 191 152 8 —48.7

«PERCENT MOT COMPUTED WHERE BASE IS LESS THAN 10
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DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIDD ENDED JURc 30, 1986

TABLE C 3.

U,S. DISTRICT COURTS
C1YIL CASES COMMENCED, BY NATURE DF SUIT AND DISTRICT

URITED STATES CASES

PRISOHER PETITIONMS

OTHER HOTIONS HAW- TORFEIT~

CIRCUIT TOTAL | TOTAL LAKD REAL 10 DAHUS| URES AND

AND CIVIL U.S.) CON-{CONDEH- PROP-I TORT ANTI=-| CIVIL{ VACATE {HABEAS{ CIVIL | AND § PEHAL- | LABBR | SOCIAL )} TAX ALL
DISTRICT CASES | CIVIL! TRACT|HATION | ERTY|ACTIORS] TRUST IRIGHTS|SENTEMCE{CORPUS {RIGHTS | OTHER] TIES SUITS | SECURITYISUITS! OTHER
TOTAL... 254,828 191,830 [48,257 423 6,278 3,351 39 2,256 1,556 1,679 770 427 3,480 1,239 14,407 2,773 4,889
DCasasen 3,875 | 1,582 143 4 15 133 8 230 11 8% 91 35 5 38 148 19 613

1sT... 9,262 | 3,842] 1,452 11 629 148 - 72 25 15 9 - 301 13 195 69 230
ME.....s 892 481 264 3 90 8 - 8 1 - - - 15 7 66 [3 13
HA iaoen 4,553 1 1,639 835 5 55 82 - 37 14 9 3 - 256 44 152 46 101
RH.. 711 219 101 2 9 11 - 7 - 1 - - 5 17 56 - 10
RI.. 814 303 156 1 3 19 - 10 - 1 5 - 9 8 64 5 22
PRosoass 2,292 { 1,200 96 - 472 28 - 10 10 4 i - 15 10 457 12 B4

2KD... 21,056 | 5,019] 1,205 7 200 288 1 139 142 171 49 67 2%4 121 1,406 255 674
[ PPN 2,568 £56 237 2 32 7 - 19 12 55 10 4 45 17 138 22 36
RY, H.... 1,540 430 98 1 48 35 - 9 3 19 3 1 24 is 132 19 20
L AR TR 4,539 | 1,674 435 - 47 106 ~ 34 51 15 3 5 123 48 540 17 160
HY;S.... 10,647 | 1,735 350 2 19 102 1 57 68 82 32 57 57 28 386 80 414
Y Heeeo R i £33 78 1 36 16 - 1 7 - 1 - 35 16 182 13 37

arrien 318 85 7 1 18 2 - 3 1 - - - 10 4 28 4 7

3fD... 20,243 | 4,270] 1,193 13 303 313 1 162 109 123 %0 15 150 112 1,20% 170 315
DE..avus 684 160 63 1 51 1 - 3 2 - - - 2 -~ 18 4 9
NJ . 5,507 { 1,329 285 - 59 129 - 66 33 3 4 1 48 30 390 72 109
PA, . 7,988 { 1,019 190 5 51 117 - 58 38 5 A 2 34 A2 319 55 99
PAK.... 1,954 52¢ 59 7 67 22 - 12 1 99 &7 10 18 L] 90 12 43
PAK.... 3,369 | 1,219 496 - n 35 1 23 25 15 14 2 45 31 384 23 54
| J PPRPN 741 17 - - & 3 ~ - - 1 1 - 3 - - 4 1
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TABLE C 3,

U.s. DISTRICT COURIS

CIVIL CASES COMMENMCED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AHD DISTRICT
DURING YHE THELYE WONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

PRIVATE CASES

PRISDNER PETITIONS

HOTOR HAK-

CIRCULY TOTAL REAL HARINE | VEHICLE] DTHER | OTHER DAMUS | COPYRIGHT
AHD PRIVATE | CON-| PROP- PERSOWAL| PERSONAL{ PERSONAL] TORT { ANTI-| CIVIL { COM-{ HABEAS{ CIvIL] AND PATENT JLABOR | ALL
BISIRICY CIvIt TRACT] ERTY| FELA] INJURY | INJURY | INJURY [ACTIONS] TRUST]RIGHTS |HERCE{ CORPUS|{RIGHTS ] OTHER | TRADEMARK { SUITS | oTHER
ToTAL... 162,998 |40,095 3,973 2,534 4,052 7,016 21,676 3,697 838 17,872 823| 9,045 20,072 216 5,643 11,600 13,846
DCosennn 2,293 498 n 22 1 319 388 54 8 250 4 2 81 10 53 399 143
5,420 | 1,189 238 &5 236 252 1,075 156 24 718 10 143 233 3 218 343 457
an 7y 7 18 19 24 a1 L] 6 30 - 17 56 F 14 23 26
2,914 625 24 4 185 127 664 98 i3 299 8 74 88 - 156 253 256
432 102 2 - - 42 138 s 1 46 1 42 51 - 16 9 33
511 157 6 3 9 37 79 15 - 92 - 4 ED 1 20 17 40
1,082 226 189 ~ 23 22 113 5 4 31 1 6 7 - 12 41 102
16,037 | 5,241 109 4a0s 231 503 1,612 363 11,512 96 741 1,409 3 1,088 1,240 1,40§
1,912 395 19 24 4 101 A54 18 5 313 35 4% 34D 2 57 73 163
1,110 161 2 106 1 At 111 19 3 166 5 92 188 - A1 94 75
2,868 721 21 91 46 153 338 50 % 10 163 182 2 218 295 1B%
3,912 | 3,117 54 140 172 158 572 194 49 512 W 59 595 5 719 701 871
1,005 136 L] 40 ? 25 84 16 1 115 12 s 28s - A2 7 85
Ylovenn 233 51 4 4 1 25 53 6 - 29 - - 20 - 1n 6 23
3RD... 15,973 } 3,906 155  s10 210 1,272 2,78 %1 127 1,436 154 654 1,742 10 445 1,189 1,154
OE...... 524 a3 5 5 2 47 52 9 1 Y] - 39 144 2 35 7 49
[ IEERTR 4,178 | 1,228 27 a5 41 261 519 73 28 A58 68 142 436 - 240 - 337 285
PAE.... 6,969 | 1,766 50 401 146 105 1,413 138 41 515 62 212 491 2 103 A66 398
PAMLL L. 1,428 183 18 10 1 87 265 19 14 121 16 96 338 5 19 93 83
PAK. .. 2,150 561 23 3] 16 92 213 A2 43 213 [ 133 M2 - 46 267 1862
ALERRER 724 85 32 - 4 80 256 10 - 25 - 32 1 1 2 19 177
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TABLE C 3. U.S, DISTRICT COURLS
CIYIL CASES COMMEHCID, BY NATURE OF SUIT AeD DISIRICI
DURING THE THELYE HONIH PERIDD EHDED JUke 30, 1986

UNITED STATES CASES

PRISONER PETITIONS
DIHER HOTTONS HAR- FORFEIT~
circutly 1074l T00AL LAND REAL 10 DAHUSE URES AND

o CIvIL U.5. | COH-ICONDEH PROP-| TORT ANTI-| CIVILY VACATE JHABEAS| CIVIL AHU | PENAL- | LABOR 1 SOCIAL § 1AY ALL
DISIRICY CASES | CLYIL | YRACTINATION | ERIYJACILIONS | TRUST|RIGHIS] SENTENCE| CORPUS {RIGHIS | OIMER) - TIES SUITS | SECURITY{SUITS] OIHER

4TH... 20,093 | 8,158 | 4,448 79 629 251 5 197 163 49 39 9 286 130 1,437 160 296

[+ BN 4,392 | 1,588 914 ~ 49 61 2 65 39 5 5 6 58 17 245 A6 76

NC,E.... 1,970 955 708 3 1 15 - 14 16 6 6 - 99 9 37 16 25

HC, Ko e 1,149 607 512 - 3 5 - 10 10 4 = b3 22 5 R 6 11

HC, H.... 1,224 594 446 2 4 7 - 15 31 - 3 - 12 5 47 10 12

SCuvenns 3,546 | 1,762 792 3 560 45 2 13 15 1 3 - 18 1 280 6 24

YAE.... 3,312 675 232 12 2 101 1 55 24 21 12 2 16 12 91 38 56

VA H.... 2,17 9231 466 20 3 9 - 18 6 - 4 - 37 a5 351 12 30

HY, H.... 699 295 117 24 2 4 - 1 10 7 1 - 8 6 15 9 31

HY,S.... 1,623 690 261 15 5 4 - & 12 5 5 - 16 40 2713 17 ai

“STH... 34,169 [10,784 | 7,259 68 425 344 1 219 170 140 35 23 282 91 973 322 432

LAE,..os 6,181 | 1,143 854 1 130 75 - 22 13 5 1 - 21 14 137 35 35

LAH. ... 1,021 237 144 1 34 8 - 1 1 2 - - 8 - 30 2 6

LANK.... 3,424 | 1,044 449 - 192 50 - 14 1 1 1 - 17 7 216 43 43

HS,H.... 1,304 367 233 8 10 13 - 3 5 2 1 - 10 2 50 6 24

MS,S.... 3,062 725 504 5 19 28 - 11 8 1 - - 8 2 105 13 25

TXNooas 5,450 [ 2,276 1 1,767 4 9 17 1 43 3% 17 3 5 60 16 117 100 83

TX,Ecoes 2,874 506 258 29 [ 13 - 14 7 2 12 7 8 3 100 5 23

TX,5.... 7,222 | 2,297 11,603 20 16 52 - 61 43 25 2 3 106 37 lo% B& 126

TX,Heuee 3,631 | 2,185 1,647 - 9 a8 - 50 A8 66 15 8 44 10 109 34 57

6TH. .. 29,479 [12,444 | 6,171 52 756 230 3 240 153 217 as 15 283 147 - 3,434 219 378

2,074 | 1,089 201 16 72 22 - 7 23 103 25 1 85 4 469 27 34

1,867 594 310 [ 41 17 - 10 17 - - - 15 4 132 25 17

7,783 | 3,323 {1,702 - 25 6h - 64 32 o4 16 6 36 3t 1,174 62 61

2,213 | 1,019 57 - 7 21 1 16 5 - 2 1 7 4 325 20 a3

6,085 | 2,370 { 1,341 3 239 47 2 47 22 4 2 2 37 46 468 47 63

4,079 { 2,074 11,015 3 33c 25 - 40 18 3 3 - 20 a7 483 34 &3

2,505 999 569 16 25 17 d 17 18 1 1 - 31 5 214 27 58

1,558 472 237 6 10 7 - 12 7 1 - - 34 2 109 25 21

TH,H.... 1,315 504 225 2 7 10 - 26 11 61 37 5 18 8 60 12 22
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TABLE C

3, U.5. DISTRICT COURTS
CIYIL CASES COMMENCED, 8Y RATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICY
DURIHG THE THELVE HOMNTH PERIGD ERDED JME 30, 158¢

PRIYATE CASES

PRISORER PETITIONS

HOTOR HAN-

CIRCUIT TQTAL REAL MARINE | YEHICLE| OIHER | OVHER DARUS | COPYRIGHT

AND PRIVATE | COH-| PROP- PERSONAL! PERSONAL| PERSONAL] TYURT | ANTI-} CIvIL | com-| HaBgaSt CIvit{ AnD PATENT 1 LABOR | AL
BISIRICY CIVIL TRACT ] ERTY! FELA] Iwaury | INaury | 1MJURY JACTIONS| TRUST|RIGHTS JHERCE | CORPUS|RIGHTS [ GTHER | TRADEHARK | SUITS | OTHER
4TH... 11,935 | 2,709 103 146 134 192 1,442 210 46 1,206 17 915 2,548 18 267 514 808
M. .0uns 2,504 608 12 86 24 163 399 39 12 280 3 187 509 5 [¥] 196 230
HC,Euvvs 1,015 147 14 3 13 55 A0 i1 - 70 ~ 114 436 8 28 29 49
NC Moo 542 94 2 1 1 14 28 10 1 £9 1 58 193 - 31 11 30
NC Hoonn €30 207 2 - - 27 38 10 5 93 - 52 121 - 24 13 38
5C..use. 1,783 521 18 2 16 223 358 56 [ 161 10 a5 163 1 34 26 100
Yh,E.... 2,638 646 21 11 £3 148 223 A1 9 285 2 246 652 1 55 71 164
Yh, Koo 1,136 154 14 15 2 78 123 18 6 134 - 78 320 - 18 82 104
HY Mooas 404 71 b ] 1 2 21 43 3 2 37 - 58 73 - 11 27 36
HY,S.... 933 221 11 2% 13 53 130 22 2 87 1 a7 15 3 4 118 67
51H. .. 23,385 | 5,500 394 120 2,426 818 4,541 592 §5 2,081 113] 1,210 2,464 46 290 596 1,393
LA E..nn 5,038 | 1,268 1866 22 1,381 157 625 217 14 360 8 150 328 3 29 4 215
LA M., .. 784 133 13 1 18 28 144 13 3 87 1 48 214 3 11 20 A1
LAH, ... 2,380 474 51 12 530 102 414 44 6 214 2 1431 181 5 20 43 139
H5,H. ... 937 243 11 1 13 109 118 29 1 93 - 51 201 3 8 25 26
H5,5.... 2,333 559 34 2 26 135 1,099 46 2 185 2 65 59 - 11 31 77
Thothone 3,178 955 36 6 2 56 487 71 21 343 a5 252 218 13 123 116 379
TX Eaven 2,368 184 2% 33 168 85 1,113 25 2 144 - 93 359 4 22 42 65
Xo8uens 4,925 | 1,357 36 17 287 78 393 87 22 423 10 287 765 12 108 195 850
2.3 TS 1,446 321 25 26 b 83 147 40 23 232 5 106 133 2 53 S0 209
61H, .. 17,035 | 3,210 139 296 91 692 2,883 354 30 2,333 102§ 1,173 2,366 21 476 1,572 1,243
KY E.,.. 985 263 15 8 13 €3 102 20 5 142 2 15 152 - 24 57 44
KY H.... 1,213 2331 25 #4 13 53 222 a1 2 107 54 103 247 2 15 54 68
HILE.... 4,460 | 1,109 ki 102 2% 3 698 84 21 503 19 228 502 5 118 53% 3%
B H...w 1,194 184 7 12 4 36 110 27 3 164 3 91 327 - -1 108 83
oH,X.... 3,73 477 20 61 16 11 1,174 72 21 626 13 182 108 2 106 432 288
oH,5. ... 2,005 278 15 54 4 51 201 32 é 364 7 200 09 4 49 253 178
THE.... 1,506 331 15 8 - 196 217 45 4 171 2 94, 237 4 20 72 90
T K. .. 1,086 197 A 3 1 54 57 24 6 118 1 120 318 - ao 30 93
I, 813 138 7 4 1% 47 70 13 ? 154 1 79 166 4 18 32 5%
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TABLE € 3, U.S. DISIRICT COURIS

CIVIL CASES COMMFNCED, 8Y NATURE OF SULT AND DISTRICY

DURING THE THELYE MORIH PERIOD EHDED JUME 30, 1986

URIVED STATES CASES

PRISCHER PETITIONS
OTHER HOTJOKS HAH~ FORFEIT-
CIRCIHT TOTAL | TOVAL LAKD REAL 10 DAHUS{URES ANO

AHD CIVIL U.5.| CON-]cOHDEM{ PROP-] TDRT ANTI=| CIVIL| VACATE [HABEAS! CIVIL | AND | PENAL- | LABOR] SDCIAL | TAX ALL
DISIRICT CASES | CIVIL| TRACT{NATION! ERTY{ACTIONS| TRUST{RIGHTS|SEMTENCE{CORPUSIRIGHTS | DIHER] TIES SUITS§ SECURITY]SUITS | OTHER
TTH. .. 20,009 | 5,557 2,506 1 189 168 3 151 97 181 141 26 227 85 657 229 298
IL,N.... 9,511 | 1,684 599 b3 123 70 2 57 34 51 12 9 147 37 284 93 1485
IL,C.... 1,224 288 83 - 44 14 1 5 15 2 1 - 21 12 47 20 23
IL,S.een 1,603 355 92 - 36 21 - 5 i0 48 43 6 1 5 44 13 2}
I18,8%.... 2,49% 988 553 - 242 10 - 12 15 1 1 - 16 8 95 15 20
IN,S.... 2,700 | 1,231 59% - 174 25 - 22 13 44 41 11 14 12 119 17 40
HI,E.... 1,447 546 217 - 67 1% - 5 6 1 - ~ 11 7 63 €3 27
KI,H.... 1,025 465 203 - 103 2 - 5 4 34 43 - 7 4 25 8 20
8TH... 18,203 { 7,396} 4,181 12 645 182 1 111 103 153 99 151 144 66 1,040 158 250
2,062 708 200 1 188 12 1 13 5 1 - - 13 5 2371 11 21

1,040 421 121 2 123 - 6 8 - - - 17 2 113 9 i0

818 311 138 - 71 Ed - 4 3 4 2 - 14 3 90 ] 25

1,320 513 197 1 49 24 et 5 6 2 1 - 6 7 144 17 3%

3,011 § 1,385 913 - 20 41 - 25 10 101 26 2 3 12 121 34 A9

3,374 | 1,427¢ 1,131 - v 20 - 23 33 1 4 2] 24 12 118 17 35

3,733 4 1,547 926 1 & 24 - 20 14 3% 64 142 14 13 135 35 114

1,752 579 343 4 88 19 - 7 © 2 1 “ 13 7 41 14 32

506 2i9 uz7 a 51 13 - 2 12 3 - i 2 4 16 9 b13

11 AR 587 196 95 - 22 16 - 13 [3 - 1 2 10 1 19 4 14
9TH ..« 42,078 (20,314 113,708 83 412 8B4 9 430 209 264 72 1 1,034 245 1,615 615 723

L SR 863 348 201 - 16 25 - 10 3 5 -~ - 17 2 3 25 41
Al..ooee 3,366 | 1,348 878 56 18 48 - 21 23 14 9 2 66 18 93 29 67
Ch,Hooon 9,824 | 6,252 5,316 1 14 153 1 108 22 31 22 3 60 44 263 112 102
2,424 874 206 2 24 77 - 3% 25 8 - 78 29 288 52 45

10,770 | 4,289 2,674 1 23 249 4 106 56 171 20 1 262 60 335 164 162

2,925 | 1,874} 1,257 - 6 129 3 33 16 7 3 3 23% 18 101 15 L)

1,208 393 224 - 23 29 - 15 6 3 -~ - 46 8 9 14 16

896 A71 216 8 67 13 - 4 2 1 - - 82 2 33 23 20

1,188 429 183 1 97 15 - 8 8 1 - 1 36 10 26 16 21

1,882 609 350 1 10 33 -~ 15 19 10 2 - 36 14 23 25 81

2,565 | 1,071 617 4 51 26 - 17 5 T 6 1 34 18 188 53 44

998 55 22 3 27 18 - 15 5 - - -~ 19 7 110 49 16

3,217 1 1,769} 1,294 4 36 65 1 34 18 7 2 - 58 13 142 31 6%

85 37 17 2 - & - 2 1 1 - - 1 2 - 7 ~

67 9 7 - - - - 2 - = - - - - -~ = -
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TABLE C

3. UW.S. DISIRICT COURTS
CIYIL CASES COMHFNCED, BY RAYURE OF SUIY AND DISTRICT
DURING YHE THELYVE MORTH PERIDD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

PRIVATE CASES

PRISORER PETITIONS

HOTOR MAH-

circuly TOTAL REAL MARTNE | VEHICLE| DIHER | ODIHER DAMUS | COPYRIGHT
AND privare | con- | eRoe- PERSOMAL] PERSONALIPERSORALY  TORT § ANTI~} CIVIL! COM- | HABEAS] CIVIL| AND PATENT FLABOR ! ati
DISTRICY CIVIL | TRACT| ERTY| FELAl TMJURY | IKJURY | INJURY JACTIDRS] TRUST|RIGHIS| HERCE | CORPUS|RIGHTS | DTHER | TRADEHARK] SUITS | GTHER
TH... 14,452 | 2,848 1,383 335 40 440 1,080 288 58 1,908 82 550 1,396 17 A73 1,646 1,348
RIS O 7,827 | 1,825 4,387 60 14 97 355 125 33 1,044 58 176 440 14 314 1,087 798
1L,Cocr 936 140 8 10 - 45 105 28 4 132 6 59 180 - 13 125 30
IL,S.... 1,253 85 9 269 18 48 228 13 3 81 - 89 230 1 b 7 52
IH N 1,511 164 348 12 2 113 137 39 1 247 7 87 133 - 29 83 109
IN,S. ... 1,469 315 116 31 2 85 150 57 9 160 9 a0 144 1 34 142 134
|3 00 SN 201 216 1 13 4 24 66 14 7 159 1 43 94 1 57 95 96
HIH.... 560 103 3 - - 28 39 12 1 [ 1 36 115 - 20 38 79
EIH... 10,807 | 2,140 163 182 56 450 1,473 293 50 1,314 41 661 1,981 30 285 $99 979
ARLE.... 1,354 229 32 5 9 64 134 22 £ 207 - 140 384 - 8 38 7%
ARGR.. .. 619 182 25 5 4 71 131 19 1 64 1 7 31 1 8 22 47
TAM.... 447 100 14 2 1 1 41 26 1 I3 1 25 71 - s 16 54
TA,Seven 807 128 13 22 - 36 (%3 22 3 101 4 52 267 1 20 33 56
1,626 358 18 40 16 34 250 32 13 21y - 26 56 2 116 232 220
HO,E.... 1,947 508 18 3 26 91 293 &5 11 235 3 125 235 1 51 165 17
HE, Moo 2,186 313 18 ® - 52 369 49 9 187 21 177 639 25 38 135 152
NEu...a 1,173 161 10 8y - 58 117 28 5 161 4 70 137 - 29 4 164
257 80 3 9 - 11 43 12 1 16 7 14 13 - [3 [ 34
39) B3 12 7 - 27 46 18 - 53 - 25 48 - 3 4 59
21,764 | 6,042 251 266 473 354 1,918 524 156 2,049 122 | 1,270 2,587 17 1,245 2,321 2,109
51% 179 5 - 23 4 72 5 - 32 3 26 29 - 12 67 48
1,818 118 9 ] - 38 103 2% 16 113 - 220 &9 2 €9 7% 120
3,512 | 1,004 26 12 72 30 358 94 38 373 17 180 335 5 187 533 298
1,550 290 20 19 3 30 94 16 4 172 5 95 482 3 50 125 142
6,481 | 2,089 53 170 83 67 446 181 51 594 B4 308 74 - 679 985 617
1,051 310 30 1 129 13 61 31 7 119 4 22 26 3 38 105 152
815 209 6 - 17 17 211 14 3 58 - 18 38 - 2 72 127
425 144 17 1 - 16 51 14 a 38 1 19 439 - 12 25 35
759 200 29 29 - 42 119 30 - 51 1 54 80 - 14 65 45
1,273 465 19 5 2 19 89 20 2 110 2 95 2710 - 24 Ay 102
1,494 394 16 2 29 55 12¢ 49 15 181 2 71 148 4 73 156 175
457 77 1 2 ~ 7 50 6 2 45 ~ 56 142 - 8 19 42
1,448 156 20 17 113 16 130 35 12 156 3 105 166 - 55 139 125
48 4 - - - - - - - 2 - 1 4 - 1 1 35
NHI..... 58 3 - - 2 - - - - 5 - - - - 1 1 Ab
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DURIRG THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

TABLE C 3.

U.§S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, BY HATURE OF SUIT AKRD DISTRICT

URITED STATES CASES

PRISOKER PETITIONS

DTHER MOTIONS HAN~- FORFEIT-

CIRCUIY TOYAL | TOTAL LAND | REAL 18 DANUS|URES AKD
AND CIVIL .S.| CON-|CONDEM- PROP-{ TORT | ANTI-{ CIVIL| VACATE [HABEAS| CIVIL| AND | PEMAL~ | LABOR | SOCIAL | TAX | aLL
DISTRICT CASES | CIVIL{ TRACT|NATION | ERTY{ACTIONS| TRUST |RIGHTS|SENTENCE}CORPUSIRIGHTS! BTHER] TIES | SUITS | SECURITYISULTS| DTHER
10TH. . 13,574 | 4,257 2,145 . 703 159 - 116 %6 113 ? 60 94 51 239 206 230
[~ YU 2,610 676 348 13 14 54 - 33 20 13 1 2 29 18 33 41 57
KS.oounn 2,485 | 1,111} 538 2 2 19 - 13 19 8% 1 57 7 9 33 13 3
WMo oo 1,590 s21] 317 7 62 27 - 13 17 - 1 E 17 2 54 16 28
OKoNooon 1,185 314 341 3 57 8 - 7 9 3 - p 23 2 24 25 12
OKLE. .., 712 253 48 4 134 5 - 2 11 - - B 3 1 27 7 10
DK Hyoos 2,974 519] 249 € 105 33 - 31 11 12 2 1 9 5 46 &7 22
Uleausns 1,456 539] 355 2 41 9 - 13 5 1 2 - 3 11 9 50 38
HY.ooann 562 164 89 1 18 4 - 4 3 - - 4 2 3 7 7 25
117H. . 22,787 | 8,207| 3,B46 55 12 251 7 189 278 164 52 15 380 67 1.482 297 352
AL M.... 3,442 ] 1,359 7118 2 20 32 - 16 21 7 7 E a7 9 445 24 21
1,378 s69] 333 1 45 13 4 13 13 7 1 g 7 - 102 20 10
1,358 3941 202 - 18 10 - 14 16 - 1 - [ 2 110 P 7
1,195 63zt 311 2 16 22 - 6 2% 30 3 - 17 2 70 8 19
4,878 | 1,874] 913 5 291 65 - 39 a3 17 3 5 55 26 201 86 5
4,463 | 1,379] 479 a4 54 54 1 33 9% 70 21 4 156 13 146 75 135
3,521 955] 344 - 52 19 2 res 36 N 16 11 78 © 224 5% a0
1,139 534] 259 1 50 15 - 8 18 - - - 18 3 120 16 16
1,353 s08{ 227 - 116 21 - 16 13 2 - . 5 I3 64 9 29
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TABLE € 3.

G.5. DISTRICT COURTS

CIYIL CASES COMMEHCED, BY HATURE OF SUIT AWD DISTRICY
DURING THE THELVE MORTH PERIOD EMDED JUME 30, 1984

PRIVATE CASES

PRISONER PETITIONS

HOTOR HAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL HARINE { VEHICLE] OTHER | OTHER DAKYS | COPYRIGHT
AND PRIVATE L3N { PROP- PERSONAL [ PERSONAL{ PERSORAL| YORY | ARTI-| CIVIL | COM-| HABEAS| CIVIL| AND PATENT [ LABOR| ALL
DISTRICY CIVIL YRACY | ERTY ) FELA] IMJURY | IWJURY | INJURY }ACTIONS | TRUST |[RIGHTS | MERCE | CORPUS| RIGHTS | DTHER| TRADEMARK | SUITS | OTHER
10TH.. 9,317 | 2,37 303 107 2 536 1,148 251 41 1,221 37 407 839 9 208 57 1,018
1,93¢ 432 36 27 - 13 256 34 12 259 12 67 139 2 85 161 3%
1,374 380 26 6 1 87 151 47 13 233 5 &7 125 i 25 28 179
969 250 22 5 - 65 130 24 7 158 2 52 148 - 24 22 60
871 328 29 3 1 43 98 35 3 19 3 3 38 1 27 5& 10}
459 96 16 7 - 53 62 14 1 50 1 24 111 2 3 4 15
2,395 982 138 3 - 155 23 64 6 198 6 130 135 2 14 50 191
s34 210 22 24 - n 76 23 3 101 7 16 B2 1 27 31 197
398 97 14 32 - 23 54 10 2 43 1 20 61 - 3 7 36
14,580 | 3,985 202 20 152 578 1,400 321 70 1,778 A5 | 1,289 2,466 25 495 564 1,189
2,083 598 51 - 1 87 104 67 3 359 1 200 355 1 17 126 107
809 150 15 - - 24 32 17 - 121 1 141 271 - 5 3 24
964 215 25 1 54 22 61 21 3 95 1 81 261 1 [3 19 kL]
560 b1 T - 17 21 4% ] 4 67 - B 14k - 11 16 19
3,004 548 24 4 49 51 aie 37 13 330 4 230 709 & 143 102 280
3,084 | 1,092 45 - 19 40 280 23 19 276 24 237 258 6 193 179 393
2,566 Thh 22 & -~ 1 323 105 24 348 5 141 240 10 % 87 233
€65 182 T 2 - 78 82 22 3 99 3 69 41 4 16 15 42
845 198 6 g 12 74 156 21 1 83 - 46 187 - 5 14 n
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BLE C 3A.
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY WATURE UF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS ~t JUME

U.5. DISIRICT COURTS

30, 1986

UNITED STATES CASES

PRISONER PETITIONS

h1nen HOTIONS l Han~ foRFEIT-

cIreuIt ToTaL | ToTAL LD | REAL w DAHUSIURES AND
XD civit | u.S.| com-Icowpend orop=] tort | anrr-| crvit] vacate jnaseas| civie| amo | PewaL- | LABODR| SocIaL | TAx { aLL
DISTRICT CASES | CIVIL| TRACT|WATION | ERTY|aCTIONS | TRUST]RIGHTS |SEWTence] CoRPUS|RIGHTS | oTHER| TIES | SUITS | SECURITY{SUITS | DTHER
TOTAL... 242,177 |57,864 18,221 1,740 4,725 4,000 27 2,561| 1,058 1,128 82  208{ 2,701 1,123 12,087 2,947 4,630
BCurnnnn 3,010 | 1,683 2% 2 14 235 5 225 n s 1 13 s 38 13 14 56
18T... 12,42 | 2,315) a5 sa an as -~ 304 16 : 3 1 101 100 647 %2 220
HEoeennn sz | 1s7] 30 3 m 7 - 1 1 - - - 11 5 27 6 12
HA.ouvau 7,823 1,116 224 44 €5 138 - &6 9 5 3 1 12 66 210 17 13%
RHooooes e | 2| m 5 H 20 - 5 Z Z he - § 13 21 [T
Rieones 6121 145) 33 z 1 13 - 5 - 1 s - € 5 55 2 17
PR. e 2,083 785 66 1 212 37 - 13 [ 2 2 - & 11 324 & 39
HD. .. 25,277 | 4,518] 408 14 204 454 3 22 8 100 51 33 270 127 1,492 333 S1
Cluvunne 3,857 | s3] 74 P 39 - s % 7 1 39 23 14y AL 0
WY Kooes 2904 | s26] %2 1 rt - 15 2 18 5 7 20 25 197 3% 39
Wik, 5,154 | 1,595] 306 S ah 18 2 5 3% 5 7 2 93 30 535 113 18
wYLS.ot 10,293 | 1,401 144 ¢ 0 129 1% 22 a3 3 23 86 33 357 115 264
WY H..oo 2135 | a03| 29 2 3 29 S on 5 1 % - 23 1 1% 27 3
Vileois 33 67 3 i 1 2 - 5 1 - - - 3 5 20 3 5
RD.... 17,572 | 2,740] 382 21 203 an; 1 17 76 41 86 4 109 8 883 157 240
OE.nen. 708 8] 10 1 2 s - 2 1 - - - - 2 16 s 10
YI00N 5,552 | 1,071] 192 2 60 146 - s Pt 1 6 - 3 32 35§28
PALE.... 5,801 'es52| 73 5 a1 77 - 23 2 1 2 22 1% m &2 &
A 1458 | 318 25 A 36 - u 1 a1 s3 2 & 5 67 12 30
2,813 s18| 83 5 3 50 1 % 5 s s : 3 3 224 2% 6
Vl.-.o‘- 1,182 39 et - [3 [ - 2 - - 2 - 9 1 - 11 2
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TABLE C JA. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES PERDING, BY KATURE OF SUIT AND DISYRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1986

PRIYATE CASES

PRISONER PETITIONS

MOTOR HAH-

CIRCULY TOTAL REAL MARINE | VEHICLE| GTHER | OTHER DANUS | COPYRIGHT

AND PRIVATE {  CON- | PROP- PERSONAL {PERSONAL IPERSOMALY TORT | ANTI-| CIVIL ] COM- | HABEAS]| CIVIL] 4ND PATERT | LABOR L Ly
DISTRICY crvit. | TRACT| ERIY [ FELAY INJURY | INSURY | INIURY JACTIONS| TRUSTRIGHTS | MERCE | CORPUS|RIGHTS]| OTHER | TRADEMARK| suIls | oTuer
TOTAL... 184,313 {40,408 3,033 3,174 5,43y 7,287 37,214 4,307 1,570 23,416 40| 6,849 19,502 127 5,297 10,438 15,551
OCianres 3,227 Ads 23 28 - 295 464 54 21 249 4 20 78 2 51 284 370
1ST.., 9,827 | 1,510 115 [13 352 346 4,350 156 59 1,203 14 a8 311 4 247 41T 585y
ME...... 691 78 3 19 19 26 288 14 [ 33 - 11 29 1 13 20 28
WA..oone 6,707 B84 28 76 283 158 3,481 1] 46 563 11 43 153 - 195 321 345
RHooruns €64 154 7 - - 71 235 14 3 &5 1 17 29 - 16 10 g
Rloeacan 467 126 7 1 7 23 9% 14 - 91 - 4 26 1 13 15 33
PRyevens 1,298 268 67 - 43 32 152 26 & 453 2 7 74 2 12 51 103
2MD... 20,759 | 5,317 138 647 414 €42 3,023 477 188 2,526 a7 756 2,436 14 1,022 1,205 1,807
[= ST 2,33 580 32 41 10 138 1,29¢ 101 13 512 15 40 146 1 7 9 227
WY H.... 2,378 217 8 185 6 T4 284 28 14 323 6 144 777 2 48 154 108
MY, E,... 3,559 751 1 153 102 204 536 65 25 614 13 129 289 2 186 220 239
Y, S.... 9.492 | 3,555 49 179 285 170 686 257 114 807 40 304 679 7 642 535 1,123
RY, H... 1,732 218 12 85 11 36 152 20 13 235 13 133 519 2 & 130 87
Vil.lol 267 56 3 4 - 20 71 3 4 35 - - 26 - 3 7 23
3RD... 14,832 3,178 153 502 217 1,147 3,366 231 186 1,632 L) 381 1,296 5 4139 905 1,269
[+ SO 622 133 7 10 2 59 71 12 3 26 1 21 100 1 85 15 46
Woiouas 4,481 ] 1,130 26 54 57 272 €56 81 9 632 4% 148 519 - 203 259 381
PAE.... 5,149 | 1,059 37 308 119 450 1,423 106 T2 485 19 139 220 - 64 272 386
PAM.... 1,140 177 10 10 1 50 263 20 23 124 3% 27 238 2 19 66 56
PAK.... 2,297 552 20 120 26 95 325 53 49 316 6 A5 214 - 45 215 156
Yieoooss 1,143 127 53 - 32 171 428 19 - 40 - 1 5 2 3 18 264




ABLE C 3A. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY NATURE OF SUIT AKD DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 1336

164

UNITED STATES CASES
PRISONER PETITIONS
PTHER NOTIONS $AN-~ FORFEIT~
CIRCUIT TOTAL | YOTAL LAND REAL 70 DAMUS| URES AND

AHD CIVIL 1.5, | CON-[CONDEM-[ PROP-{ TORT ANTI-| CIVIL| VACATE IHABEAS| CIVIL] AHD | PENAL- |LABOR| SOCIAL | TAX ALL
BISTRICT CASES { CIVIL | TRACT|KATION | ERTY JACTIONS [ TRUSTIRIGHTS ISENTENCEJCORPUS JRIGHTS } DTHER] TIES SUITS | SECURITY|SUITS § OTHER
ATH... 16,078 | 4,209 1,271 283 382 218 2 210 133 37 25 4 184 91 980 148 283
HDesroww 4,265 763 202 2 13 68 - 55 29 4 2 2 59 34 134 53 38
NC,E.... 1,087 J18 189 3 2 18 - 9 16 3 2 1 19 5 28 3 15
WCH.... 661 263 143 4 1 4 -~ 12 11 1 - ~ 18 2 55 4 B
NC H.... 720 237 124 2 4 7 - 14 21 - - - 9 5 35 7 9
SCovenan 2,582 362 324 5 351 45 2 14 13 1 2 | 17 2 160 L3 20
YA, E.... 2,435 442 118 26 - 52 ~ 32 20 8 7 1 10 B 115 17 27
VA H.... 1,514 396 55 26 2 14 - 22 5 -~ 1 - 27 17 170 20 37
HY,Ho... 1,158 456 33 196 4 4 - 4 -] & 2 - 17 15 137 11 19
RY,S.... 1.59¢6 372 a2 19 5 6 - 3 1z 14 9 - 8 23 148 18 22
51H... 33,584 | 7,916 {3,980 2%4 261 409 2 291 157 130 54 25 227 105 1,246 328 407
LAE..., 5,422 458 119 1 51 76 1 22 9 1 - - 9 12 106 29 21
M., 1,433 166 4% 1 19 13 - 4 3 - 1 ~| 9 2 48 13 11
LAH.... 3,605 664 128 - 114 58 ~ 13 8 - 1 = 15 K4 240 39 41
HS, N.... 1,645 268 T3 W 1o 11 - 7 & 3 1 ~ T 2 101 7 22
HS,S.... 5,073 A17 160 7 19 36 Ind 16 2 1 2 - 9 3 121 20 21
TX M. 5,151 | 1,659 ) 1,198 4 14 26 1 46 2% 11 1 2 A1 16 120 79 1
TXEanns 5,28¢ 667 54 238 8 15 - 20 12 49 2 8| 10 5 178 11 27
IX,S..., 8,834 1 2,083 11,242 21 20 75 - 103 a5 14 3 4 97 45 188 101 135
TXHeono 3,135 | 1,534 959 2 5 99 - 0 53 51 13 1 30 13 184 36 8
27,611 { 7,584 | 2,102 84 791 280 2 302 97 101 97 19 238 151 2,543 57 420

2,008 722 58 3y 42 23 - 9 21 41 14 1 95 5 28 3% 62

2,313 604 122 7 4B 22 - 22 5 ~ = ~! 1% 3 215 A0 35

£,901 | 1,837 651 1 13 74 - 63 34 21 33 7 21 32 737 %% 49

2,510 955 423 10 16 34 1 23 4 - 3 1 6 4 357 2 47

5,531 | 1,359 350 4 324 53 1 A8 12 3 2 - 31 33 377 56 7

3,518 § 1,083 213 3 313 31 - 64 6 1 4 -~ 20 44 27 54 53

1,552 383 162 12 16 14 - 14 8 - - ~| 14 4 80 21 33

1,084 206 54 [ (3 & - 8 1 - - - 14 4 65 16 26

TN .. 1,728 435 69 2 8 23 - 51 6 37 41 10 18 16 97 is 43




26}

TABLE C

3h, U.S, DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY MATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUME 30, 1986

PRIVATE CASES

PRISONER PETITIONS

HOTOR MAN-
CIRCUIT JOTAL REAL HARINE | VEHICLEl OTHER t OTHER . DANUS | COPYRIGHT

ARD PRIVATE CON~ 1 PROP~ PERSOMAL] PERSONAL{ PERSOKA TORT {ANTI~-} CIVIL) COM- | HABEAS] CIVIL} AMD PATENT ) LABOR | ALL
DISTRICT CIVIt TRACT | ERTY { FELA! INJURY | INJURY | IHJURY | ACTIOHS | TRUST |RIGHTS | MERCE | CORPUS|RIGHTS | OTHER | TRADERARK | SUITS ] DTHER
11,869 | 2,405 122 184 147 6717 3,004 210 67 1,333 18 619 1,662 6 1%% 546 670
3,502 619 16 91 46 178 1,086 49 18 408 4 126 432 3 57 152 217
769 120 13 b 27 37 72 10 2 75 - 78 257 2 18 23 34
398 76 - 1 1 12 A0 9 & 65 1 30 112 - 16 16 15
ABJ 173 2 - 1 23 32 10 T 85 - 38 42 1 20 12 36
5Ce.aaee 1,620 395 14 1 15 182 467 35 16 156 10 19 134 - 2 13 15
YA E.... 2,053 348 17 8 47 64 109 23 4 17 2 125 315 - 34 A% 82
YA H..,. 1,118 260 19 40 1 70 18¢ 32 7 152 - 40 120 - 16 84 31
RV, Ko, 102 142 23 3 1 50 95 3 6 A8 - 56 E313 - 11 52 43
HY,S,... 1,224 272 13 36 8 61 37 34 3 133 1 47 74 - 5 143 72
514... 31,668 | 6,009 418 167 3,174 573 5,084 785 184 3,10% 91} 1,362 3,503 40 426 875 1,668
LAE.... 4,964 1 1,105 122 21 1,609 158 751 255 18 an 5 70 183 2 33 €8 187
La,M.... 1,267 182 19 3 46 52 201 20 4 179 1 45 417 - 1€ 26 53
LAH..., 2,941 541 58 16 303 112 i1 66 4 261 2 125 193 3 26 63 102
M5, N.... 1,377 292 20 1 23 130 263 A5 4 188 2 54 282 4 11 27 3
HS,S.... 4,656 653 43 2 43 186 3,044 55 5 281 3 71 135 - 11 38 80
TX M., 33,4921 1,013 A0 15 1 72 652 112 58 471 58 203 163 7 116 110 400
IXEaane 4,619 235 32 38 186 94 2,518 37 13 244 2 263 82¢ b 15 A0 67
IxX, 6,751 | 1,660 62 39 462 112 892 155 44 795 11 447 1,127 15 155 245 530
TX, 1,601 322 22 29 1 €1 197 40 34 308 7 B84 - 43 58 218
6TH... 20,027 | 3,766 175 423 139 785 3,984 418 185 3,478 20 154 2,212 [ 517 1,712 1,395
XY, E..,. 1,288 338 31 13 20 84 185 20 8 210 5 51 133 - 23 86 73
KY,H.... 1,709 52 32 15 22 86 345 47 & 205 20 59 249 1 22 87 1
H1,E.... 5,064 § 1,200 26 135 a0 103 924 89 55 124 19 110 541 1 181 507 358
MI,H.... 1,555 238 15 16 3 51 199 34 7 300 5 86 327 - 33 152 91
OH,H.... 4,178 5487 25 98 21 119 1,329 n 58 781 15 124 100 2 133 436 315
OH,S.... 2,895 A24 22 63 & 64 508 54 13 $22 7 154 372 1 (23 294 22y
Th,E...e 1,169 279 11 13 1 162 252 36 5 143 1 21 107 - 18 50 10
INH.... 878 157 3 6 - 47 109 22 10 136 - 44 210 - 19 30 85
TR, H.... 1,293 3 10 4 a5 L34 136 xn 19 s L] 35 12 1 7 70 82
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TABLE € 34,
CIVIL CASES PENDIRG, BY NATURE OF SUIT AMD DISTRICT AS OF JUNE

U.5. DISIRICT COURTS

30, 1986
UNITED STATES CASES
PRISONER PETITIONS

DTHER HOTLONS WaH~ FORFEIT-

cmcun TOTAL § TOTAL LAND | REAL 10 DAMUS| URES AND
civit | U.S. | co¥-[coWpEM PROP-] TORT | ANTI-| CIVIL] VACATE |HABEAS] CIVIL| AMD | PENaL~ | LABOR | soctaL § Tax | awL
DISIRICI CASES | CIVIL J TRACT|NATION | ERTYJACTIONS | TRUST|RIGHTS |SENTENCE|{CORPUS|RIGHTS] oTHER] TIES | Suris | sEcurITY [suris ] piuer
71H. .. 16,922 | 3,280 | 598 & 585 71 2 179 55 76 131 14 147 66 728 248 215
K., 7,410 | 2,057 | 191 1 73 57 1 100 19 15 21 I3 az 26 262 100 103
1,310 282 38 - 38 20 1 1 11 E] 2 - 18 7 54 38 21
1,553 316 A6 1 39 23 - 5 1 28 63 2 6 5 is 10 42
2,332 554 { 116 4 220 ] - 13 1 - 1 - 13 3 126 2] 2
7,624 12| 101 - 15 32 - n 12 23 2 s 16 13 158 30 59
1,271 303 79 - 30 20 - 2 5 1 1 - 10 5 78 I 22
HI H...o 427 107 b1 - 2% 10 - 5 - 6 13 - 2 2 5 5 2
8TH... 14,670 | 3,425 {1,024 AL 408 204 2 17 A5 81 57 43 104 59 782 117 281
AR E.... 1,687 am0 £ 3 100 13 1 14 1 - 1 - 4 3 115 3 13
AR K. oo 769 1% 10 1 43 9 - € 3 - - - 7 2 116 4 7
1A Keeon €82 204 62 - 36 9 - 5 2 2 - - 10 2 53 7 16
1A,So... 1,421 a9 83 5 74 35 - 7 4 1 2 - 13 .. 4 105 24 3
HNeoonan 2,469 5721 1% 2 17 2 - 21 3 A% 17 1 3 1 100 45 46
HO,E.... 2,447 165 | 713 B 6 19 - 29 15 - 4 - 16 7 96 16 35
MO, H..., 2,858 634 | 256 11 3 2% - 19 7 28 33 41 b 9 8% 35 72
KEowsrsn 1,448 302 % 7 59 22 - [ 3 2 - 1 11 8 31 23 29
ND... ety 154 o 4 I3 16 1 2 2 - - - 2 6 12 12 8
[ TN 424 108 20 - 18 18 - 5 4 - - - 11 2 10 5 15
9TH... 36,943 (12,716 {5,450 813 53¢ 1,112 7 489 156 12 5 12 921 193 1,298 §38 22
AKooounn 1,103 3551 125 - 3 51 - 12 3 3 2 - 14 2 8 22 74
Aloocnns 2,357 §35 | 174 82 24 £3 1 26 7 4 5 2 58 18 63 36 66
CAN.... 5,657 | 2,207 | 1,235 22 20 164 1 1S 27 19 23 3 58 27 195 118 79
CA,E.... 2,915 264 | 111 40 33 123 1 52 25 1 g - 59 20 215 56 53
CA,C.... 9,311 | 3,227 {1,915 3 24 245 3 20 31 76 18 1 186 38 292 144 161
£A,S.... 2,562 | 1,026 | 377 1 9 163 - 41 10 5 2 3 237 15 87 23 47
Hi,eoooo 2,238 3941 123 - 24 6B - 17 - 1 - 1 85 13 13 22 27
988 368 B4 ¢ 100 28 - 8 1 - - - 69 3 26 21 22
1,463 416 5 39 I 29 - 8 5 - - 1 37 s 33 26 3
2,050 466 | 185 1 15 52 - 22 19 4 i - 36 14 20 3 3
1,702 500 175 3 40 29 - 11 13 5 3 - 26 13 103 rét EL]
1,070 5154 229 19 39 24 - 23 6 1 2 - 16 5 20 42 12
2,560 931} %13 7 4% 69 1 41 8 5 - - E 15 87 42 §0
902 806 15 590 1 5 - 1 1 - - - 1 1 - + 1m0
[ €5 P 3 - - - - 2 - - - - - + - - 1
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2. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES PENDING. lY HATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE 30, 193¢

PRIVATE CASES

PRISOHER PETITIONS

HOTOR MHAN-
clacun TOTAL REAL HARINE | VEHICLE] DTHER | OTHER DAHUS | COPYRIGHT
PRIVATE | COK- {PROP- PERSONAL| PERSONAL [PERSONAL]  TORT | aMti-] civit] coM- | HABEAS| CIVIL] aMp PATEMT | Lasor | ave
Dlsmlct civit | TRacY | ERYY } FELAL INJURY | IRJURY | INJURY JACTI1ONS| TRUST]|RIGHTS] MERCE | CORPUS [RIGHTS | OTHER | TRADEMARK] SUITS | OTHER
TTH. .. 13,881 | 2,713 BAY 432 55 514 1,576 329 136 2,389 68 332 1,315 ’ 465 1,177 1,288
1L, Bee.. 6,353 | 1,438 509 61 19 101 508 125 34 1,198 50 120 3% 7 285 621 136
I, G 1,048 182 9 11 1 52 184 25 9 164 2 33 195 - 14 107 80
ILS.... 1,237 124 7 262 20 55 262 16 [ 94 3 48 204 - 1 78 54
M M., 1,768 241 218 16 3 146 208 56 & 370 6 42 224 - 30 108 101
IN,S .. 1,952 456 90 58 a 114 265 80 24 235 6 56 114 2 46 170 173
HIL,E.... 968 230 10 24 9 27 111 21 11 199 - 24 52 - 63 73 1
HL Hooon 315 62 3 - - 19 kT 6 - 69 1 s Al - 21 16 30
BTH... 11,245 | 2,236 154 230 62 498 1,919 352 82 1,861 34 517 1,730 13 271 &8Y  8%%
AR,E.... 1,307 209 24 7 ] 67 143 21 9 269 2 146 301 - ] 34 58
AR H.... 555 153 17 3 2 63 152 13 2 &6 1 5 2 1 3 14 36
TAMuans 478 106 16 2 a 25 62 42 2 80 1 7 39 - 1 27 53
1A,5.... 1,030 176 15 40 = 51 105 38 11 163 2 A 369 - 17 40 €3
LT 1,897 asy 18 a4 0 43 440 37 16 302 2 2 €9 1 116 183 203
HO,E.... 1,982 481 17 3 29 83 301 76 13 288 € 91 219 - &7 169 134
HO,H.... 2,221 M6 18 9 - 63 442 54 19 193 12 110 €712 11 2% 1315 113
REioioen 1,145 189 11 101 - 61 140 38 5 140 4 83 161 - 26 52 134
ND..soun 314 110 s 15 - 16 78 14 3 17 4 5 3 - 7 9 P13
|1 316 3] 9 6 - 23 56 17 2 A3 - [ 16 - 3 4 a1
91H. .. 24,227 | 6,292 362 306 683 379 3,350 610 275 2,528 93 863 2,514 11 1,101 2,091 2,769
[ TR 748 284 13 - 3 5 121 13 ] 36 3 18 36 - 12 82 15
AZ.oiies 1,722 384 1 15 1 48 165 40 27 135 3 140 490 2 53 81 120
CAM.... 3,450 855 33 10 &3 21 39 s1 &4 427 11 130 356 2 180 397 427
CA,E.... 2,051 334 23 23 5 2 126 25 15 283 6 116 627 3 4 151 244
CALC.... 6,084 | 1,832 48 176 110 3 689 181 92 58 53 138 %6 - £59 708 711
CA, S uen 1.536 401 16 2 224 15 B4 43 17 154 3 17 22 1 50 108 379
Hloooono 1,844 350 26 - 43 28 919 a1 10 116 ~- 19 49 - 42 87 124
ID..suen 620 199 16 4 1 27 93 25 7 1. 1 12 57 - 16 k3 63
L 1,047 290 37 38 - 50 221 a9 7 77 2 55 89 1 13 84 A4
HV.iinas 1,584 516 30 8 2 32 159 36 4 184 2 B2 295 - 26 31 117
OR.vveen 1,202 297 14 2 39 44 125 s 15 156 1 53 B7 2 50 115 160
HA,E.... 555 128 & 4 2 15 71 10 3 45 - 28 165 - 8 24 A8
HAH. . 1,629 414 27 2% 143 16 183 32 26 182 7 57 150 - 45 133 189
GUAH. ... 9 ] 48 - 1 - 1 - - 5 - - 5 - 1 1 I
|1 PPN 59 5 9 - 2 - 2 - - .2 - - - - 1 1 37
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CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY MATURE DF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUNE

TABLE C 34,

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

30, 1986

UNITED STATES CASES

PRISONER PETITIONS '
THER HOTIDNS MAK- FORFEIT-

CIRCUIT ToTaL | ToTaL LAND | REAL 0 DAMUS [URES AND

AND cIviL | u.s. | cou~|conoew{ pror-] Toar | awti-| civin] vacate |maseas| crvin| awm | eEwat- liamop | socrat § tax | AL
DISTRICT cases | civit | tRacTimation | ertviactians| Trust [rreHrs{sesvence|compus |RIGHTS] otHER} Ties | SuITs | SECORITYSUTTS | 0THER

10TH. . 13,038 | 2,761] 68 &7 sm0 177 1138 Y 2w 75 §2 238 190 253
Co...,.. 2,292 ] 459 148 18 22 63 1 5 7 9 - - FE) 11 14 6 52
KSo.ennn 2.562 | 693] 210 1 165 27 - 2 5 30 1 a7 6 18 53 21 &
CRMLLLilL 1,635 | 527] 202 17 9 13 - 20 2 1 - 3 2 89 15 5
(10 | 217l 72 3 a1 7 - 5 8 1 = - 16 1 22 27 14
DKIE.... a5 | 101 10 5 60 2 - 1 3 - - - 1 1 10 3 5
0K Ko ee 2,240 | 39| 18 28 s 19 - = 3 3 - - 5 6 2% 20 30
UL, 2372 | 283| ee 2 20 8 - 17 3 1 - - 3 12 16 Ut
Woiioon ars B3 2 2 9 5 - 4 " - - - 1 1 6 a 20

117K, 18,430 | 4,716 1,166 - 62 487 212 - 158 168 335 & 13 320 55 1,078 269 289
AN, 2,087 | 8271 153 2 7 27 - 1s 6 3 5 - 25 8 23 25 18
ALH. oo, s03 | 203} & 1 26 10 - 5 2 2 1 - 4 - 79 i 1
ALLS.. o, 1,160 | 174] 35 - 9 11 - 14 £l - 1 1 5 2 LR 3
FLoN.. ., 1,007 | 45%| 155 2 103 25 - s 0 2t 3 - 14 3 73 8 s
FLoKeors 3,940 | 932{ 240 5 130 52 - 33 17 14 3 - 38 1 209 0T
fL.S.... 3,854 | 986]| 242 46 5B 63 - 3 72 02 15 2 138 8 10 70 112
GANLcns 3483 morl 133 - 30 17 - 3 21 23 38 10 7 8 122 51 25
GALH. ... 1,178 | 281 85 ¢ 58 15 - P4 13 e - - 17 6 143 16 16
GALS. .. a8 | 252 74 - & 22 - 10 i 3 - - 2 4 43 4 20
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ABLE C 3A. U.5, DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES PEN‘DING. BY NATURE BF SUIT AND DISTRICT AS OF JUME 30,

1986

PRIVATE CASES

PRISOHER PEYITIONS

HOTOR MAR-
CIRCULT TJOTAL REAL HARIKE | VEHICLE| OTHER | OTHER DAMUS | COPYRIGHT

AND PRIVATE COH- { PROP~- PERSUNAL { PERSONAL [PERSDRAL} TORT { ANTI-{ CIVIL{ COM- [ HABESS| CIVIL[ AKD PATENT | LABOR | ALL
DISTRICY CIVIL TRACT | ERTY | FELA} IMJURY | INJURY | IMJURY JACTIONS | TRUST |RIGHTS | HERCE | CORPUS |RIGHTS | OTHER | TRADEHARK { SUITS | OTMER
107H.. 10,277 | 2,817 367 124 3 509 1,419 295 88 1,518 30 208 533 3 158 323 1,881
[ o1 PR 1,833 A49 35 29 - 77 301 37 23 364 6 32 82 1 45 118 34
KS.osans 1,869 529 41 9 1 102 306 A3 24 447 [ 10 38 - 27 47 199
NH..ooee 1,108 260 39 12 - &6 162 30 15 204 3 12 138 - 14 24 69
0K Hovoo 917 341 27 3 2 42 111 35 4 93 2 26 39 - 28 47 117
OK,E.... 324 66 14 6 - a5 52 12 2 A4 -~ 7 &6 2 & 2 12
BK Haans 1,842 102 106 5 - 116 305 58 10 189 3 50 53 1 8 42 194
1} 2,089 403 91 3o - 55 141 30 8 138 10 4 13 2 32 3% 1,036
HY . oaens 295 67 14 30 - 16 41 10 2 a8 - 5 A4 - - 7 20
117K, . 13,714 | 3,622 163 35 193 517 1,875 312 99 1,894 3r 951 1,852 11 421 496 1,218
1,560 509 26 - 2 72 83 53 5 313 6 96 195 - 15 109 76
€00 29 9 - - 13 29 11 - 100 - 111 205 - 4 4 15
986 272 20 1 I b 59 22 3 3905 1 35 25y - & 20 40
553 93 12 - 15 13 61 8 5 B4 - 66 122 - 9 17 49
3,008 631 26 % 59 49 Ak6 50 22 352 13 92 531 - 119 100 320
2,868 283 30 - 37 45 256 22 33 328 18 150 200 1 181 130 454
2,676 (33 24 & - 164 675 110 27 392 3 80 164 7 73 a8 197
791 208 12 3 - 34 102 36 3 150 3 45 18 3 11 18 41
666 159 L 22 8 55 164 20 1 70 - 26 98 - 5 10 24
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DURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1986

TABLE C 38,

.S, DISIRICT CBURTS
CiVIL CASES TERHINATED, BY KATURE DF SUIT AND DISTRICY

UNITED STATES CASES

PRISDHER PETITIONRS

THER HOTIONS HAN- FORFEIT~

CIRCUITY TOTALY TOTAL LAND REAL i0 DAHUST URES AND

AND CIvIL U,S.] COMN~|CONDEM{ PROP-| TORT ANTI-¥ CIVIL} YACATE {HABEAS! CIVIL | AHD | PEHAL- | LABOR { SOCIAL | TAX ALL
DISIRICT CASES| CIYIL] TRACT|RATION| ERTY JACTIONS] TRUST]RIGHTS {SERTENCE|CORPUSIRIGHTS | OTHER| TIES SUITS |SECURITY|SUITS| OTHER
T0TAL... 266,765{111,554{57,44% 920 5,860 3,164 Al 2,09 1,565 3,091 843 430 6,437 1,271 22,662 2,796 4,899
BCocvann 3,446} 1,415 165 11 12 1 & 223 38 61 56 33 3 20 8 18 562

10,6061 5,023} 1,%30 32 480 144 1 64 23 15 13 3 289 104 1,553 72 239
956 543 289 - 90 14 - 1 2 - 1 - 18 8 34 3 17
5,510] 2,249] 1,256 2B 52 69 1 40 10 B 5 2 251 54 346 45 82
T34 257 132 3 10 15 - 6 - 1 - - - 2% 69 2 8

Rl,oen.. 206 330 1%0 1 3 13 - 3 ~ - [ - & 9 76 4 18

teeena 2,600% 1,638 123 - 325 3 - 11 11 6 1 1 16 12 968 13 114

2M0... 21,186) 5,483 1,427 6 196 261 & 142 133 166 53 57 318 117 1,767 216 618
[51 JRPRRN 2,628 790 m - 40 31 2 22 8 60 i3 3 28 21 221 22 52
NY K., 1,666 500 139 1 &4 25 - 18 1 1o 3 1 28 19 176 12 23
HY E.ove 4,583F 1,738 524 1 38 79 - 31 58 14 1 5 134 40 £02 a8 123
HY,5.... 10,392{ 1,712 337 2 19 112 2 53 55 i 36 48 66 19 427 69 385
Y, H... . 1,482 606 i31 2 40 13 - 17 10 - - - 52 13 271 19 38
| 4 PR, 435 137 19 - 15 1 - 1 1 - - - 10 7 70 6 2

3RO... 19,930| 5,264] 1,599 [3 286 291 3 125 98 126 . B9 22 175 123 1,558 144 319
DEovnvee 693 180 7% 1 30 4 1 3 3 - - = 5 - a7 5 12
Kioooaus 5,553} 1,894 658 1 100 122 1 46 24 5 3 1 82 2 679 59 101
PAE.... 7,820f 1,162 220 1 40 115 - 47 32 6 10 1 38 51 430 52 119
PAN.... 1,935 655 64 3 53 16 - 15 13 104 62 18, 16 12 235 3 35
PAH.... 3,133} 1,357 518 - 5¢ 33 1 14 26 10 13 2 52 27 476 18 51
Ylooeson 796 16 - - 7 1 - - - 1 1 - 2 1 b} 1 1
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TABLE C 38,

U.S. DISTRICY COURTS

CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE DF SUIT AKD DISTRICT
DURING THE THELVE HOHTH PERIOD EXDED JURE 30, 1936

PRIVATE CASES

PRISONER PETITIONS

HDTOR HAN-

CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL HMARINE | YEHICLE; OTHER { OYHER 0s¥US 1 COPYRIGHT
AKD PRIVATE CON~ | PROP~ PERSONAL) PERSONAL [PERSOMAL] TORT | AKYI-] CIVIL{ COM- | HABEAS| CIVIL} AND PATERT | LABOR | AL
DISTRICY cIviL TRACT | ERTY | FELA] INHJURY | IKJURY | INJURY {ACTIOMS! TRUST{RIGHIS! MERCE ] CORPUSJRIGHIS) OTHER | TRADEMARK | SUI1S | OTHER
TDTAL... 155,211 [38,238 3,712 2,046 4,477 6,818 17,902 3,668 1,152 18,205 869 | 8,765 19,304 196 5,485 10,949 13,425
DCvvvas 2,031 419 29 ) ] 336 333 53 13 216 4 23 73 9 42 343 130
1St... 5,583 [ 1,29% 351 87 243 218 1,194 166 26 579 17 132 267 b 25 363 A08
HE.evvuw 413 33 10 18 15 19 a4 5 ] 46 i 9 42 1 10 25 36
MA..ouos 3,281 763 19 63 189 119 784 93 18 318 15 71 114 -~ 164 280 251
RHooouss 467 96 5 - 1 32 146 10 - 50 - 3y 45 - 16 7 20
Rlovoean 476 131 4 4 11 27 77 17 3 91 - 4 47 - 16 19 25
PRuvsene 966 221 323 2 27 21 103 41 [ 74 1 10 19 ~ 9 33 76
2HD... 15,703 | 5,095 103 352 3m 515 1,355 366 38T 1,547 70 737 1,535 15 3,037 1,182 1,276
Claeeres 1,838 390 23 AD 10 97 189 88 1 351 26 1] 18% 1 90 86 179
KY,N.... 1,166 124 1 L1 6 36 96 1L 2 134 1 31% 367 i 54 5 43
RY,Euuue 2,335 855 17 &6 58 169 352 53 25 375 7 17 180 ) 216 790 207
HY,S...s 8,630 | 3,782 50 130 253 161 622 19% 35 515 22 302 508 L] 630 654 744
[ 135, FEUN 876 90 6 26 3 16 57 12 5 122 14 75 260 - 36 0 8
YTooneus 298 54 6 3 1 36 12 [ 3 50 - 2 31 - 11 7 13
14,666 1 3,598 140 446 236 1,216 2,215 233 137 1,312 169 665 1,629 8 405 1,118 1,028
513 68 4 1 H A2 a7 9 - 37 - 42 174 3 36 ) 48
3,659 | 1,051 17 16 37 267 A82 55 29 413 €9 145 378 - 138 286 226
6,658 1 1,739 a3 383 177 €55 1,192 164 78 539 as 207 432 k4 117 473 342
1,280 175 17 12 1 85 173 15 (3 106 5 99 381 5 12 101 134
1,776 A66 15 54 13 80 170 34 23 182 10 133 212 - 50 229 105
780 29 44 - 3 87 221 (3 1 36 - 39 2 - 2 20 220
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DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIDO ERDED JUNE 30, 1986

TABLE C 38,

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES TERKINATED, BY MATURE DF SUIT AMD GISTRICT

UNITED STATES CASES

PRISOHER PETITIDKS
OTHER MDTIONS KAR- FORFEIT-
CIRCUIY TOTAL | TOTAL LAND REAL 16 DAMUS URES AKD

D CIVIL U.3.] CDR-jCDNDEM{ PROP~| TORT ARTI=! CIVIL| VACATE |HABEAS] CIVIL1 AND{ PEWAL- [ LABOR | SOCIAL | TAX ALl
DISTRICT CASES { CIVIL| TRACTyWATION] ERTY JACTIONS| TRUST|RIGHTS JSENTERCE]CORPUS|RIGHTS | OTHE TIES SUITS | SECURITY{SUITS{ OTHER
4TH. ., 22,425 |10,580 } 5,230 80 619 266 3 176 152 55 51 13 414 131 2,808 130 342
HD,..... 4,706 1,9511 1,197 4 72 47 2 62 35 [ b 8 52 20 342 50 85
2,115 1,204 784 12 2 13 hed 25 3 5 5 1 1486 3 125 30 35

1,435 231 702 4 4 4 - 8 14 3 2 1 12 [ 51 10 10

1,407 782 569 - & 6 - 9 18 - 3 -] 14 4 136 10 9

3,793 | 2,129 726 2 519 58 - 1o 29 3 2 1 57 2 679 18 25

3,324 790 283 10 3 109 1 49 25 25 11 2| is 10 142 !} £3

2,456 1,276 532 € 7 13 - 8 7 2 [ - 58 33 552 14 38

992 A5 186 26 5 5 - 1 3 5 3 - 35 (] 164 9 37

2,193 1,092 300 16 3 11 - 4 13 8 & - 22 41 617 11 40

34,612 112,833 | 8,622 39 534 307 2 215 180 210 [13 ) 291 94 1,549 k10 375

6,603 1,3n 766 1 91 B4 - 25 7 ® 5 - 21 9 250 54 kil

1,277 269 186 - 27 2 - 4 1 2 3 - 3 2 a3 3 3

3,540 1,418 643 1 55 &4 - 10 13 1 - ot 8 12 214 20 37

1,267 A82 284 7 9 10 - 3 3 1 - = 6 1 130 4 24

2,529 1,074 768 1 27 16 - 14 13 2 - 1 & 5 185 B 26

4,541 1,525 967 4 6 25 2 &1 27 28 £3 9 €3 16 169 97 65

2,653 816 431 15 2 8 - 20 kl 69 34 6 15 T 166 12 22

“ee 7,871 | 3,012 {2,314 2 9 54 - 55 37 20 1 5 134 a3 154 88 106
TX,Howoe 4,331 2,B60 | 2,263 8 3 64 - 44 50 81 17 10, 33 9 188 32 53
6TH... 31,182 15,576 | 6,662 113 734 210 5 220 131 249 126 17, 455 118 5,869 2B% 430
KY,E.s.. 2,626 1,634 264 30 84 13 A 8 16 130 48 A 236 T m 33 £9
XY, H.... 2,022 877 398 10 a0 19 - 12 18 2 2 - 17 5 322 18 24
HILE. ... 8,3c% 3,937 | 1,640 - 27 72 - 63 24 43 20 1 55 20 1,838 55 82
Hl H.... 2,112 1 1,048 a7 3 13 B 1 11 4 - - ~] 10 5 AB3 13 k[
OH,H.... 5,502 2,796 § 1,376 4 234 42 3 3s 21 3 3 2, 32 36 835 46 [23
OH,S.... 5,054 2,9511 1,279 3 308 24 - 33 17 4 2 - 20 33 1,099 42 87
TH,Eeeuo 2,347 1,125 634 1z 19 11 - 15 10 2 2 = 46 4 282 30 58
T H.... 1,58% 555 303 3 12 8 - 16 b4 1 1 = 27 2 119 30 24
THH.... 1,541 653 301 1 7 13 - 27 12 (33 AR 10| 12 & 120 17 13
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TABLE C

38. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES TERMIWATED, BY MATURE OF SUIT AMD DISYRICY
DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERIOD EXDED JUNE 30, 1986

PRIVATE CASES

PRISGHER PETITIOHS

HOTOR MAK-
CIRCUIY TOTAL REAL HARINE | VEHICLE] OTHER | OTHER DARUS{ COPYRIGHT

AMD PRIVATE CON~ | PROP~ PERSONAL | PERSORAL {PERSONAL | TORY | ANTI~{ CIVIL| COw- | HABEAS] CIVIL| ARD PATENY | LABDR | ALL
DISTRICT CIviL TRACT | ERYY | FELA| IKJURY | INJURY [ YHJURY [ACTIDHS} TRUST [RIGHTS § MERCE | CORPUS| RIGHTS | OTHER| TRADEMARK | SUITS | OTHER
4TH... 11,845 | 2,576 123 135 177 776 1,287 265 72 1,312 22 92¢ 2,514 21 273 515 730
H.iatn 2,715 560 13 54 51 143 287 €2 18 320 7 194 528 & 64 208 200
NC,E.... 111 123 6 31 12 &2 A1 14 7 7% 2 122 373 6 25 16 42
NC, M. .. 604 94 3 - - 17 26 11 1 .44 3 &9 201 - 35 18 38
NC,H.... 625 176 5 1 1 20 53 12 4 105 1 Ag 125 1 5 12 35
SCevrven 1,670 510 21 3 19 211 274 68 13 149 4 101 126 2 31 2% 103
VA, E.... 2,534 584 15 11 74 180 183 52 14 289 4 230 609 3 53 63 160
YA H.... 1,180 181 8 14 3 89 106 21 2 137 - 75 330 -~ 13 73 116
HY UL, 507 104 a1 - 1 23 53 5 2 27 1 57 126 -~ 8 34 29
HY,S.... 1,099 244 21 51 16 45 254 20 5 1:8 1 30 36 3 7 122 (13
5TH... 21,779 {5,138 367 143 2,603 815 2,823 659 121 2,162 35 { 1,210 2,434 £1 367 526 2,220
LA4,E,... 5,226 | 1,233 145 2 1,486 179 611 280 21 405 10 166 403 2 37 68 158
H 1,008 117 27 2 3o 27 92 8 2 81 2 46 492 3 10 30 37
2,122 433 42 15 468 92 283 43 4 238 - 143 116 3 14 &0 130
785 209 12 - 13 a7 106 22 1 110 - kX 141 2 9 17 19
1,455 505 23 b 37 152 297 43 7 175 1 42 62 - 15 24 71
3,016 839 43 19 (3 86 347 84 33 378 54 28% 236 8 114 95 329
1,837 222 22 40 19 107 515 32 & 151 - T4 282 11 26 36 56
4,859 1,236 33 3 383 78 334 1 25 380 16 263 458 9 92 167 1,263
1,471 28, 20 18 3 67 178 36 22 244 2 156 184 3 50 49 155
15,606 | 3,074 182 25% 9" 565 1,759 266 108 2,529 134 | 1,152 2,438 20 442 1,594 1,033
932 280 18 10 10 46 125 17 6 115 g 104 153 1 20 57 32
1,205 246 26 2% 14 29 81 28 10 154 £3 114 261 1 26 3 68
4,392 ¢ 1,115 37 90 28 84 703 59 29 £12 2 191 431 & 160 569 294
1,064 199 5 13 [3 27 89 11 3 180 4 66 214 - 35 136 96
2,706 450 25 78 14 93 2%0 51 32 675 20 154 126 -~ 82 431 1885
2,103 268 10 3% 3 (23 152 30 10 374 7 216 465 5 64 238 166
1,222 225 13 Ed 1 14 166 32 2 159 2 102 228 4 17 53 66
1,034 188 & 2 5 51 73 23 3 138 2 100 317 - 25 30 73
ass 123 4 2 10 33 68 15 13 162 2 105 243 5 12 31 53
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DURIKG THE THELVE HONVH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

TABLE

T 33,

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES TERKINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT

URITED STATES CASES

PRISORER PETITIORS

DTHER NOTIOKS Hal- FORFEIT-
CIRCUIT TOTAL | TOTAL LAKD REAL, 10 DAMUY URES AND

AND CIviL U.S.] COH-ICONDEM- PROP-] TORT ARTI-) CIVIL} YACATE |HABEAS] CIVIL| AND| PENAL- } LABOR | SDCIAL } TAX ALL
DISTIRICT CASES | CIVIL] TRACTNATIUN { ERTY]ACTIDNS] TRUST|RIGHTS |SENTEHCE|CORPUSIRIGHTS | DTHER  TIES SUITS [SECURITY|SULTS | OIHER
TH... 23,625 | 9,72% 6,474 15 622 162 1 141 102 230 179 2% 196 76 954 238 an
11,940 | 4,484 3,322 3 13 83 1 87 38 56 14 % 126 35 348 37 150

1,257 624 507 - 34 14 ~ 10 & 2 2 - 4 9 54 21 21

1,557 854 288 2 42 15 - 3 14 68 80 L 12 7 75 3 34

2,698 | 1,162 196 7 132 13 - 13 19 1 1 -1 17 8 114 19 22

2,950 | 1,541 93 3 118 17 - 10 14 87 39 13 23 3 181 26 3%

1,674 671 342 - 78 11 - 12 4 3 - -4 ] 11 125 59 24

1,049 527 226 - 103 9 - [3 7 33 43 s 6 3 57 8 26

17,894 | 8,407 4,911 43 638 154 - 100 102 98 73 153 152 70 1,382 173 353

2,028 821 230 7 162 13 - 7 7 1 - -1 16 A 337 18 19

290 469 146 1 126 4 - 3 5 1 - - 12 4 147 mw 10

773 89 144 1 T4 6 - 3 4 2 2 X 6 4 103 18 21

1,326 566 241 1 70 13 - 3 5 1 - - 10 10 148 22 42

3,004 | 1,664 1,199 3 16 30 - 19 11 70 21 2] 35 6 166 3z A7

3,622 | 1,618 1,225 - 3 29 b 30 28 2 2 2] 30 18 181 12 51

3,32% | 1,704 1,069 1n 9 i3 - 22 16 17 52 143 16 i6 198 24 22

1,683 654 374 13 101 18 - 5 7 1 1 1 10 5 63 24 31

500 264 145 6 A2 7 - - 11 3 - 1 7 2 15 5 20

639 260 138 - 30 15 - 8 3 - 1 2] 10 1 24 3 20

40,926 |20,204 13,353 105 359 823 10 a7t 235 269 , 67 5 79 265 2,203 646 708

743 300 159 1 10 32 - 5 L3 4 - -1 13 3 8 26 35

3,432 | 1,731 1,243 22 27 43 1 26 24 14 8 2] 42 25 134 51 6%

9,268 |1 5,979 4,935 12 9 165 - 87 28 a5 12 1 52 69 360 104 106

2,407 %60 223 by 33 80 1 30 30 6 5 s 50 32 338 51 58

9,533 | 3,380 1,749 2 22 218 2 94 &5 176 25 -1 214 58 A70 162 133

2,695 § 1,852 1,202 - 5 7 & 23 18 8 3 - 213 17 210 11 3s

994 423 284 - 17 24 - 16 12 5 - — 3 & 3 11 )

820 A47 232 5 61 3 - 4 4 1 1 - 52 4 A8 14 18

1,040 431 213 15 59 16 - 10 6 1 - | 9 & 5% 16 23

1,932 567 353 2 4 24 - 11 10 7 1 ~1 21 10 19 33 12

2,847 | 1,343 B840 1 52 24 - 23 13 4 3 2] 20 12 246 49 51

1,072 575 298 12 19 26 1 7 2 - 3 - 11 8 116 48 24

3,958 | 2,157 1,593 15 40 €3 1 31 27 7 3 - 50 14 192 59 62

125 51 23 1 i 3 - 4 2 1 - - 1 3 - 5 7

€0 3 6 = - 1 - - - - - -1 - - - - 1
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TABLE C

38. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES TERWINATED, BY WATURE DF SUIT ARD DISTRICT
DURIHG THE THELYE KUKTH PERIDD ENDED JUME 30, 1986

PRIVATE CASES

PRISONER. PETITIONS

HOTOR HAN-

CIRCUTY TOTAL REAL MARIKE | VEMICLE| DTHER | OTHER DAMUS. JCOPYRIGHT
AKD PRIVATE | CON- {PROP- PERSONAL | PERSONAL [PERSOHAL] TORT - |AWTI-1 CIvIL] CDM- | HABEAS] CIVIL| AHD PATENT T LABOR | aLL
DISTRICT CIVIL | TRACT | ERTY | FELA] INJURY | IKJURY { INJURY [ACTIONS | TRUSTIRIGHTS| MERCE | CORPUS|RIGHTS | QTHER |TRADEMARK § SULTS | DIMER
TMH... 13,896 | 2,177 1,39t 112 34 423 975 280 8 2,097 103 576 1,479 15 530 1,547 1,279
ILN.... 7,456 | 1,730 1,181 52 11 160 342 124 $2 1,13 1] 172 408 11 380 1,002 §94
1,Coyen 1,073 133 1 10 - 29 86 27 5 166 [ 68 294 1 16 129 20
IL.S.... 903 97 11 19 13 48 173 22 - 77 3 73 23 1 9 71 50
P TION 1,536 178 2%3 7 3 125 143 32 6 294 13 96 174 - 25 72 67
IN,S.... 1,409 322 a0 12 3 73 130 44 8 115 117 88 148 1 0 129 149
HILE., .. 997 211 10 12 4 29 59 18 6 179 1 49 113 1 50 106 149
HI K. oos 522 106 2 - - 19 37 13 1 61 3 30 106 - 20 38 8O
BiH... 9,487 | 2,038 141 161 46 433 1,135 253 85 1,345 31 515 1,45% 26 258 €185 903
AR, E.uus 1,207 232 23 3 7 &4 160 14 10 227 4 92 270 - [} 30 62
ARVH, ... 521 153 23 4 5 56 100 21 3 54 - 10 . - 16 1% a0
TR e 384 72 [ - - 24 61 17 3 54 A 21 75 1 2 15 2
1A,5.... 760 138 8 14 - n €3 13 4 120 4 35 234 1 28 a3 54
HH.. ... 1,342 266 14 46 10 31 134 30 29 174 ¢ 26 53 4 96 189 234
MO, E.... 2,004 588 23 1 20 110 283 £5 16 269 5 112 209 1 38 379 91
KO, K., .. 1,625 261 13 3 - 56 140 44 13 228 26 145 417 17 A0 114 108
RE....., 1,029 198 15 61 4 32 110 29 6 136 1 28 123 3 17 A5 217
HD ,oene 236 52 [ 20 - 11 n 5 1 26 14 10 16 - $ 3 32
SDeeesns are 78 8 9 - 18 53 15 - 57 1 36 7 1 5 6 AB
STH. .. 20,722 | 5,374 252 224 549 388 2,257 A52 223 2,082 1s| 1,182 2,190 16 1,174 2,209 3,035
[ SR 443 165 6 1 25 6 as 13 1 28 - 28 21 ~ 5 71 29
z 1,701 282 15 6 - 55 13 23 11 119 2 199 661 7 45 68 129
3,289 549 27 10 105 3t 263 s0 58 359 19 156 275 5 208 $1z 317
1,447 243 21 9 10 25 102 23 17 206 ki 97 368 - %] 100 - 176
6,153 | 1,933 51 132 9% 13 496 129 8 587 66 294 81 - €50  8B2 607
843 226 33 1 101 13 46 21 12 103 2 21 16 H 35 3 119
[ CRRTRN 571 163 7 - 24 19 7 12 6 53 - 14 k14 - 20 59 26
| {: PRPR 33 122 12 1 - 1€ 46 7 3 42 - 19 35 - 5 22 43
609 173 16 32 - 36 73 17 2 4% - 42 70 - 14 38 L%
1,365 344 20 6 ~ 25 429 20 3 10 3 65 173 - 30 5¢ &3
. 1,504 404 22 5 46 47 132 30 16 214 5 66 157 2 57 153 128
. 497 58 5 7 2 9 60 1 3 56 - §2 138 - 3 29 54
. 1,801 385 16 14 140 23 416 46 13 151 5 118 152 - 59 133 130
GUAM. ... 74 11 1 -~ 2 - 1 - - 8 - 1 - - - - 52
HHE..... 52 & - - - - - - - rs - - - - - - 40
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DURIHG THE THELVE NONTH PERIOO ENDED JURE 20, 1986

TABLE C 33,

U.5. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, 8Y MATURE OF SUIT AHD DISTRICT

UNITED STATES CASES ’
PRISUMER PETITIONS
OVHER MOTIOKS KAN- KORFEIT-

CIRCUIT TOTAL | TOTAL LARD REAL 0 DAMUS IURES AHD
AND Civit U.5, | CON-]CONDEM{ PROP~] TORT ANTI-! CIVIL| VACATE |HABEAS]| CIVIL { AND | PEKAL— | LABOUR | SOCIAL t TAX ALL
DISTRICY CASES | CIVIL | TRACT{KATION| ERTY[ACYIONS | TRUST {RIGHTS |SEXTEMCE] CORPUS |RIGHTS { OTHER; TIES SUITS | SECURITY ISUITS] DTMER
10TH. . 13,722 4,769 2,518 57 834 152 1 123 L1} 128 1 60 i16 62 360 217 236
Co...... 2,617 761 402 19 21 4] 1 31 15 10 4 3 47 19 50 35 63
KS.oanas 2,809 11,241 623 3 266 3 - 20 18 97 - 53 13 13 51 31 30
B..... 1,549 673 421 7 53 13 - 17 13 2 - - 17 4 98 13 15
1,027 282 130 8 43 6 - 6 10 4 1 - 12 3 23 16 14
683 263 72 12 93 7 - 5 11 - - - 4 - 42 5 12
3,051 187 332 [ 2 46 - 23 12 13 3 4 13 9 69 58 44
1,598 581 333 2 30 13 - 14 4 2 3 - 7 12 20 48 33
588 181 95 - 23 9 - 1 5 - - - 3 2 7 11 25
27,211 (12,271 | 4,468 470 T46 n 7 190 283 1,4B4 53 9 1,249 3% 2,261 279 406
3,873 | 1,841 1,017 4 22 36 - 24 28 15 9 - 55 R 565 28 29
1,504 £73 253 3 50 b4 4 13 12 10 4 - 5 6 182 15 b4
1,450 500 250 - 21 b4 -~ 5 31 - - - 5 1 140 6 12
1,119 574 254 1 93 32 - 12 11 23 1 - 11 5 96 11 19
5,480 12,393 11,256 1 300 60 - 35 42 8 5 - 59 34 413 100 80
5,954 | 2,686 448 436 &7 66 1 33 80 76 24 4 1,027 21 219 56 150
5,052 }2,397 374 1 51 20 2 51 48 1,351 10 4 40 8 358 42 n
1,385 616 319 25 69 11 - 5 18 - - 1 13 2 176 13 25
1,394 531 199 1 aa 34 = 12 13 b - - 14 3 11z 8 46
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TABLE C 28.

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT
DURING THE THELYE MONTM PERIOD EWDED JUKE 30, 198¢

PRIVATE CASES

PRISOMER PETITIONS

HOTOR HAN-
CIRCUIT TOTAL REAL MARINE | YEHICLE} DTHER | OTHER DAMUS [ COPYRIGHT
AXD PRIYATE CON- { PROP~ PERSONAL | PERSONAL | PERSOHAL | TORT | ANTI-{ CIVIL| COM- | HABEAS| CIVIL{ AND PATENT [ LABOR] ALL

DISTRICT CIvItL TRACT | ERTY | FELA| IMJURY | IRJURY | IKJURY {ACTIONS } TRUSTIRIGHYS | MERCE } CORPUSIRIGHTS | DYHER | TRADEWARK | SUITS | DTHER
10TH. . 3,953 | 2,668 282 95 1 524 1,153 260 52 1,136 50 389 737 3 218 285 1,137
Co..... . 1,856 487 24 30 - 52 285 37 17 266 12 60 133 1 80 126 246
KSeoorns 1,368 331 25 8 - 65 159 46 9 284 20 71 124 1 23 n 165
|13 876 224 30 6 - 10 106 19 7 132 3 59 140 - 2% 16 3%
K 745 310 14 2 - 42 76 22 1 87 3 25 az 1 17 28 85
420 100 1% 6 - 43 62 16 1 36 1 25 87 - 4 4 10
2,264 914 111 7 1 190 327 87 7 185 5 105 115 3 26 24 157
1,017 208 10 20 - 20 BG 22 7 1190 4 17 A8 - 36 38 338
407 96 9 16 - 36 58 10 3 35 2 27 58 - a 12 a
14,950 | 4,187 221 19 165 549 1,315 36% 80 1,B87 34| 1,257 2,553 18 524 580 1,186
2,032 506 47 1 - 89 103 2 4 404 2 186 290 1 21 114 102
831 138 24 1 - 26 51 26 - 118 1 112 291 - 7 14 22
950 281 29 1 45 18 64 26 1 100 - k¢ 231 1 -] 14 48
FL.H.... 545 92 6 - 16 18 46 a 2 76 - 82 138 - 13 12 36
LMoo 3,087 702 31 8 53 56 192 59 30 332 4 313 821 5 148 112 22}
FL.S.... 3,268 | 1,181 43 - 37 55 az2r 33 18 256 18 256 231 5 200 190 418
GAN.... 2,655 748 22 3 1 180 322 106 21 434 6 126 23% El 106 kad 243
GA M. ... 709 221 11 1 - 48 3 25 3 94 3 73 67 1 18 22 49
GA,S5.. .. 863 218 8 4 9 59 137 20 1 73 - 32 246 - 3 12 41
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TABLE

Cs, U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY HATURE OF SUIT AND ACTIDN TAKER

{LAKD CONDEMMATION CASES OHITTED)

DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERIGD EMDED JUNE 30, 1986

COURT ACTION

DURING OR AFTER TRIAL

NO DURIRG PERCENT
COURT BEFORE | OR AFTER HON~ REACHING
NATURE OF SUIT TOTAL| ACTION| TOTAL [PRETRIAL | PRETRIAL | TOTAL JURY JURYY TRIAL
TOTAL CASES cevcenuanocosaesanssaes | 265,7711122,218 {143,553 101,911 29,934 111,708 | 6,063 5,645 4.4
UHITED STATES CASES ccuannensacannccancs | 110,624 65,344 | 45,280 39,949 3,886 | 1,445} 1,281 164 1.3
CONTRACT ACTIONS
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS .....ouvenee 2,345 1,419 926 742 148 3 20 [3 1.5
RECOVERY OF OYERPAYHENTS AKD
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGHMENTS ......... | 49,811] 42,173} 7,638 7,366 244 28 28 - 0.1
OTHER CONTRACTS ....... 5,312{ 3,370 1,943 1,358 460 125 102 23 2.4
REAL PROPERTY .ccovivvanervinnnnnocen 5,8507 2,724 3,136 2,830 238 3§ 61 7 1.2
TORT ACTIOHS )
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY .e.eivneves 162 70 92 40 29 23 20 3 14.2
MUTOR VEHICLE, PERSOMAL INJURY .... 53¢ 221 315 155 93 61 60 1 11.%
OTHER PERSONAL IKJURY cececevarenes 2,067 7201 1,347 622 446 279 253 26 13.5
OTHER TORTS ..ceecveansevsnannronns 399 470 229 147 113 16 16 - 4.0
ACTIDNS UNDER STATUTES
ANTITRUST L..vinvacnncnnvecieasnans 41 10 31 23 5 3 2 1 7.3
CIVIL RIGHTS
EMPLOYHENT wovvcnccensvanaaersana 1,123 368 755 435 180 140 134 6 12.5
DTHER C1VIL RIGHTS ... ovveecvenns 973 388 585 465 79 41 33 8 4.2
DEPORTATION .evvevanccnsrrncnnnnnan 183 99 84 74 8 2 1 1 1.1
PRISOKER PETITIONS
HUOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE ...... 1,565 40031 1,165 1,127 23 15 14 1 1.0
HABEAS CORPUS ...cveevsvecncvenas 3,091] 1,238) 1,853 1,810 22 21 21 ~ 0.7
MANDAMUS AND OTHER ....cuvnuvcaas 430 97 333 318 14 1 1 - 0.2
CIVIL RIGHTS viinvanenssenrannene 843 195 648 595 26 27 20 7 3.2
LIQUOR FDRFEITURES cucecrvecaaonsss 6 - [3 5 1 - - - -
DTHER FORFEITURE ANMD PENALTY SUITS. 4,431) 2,324 2,107 1,708 267 132 113 19 3.0
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT ......cuce 668 294 374 205 128 41 37 & 6.1
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION (. .vvavennes 603 287 316 246 44 26 26 - 4.3
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT secvvnnnncans [ 2 4 3 1 - - - -
SOCIAL SECURITY LAHS
HEALTH INSURANCE ......... 473 159 314 287 26 1 1 - 0.2
BLACK LUKG cevcureccnnronnanennss 78 10 68 63 3 2 1 1 2.6
DISABILITY INSURAHCE ............ | 17,611} 4,114 13,497 | 13,015 412 70 66 4 0.4
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME .... 3,948 1,181} 2,767 2,621 136 10 ° 1 0.3
RETIREMENT AND SERYICES BEMEFITS. 406 101 305 290 15 - - - -
OTHER vevivcvnneroccnarocnnanasen 146 26 120 110 9 1 1 - 0.7
TAX SUITS viiincennacncansanannnnns 2,796 1,138} 1,658 1,195 340 123 85 38 4.k
ALL OTHER U.S, ACTIONS ...cceviviennns %,710] 2,046 | 2,664 2,094 417 153 146 7 3.2
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TABLE Ch.

U.5. DISTRICT CIURTS

CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY RATURE OF SUIT ARD ACTIDN TAKEN

(LAND COMDEMNATION CASES OMITTED!

DURIKG THE THELYE HOHTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

COQURT ACTION

.

DURING OR AFTER TRIAL
NO DURING PERCENT
COURT BEFORE | OR AFTER HON- REACHING
NATURE OF SUIT TOTAL| ACTION| TOTALIPRETRIAL | PRETRIAL| TOTAL JURY JURY{ TRIAL
FEDERAL QUESTIOH .....ccvvcunanen Vreees . 95,329 34,071 61,258 42,789 12,954 5.515| 3,138 2,377 5.8
CONTRACT ACTIONS
MARINE L.ivciciwencnecsroncnvnnnnns 5,2417 2,803} 2,438 1,390 882 166 148 18 3.2
BILLER ACT ..veuvceconcnrannsennsnne 300 168 132 75 37 20 15 5 6.7
OTHER CONTRACTS ...veecrenncanse ves 2,155 1,0501 1,105 757 263 85 54 31 3.9
REAL PROPERTY .......... ehreresaansan 823 246 517 505 58 14 11 3 1.7
TORT ACTIDNS
ERPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT .......... 2,046 5821 1,464 500 740 224 19 205 10.9
MARINE, PERSDNAL INJURY ........... 3,7871 1,055} 2,732 995 1,338 393 156 243 10.5
OYHER PERSONAL IHJURY ...is.ineec.. 1,533 660 873 22 263 88 25 63 5.7
OTHER TORTS .iivvucncncronnonannans 1,333 52Q 813 488 233 32 66 26 6.9
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES
BANKRUPTCY SUITS craaanvensrvencnns 5,307} 2,079} 3,228 3,011 136 81 52 29 1.5
ANTITRUST veiivvnnsnesesennonanrnen 1.152 379 773 431 261 81 26 55 7.0
CIVIL RIGHTS
EMPLOYMENT ©.ucencinnmresscecnans 7:826| 2,360 5,466 2,326 1,927 | 1,213 795 418 15.5
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ...vevcecnncen 10,379f 3,25 7,123 3,885 2,116 | 1,122 408 714 10.8
PRISOHER PETITIONS
HABEAS CORPUS <ccvvvrvenascnsannas 8,759 1,949 | 6,810 6,560 150 100 96 4 1.1
MARDAMUS AND OTHER .....ccvcenens 196 64 132 126 3 3 3 - 1.5
CIYIL RIGHTS ......eevenns cevaans 19,304 5,233 | 14,071 12,289 235 B47 589 258 hob
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT ...... R & 279 378 196 117 65 50 15 9.9
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT ... 3,568 1,522 2,046 1,452 482 112 92 20 3.1
OTHER LABOR LiTIGATION ............ 5,724| 3,501] 3,223 2,144 878 201 146 55 3.0
COPYRIGHT .vcacvnvcrscnoenancans rens 2,152} 1,169 983 676 254 53 40 13 2.5
PATENT ceveivnencnrnravuoarenenines 1,088 434 654 368 197 89 63 26 8.2
2,245| 1,036 | 1,209 71 337 35 78 17 4.2
CDMSTITUTIUKALITY
OF STATE STATUTES ...ccvvvcnnevens 312 117 195 135 40 20 19 1 6.4
ALL OTHER FEDERAL QUESTION .......... 8,442} 3,609 | 4,833 3,181 1,307 345 187 158 4.1
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TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

CIVIL CASES TERHMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND ACTIOR TAKEM

(LAKD CONDEMHATION CASES ONITTED)

DURING THE TWELYVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUME 30, 1986

CRURT ACTION

DURING OR AFTER TRIAL

ND DURING PERCERT
COURT BEFORE | BR AFTER NON- REACHING
MATURE OF SUIT TOTAL | ACTION | TOTAL|PRETRIAL | PRETRIAL | TOTAL JURY JURY | TRIAL
DIVERSITY OF CITIZEHSHIP ......0covveee. | 59,1291 22,455 | 36,674} 18,555 13,013 | 4,706 | 1,626 3,080 8.0
CORTRACT ACTIOMS
THSURARCE .ocviccvnnccnassacicnsans 6,393 2,463 3,930 2,092 1,262 576 199 377 9.0
NEGODTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ............ 1,656 760 836 592 243 61 48 15 3.7
OTHER CONTRACTS cecevereeravenesnos | 22,394 ] 9,556 | 12,838 7,298 4,140 |} 1,400 768 632 6.3
REAL PROPERTY ...cevecvcvruscnconcane 2,785 1,203 1,582 1,391 293 98 58 40 3.5
TORT ACTIONS
MARINE, PERSONKAL IHJURY .,......... 687 221 466 189 201 76 29 47 1.1
MOTOR YEHICLE, PERSOKAL IWJURY .... 6,465 | 2,384 | 4,081 1,722 1,794 565 78 487 8.7
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY ...ccncaneas . 16,3704 5,005 | 11,365 5,129 4,536 1 1,700 364 1,336 10.4
OTHER TORTS .ovvevevcncsarsncavanen 2,374 860 | 1,514 741 543 230 84 146 9.7
ALL OTHER DIYERSITY ....... tverasevens 5 3 2 1 1 - - - -
LOCAL JURISDICTION ..cvvvcecvnnronnnsennn 689 348 341 218 81 42 18 24 6.1
CUNTRACT ACTIONS .cacicaccsrnrrsvenne 99 Sk 45 36 7 2 2 - 2.0
REAL PROPERTY secevcennarvcnsananvans 40 26 14 10 3 1 1 - 2.5
TORT ACTIOKS
HOTOR VEHICLE, PERSQNAL THJURY .... 87 59 28 16 9 3 2 1 3.4
OTHER PERSCNAL INJURY .....c..ezes.n 224 99 125 58 38 29 7 22 12.9
OTHER TOBRYS ........ Prsecriacesnans 5 2 3 2 1 - - - -
PRISOMER PETITIONS
HABEAS CORPUS ...esvvnenecacanses 6 4 2 2 - - - - -
HMAMDAMUS AND DTHER ......covueues - - - - - - - - -
CIVIL RIGHTS ..... Nesesvacssansan - - - - - - - - -
DOMESTIC RELATIDNS ....cevvvacneens .. 6 [ - - - - - - -
THSARITY .onvvennnnens secemersnoas 5 4 1 - - 1 1 - 20.0
ALL OTHER LOCAL ..eccirvannvanans 217 94 123 94 23 [3 5 1 2.8




TABLE C 4 U,S. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES TERHIMATED. 8Y DISTRICT A“DT¢CT10N TAKEH

LAKD COMDENNATION CASES OMI

ED)

DURING THE THELYE NONTH PERIDD EMDED JUME 30, 1986

COURY ACTIOR
‘ DURING DR AFTER TRIAL
CIRCUIT HO DURING I T ]

AND COURT BEFORE | DR AFTER HON- REACHING
DISTRICT TOTAL| ACTIOR| TOTAL{PRETRIAL [PRETRIAL | YOTAL | JURY | JURY| TRIAL
TOTAL.., | 265,771]122,218(143,553| 101,911 | 29,934 (11,708 | 6,063 5,645 hod
OCuoures 3,432] 1,886 1,548 1,094 278 174 [} 86 5.1

15T,.. 10,5701 3,552 1,018 5,073 1,450 35 207 288 4.7

954 453 501 293 158 50 18 32 5.2
5,481) 2,343} 3,138 2,259 631 248 82 156 4.5

730 280 450 149 269 2 8 24 4,4

805 358 447 195 162 20 N 53l 11,2
2,400 118} 2,482) 2,1M 230 15 £2 23 2.9
21,176 10,019 11,157 5,806 &, 466 835 440 A5 4,2
2,625| 1,504( 1,121 761 170 190 94 9% 1.2
1,665 ”5s2 70 509 132 66 21 A5| “4.0
4,582] 1,896 2,688 857 1,660 169 90 73 3.7
10,3%0| 5,170{ 5,220 2,550 2,326 344 170 174 3.3
1,479 2451 1,234 1,000 165 [13 51 15 4.5

O 435 246 189 1 13 50 14 36 11.§

3RD. .. 19,920} 6,289 13,631} 10,285 2,32 934 470 514 4.9
DEeoaye 692 187 505 453 26 26 14 12! 3,8
Ndoiusen 5,552] 2,299 3,253f 1,623 1,374 256 184 72 4.6
PAvEivas 7,8197 1,326] 6,493 5,746 318 429 136 2923 5.5
PhHLu e 1,932 2251 1,697 1,226 k123 97 46 51 5.0
PAH. .o 3,133| 1,803 1,330 016 184 130 73 57 4,1
YIeverss 792 439 353 221 % 46 17 29 5.8

4TH. .. 22,339| 10,029 | 12,310 8,53 2,570 | 1,204 614 590 5.4
Meuusas 4,698 1,933) 2,765] 2,075 513 n 83 9% 3,8
NCyEusys 2,103 1,330 773 €50 59 64 27 a7 3,0
KCH.oo | 17431 879 552 345 148 59 38 21 [
NC.Hooes 1,407 796 611 302 ° 210 (1] 46 £3 7.0
SChsraen 3,797 1,532f 2,265 1,389 ! 430 246 123 123 6.5
YAE. .4 3,313] 1,500 1,773 931 | 507 215 204 131 1104
YA Wy 2,4491 1,195) 1,254 884 ! 244 126 69 57 5.1
LT 966 339 62 575 | 28 24 & 20 2.5
WY, Sauas 2,175 A5 1,690 1,325 . 231 T4 20 54 3,4

5TH. .\ 34,5610 13,768 20,793 14,724 { 4,085 | 1,984 [1,112 872 5.7
LAEcuss 6,601 721 5,874 3,514 : 1,704 656 378 278 9.9
[ 1,272 64 908 7% | 72 61 A5 16 4.8
LA Reuse 3,538 2,004 1,534 948 | 34 252 150 102 7.1
M5 Kuuos 1,260 589 671 492 2 112 67 39 28 5.3
NS S.vus 2,5267 1,730 19 405 230 161 100 61 6.4
TAHNeers 4,536 67| 3,889] 3,478 195 216 113 103 4.8
TX(Eeuss 2,638 6541 1,984 1,182 602 200 74 12¢ 7.6
T Soves 7,8671 4,2201 3,647 1681 748 207 123 [ 2.6
T Heuss 4,323 2,833] 1,490f 1,239 87 164 90 74 3.8

©TH, ., 31,113} 13,102 § 13,011] 13,363 3,561 |1,082 432 590 aE
KY,E.uus 2,595 23| 1,872] 1,563 203 106 15 91 [}
KY Kooy 2,072 4871 1,835] 1,190 312 83 46 an 4.0
M1 Evsus 68,3281 3,908 4,420} 3,137 935 228 109 179 3.5
TR 2,109 4] 1,195 992 151 52 23 29 2.5
OH Noues 5,497 2,451 3,046] 1,238 1,057 151 74 77 2.7
OH,S.es 5,058 2,312f 2,739] 2,23 AD5 102 46 56 2.0

[0 2, %5 1 1,370 896 228 146 19 67 6.3
TR Moves 1,586 607 979 8331 60 86 50 36 5.4
TN Howos 1,540 735 805 7 50 68 50 18 s

208




TABLE C 44 U.S, DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES TERMIMATED, BY DISTRICT AHD ACTION TAKEN

LAMD COKDEMNATION CASES OWITTED)
DURING THE THMELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JRNE 30, 198&

COURT ACTINON

AL
CIRCUTT ND DURING - PERCENT
AND COURT BEFORE | OR AFTER NOMH- REACHING
DISTRICT YOTAL | ACTIOM] TOVAL|PRETRIAL | PRETRIAL | TOTAL | Jury | Jumy| TRIAL
T, | 23,607{ 11,482{ 12,125 8,661 2,831 633 325 303 2.7
ILMeoo. [ 11,936 ] 6,474] 5,462] 3,946 1,284 232 103 129 1.9
ILiConsn 1,75 710] "1,047 675 318 54 20 34 a1
1L,5.... 1,555 474) 1,081 867 119 95 50 5 6.1
NN ... 2,691 762) 1,929| 1,443 389 97 65 32 3.6
IH,Suenn 2,946 | 1,828} 1,118 £81 402 a5 22 13 1.2
HI,Eurss 1,673 915 758 578 108 72 ¥ n 4.3
WL, H.os 1,045 k5t 730 an 211 48 20 28 4.6
8TH... [ 17,846 9,274] 8,572 4,142 1,379 | 1,081 499 552 5.9
AR, E... 2,021 90] 1,231 939 .13 206 126 a0 10.2
956 278 708 601 2 105 51 54| 10.6
772 i 60}, 551 19 a1 19 12 4,0
1,325 460 265 503 298 59 1 28 .5
2,999 [ 1,790} 1,209 594 540 75 29 46 5
31,6221 2,4781 1,144 792 84 268 109 159 T.4
3,318 | 1,642] 1,676 1,385 170 141 52 89 4.2
1,670 1,062 608 416 51 101 53 e 6.0
KDavvven 494 310 184 124 40 20 1 9 4,0
SDuruens 639 293 344 262 49 45 18 27 7.0
4D,B34 | 24,9011 15,913] 12,039 2,689 | 1,225 331 394 3.0
742 416 326 266 37 22 16 7 3.1
3,610 | 1,645( 1,765| 1,646 53 66 37 29 1.9
9,255 | B,118| 1,137 256 142 129 7 62 1.5
2,389 1 1,443 946 706 195 45 34 11 1.9
9,529 | 3,982] 5,547] 4,398 872 77 172 104 2.9
Ch/Sioas 2,695 | 2,176 51 402 a8 29 17 12 1,1
Hieorsns 994 706 288 209 53 26 18 2.6
| {: N B15 104 m 5239 137 35 23 12 4.3
Hloreors 1,025 468 557 210 283 64 35 29 6.2
Weoiuas 1,929 7001 1,229 709 438 82 59 23 4.3
DRevenn, 2,855 | 2,096 749 537 103 109 51 58 2.8
HALE.... 1,059 475 584 ab4 100 40 ai 9 2.8
WA Ho oo 3,943 | 2,504 1,439| 1,025 129 285 256 29 7.2
GUAH..., 124 58 66 53 11 2 2 - 1.6
NI, .... &0 10 50 n 8 1 2 i 5.0
1W0TH,. | 13,658 | 5,615 5,042 4,611 2,748 686 276 Al 5.0
[0 T 2,598 5561 2,062] 1,559 368 115 56 59 Ak
KSevoons 2,605 [ 1,363 1,242 754 a8y 101 3 67 3.9
Rorans 1,542 788 754 A27 248 8 82 39 5.3
OX Nueys 1,017 267 750 511 157 a2 34 48 8.1
0K Eo oy 670 214 29 233 116 47 13 34 7.0
0K, Hauss 3,064 | 1,100] 1,943 564 1,225 154 39 115 5.1
[T, QTP 1,594 | 1,002 592 413 121 58 39 19 3.6
WY vnves 588 264 324 150 126 8 19 29 8.2
MTH., | 26,735 {12,301 | 14,434 | 11,572 1,557 | 1,305 709 596 4.9
AL Naoyo 3,869 | 1,066 | 2,823) 2,126 hbd 253 128 125 6.5
ALM, ... 1,500 272 | 1,228 972 114 142 113 23 9.5
AL,S,... 1,349 B55 594 321 14é 127 31 3 8.3
FLoNoass 1,118 402 716 £01 49 6 38 28 5.9
LMo, 5,479 | 1,802 3,677 3,226 248 203 100 103 3.7
FLySvsns 5,517 | 3,279 | 2,238 | 1,859 232 147 97 50 2.7
GANoas 5,050 | 2,132 ] 1,518] 1,577 113 228 85 143 4L
GAHoene 1,360 &34 126 540 0 53 13 40 1.3
GA(Suuse 1,393 879 514 310 118 86 4k 42 6.2

209
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TABLE C-5. U.S5. DISTRICT COURTS
TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICYT AND METHOD OF DISPOSITION
(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMHATIOH, PRISOMER PETITIONS, ANO DEPORTATION REVIEHS
INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES.)
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERICD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION
DURING GR AFTER
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL
TIME INTERYALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS
IN MONTHS= IH MONTHS=* IN MONTHS= IN MOKRTHS= IN MONTHS=

10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10

PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER~ PER- PER-

CIRCUIT NUMBER | CERT CEWT{ NUMBER] CENT CENT | NUMBER | CENT CENT | KNUMBER |CENT CENT | NUMBER | CENT CENT

AND OF LESS [ME~ [HORE oF LESSIME~ JMORE OF LESS{ME~ [MORE OF LESS [HE- |MORE oF LESS{ME~ |HORE

DISTRICT CASES | THAN |DIAN|THAN CASES | THAR{DIAN|{THAN CASES | THAN|DIANITHAM CASES | THAN{DIAN; THAN CASES | THAN|DIAN| THAN
TOTAL... 231,380 2 7 25 | 112,934 1 4 17 79,004 2 7 24 28,752 & 15 38 10,8690 7 13 - 47
DC...... 3,136 1 6 20 1,671 1 b 14 1,020 2 T 22 274 5 11 32 171 7 14 43
1s7... 19,111 2 B 34 3,396 1 5 27 4,825 2 7 26 1,411 6 18 48 479 9 24 68
ME...... 899 1 5 23 421 1 3 1 271 2 7 18 157 6 14 33 50 9 20 53
HA...... 5,267 2 9 45 2,274 2 6 34 2,142 2 9 43 612 & 23 55 239 1 12 31 75
NH...... 645 1 7 R 264 1 2 6 110 1 5 17 259 7 18 43 32 2 32 50
Rl...... 748 1 8 20 345 1 3 1 164 2 g 21 155 7 11 27 84 8 14 32
PR 2,552 2 7 19 112 1 7 15 2,138 2 7 16 228 8 17 51 T4 1 16 72
2KD. .. 18,423 2 8 33 8,996 1 5 24 4,296 2 3 28 4,291 5 15 40 840 7 2 53
Teaoaon 2,277 2 11 38 1,342 2 3 3 617 2 11 28 144 8 26 56 174 | 14 33 67
NY,N.... 1,160 2 w2 37 664 2 10 34 303 310 29 131 | 11 24 52 62 | 12 27 53
WY, E... 4,139 2 a8 30 1,738 1 5 19 629 2 5 22 1,611 4 14 36 iel 3 28 51
NY . S...n 9,312 2 7 32 4,801 1 5 20 1,932 1 9 28 2,248 4 14 40 3 7 19 40
NY,H.. 1,134 2 9 30 228 1 4 11 697 3 3 26 146 7 18 57 63 2 18 63
Yieeuons 401 3 122 33 223 2 10 27 118 4 15 34 11 8 29 45 4% | 12 21 40
3RD. .. 17,211 2 7 22 5,819 1 5 16 8,252 2 7 20 2,286 5 12 27 914 5 15 36
DE.eunns 472 1 8 22 174 1 3 1u 252 2 1w 27 24 | 10 16 28 22 9 20 36
NJeovacn 4,991 2 7 22 2,144 1 5 12 1,294 2 8 19 1,315 5 12 27 238 2 18 36
PA,E.... 7,072 1 7 19 1,236 1 4 12 5,123 1 7 19 313 4& 10 27 400 5 12 29
PAM. ..o 1,250 2 9. 21 150 1 4 13 604 2 7 21 368 5 11 22 88 4 13 32
PAH.... 2,737 1 6 22 1,671 1 4 17 765 z 8 20 180 9 18 31 121 g 22 A4
VIeeoons 749 3 16 49 404 2 21 6° 214 3 12 27 86 & 16 26 45 | 12 1% 49




(cALLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, ANO DEPGRTATION REVIEWS
INTERYALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE HEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDOLE 30 PERCENT OF THE CASES.]
DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

L2

TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION
DURING DR AFTER
. BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL
TIHE INTERVALS TIME IHTERVALS TIHE INTERVALS TIHE IMTERYALS TIHE IHTERYALS
IN MONTHS= IN MONTHS= IN HONTHS= IN HONTHS= IN HONTHS=®
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10

PER~ PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER~ PER- PER~

CIRCUIT HUMBER { CENT CENT| MNUMBER | CENT CENT | NUMBER | CENT CENT | HUMBER ) CENT CENT | KUMBER }CENT CENT

ARD aF LESS{HE~ | MORE QF LESS{HE~ |HORE OF LESS |ME~ [HORE hig LESS |HE~ [MORE aF LESS|HE~ [MORE
DISTRICT CASES | THAR [DIAN| THAN CASES | THAN[DIAN|THAN CASES | THAN {DIAN {THAN CASES | THAN {DIAN {THAN CASES | THAN|DIAN {THAN

—_—

#TH. .. 18,601 1 6 23 8,700 1 4 13 6,365 2 7 25 2,459 5 11 34 1,077 6 12 32
MD...... 3,909 1 6 30 1,694 1 4 18 1,595 1 7 22 471 38 21 58 149 9 19 51
NC,E.... 1,579 1 4 14 1,175 1 2 8 306 3 9 20 51 4 13 20 &7 8 15 26
NC,H.... 1,141 1 & 1% 830 1 3 [ 116 3 1 27 144 6 14 26 51 g 20 35
NC.H.... 1,211 2 5 17 723 1 3 8 200 2 8 24 202 5 1w 20 86 8 1l 23
SCo.vnes 3,535 2 6 16 1,448 1 5 12 1,212 2 5 15 629 4 9 23 246 5 11 24
YA,E.... 2,406 1 5 12 1,108 1 4 10 511 1 5 17 479 4 7 12 308 5 7 13
VA H.... 2,029 1 & 24 981 1 5 22 717 1 4 19 234 4 10 33 97 6 16 37
HY Hoous 772 2 13 338 300 1 & 24 425 3 21 42 271 11 32 59 20 | 156 22° 45
HY,S.... 2,019 2 13 36 441 1 3 20 1,283 3 13 38 2221 12 21 A4 73 | 11 22 49

5TH... 30,358 2 8 26 12,823 2 & 18 11,862 2 7 25 3,907 7 17 35 1,766 9 21 A0
LA, E.... 5,989 2 9 26 705 1 3 10 3,087 2 7 21 1,666 7 13 31 531 8 17 - 37
LAM...0 725 1 6 32 21 1 ? 3¢ 360 1 4 20 60| 19 29 45 3 |17 31 57
LAA.... 3,204 2 8 28 1,912 2 5 2 716 2 8 27 329 [ 12 20 34 247 111 22 3e
MS, H.... 1,076 2 9 29 547 2 4 18 370 3 11 31 971 12 21 34 62 | 13 24 39
MS,5.... 2,406 2 8 24 1,704 2 5 18 340 3 12 27 217 ) 11 21 3 145 113 22 39
TR Hoeaw 3,934 2 7 27 611 1 5 22 2,929 2 6 23 189 6 18 40 205 | 12 22 42
TX,E..wn 2,153 3 12 35 504 2 6 25 92 2 11 37 539 8 17 33 189 9. 20 40
TX, 8000 7,057 3 8 25 3,875 2 8 19 2,252 3 7 23 127 8 19 38 203 113 28
TXHeuss 3,814 2 & 19 2,694 2 5 13 887 2 10 27 83 5 9 31 150 7 17 3

6TH... 26,969 2 8 26 12,921 1 4 16 9,563 3 9 24 3,483 7 17 41 1,002 9 22 40
KY,E.... 2,138 2 B 37 704 1 5 22 1,135 3 8 28 195 7 20 60 104 | 12 88 98
KY, Ho.on 1,674 2 11 a2 471 1 3 18 830 2 11 28 303 9 20 48 70 112 25 %5Q
MI,E.... 7.611 2 8 22 3,878 1 5 14 2,477 5 ? 19 977 7 16 35 279 112 22 42
MI,H.... 1,824 2 9 29 910 2 6 21 71 4 11 29 148 | 14 25 52 50 {21 29 62
0K, R.... 5,185 1 727 2,445 1 3 15 1,547 3 10 24 1,044 6 17 45 149 7 20 s8
OH,5.... 4,342 2 7 25 2,285 1 4 16, 1,568 3 11 23 337 g 23 47 92 8 20 49
TH,Eovns 1,987 1 5 14 949 1 3 8 591 2 5 12 319 6 10 20 128 6 10 18
THH. .. 1.157 1 5 19 567 1 3 9 462 2 8 22 55 7 14 34 73 7 18 46
TH,H.... 1,051 2 10 38 712 1 3 34 iy 2 10 33 451 13 26 4L 51T |17 40 59




wermna FrUR EILIKG TG DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES YERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AND METHOO OF DISPOSITION
(EXCLUDES: LAHD COKDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, ARD DEPORTAYION REVIEWS
IMTERVALS SHDHﬁ ARE FOR THE MEDIAR TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES.)
DURIXG THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

cie

TOTAL CASES #0 COURY ACTION COURT ACTION
DURING OR AFTER
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL
TIKE IHTERVALS TIHE INTERVALS TIME INTERYALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS
IH MONTHS= IR MORTHS= IR MONTHS IH MONTHS= IN HONTHSs
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
PER~ PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER~ PER- PER=
CIRCULT RUABER | CENT CENT] RUKBER| CENWT CENT | WUMBER [ CENT CENT *UHBER CENT CENT | NUMBER | CENT CENT
ARD OF LESS|HE~ |NORE aF LESS[KE~ I1MORE QF LESSIHE~ IHORE LESS{HE- THORE OF LESS [ME~ {HORE
DISTRICT CASES | THAN{DIANITHAM CASES | THAN [DIAH] THAN CASES | THAH (DIAN]ITHAR CASES THAN DY AN THAH CASES | THAM [DIAN | THAN
TTH. .. 20,993 1 & 23 11,410 1 5 16 6,422 1 6 21 2,614 5 16 39 547 7 2% 52
IL.N.... 11,223 1 6 21 6,463 1 6 15 3,291 1 5 20 1,255 4 13 40 214 7 2k 61
IL.Cocee 1,384 2 7 2 669 2 7 12 453 1 6 22 216 1. 7 17 41 10 - 26 50
IL,S.... 1,077 2 7 2 470 2 5 15 451 2 g 1B 98 T 18 2B 58 7 20 32
3,15, TN 2,400 2 & 27 758 1 5 18 1,209 2 5 19 341 8 18 41 92 7 .21 83
IN.5.... 2,576 1 & 27 1,820 1 4 20 324 3 12 28 ase 9 23 &0 34| 12 32 55
MI,E.... 1,503 1 7 2 911 1 4 22 422 1 8 28 1061 11 19 48 661 13 24 A5
| 39 FUNNN 830 1 3 1 a1’ 1 2 H 272 1 3 8 200 3 s 19 39 5 8 25
BTH... 15,413 1 & 22 8,892 1 4 15 4,304 2 7 2 1,301 8 16 36 916 8 18 3
ARyE..e. 1,651 1 a8 19 776 1 5 15 645 3 110 39 67 8 14 33 163 8 15 2
AR, . 936 1 3 19 278 1 5 16 556 2 7 19 2 - - - 100 8 13 23
AN, 6€6 2 6 22 169 1 3 13 450 2 T 22 191 10 21 29 28 8 19 33
A, 5.0, 1,069 2 10 33 44C 1 4 26 286 3 8 27 287 g 21 36 56 15 30 &0
L1, TN 2,812 b3 4 23 1,785 1 3 9 420 2 8 22 532 7 15 38 751 10 23 42
MO,E.... 3,272 1 5 19 2,431 1 4 15 535 3 10 22 80 T 15 3B 226 7 17 33
MO, H. ... 2,508 1 5 21 1,380 1 4 16 861 1 6 1B 1454 11 18 30 122 9 19 34
NEseonve 1,499 1 7 22 1,047 i 7 20 286 1 & 15 83f 10 14 23 831 10 19 28
ND...... 453 1 6 28 309 1 4 19 84 3 g8 23 40 g 18 33 20 5 27 5
SO...... 547 2 T 2 2717 1 4 14 181 2 8 3 46 9 16 35 43 9 17 37
9TH... 36,802 2 6 23 23,226 2 4 15 9,824 2 8 2% 2,57¢ 8 19 47 1.182 1 16 25 78
AKeorrne 679 2 g 33 372 Z 7 26 24% 2 9 33 351 10 2t 50 23 & 27 58
Al...... 2,483 1 4 19 1,387 1 4 15 1,001 2 5 18 49| 11 22 38 56 7 22 52
CA.K.... 8,722 2 4 15 7,677 2 4 12 15 3 9 24 131 & 15 36 139 9 18 41
CAE.... 1,880 2 10 31 1,082 2 6 24 576 & 13 34 177 4 13 40 45 | 12 23 48
CA,Covss 8,892 2 6 22 3,929 2 4 13 3,818 2 1 22 869 8 17 34 276 | 10 23 46
CA,S.... 2,626 1 5 22 2,126 1 4 16 384 3 13 28 87 2 2L 36 29 | 12 27 41
Hi....o. 926 1 7 33 677 1 5 2 172 2 7 32 51 8 3% 74 26 { 13 3B 72
ID...,.. 753 1 1 26 102 1 3 1 490 1 6 19 131 2 19 3 30 5 15 44
HT...... 905 2 10 26 427 1 & 17 150 2 10 22 75 ¢ 15 3 53] 11 22 43
KY....., 1,673 2 9 &S 655 1 4 i6 517 1 9 28 429 | 20 A1 B2 72 7 25 54
ORe.c.v.. 2,595 2 6 18 1,985 1 5 13 410 3 3 22 9% 8 14 32 106 8 16 31
RAE.... 850 2 8 28 427 1 7 23 287 2 8 22 3% 8 15 43 401 13 23 S8
HAH. ... 3,629 2 T 28 2,314 2 & 18 506 3 8 23 127 6 18 35 282§ 12 78 80
oot - zs 1 9 31 50 2 13 58 11 & 21 Bl 2 - -
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(EXCLUDES: LAHD CONDEHNATION, PRISUMER PETITIONS, AHD DEPORTATION REVIEHS

TABLE C-5. U.S. DISTRICT CODURTS
TIME IHTERYALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIYIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AHD METHGD OF DISPOSITION

INTERVALS SHOHN ARE FOR THE HEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE HIDDLE 30 PERCENT OF THE CASES.)

DURING THE THELYE HONTH PERIDD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

TOTAL CASES MO COURT ACTIOR COURT ACTIOH
DURIHG QR AFTER
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL
TIME INTERVALS TIHE JHTERYALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERYALS
IN HONTHS= IN MOHTHS= IN HOHTHS= IH HOHTHS« IH HMOHTHS»

io 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10

PER- PER~ PER- PER~ PER- PER- PER~ PER- PER~ PER~

CIRCUIT RWMBER {CENT CENT | HUMBER | CENT CENT ] NUMBER [CENT CEHT | HUMBER |CENMT CENT | HUMBER | CENT CENT

AHD aF LESS|HE- |HORE oF LESS [HE~ {MORE OF LESS [HE— | HORE oF LESS {HE~ { HORE OoF LESS {ME~ | HORE

DISIRICT CASES |THAN|DIAN |THAN CASES | THAN [DIAM [THAK CASES | THAH {DIAN] THAN CASES {THAHDIAN THAR CASES } THAN|DIAR] THAN
107H. 12,237 2 7 22 3,085 1 4 14 3,788 2 & 20 2,687 & 13 30 677 8§ 18 37
Ch...... 2,371 1 7 25 513 1 2 7 1,377 2 7 22 366 7 17 35 1154 10 21 38
KS...... 2,241 2 7 30 1,294 2 5 19 485 2 6 25 363 } 10 21 A7 991 10 23 45
KM...... 1,328 1 6 20 708 1 3 1 37 3 10 25 222 6 11 22 81 9 14 24
OK,N.... 344 2 8 20 255! 1 4 12 452 2 & 15 156 7 14 25 81 8 19 32
O0K,E.... 547 1 5 15 213 1 3 8 177 1 4 10 112 5 11 20 45 8 15 37
OK,H.... 2,788 2 7 18 921 1 5 13 491 1 3 8 1,223 5 10 22 153 7 12 28
Ur...... 1,520 1 9 23 963 1 7 18 382 1 9 22 119 4 19 38 S6i 11 30 54
HY...... 498 2 g8 16 218 1 5 13 107 3 7 18 126 5 10 18 47 7 110 22
11TH.. 21,066 1 6 23 9,995 1 4 17 8,483 2 6 24 1,469 5 13 33 1,115 7 18 39
AL, N.... 3,340 1 6 16 890 1 3 10 1,768 1 5 13 441 7 13 25 241 6 13 25
AL b ... 1,071 1 4 14 267 1 2 & 622 1 5 14 111 5 10 25 71 5 10 22
AL,S.... 1,107 1 7 22 652 1 4 1s 246 2 g 22 143 7 13 30 66 8 15 34
FL,H.... B63 2 7 24 368 1 & 14 389 2 8 25 46 9 20 34 60 8 18 41
FL,M.... %,284 1 5 25 1,490 1 3 18 2,383 2 6 24 220 8 20 39 191 10 1% 41
FL,S.... »,832 X 6 27 2,848 1 5 17 1,634 2 8 35 207 1 14 43 143 3 20 53
GA,N.... 3,268 2 8 22 2,192 2 7 21 756 2 a 19 97 2 8 17 223 9 17 34
GA.M 1,200 1 7 30 €03 1 5 19 454 2 10 32 90 8 22 49 53 6 15 26
GA,S.... 1,101 1 6 1% 685 1 & 13 231 2 T 18 114 6 3 32 71 7 13 149

= TIME INTERYAL CDMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE CASES
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TABLE £5A. V.S, DISTRICY CRIRIS
VIHE IMTERVALS FRON FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINAIED, BY NATURE OF SUIT ARD MEYHOD DF DISPOSITIOR
{EXCLUUES? LAND CONOEMHATIOH, PRISOMER PEITTIIONS, AKD DEPORIAYION REVIEMS

IHTERYALS SHOWK ARC FOR THUE HEDIAK TIMF AND FOR THE RANGE OF 1HE MIDDLE B0 PERCENY DF VHE CASES.}

UURIHG THE THELVE HOMIH PERIOD ENDED JUKE 30, 1986

TOIAL CASES

HO COURT ACTIDW

COURY ACTICH

DURING UR AFIER
BEFORE PREVRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL
TIME INTERVALS TIHE IHTERVALS TIHE IMTERYALS TIHE INTERVALS TIHE INJERYALS
18 HONTHS» IH HOHTHSe IH #OKIHSe IN HONItSe IR HOWIHSe
10 10 10 10 1c 10 ic 10 10 10
PER~ PER- PER- PER- PER~ PER~ PER- PER- PER~ PER-
HUHBER | CEHY CEHT HUHBER | CENT CEXT NUHBER | CEXT CERT msusa CENY CERT | BUMRER FCENT CENT
oF LESSIME~ [MORE OF LESSIHE~ [HORE UF LESS {HE~ {HORE LESS [HE~ [HORE oF LESS [HE~ [NORE
NATURE DF SUIY CASES | THARIDLAN JUHAN CASES | THANIDIAK JTHAR CASES | THAK [DIAN JTHAR CASES THANJDIANR JINAN CASES JTHANIDIAXITHAN
T0FAL CASES +oolicvvcnocirvvaransns 231,330 2 7T 25 112,934 b 4 17 79,004 2 T 24 28,3152 (] 15 38 10,890 7 19 47
UHITED STATES CASES L.ov.ivevranraceasasa 104,512 b LI ¥ 4 83,315 1 ¥y 12 38,025 H T 20 2,193 4 13 3% 1,379 5 17 &
COHTRACT ACTIQHS
HEGOTIABLE IMSTRUHENIS .oevancuean 2,345 1 4 3¢ 1,419 1 3 13 47 2 4 15 148 5 12 30 36 7 14 40
RECOVERY 0f DYERPAYHERIS AND
ENFORCENENT OF JUOGHEMIS.......... 49,01} 1 3 b 42,1713 1 3 9 7,366 1 3 3 244 1 4 13 28 b 11 2%
OIHER CONIRACTS .. .vivcnencanna . 5,313 ) 5 17 3,370 1 4 12 1,358 2 é 19 460 5 13 13 125 5 16 28
AEAL PROPERIY cvunecurvocvnvenaonnnas 5,860 2 & 12 2,724 2 5 18 2,830 2 [ I ¥ § 238 5 18 A5 62 5 15 5
TORT ACIIODKS
BARINE, PERSOHAL IMJURY ,.......... 162 3 10 38 70 3 ? 20 40 2 16 28 29 7 18 238 2] 7 2 44
HOIOR VEMICLE, PEASOMAL IKJURY .... 536 2 9 25 23 2 1 21 15% 2 9 21 " 3 14 28 61 7 pUAN 1]
GHIER PERSONAL TRJURY +ocveurnniess 2,066 3 12 718 3 ¥ 24 622 2 3 25 446 7 11 45 279 ¥ 21 b}
BIHER TORTS .eoiiurvacaanntasanannn ase 2 T 2% 110 3 5 16 LY 2 & 2% (19 3 12 38 16 | 13 24 45
ACIIOKNS UNOER STATUTES
ARTITRUST . otiiniiieneccncronnsanss 41 1 5 A2 10 1 2 13 23 1 5 13 5 - - - 3 - - -
CIVIL RIGHIS
EMPLOYHERT o, .. oocncinnniinnaaceee 1,123 2 1 3% 368 b [ 235 2 10 27 180 ¢ 1% 51 140 & 24 89
OIHER CIVIL RIGHIS oivcvnurcnren 17 1 1 29 38 1 3 18 465 1 702 7 7 13 41 41 6 20 73
LIQUOR FORFEITURES ...... - - - - - - - 5 - b - 1 - - = - - - -
OINER FORFEITURE AND PEHALIY SUHS. 4,431 2 5 17 2,324 1 4 13 1,708 2 [3 19 267 3 i 22 132 2 15 34
FAIR LABDR SIANDARDS ACY ...cvunn-s (53] 1 ¥y 7 294 1 & 18 205 2 9 22 128 5 M 0 i1 LI ¥ A 1)
OITHER LABOR LIVIGATION .ovcvvnnvesa 603 1 5 287 1 4 24 246 1 & 25 A4 2 13 35 26 1 1 233
SELECTIVE SERYICE ACY ...covevanses 3 - - - 2 - - - 3 - -~ - 1 - - - - - - -
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS
HEALTH IHSURANCE 4evnvevrvonnones 413 2 10 24 159 3 ] 19 287 4 11 25 26 6 10 &0 1 - - -
BLACK LUNG ersacoreanaeman 18 1 & 28 10 1 5 10 [¥) 1 [3 17 k] - - - 2 - -~ -
DISABILITY IMSUMNCE ereavavesaire 17,611 4 10 a2 4,114 3 ] 20 13,015 4 10 22 412 4 1o 22 70 7 122
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME .... 3,948 3 1 24 1,181 3 s 2 2,621 4 10 24 136 3 11 27 10 4 5 2
REVIREHEMI AHD SURVIVOR BEKEFITS. 406 4 10 23 101 3 3 22 230 4 10 22 15 8 15 28 - - ~ -
DTHER toiinvneneisannroneravnacsan 146 2 11 43 26 1 k4 42 110 2 100 a6 9 - - - ] - - -
FAX SUITS o reinrerncairasnrnonas 2,79 1 8 28 1,133 3 & 2 1,195 2 7 2% 340 & 16 37 123 H 15 5
ALL DIMER .S, ACTIONS +.ivovnnnenonn 4,711 1 4 25 2,047 1 4 18 2,094 1 & 25 417 5 16 39 153 1 14 4B
TENLRAL QUESTION ..viicsmrnnncennvnnsone 7,056 2 r 29 26,820 1 1 22 23,808 2 7 25 11,885 6 15 38 4,563 7 i 44
CONIRACY ACTIONS
UMUHE . ontciiiienirecrrvrmcnaiane 5,231 2 E o 2,803 1 E3 13 1,390 2 B 28 282 5 14 ar 166 10 2 38
BILLER ACT ciosiveriicenanccnnrvone 300 2 - 28 168 2 T 3 5 2 8 38 37 9 32 A% 20 5 27 39
CIHER CORTRACTS o.reevederoconnvans 2:155 i [3 18 1,050 1 5 16 157 1 [ 18 263 4 11 24 as 5 13 22
REAL PROPERIY ooiiuisucncninccenannnn 823 1 5 1 246 1 4 17 505 1 4 1 58 5 12 r i 14 4 16 s0
10RY ACTIDRS
EHILOYERS® LIASILEITY ACT o....i.... 2,046 4 12 18 582 2 s 22 500 3 8 21 740 8 15 3§ 225 9 16 38
HARINE, PERSORAL ITHJURY ..i\iuevars 3,187 4 13 3 1,055 2 11 25 295 J 11 30 1,338 8 18 32 39% 10 20 40
DIHER PERSOMAL IRJURY ... ceveonvenn 1,415 1 ] 22 617 1 5 20 478 1 3 19 233 4 i3 21 .13 2 13 5
UTHER TORTS o.ovivvrrenncrsnnanaass L 1,333 F v 30 520 2 7 22 488 1 8 29 233 5 16 39 92 7 22 £1]
SENUU FN




JABLE C5A. U.S. DISTRICT COURIS
TINE IMTERYALS fROM FILIKG TG DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMWINATED, BY NATURE OF SUI'I AXD NETROO OF DISPOSITION
{EACLUDES: LAKD COHDEWKATION, PRISOMER PETITIONS, AKO DEPORTATION REVIEHS
INTERVALS SHOMN ARE FOR THE REDIAN TINE AKD FOR JHE RANGE OF THE MIDOLE AC PERCENT 8F THE CASES.)

Sie

DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JURE 30, 198é . .
TDTAL CASES M9 COURT ACTION COURT ACTION
- DURIKG OR AFTER
BEFORE PREVRIAL PRETRIAL TRIM
TINE IRVERVALS TIHE IHTERVALS TIME IMVERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIKE INTERVALS
1¥ MOHTHS* IR HONTHSs 1K BONTHS» ik HOKTHS» TN HOKTHS»
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 1o 30
PER~ PER- £ER PER~ PER- PER~ PER- PER- PER- PER~
BUMBER] CENY CENT| wuMBER| CEMT CENT| MumMBER] CENY CENT | wmmser| CENT CENT | WUMBER | CENT CENY
OF | LESS{ME- |WORE OF | LESSIKE~ IHORE OF | LESS]ME~ |MORE OF | (ESSIME- IMORE OF  {LESSIME- [MORE
KATURE OF Su1t CASES| THAM|DIAN]THAM|  CASES| THAM DIAN [VHAK|  CASES] THARJOIAN]THAR | CASES] THANIDIANITHAN |  CASES § THAK {DIAR] THAY
ACTI0NS UNDER SYATUTES
ARTITRUST ootnninenrnencnsonoranae 1,152 3 11 SA e 2 18 M (%1 315 42 261 9 23 &2 81 9 35 82
CIVIL RIGHTS
EMPLOYMENT ....oo.en tierevesneas 7.826] 3 13 34 2,360 2 L1 2,326} 3 11 30 1,527 1 1 18 38 1,233 | 9 21 45
10,3797 ¥ 11 23 3,256 1 7 2 3,525 1 8 22 2,114 & 1 33 1,122 719 A4
FAIR LAKDR STAMDARDS ACT ..... ..... 6 2 s 27 27 2 1 22 6y 2 & 25 137 & 14 2 &5 19 18 1
LABOR MAMAGEMENT RELATIONS ACh .... 3,568 ) 2 7 1,522 1 5 19 1452f 2 7 23 821 5 15 3% 12 17 21 6k
DTHER LABDR LITIGATION eecvenncnn.. 72 | 2 6 22 3.501 1 5 18 2,144 z2 1 23 8281 8 12 3 201 8 23 42
COPYRIGHT 4evurvnnenirensanicnsnsas 2.,1528 2 & 1B 1,189 1 5 13 8751 2 & 19 254 F 4 12 3 53 {3 15 33
PATERT oinirnieiiniivnnninccnsanas 1,088 2 11 43 434 1 7 27 631 2 9 34 197 6 1% 8% 83 liz 35 88
TRADEMARK +.u.\.. 2,451 1 ¢ 23 1,036 1 5 15 ml o3 & 21 237 A 12 % #5 {2 17 38
CONSTITUTIQNALITY OF STATE STATUTES . 1 5 13 i1 1 Ao 25 135 1 5 22 0 & 18 a3 26 1 & 43
ALL OTHER FEDERAL QUESTION (... .e... 13,883 1 1 27 5,731 1 2 §230 ) £ ¢ 23 1,486 | 3 16 40 426 & 17 45
DIVERSITY OF CITIZERSHIP covevesvnereannn 59,129 2 10 A 22,455 2 & 22 18,955 { 2 8 25 13,013 6 15 3% 4,706 5 19 51
COXTRACT ACTIOHS
IRSURANCE scvsununrrnnns PO 6,393 2 s 2% 2,431 2 & 19 z2,002)! 2 & 23 126210 6 13 22 5% 18 w6 W
MEGOTIABLE INSTROMENTS ..oo.loi 000 1,656 2 T 2 %0 F 2 5 0 532 2 1 2% 2 5 12 3% [3) 6 22 3¢
GTHER CORTRACTS w.vveoveresnnioanan 22,33 2 8 28 9,556 1 6 21 7,298 2 7 % 4,040 | 5 34 36 1,400 1 7T 1% 42
REAL PROPERTY .ouvrvvirnvnsernmnonnes 2,185 1 4 23 1,203 1 1 12 1,131 i 4 17 29, 5 13 3 922 s 20 4l
YORY ACTIONS
MARIHE, PERSOMAL INJURY ..vv.avown, 871 31 14 3¢ 221 3 3 28 1B9{ 32 10 31 202 1% 39 76 | 8 24 BB
NOTOR VEHICLE, PERSOMAL 1MJURY ..., 4651 3 10 2% 2.38% 2 7 20 1,721 2 B 20 1,794 ¢ 13 27 565 7 15 33
DYHER PERSONAL INJURY +eenrenosnn.s 14,8051 31 13 37 4,722 | 2 8 26 4,186 2 10 3 4,256 1 T 17 4 1,641 s 22 8
OTHER TORTS .\vevnioeevorcroansonan 23l 2 16 33 0§ 1 ] 741 2 26 s43 | 6 36 230 | 7 18 X7
ALL OTHER DIVERSITY cavivvevcvocvunas 1,510 & 25 56 2861 '3 15 4S5 she | 4 23 5% 223 [ 16 37 &0 39 |21 46 64
LOCAL JURESOICTION onerecnnonsnonnnnnnn 683 1 3 16 38 | 422 70 2361 3 12 2 81 4 16 30 42 132 19 &9
COMNTHACT ACTIONS ... co... 9 1 13 61 5% 1 17 &% 7% M ] T - = - 2 - - =
REAL PROPERTY tivenvvaravconens ol 3 1 on 26 6 28 8% 1] 2 i3 15 It - - = 1) - - =
YORT ACTIONS
HOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY ., 831 3 19 3B 55| 5 1 40 16 2 10 22 L3 - 3 |- - -
DTHER PERSONAL IHJURY .... 209 [ 7 17 43 93¢ & 27 48 56{ 5 12 2 {12 17 27 j13 13 39
OTHER TORYS .... 221 4w 40 w17 s 4! - - - ¢~ - - 2~ =~ -
DOKESTIC RELATIONS £ - - - & - - - - - - - - - - - -4~ - -
INSARITY ....... 5 - - - Ly =~ - = -] = - = i 1 - - -
ALL OTHER UBCAL wevnvnypuen. 217 | 3 14 67 %] 2 21 a8 94 3 12 2 23 1 186 20 & V- -~ -

TIME INYERVAL COMPUTED ONLY HHERE THERE ARE 10 OR HORE CASES

a



gie

TABLE C58. U.S, DISIRICT EOURES

TIME INLERYALS FROM FILIHG 10 DISIOSIVIODN DF CIVIL CASES TEHHIHATED, BY WATURE OF SUIT AND HETIIOD OF DISPOSITION
TOR GHLY: LAND CONDLHNATION, PRISONER PETIVIONS, AKD OLPORTAITON REYIEWS

INTERYALS SHOHN ARE FOR THE MEDIAW TIME AMD FOR THE RANGE OF THE HIDOLE BQ PERCEHY OF THE CASES.)
DURING THE THELVE HOMIH PERIOD EMDED JUME 30, 1986

TOTAL CASES HD COURI ACYIOM CBURT ACTIUN
DURING OR AFIER
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL
TIHE INTERVALS TIHE INTERVALS TIKE INIERVALS 1IME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS
IN HOWTHSe IH HONTHSw IK HONTHSe IR HONIHSe IH HORIHSe
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
PER- PER- PER- PER~ PER- PER- PER- PER- PER~ PER-
HUHBER | CENT CEHT | NUMBER] CENT CEHI | NUMBER | CENY CEHT | MUMBER | CENI CEHT | HUMBER {CENS CENT
OF | LESS|ME- |MDRE DF | LESS|{ME- |HORE OF | LESS|ME- IHORE OF  [LESS{HE~ |HORE of  lLEss|uE- lHORE
WATURE OF SULT cases L vuan{pranlinan | cases| vaniolan{ynan | cases | THARIDIAR [inan | cases Lysanipian|vian | cases |THan jplan ik
TOTAL CASES nvvocevoconcoannennnen 35,385 1 6 29 3,734 1 5 28 l23,268] 1 & 25 1,261 4 321 S0 L,116 | 6 19 49
UBITED STATES CASES cevvvencurvennacncen T.082) 1 1 2.860] 1 15 32 42600 1 & 323 3708 2 13 e} 15215 21 69
LAHD CONNEMNATION ©vovennnennnsnnenns 330 ] 6 31 83 a31] 8 32 81 BT 1T 28 713 T3 20 sl BT 33 &5
ACTLONS UNDER STATUFES
DEPORIATIOH v oveennranrerapnnnonas 183 1 3 13 99 1 3 11 1wl 1 3 13 3| - - - 24 - - -
PRISORER PETITIONS
HOTIONS 10 VACATE SENTEHCE....... 1,654 1 & 19 0] 1 4 17 1,121 1 4 19 23| 1 & 38 15F 1 ¢ 39
HABEAS CORPUS, ... cuveuenosnssnens 3001} 1 8 17 1,238 1 16 17 1.810] 1 6 13 211 7 20 al 3 ¢ 12
HANDAKUS AND OTHER. ceemesanes 430 1 3 13 97 1 3 9 18] 1 3 10 Wi 2 13 35 1y - - -
CIVIL RIGHIS +ovevnverennocnnrsas B43f 1 & 27 1950 1 3 24 s35| 31 6 25 26| 5 18 &0 211 & 17 0
FEDERAL QUESTIDN ...... .. 28,310 1 & 28 7,264 1 4 26  |1B,996] 1 & 26 3,092 | & 22 A2 957 | 7 38 &8
LAHD CONDEBHATION «evuvnenenennncoces T 2 12 40 J & ] I B 1 52 % 43 - - - 5 - - -
ACTIOHS UNDER STATUIES
PRISONER PETITIDNS
HABEAS CORPUS. .auuvennsnensecaons 8,79 ] 1 5 23 1,948 1 3 1% 6,560 1 & 23 is0|] 2 15 41 106 | 4 14 3%
HAHDAKUS AHD BIHER. e 196 1 2 15 e 1 1 7 126 1 3 16 - - - 3af - - -
CIVIL RIGHIS .eercrnnncromnnsnnes 19,304 1 & 30 5,233 1 4 28 J12,289] 1 & 26 935 7 23 &1 847 | 7 1% 49
DIVERSITY OF CIVIZENSHIP..oieennnsenanns 23] 116 &k s| - - - il - - - Al - - - 7\ - - -
LAHD CONDEMHATION «.cvverernnenvaness <IN B LI 3 5T - = - T - - = & | - - = T - - -
LOCAL JURISDICTION -venrrenncnnocnsnens 10 1 1 a0 5] - - - 5] - - =~ -y - - - o
LAND COHDEHNATION oooevernnnnncnncees 3 ) I = - = O == ==
PRISONER PETITIONS
PAROLE COMHISSION REVIEH.....-. -1 - - - -l - - - B - - - - -t - - -
HABEAS COPUS.......0... 6l - - - ) - -~ - 2! - - - -1 - - - - - - -
HAHNDAMUS AND DTHER - - - - - - - - - - - -1 - - - -{ - - -
CIVIL RIGHIS, ... -1 - - = <t - - - -1 - - - - - - - - - - -

= TIME IHTERVAL COHPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10

OR HORE CASES




TABLE € 6. U.S. DISTRICY COURTS
CIVIL CASES PEMDING, BY DISTRICT AHD LEHGTH OF TIHME PENDING
F JUKE 30, 1986

LENGTH OF TIHE PENDING
CIRCUIT | TOTAL 3 YEARS AND OVER
AXD tess THaN L1102 | 2103
DISTRICT 1 YEAR | YEARS | YEARS uunaeal PERCENT=
TOTAL... | 262,177] 185,917 54,166 22,842 19,262 7.9
DCivveen | 3,910| 2,301 925 553 131 3.4
1ST... | 12,142] 5,336 2,938 1,571 2,397  18.9
HE...... 848 402 152 13 181 21.3
Maroveos | 7,823] 2,733 2,000 1,186 1,864  23.8
NHooenns 776 382 179 130 B5  11.0
Rloenii: 612 79 103 24 6 1.0
PRo...a. | 2,083 1,340 yes 118 161 7.7
a00... | 25,277] 13,288 5,953 2,985 2,0 12.1
CTeveene | 2,8570 1,652 866 491 848 22.0
Wl | 20084) 15209 321 443 431 148
RYEcro. | 50154 2,980 1,168 563 443 8.6
N)S.... | 10,893]  §,247 2518 1,208 920 8.4
WYMeern | 29138 979 514 250 92 18.4
Vil 3% 221 &6 30 17 5.1
3RD... | 17,572] 11,787 3,672 1,33 750 4.3
DFuerens 706 382 191 70 3 8.9
Wheeene | . 5,552] 3,842 1,377 488 295 5.3
PAVE..o. | Bigor| 4,381 1,026 286 108 1.9
PAH.... | 1,458] 1,097 260 75 26 1.8
PAVH.... | 2.873] 1,889 569 267 148 5.3
VIoee | 10182 596 299 177 110 2.3
ATH... | 16,078] 10,31 2,209 1,382 1,126 7.0
W0...... | &265] 2,414 1,031 488 132 7.8
NC,E.en | 1,087 364 133 45 45 41
NC Koo 661 A95 116 38 12 1.8
NCIH. 1ot 720 555 106 4 13 1.8
SCh.een. | 2.582] 1,981 a3 13 55 201
VajEeeer | 20495] 1,642 454 147 252 1001
YAH oo | 11814 997 316 126 75 5.0
OO I T 416 280 180 282 2404
wos.oo lo1)s3e 997 340 199 60 3.8
5TH... | 29.584] 22,023 9,662 4,247 3,552 9.0
LAEee.. | 5,422% 3,335 1,000 371 216 4.0
Caes | 1,433 563 437 303 130 9.1
CAHoior | 20605 2,239 956 299 m 31
S Hiiit | 1i645 868 181 236 60 3%
HS.S.... | 5.073] 2,259 1,131 766 917 181
Tk | 51| 3s0 1100 334 177 34
Tk | s2me| 2,252 1)382 226 2 115
Tseees | maasl  de1a 2,353 1,0k 824 9.3
W ] 3| 1vess 822 26 191 61
6TH... | 27,611] 17,056 6,081 2,422 2,032 7.4
KY,E.... | 2,008] 1,139 496 162 191 9.5
KYiH..io | 2,313 1,20 548 308 256 11,0
HIE oo | 61901 | 41569 1,467 AL 394 5.7
MK, oo | 2510 1,518 37 252 106 3.2
oiiM..r. | 5531|3357 1,088 362 363 6.6
eHisoae. | 3j978|  20120 58 198 w02 1001
TE.. | Liss2l 1220 273 49 10 %
T H.oe | 17084 765 27 63 39 26
THH oo | 11728 788 430 237 293 17.0
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TABLE C 6. U.S, DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL CASES FEND!KG.ASY DISTRICT AND LERGTH OF TIME PEUDING

F JUNE 30, 1986
LEWGTH DF TIME PEHDING

CIRCUIT TOTAL 3 YEARS AND OVER

AND LESS THAN 1702 {2703
DISTRICT 1 YEAR YEARS | YEARS | WUMBER | PERCENTs
ITH... | 16,922] 10,459 3,489 1,690 1,284 7.6
L Heo. [ 7,410 4,600 1,463 718 629 8.5
1L,C... | 1,310 769 298 168 7% 5.7
IL,5.... ] 1,553 1,043 317 124 69 NS
N 2,332 1,452 462 223 195 8.4
M,5....1 2,624 1,475 595 333 221 B4
HI,E....| 1,271 765 297 114 55 7.5
HI,H.... 422 355 57 10 pS -
8TH... | 14,670] 10,127 3,078 1,061 404 2.8
ARE.... | 1,687 1,264 331 73 19 1.1
AR,K.... 769 608 122 21 18 2.3
TANouss 682 463 136 71 12 1.8
IA,S.0.. ] 1,421 828 3859 189 45 3.2
HNusvoor | 2,469 1,570 610 194 95 3.8
MO E.... | 2,447 1,686 512 185 64 2.6
MO, H.... ! 2,855 2,063 527 180 85 1.0
NEoveeeo| 1,448 1,062 299 62 25 1.7
[ TR 468 281 103 53 al 6.6
S0 eunns 424 302 79 a3 10 2.4
9TH... | 36,943} 22,513  &,085 3,019 2,89 7.8
1,103 567 309 125 102 9.2
2,357 1,492 531 192 141 6.0
5,657 4,030 951 464 212 3.7
2,915 1,550 753 340 272 9.3
3,311 6,603 1,892 506 310 3.3
2,562 1,486 697 230 149 5.8
HI.oovan | 2,238 797 713 362 306 13.7
ID.renen 988 564 231 118 75 7.6
ceeee 1,463 842 395 133 93 6.4
2,050 1,222 443 204 181 8.8
1,702 1,324 252 109 17 1.0
1,070 629 258 108 75 7.0
2,560 1,721 534 18} 124 4.8
54 16 4 828 91.8
65 a7 20 3 7.7
13,038 8,045 3,296 978 719 5.5
2,292] 1,569 422 184 117 5.1
2,562 1,455 568 288 251 9.8
1,635 963 541 154 7 43
1,13% 774 249 56 55 4.9
425 358 41 10 16 3.8
2,240 1,722 353 128 a7 1.7
2,372 894 1,168 141 169 7.1
378 304 54 17 a .8
18,430{ 12,215 3,808 1,411 996 5.4
2,087 1,622 342 92 31 1.5
803 621 130 a3 14 2.4
1,160 754 236 114 56 4.8
1,607 746 174 47 40 4.0
3,940 2,523 855 297 265 6.7
FL,5.... | 3,854 2,454 785 421 194 5.0
GAH,uvo | 3,483 2,106 852 196 329 9.4
GAH.... | 1,178 681 268 171 58 4.9
GA,S5.u0s 918 708 166 A0 S 4

* PERCENT NOT COMPUTED HHEN THERE ARE LESS THAN 10 CASES
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TABLE C7. U.S5. DISTRICT COURTS
CIVIL AMD CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT

DURING THE TKELYE KONTH PERIOD EMDED JME 30, 1286
{OTHER CI¥IL IKCLUDES TRIALS DF NISCELLAMECUS CASES)

CIRCULT LAXD CORDEWNATIDR DTHER CIVIL CRIKINAL
AND
DISTRICT | TOTAL TOTAL NON- JURY TOTAL MoK~ JURY TOTAL WON- Jumy
SRY JRY JuRY
TOTAL... | 20,242 43 22 21 13,233 8,032 5,201 6,965 3,066 3,900
[+ <SPPI 423 2 - 2 311 255 72 110 62 43
15T... 778 1 1 - 515 237 2 262 104 158
|1 SN 64 - - - 35 [ 29 29 L4 20
Mhioeous 353 - - - 258 9% 183 5 42 53
WHeooons 78 - -~ - 52 31 21 26 17 9
Rleceuun 123 - - - 57 a5 52 26 18 14
PRocosse 160 1 1 - 83 10 13 7% p 58
20... { 1,939 - - - 1,231 729 502 708 222 386
CToueene 358 - - - 266 181 105 92 50 42
WY, Heous 115 = - - 81 35 46 34 21 13
WY, Eooue 452 - - - 237 152 85 215 87 218
MY,S.... 813 - - - 533 35 218 280 111 169
1], PPN 132 - - - 63 47 16 & a2 3t
¥Floeiese (3] - - - 51 19 32 18 11 7
3RO... L_I.' 548 - - - 1,102 03 499 446 177 269
DE..cves 52 - - - 28 18 10 24 14 10
X BFOPTeN 301 - - - 205 144 61 2% 48 48
PAE.... 683 - - - 563 247 296 140 43 9
157 - - - 113 2 41 &4 18 25
239 - - - 152 kel 57 87 43 44
116 - - - 61 27 34 35 13 A2

KOTE:INCLUDES TRIALS COMDUCTEL BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES QNLY,

ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED.

IRCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAIMIKG DRDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUMCTIONS, HEARIMGS OX
CONTESTED MOTIONMS AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDIKGS X WHICH EVIDEWCE IS INTRUDUCED,
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CIYIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT

DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986
(OTHER CIYIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF NISCELLANEQUS CASES)

TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

CIRCUIT LAND CONDENRATION OTHER CIVIL CRIHIKAL
AXD
DISTRICT | TOTAL | ToTAL NON~ JURY TatAL NOH~ JuRy TOTAL HON- Jumy
JURY JURY JURY
ATH... | 1,842 4 1 3 1,129 £35 a94 709 361 348
KD...... 304 - - - 167 107 €0 137 51 86
NC,E.... 84 1 1 - a2 26 38 I3 15 26
WC.H.. o, 102 - - - 62 40 22 40 14 26
NC,Heoon 196 - - - 121 65 56 75 a1 44
SCuuusen 223 - - - 182 68 114 43 16 25
VA E. .. 631 2 - 2 325 n 114 304 214 50
YAH. .o 137 - - - 114 66 48 23 5 18
WY.N L. 55 - - - 38 20 18 17 5 12
HV,S.... 110 1 - 1 78 32 res 31 10 21
STH... | 2,789 1 2 1 1,985 | 1,244 741 801 362 439
LAE.o,e 498 - - - 424 220 204 74 23 51
LAK. ... 87 - - - 65 55 10 22 14 8
LA K.oos 260 - - - 227 159 8 33 1 22
M5, ... 124 1 1 - 96 67 29 27 9 18
BS.S.... 178 - - - 147 102 45 3 1 20
TX,Noaen sk - - - 323 218 105 121 54 67
TX,Eevus 200 1 1 - 183 &1 122 16 7 9
TX,S.... 556 - - - 279 19 85 277 117 160
TX Meoes 42 1 - 1 241 168 73 200 116 1
6TH... | 1,755 2 - 2 1,261 709 552 492 196 296
171 2 - 2 92 50 42 77 36 41
164 - - - ”*% 64 a2 B e 27
827 - - - 334 132 202 93 16 77
115 - - - 85 51 34 30 9 21
262 - - - 205 127 78 57 23 34
158 - - - 103 53 50 55 2% 1
162 - - - 132 76 56 30 3 23
107 - - - 94 54 a0 13 4 ]
189 - - - 120 102 15 6 34 35
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CIYIL AWD CRIMINAL TRIALS CORPLETED, BY DISTRICT

DURING THE TWELYE MONTH PERISD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986
(DTHER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLAKEDUS CASES)

TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICY COURTS

CIRCUIT LAND COMDEMNATION OTHER CIVIL CRIKIKAL
AXD
DISTRICY | TOTAL TOTAL NON- RIRY TOTAL MON- JURY TOTAL NDH- JURY
JURY JRY JURY

TTH... | 1,262 4 3 1 852 585 267 406 1z0 226
ILN.... 583 1 - 1 267 24€ 121 215 103 112
n,C.... 122 - - - 39 &0 29 33 L3 25
IL,s.... 37 - - - 60D 28 32 37 19 18
IK M. .. 118 1 1 - 12 60 i2 45 24 21
IR, S.... 159 2 2 - 127 109 18 30 13 12
MILE.... 130 - - -~ 91 63 28 39 8 31
Kl H.... 52 - - - 46 19 27 7 - 7
8TH... | 1,632 3 a 3 1,188 726 462 436 17t 259
AR,E.... 236 s 2 3 204 134 70 27 b4 18
AR, K. ... 123 1 1 - 100 42 52 22 Ed 13
IA,Kuenr 38 - - - 23 13 5 15 & 7
IA,5.... 105 - - - 5 45 19 40 22 18
Mo ... 173 - - - 123 6 A7 50 ke 41
MO E.. .. 352 - - - 255 153 102 37 A0 57
MO, H. ... 22 - - - 166 82 B4 56 25 30
KEouoono 193 - - - 157 108 A9 36 22 14
50 2 - 2 24 16 s 24 8 1%
- - - 71 45 26 69 24 45
12 3 4 1,297 217 3z0 1,268 $63 605
- - - 31 23 8 32 20 12
2 3 1 107 78 29 163 "% 67
- - - 186 120 £6 9% 36 58
5 3 2 69 55 13 (1] 32 28
- - - 0 243 127 292 115 177
- - - 47 38 9 324 248 76
- - - ] 19 14 23 2 27
- - - 36 27 9 17 2 14
1 b3 - o~ 28 16 28 10 18
- - - 72 58 14 42 5 37
OR.v.uee 215 - - - 118 18 A0 37 61 36
HALE.... 94 4 3 1 58 48 10 32 21 11
HAM.... 170 - - - 120 95 25 50 1 »
GUAM. ... 10 - - ° - 3 3 - 7 2 5
|1} SR A - - = 3 2 = 1 1 =




444

CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETER, BY DISTRICT

DURING THE THELYE MONTH PERITOD EWDED JUNE 30, 198%
(OTHER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF KISCELLANEQOUS CASES)

TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

CXRCUIT LAND COKDEMNATION OTHER CI¥IL CRIKIRAL
DISTRIC‘I’ TOTAL TaTAL NOH- JURY TOTAL NOH- JURY TOTAL KON~ JURY
JURY JURY JURY
10TH.. | 1,236 6 4 2 853 481 380 359 192 177
[ o TP 265 4 2 2 180 129 51 81 51 30
KS.conno 215 - - - 176 i 65 33 18 21
154 - -~ - 91 49 42 63 35 28
170 - - - 114 64 50 56 37 19
87 - - - 47 14 33 40 20 20
208 i 1 - 148 49 99 59 23 36
15 1 1 - 58 41 17 16 2 14
62 - - - A7 24 23 35 14 9
2,461 1 1 1,501 927 574 959 270 689
37 - - - 273 164 109 &4 17 &7
105 - - - 79 51 28 26 10 16
115 - - - T4 51 23 41 2 33
162 - - - 81 57 24 [} 40 41
339 - - - 186 110 86 143 29 104
152 - - - 334 261 73 418 90 328
433 1 - b3 300 151 149 132 50 a2
91 - - - (X4 36 31 2 8 16
127 - - - 97 &6 51 30 8 22

MDTE:INCLUDES TRIALS COKDUCTED BY DISTRICT AKDEAPPELLATE JUDGES OWLY.
UDED.

ALL TRIALS COWDUCTED BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXC
INCLUDES HEARIMGS OM TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS. AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS DN
CONTESTED MOTIONS AND OTHER CONYESTED PRUCEEDIHGS IM WHICH EVIDENCE IS IRTREDOCED.
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LENGTH

TASLE C8. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

OF CIVIL AHD CRIMIMAL TRIALS COMPLETED, AY NATURE 0F SUIT OR OFFENSE

FOR THE THELYE MOMTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1986

(INCLUDES TRIALS OF HISCELLANEOUS CASES}

NONJURY TRIALS JURY TRIALS
4 10 20 4 10 20
TOTAL T0 10 DAYS Ta 10 DAYS
ALl i 2 3 ki 13 AND 1 2 3 9 19 AND
HATURE OF SUIT OR OFFEHSE [TRIALS{ TOTAL DAY | DAYS | DAYS | DAYS | DAYS | OVER | TOTAL DAY | DAYS| DAYS | DAYS| DAYS| OVER
TOTAL ALL TRIALS......0v...}20,242412,120} 7,457 1,861 762 881 133 269,122 {1,200 2,149 1,300 3,199 524 150
TGTAL ALL CIVIL TRIALS.....[13,276]| 8,054] 4,991 1.479 659 786 117 22 15,222 72 1,245 1,051 1,819 276 59
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL....] 2,948 1,872| 1,124 219 157 178 21 611,076 157 264 207 362 72 is
INSURAKCE, cvvvcvsennnnace 677 294 196 &1 16 21 - - 383 61 108 20 122 1 1
HARINE. . iconrnvicavacsns 209 196 100 &6 31 16 3 - 13 1 2 3 & - 1
MELLER ACT...opvrvenssnan 55 41 22 9 3 7 - -i 14 3 = 3 4 3 1
KEGOTIASLE INSTRUMENTS... 118 93 75 1 4 & - - i 25 6 5 3 10 3 =
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS...{ 1,38%| 1,248 732 259 103 130 18 & 541 -1 149 118 220 37 1
REAL PROPERTY, TOTAL....... 284 218 150 32 18 16 2 - 86 17 13 12 21 3 -
CONDEMMATION OF LAND..... 43 22 18 2 1 1 - - 21 [3 3 7 5 - -
OTHER REAL PROPERTY.,.... 241 156 132 30 17 15 2 - 45 1k 10 5 16 3 -
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL........] 3,358] 1,067} 588 221 109 128 18 312,291 359 574 486 768 88 16
PERSOMAL INJURY 4
ATRPLANE. . veceenvecnsnann T4 28 9 2 7 5 5 - 46 7 7 & 18 B -
ASSAULT, LIBEL & SLAWDER. 110 36 22 ] 3 5 - - 74 11 20 10 21 11 1
ENPLOYERS® LIABILITY ACT. 236 25 13 5 4 3 - - 211 41 el 9 5 - -
HARIRE  ceicnavnnconcussse [ 195 97 47 22 24 5 - 249 43 71 53 78 & -
MOTOR VEHICLE...vensuann 578 142 86 34 10 11 - 1 436 87 128 1 119 10 1
OTHER PERSOMAL INJURY....| 1,567 h&h i 2h4 85 59 61 4 111,123 152 260 246 405 49 11
PERSOHAL PROPERTY DAMAGE.. 349 197 117 42 14 19 % 1 152 18 42 31 52 & 3
STATUTORY ACTIDKS, TOTAL...} 6,261 ! 4,476 | 2,755 sos 365 461 74 13 §1,785 239 392 348 665 113 23
ANTITRUST LAKS.......0i0.. 152 101 61 15 8 13 4 - 51 1 7 6 14 17 [
BANKRUPTCY
TRUSTEE SULTS..veeeivvons 3 2 1 - 1 - - - 1 1 - - - - -
OTHER BANKRUPTCY SUITS... 33 85 16 3 2 2 2 - 8 2 - 1 3 2 -
CIVIL RIGHTS
ERPLOYKENT..cvvves sveses i 1,398 992 410 269 144 146 21 406 34 80 51 176 20 5
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS......| 1,473 762 460 141 56 90 13 2 711 &7 162 150 274 9 “
PRISORER PETITIONS
BOTIONS TO VACATE........ 19 19 16 1 1 1 - - - - - - - - -
HABEAS CORPUS...... . 115 110 90 12 & 2 - - 1 4 - ~ - -
CIVIL RIGHTS. vsvrvuvaann S 271 200 52 10 10 4 1 168 50 57 7 31 2 1
MANDANUS, ETC.veveosvenos g (] 2 - - -~ - - - - - - - -
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY.... 148 136 109 15 7 3 2 - 12 & 2 3 3 - -
LABOR LAMS
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT. 115 96 53 22 8 12 1 - 19 4 7 2 [ - -
LABOR MANAGEMENT
RELATIDRS ACT..ccsuaaacn 200 174 113 31 12 15 3 - 26 3 & 3 13 2 1
OTHER LABOR LAWS«c..p.... 356 299 215 44 21 16 3 - 57 e 14 13 18 3 -
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TABLE C8. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
LENGTH OF CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY NATURE OF SUIT OR DFFENSE
FOR THE THELYE MONTH PERICD ENDED JUNE 30, 198

{INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLAKEDUS CASES)

NOWJURY TRIALS

JURY TRIALS

& 10 20 4 10 20
TOTAL 10 70 DAYS T0 TG DAYS
ALL 1 2 3 ¥ 19 AND 1 2 3 9 19 ARD
HATURE DF SUIT OR OFFENSE [TRIALS | TOTAL DAY | DAYS [ DAYS } DAYS | DAYS | OVER | TOTAL DAY | DAYS { DAYS{ DAYS | DAYS ! OVER
PRDTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS
COPYR vesvansenssvenns 13% 123 79 22 8 13 1 - 16 1 3 5 4 2 1
PATENT‘-....n........... 121 94 28 14 9 30 9 $ 27 1 1 L 12 & 3
TRADEWARK 232 210 134 2 19 23 2 - 22 4 2 1 12 1 2
SECURITIES CUHHDDITI ES
AND EXCHANGES Seecinesnane 252 153 87 30 8 15 1 2 9% 12 11 12 42 19 2
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS,.... 19 17 14 2 - 1 - - 2 - - 1 1 - -
REAPPORTIONMENT SULITS.... 2 2 2 - - - - - - - - - - - -
TAX SUITS..ceonnaacananan 184 150 113 20 5 5 1 - 34 3 8 3 12 b 1
INTERSTATE CUMERCE. seoes 22 21 7 1 - 2 1 - 1 - - 1 - - -
ENVIRONHENTAL MATTERS.... 70 67 40 14 3 8 1 1 3 - 1 1 1 ~ -
OTYHER STATUTORY. ACTIOHS.. 35 518 415 71 37 A% 5 1 117 22 23 16 3% 9 2
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL....... 425 421 374 32 10 3 2 - 4 - 2 - 2 - -
TOTAL CRIMINAL TRIALS......| 6,966 | 3,066 2,466 332 103 95 16 413,900 428 904 849 1,380 248 91
HOMICIDE, .onvvivacanronan 65 30 25 3 2 - - - 35 3 3 i3 13 3 -
ROBBERY..sveeorvaconnanns 304 120 102 11 13 1 - - 184 23 37 61 60 3 -
ASSAULT . vvecorvesnnns 160 66 59 & 1 2 - - 94 13 48 13 14 - -
12 3 2 1 - - - - 9 2 [3 1 - - -
361 183 123 22 9 9 - - 198 27 47 37 63 16 2
166 &5 59 2 4 - - - 101 8 27 20 32 12 2
280 B4 57 15 [ & 1 13 196 9 36 41 7 27 6
£| . B43 321 253 43 11 12 2 - 522 41 81 109 20 49 22
AUTD THEFT.evveseveranenn 73 2 21 4 - - - - 48 5 18 12 10 2 1
FORGERY...vsrvnsrescenans 2 12 103 1z 4 1 1 - i1 17 35 7 39 1 2
COUNTERFEITING.)evevnsnnn 86 36 32 3 - 1 - - 50 4 18 10 17 1 -
SEX DFFENSESc..sensvronss 30 &0 38 - 2 - = - 50 7 21 9 11 1 1
DRUG LAWS
HARIWANA.............. 654 339 285 39 & 7 4 - 315 36 85 76 1c0 12 6
HARCOTICS.oaaneso. 515 637 534 104 22 3 & 2 878 80 151 203 348 40 13
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES. B a0 137 102 22 6 7 - - 164 13 33 39 65 11 3
ESCAPE...evee.. 77 30 28 2 - - - - &7 is 16 8 5 3 -
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, X
AND THREATS..... vesseon 267 111 a5 10 6 7 2 1 156 18 14 14 67 23 20
FIREARMS AMD. WEAPONS..... 494 238 200 3l 6 1 - - 256 50 78 72 &9 7 -
HISC. GENERAL DFFENSES... 230 101 83 13 3 2 - - 129 15 23 22 54 10 5
IMMIGRATION LAMS....u.... 267 157 138 13 5 1 - - 110 17 &7 17 28 2 1
LIGUOR, INTERMAL REYENUE. 1 1 1 - - - - - = - - - - - -
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT.... 2 - - - - - ~ - 2 - 2 - - - -
OTHER FEDERAL STATUTES... %16 181 136 28 [ 9 2 - 235 19 38 39 107 25 7

HGTE: IXCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES DNLY.
IMCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAIHING DRDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUMCTIONS, HEARINGS ON

ALL TRIALS COROUCTED BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED,

CONTESTED HOTIONS AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN MHICH EVIDENCE IS. IKTRODUCED



Table C-9
U.S. District Courts
Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days
During the Twelve Month Perlod Ended June 30, 1986

Number
Nature of Type
of Trial of
District Style of Case/Defendant Proceeding Days Trial

Civil Cases

DC ..... USAvGenMOtors soveuvesesanvasseananesss MoOtVeh-ProdLisb...os..... 107 Non-Jury
NC,E.... Loftinv U.S. Dept. oL ArmY v e.uuvvsvsoevsso.. Civil Rights-Jobs ..... ve» 75 Non-Jury
CA,C.... Whittaker Corp. v Dynasclence CoiPes vvvavaveees Trademarkesoveviassvanass 61 Jury
MA ..... World Alrways v Mass Port AWth & U.S. .. ... v PorsProp Damage covseneans 57 Jury
WY ..... Black Butte Coal Co. v Commonwealth ,.......c. CONtrBCt vouvrovenosrosans 52 Jury
CA,C.... Sanchez Etal v City of Senta Ang Etal .. ,«....... Civil Rights-Jobs v.svveesuss 46 Jury
DC ..... Leev Children's Hospital ..vvvvvvrveuravensas Medical Malpractice s v yavyava 45 Jury
SC..v... Alken v BSP Div Envirote¢h «v.orvevaancsases. Contract ProdLiab...se.vaoo 44 Non-Jury
CAN.... Mozart Co. v Mercedes BenZ...ioevseinsesneee Antitrust.voveiesverenena. 42 Jury
ILLN .... OhioSealy vKaplan .ovsvevesnvesusrnenevees Antitrust . oioseevasvenanas 40 Jury
DC ..... Drabkinvy Alexander Grant & Co. Etal......,.... See, Comm, Exchge .. evsvrs 39 Jury
HI...... Charleys Tour and Transporf vinterio. . sveoceee Antlitrust...oeveienvesnasas 38 Jury
KS....., GarcilavBoelng. ..c.cvvevuveverannsearases Civil Rights-dobs .o.ovveue.. 38 Jury
KY,E.... Coburn Etal v4-R Corp Etal e v svvevovenonnase. Personallnfury.evecevesaaas - 37 Jury
LAE.... Shell Oil v Upnlon Carbide Corp coveevuvavvuaens Patent, ueuveonesveassas 36 Non-Jury
MLW ..., Artiengesellschaft v Clark Equip .oevveuvsnenves Contract vovsvesonnsoenaas 36 Non-Jury
CA,C...,. Candle Corpv Boole and Babbage vveoucevncnsse PAIONE, L orevnecnnnionyeos 34 Jury
NY,S.... Slerra Club v U.8, Army COfPS ¢vveeverssessnso Enviconmental Mattees. ..... 32 Non-Jury
AZ ..... BishopvStateof AZEtal .. evcvvrvaiveonaesss Prisoner-Clvil Rights . ..,... 31 Non-Jury
N ..., GenlLease vNatiTruck Blal .o.oovunivnneene Contract vovincvsanreeseae 29 Jury
CAN..., McParland v Memorex Corp . v-veeavnannnens.. Séc, Comm, Exehge sooveaeos 28 Jury
OK,W ... Jackson v Aetna Castalty and Surety...ovevanaes CONract sevverevevsveanes 29 Jury
ME ..... Pharmecia Ine. v Ventex Laborator{es . oovsvenas PoteOt. vicnnvnsnvannaases 28 Jury
WV,S.... Bever VOUM svvvvvescnsnansionanaasssases Clvil Rights-Jobs vovvneeuese 28 Jury
Hi....., Hammerv Gannett Co.,, InCe s o vvvovevsaeenssso Asslt, Libel, Slander....,.... 28 Jury
NY,E.... Cullen Etal v NYS Civil Comm Etal...... .se. CivilRights..... ceenes 27 Jury
CA,C.... UN Comm Ins Ser v Paymaster Corp . ... vrse Antitrust oo, .., ciess 27 Jury
NY,S.... Callowny v Marvel Entertainment ......ovvveess Copyright vovvreeveacreses 26 Jury
MD..... McLaughlinvValenti ..oovevvucnsneaecassres Prisoner-Civil Rights ........ 26 Jury
WLE .... Allen & Ohara Inc. v Barrett Wrecking....oov0ves Contract voveuvvocnsoacass 26 Jury
CA,C.... Viclite Optical Etal v Xerox Corp v ceuvsavvaaees Contract o seeevvevonesoass 26 Non-Jury
IN,N .... Northern Etal v Carbon Counily Etal «.......,... Contract ..ov0vaveensanses 25 Jury
N .. Cross Etal v Pirst Federal Savings .. .. eeenees Banksend Banking ...,...... 25 Jury
AZ ...,. Creyhound Corpv Player Etal ., . ccveuuvsneers. Contract vouvvveconansanas 25 Non-Jury
CA,C.... French & SonsInc, vGenPortland A «o.veassvver Antitrust o vvivovensvraaes 25 Jury
MD ..... Chumbley Etal v RocklandIndustry . ovovvnvnnve. COMIECE civvnrerrovnonaas 24 Jury
TXS ..., LottvHall,...,..s seesvasesvay CiVilRIghtS .o evasensan, 24 Jury
CAN.... Qersten v Western Contract Furnistie. « v ovevsoos s Pers Injury-Prod Liab .. ...... 24 Jury
NM..... Beagles v CBLES tiviaanancacavsnaaaveanssse CIVIIRIghts ivvveennaia,s 24 Jury
OK,W ... Marsee v U.5. Tobacc0 CO v rverovsvsnvensrse Persinfury-Prod Lieb ..ov... 24 Jury
GAN..., Kempv Univof Georgla Etal. o v ivvoviesnssonss Civil Rights-Jobs covevanns,, 24 Jury
MA ..... Ponar Corp v Johnson & JORNSON « v s vuvinevoowes PBIENE . s sueuenvsvanesnss 23 Jury
PR ..... Santiago Hodge Etal v Syntex COrp «vevescaeeos. Personallnjury..ecoevvevaas, 23 Jury
NY,S..., Butz vBlSS sveuivaraansecoaprsnnrsaasnesss See, Comm, Exchge +voveu... 23 Non-Jury
PAE..., MiresvEvans.css,000ans csevssssasses PerProp Damage . svuveveosy 23 Non-Jury
NC,W ... Sun Drop Bottling v Coca ColaBom Sererecaeaes Antitrust,....... creees 23 Jury
MS,N.,.. Empllns Wausau v Trotter TowIng .+ .vesvevu.cos Marine Contract,vevesvena,, 23 Jury
KY,W ... Nuttv Beech Alrcraft CorpEtal ..covvvvveueus. Persinfury-ProdLiab ,...,.., 23 Jury
MLE .... Dan Cerp v Reno Machinery X Eng . vevevvevacos COMTBCE vevivenavsosasasy 23 Jury
1A,S..... Dow TruckingIne vStewartEtal .. vv0viveevenr, PersonalInfuey.eeerevsreanas 23 Jury
AZ ...., SafecolInsurance v Dackett, JRiccvvroavineceeas INSUEANCE b encsnransseaes 23 Jury
DC ..... Plechtner v Washipgton Healtheare «....vvv 0o oo Medical Malpractice. . 22 Jury
NY,5.... Krelndler v Sambo Restaurantsine +....,.s..... See¢, Comm, Exchge +.voeuaa. 22 Jury
NY,5.... Burn-BibasInc v Excelled Leather . covvvenaeors TrademarKe eveessvnoessnas 22 Jury
PA M. ... Bulgin v White Freightner Corpaaeavsvsncaaass Persinjuey- ProdLisb.caaooy. 22 Non-Jury
WV,S.... Elk Run Cosl Cov United Mine Workers.,.,....,. Labor/Mgmt RelatAet.....,. 22 Jury
TX,H.... Koch Englneering v Glitsch InC. e e v o vvenvncaesss Patent. . oiicesrsvenvases 22 Non-Jury
AZ ..... Greyhound Corp v PlayerEtal.c.nvevsvvoeannes Contract vovuvessvensnns,s 22 Nop-dury
CA,S.... Hillv Heritage BankIne ..ovovvevvaueeeavasss BanksandBanking o.veivey., 22 Jury
WY sueee TRIEVUSA L uiuinirnnnrsnonsncassnosrnes TRXSUIS oo viivnannsa,is, 22 Jury
ALN.... USA vStateof Alabama .. .voveueeersnseovans CIVIIRIgHtS soevvivvssrenae. 22 Non-Jury
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Table C-8
U.S, Distriet Courts
Clvil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiting 20 or More Days
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1985

(continued)
Number
Nature of Type
of Trial of
District Style of Case/Defendant Proceeding Days Trial
Civil Cases (continued)
ALM.... Allen Etal v Alsbama StBoardEtal cvevevevveees ClVilRights,ovevnsncannaas, 22 Non-Jury
NH ...., Scherer v Conn Barik and Trust COevvveuvevseee, Fraud-TruthinLending......,. 21 Jury
PA,E.... Carunchio, Freder v Penpn HatlMutual . ..vcv.vus. MillerAct cvvvnvvivensanee 21 Jury
TX,8 ... Schroder v Lull Engineerig €O v vvvveuraesvnso. Persinjury-ProdLigb .o.vov.s 21 Jury
TX,S +4v. Alexander Etal v RS, John EtBls e s nvvsevesews .. Sec, Comm, Exchge vovovever 21 Non-dury
MLE .... Skiers, C.vKunz, L. vvuveioeseosvarasevocess ClvilRights coveeryennvaee, 21 Jury
NE ....: Kensas NaturalGasy Macathon QL Coccacnannnes CORtEBEE v annnvananaaae 21 Jury
CA,C.... SmithIntnInc. v Hughes Tool Co. s evseenvesane. Patent.ioieeioenesesaveas. 21 Non-Jury
CA,Crovs AlrSeaVAIrASIA «ovvvnvaesoseresuiocansnes CONPrACE tusuveesneananvuas 21 Jury
CA,C.... Applied Cardiac v Cardiac Pacemaker voovurvoses CoOntract covevvervnenraaas 21 Jury
DC .,... Palmerv Kissinger Etal ....c.cvvavecsaeasess Clvil Rights-Jobs .o.vovuao.. 20 Non-Jury
NY,S.... DS Magazinesinc v Warner PubServ avvevveos. Contraet sosvnernneaaanass 20 Non-Jury
Nd...... Material Research Corp v Alic0 veevevenvanases Patenteeeeesiiunvveeasaes 20 Non-Jury
MD .,... Marderv G.D. Searle and Co. +oveveen <. Persinjury-Prod Liab +ossee... 20 Jury
MD ..... GTCO Corp v Kontron Elektronik Etal ... .. Fraud-Truthin Lending.....:. 20 Jury
VA,W.... Thornhill v Donnkenny Inc. «evoessneacasacenas Contract vovveeenansnnsees 20 Jury
OH,N,... Becker vEHN LIy Co vevenetvvevenanseevssso. Persinjury-ProdLisb ........ 20 dury
ILLN .«.. Lake Point Etalv Continental Bank .+ cvoevsos.. BankdandBanking .....oe.e. 20 Non-Jury
CA;N.. .. Stewart v County of SOR0MA «ccstnccncavsnsses ClVil RIghts-JobS v ivvanaeans 20 Jury
PL,S.... Nowells Etal v Amer Motors Corp vvsvvevveessss Motor Veh Prod Liab, .. vooves 20 Jury
Crimina! Cases
MA L.... Angitlo, Gennarod. soveseceranrersassssees EXt, Racketg, Threats........ 195  Jury
Carmine, Persico »eveevevevsareoveasesoesss Ext, Racketg, Threatsioousso. 137 Jury
Maria Del Socorro Pardo D veveevsssvearsasnon. IMmmigration Laws.,uveveeee, 96 Jury
Dinome, Richard «vueeeeensacensnensessesns Trans-Porgd Securities cees 79 Jury
Meros; George Ne o cocvesssrancenssnosasisss Marfhauna covyevevinnaeaes 75 Jury
Duque, AMDerto. . cvaevves eesveenasavevss Embezziement-Bank......... T4 Jury
Delupa, Carl Angelo.seveeenvssvesnsenoinsss. Ext, Backetg, Threats........ 73 Non-Jury
Nersessian, MUrad voevevcencnassacancacsaas NACOUMES  ciainncnnanncas 1 Juey
Duey, Randolph Gu o eevvnessssanesssaneserss Ext, Racketg, Threats.o...... 70 Jury
Curzi, Barbara , .vcoeeueereoseossosssaseso. Explosives sevuvesivnansaaes, B Jury
Miller, Richard W. . .oeereqereosnevenceass. Esplonage coeesnsevroensss 66 Jury
CAC..v. Miller, Rlehard W, . vevenveereseaseescearss ESPlONBEe svevecesvavaanns 56 Jury
MIoooee. Slattery, Brian dy covrvnaavorranessnsosrarss PORIIEY vunvvunonanesinasy 58 Jury
LAE.... Edwards, Edwin W. ... .. s causvierveesssssoo Exty Racketg, Threats........ 52 Jury
PL,S . ... Santarelll, Domini v4sevenesosesmissssoses. s Fraud-IncomeTax cvsveesas. 52 Jury
MLE ..., Demido, JEmMeS,.ouurennrevarsasronessnsnas FraudPostal .ouvuvuuensee. 51 Jury
NV ..., Splotro, ABthony v s eveesinnsvsesivisieoeyrss Lareceny andTheft .oovivsvee 49 . Jury
NJ...... Fernandez, CarloS E. ¢, vvrevnvreanronvvossres NBICOUCS. s eensvsasocanres 48 . Jury
NY,S. ... Thomas, 5. Galgano .,...seeevasoravevacsses FraudPostal c..esvnveesee. 47 Jury
FL,S <ivs ThOMAS, AgMO. ieacrannsaaneanaesanvesseas EXt Racketg, Threats,v..suee 47 Jury
NY,S.0s0 RIOS, JOSE sveuivroarnarvoanvensersovesnsess EXt Racketg, Threatssv...... 45 Jury
LN ... Nopue,Irving s . covveneveavevernnsvsooses Narcotles. evvvnesvenervas 44 Jury
NY,E..,. Molinachacon, Vietoriano ,.oceveevnavesvoeees NarcotleSiveooveeavwoarean 41 Jury
OHN.... Crane, Elaife R . s vvveunvososrersesovnsarse Praudlncome Tax ..vesevees 41 Jury
Hlio,ono. Rewald, RORald Louvevnnvnnrvnmeevransraenes FRAUE oyuuniniennpvonnvans 41 Jury
DC ..... Dil