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FOREWORD

This is the Sixth Report prepared by the Administrative Office of the United States
Courts describing the implementation of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974. Part One shows the
compliance rate for defendants disposed of during the twelve month period ended June 30,
1980. For defendants who entered the final time limits in the current year, the district courts
had an overall compliance rate of 95.3 percent for the 30 day interval from arrest to
indictment. For those defendants who entered the second time interval (indietment or
information to trial of 70 days) the overall compliance rate was 94.4 percent.

Of the 32,589 defendants who came under the provisions of the Speedy Trial Act, 36.1
percent had one or more incidences of excludable delay during which time Speedy Trial time
limits did not apply. The overall number of such incidences increased by 20.3 percent over last
year. Motions filed by counsel aceounted for 51 percent of all reasons for excludable delay in
1980.

The criminal caseload in the distriet courts continues to drop primarily as the result of
announced poliey changes in prosecution priorities by the Department of Justice. Enforcement
is now directed to prosecuting white collar erime, political corruption, organized crime, and
trafficking in narcotices and dangerous drugs.

In 1980, there were 168,789 civil cases filed, 29.2 percent more than in 1976, a year
before the Act was implemented. On June 30, 1980, the civil pending caseload reached an all
time high of 186,113 cases.

Part Two of this report summarizes the Final Plans submitted by the Speedy Trial
Planning Groups. Eighty-five of the distriets provided such plans; while 15 districts adopted
early sanctions and were not required to submit a Final Plan.

The summary notes that a few districts experienced some problems with the Aet, but
generally the distriet courts adopted procedures and innovations which have eased the
implementation. The significant improvements include the upgrading of communication within
the court family; the development of forms and instructions fer informing everyone gbout the
prosecution time intervals for each defendant; and the utilization of automated data collection
systems. Known as COURTRAN and STARS, these systems were developed by the Federal
Judicial Center in response to the Speedy Trial needs of the distriet courts.

In the appendix, summary statistics are provided showing the compliance rates of
defendants disposed of in the current year for each distriect court. It further shows statisties
on the use of detention, the disposition of defendants by trial and those convieted, and the
length of time civil cases have been pending. A national table shows how long it takes to
prosecute different criminal offenses. Also provided are matters presented to the U.S.
Attorney for prosecution. The analysis in the final appendix indicates that the impact of the
Speedy Trial Act on civil cases has been negligible through 1979. Continued studies, as
suggested by the Planning Groups, will be required as the final sanctions go into effect.

The recommendations presented by the Speedy Trial Planning Groups will be referred to
the appropriate Committees of the Judicial Conference and to the Department of Justice. All
of the Districet Speedy Trial Plans will be on file at the Administrative Office. Individual plans
will be on file in the Office of the Clerk of Court in the distriet court.

Respectfully submitted,

L. ﬂ

William E. Foley,

Direct
September 30, 1980 llfec or f”
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December 4, 1980

TO: All Circuit Executives ]
All Federal Public/Community Defenders

All Clerks of Courts ) .
All Members of District Court Speedy Trial Planning Groups

All Court Librarians

ixt i f the Speedy
. FErrata to the Sixth Report on the Implementation o
SUBIECT Trial Act of 1974 Submitted to Congress on September 36, 1980.

Our readers have called attention to two errors of fact appearing in the

i it if thi laced in
i dv Trial Act Report. We would appreciate it if this memo was place
?:');:12 i?i?ﬁeyreport. For sgme who use the report for reference, such as librarians,

o the following procedure for making the two changes are recommended.

Errata #1. Page 2, Item H.

Delete in second line beginning with delays the two words "did not" and

insert "do". As follows:

H. Extendedithe time for retrials from 60 to 70 days with the provision that excludable

: ’ delays €3 apply. Further, for cases returned for retrlaI after an appeal, a 70 Qay
- ’ time limit was provided. In either case, if the court determmgd that fche 70 day period
was impractical, the court retrying the case could extend the time period not to exceed

180 days (18 U.S.C. 3161(e)).

Errata #2. Table 2 on pages 7 and 8.

| i i 30" and percent change
’ The 1980 "cases six months or more pending June
are incorrect. The 1980 case figure erroneously .presents defendants andb no;
cases. Insert attached sheet ahead of page 7. Cr if you prefer, remove Table

leaving sufficient left hand margin for attaching the table.

James A‘. McCafférty

. Attachments

-

&Ny

Table 2
United States District Courts
Criminal Cases Pending June 30, 1975 ~ 1980, With Peccent Change

Péreent' Percent?
hange Cases Six Months or More Change
Circuit All Cases Pending June 30 1980 Pending June 30 1980
= [uos [ o [ oo [ sos | o] 5%
District 1578 1978 1977 1878 1979 1980 | 1975 1975 [ 1876 J 1877 1 197BJ 1979 I 1980 [ 1875
Total.eveosvaeseseaeenses |32,411 18,758 17,100 15,847 15,124 14,759 -34.1 |12,144 10,668 8,244 8,056 8,211  8,402| -30.8
District of Columbi®, oo voveses 338 400 337 236 244 241{ -39.8 1m 107 98 68 88 951 -44.4
FirstClremtit ..ocvvevevanes 928 708 440 522 563 481 -50.3 546 430 188 205 235 252) -54.0 °
Maine .eseessconcnsasonsnes 72 58 40 52 80 52| -27.8 47 42 15 24 3 25| -46.8
Massachusetts ....oovveeoinece 543 4“o 252 307 309 250 -52.3 813 267 9 114 132 142 -54.6
New Hampshire .covevectoaens 42 29 8 20 21 15] ~684.3 27 21 3 3 6 71 -74.1
RhodeIsland «veeeevvsvcnnsss 85 77 57 55 48 50| -24.2 28 37 18 33 27 29 3.6
Puerto RicO e e evesovssnsnnsne 205 104 83 88 125 85| ~58.5 133 63 30 31 38 49} -63.2
Becond Cireadt + o voovvensnns 2,766 2,734 1,887 1,711 1,721 1,727 -37.6 | 1,800 1,813 1,241 1,087 1,050 1,189 -33.4
ConnecticUt e eveeoss veseasens 321 b5 133 i 04 2 K -
Now Fortcr 120( -82.8 165 156 68 54 55 71} =57.0
Northern «vooeevoonvcnness 138 152 105 100 100 83} -32.8 103 108 61 67 62 63| -38
. -38.8
EaStern coveevsvercesnnnen 895 922 709 685 869 685) -23.5 840 842 457 466 446 490} -23.4
SOUtheIN ¢ evvvossonnnnsnns 896 903 738 861 840 637] -28.9 476 538 457 360 361 4421 -7
WeSterNeoeoeeoosocessnanes 414 387 211 141 141 110 -73.4 338 305 128 78 58 63| -81.4
Vermont coveinssosonncncons 102 98 o1 73 ki 82| ~19.6 78 66 69 62 68 70 { ~10.3
Third Clretit .o covvvnnnnnnn 1,383 1,182 991 B47 743 V0] ~44.3 667 471 371 330 319 353 | -47.1
E:w\}:ga tessecssseseniansas ‘gg 328 aag 29 20 23 -85.2 17 19 7 1 11 11 -
BY ssesescrcrscrrnas [} 211 228 241} -~50. -
Pennsylvania: 0.9 280 145 187 87 83 72 [ -74.3
EaStern .vovseesconsnusnnn 289 238 181 187 mn 163 -39.4 73 60 57 64 72 76 4.1
Middlesveseeonnns tensae aee 105 89 71 47 59 76| -27.6 80 51 27 32 34 43 | -28.3
 Western.......... esesen 268 224 160 187 120 111§ -58.6 155 147 72 88 54 74 | -52.3
VirginIslands .o oo e0veus . 184 223 133 185 145 156§ -15.2 82 49 41 48 65 77 ] 6.1
Pourth Ciretit .o ocoaveseens 1,512 1,406 1,175 1,055 993 1,058 | -30.0 814 608 448 418 432 430 { -30.0
Maryland . oo veenne teessanene 465 619 272 330 335 282} -33.4 181 204 144 108 115 113 | -37.8
Nerth Carolina:
E8Stern «eoeeneesnss ceeens 110 68 82 114 89 155 ) 40.9 48 39 22 29 58 42 } -12.5
Middle s s covaossnsasonanse 64 64 84 58 52 51] -20.3 40 33 14 19 17 13 | -67.5
WeSterN s ceveesesansonosns 81 57 38 58 81 45| ~44.4 30 i8 11 14 21 15 | -50.0
South Carolin® s eevvevorevenes 239 145 170 128 114 128} ~46.4 58 56 67 67 67 69 { 19.0
Virginia:
EBSEOrN o ovsvesvcasccascsns 348 288 303 245 187 243 -30.2 183 169 133 140 99 120 | -26.4
Western..veoovooesvancsns 60 35 23 29 51 571 -5.0 16 20 5 8 18 20 -
West Virginia:
NOPINErD v essvsserovossnos 28 18 28 36 28 51 ~13.8 13 12 7 9 11 16 -
SOUtAEIN ceeesusovesvasacs 118 111 o 59 66 72| -37.9 85 5] 45 24 28 22 | -66.2
FidthClrewdt oo vvveeennan 3,603 3,457 3,257 3,387 3,028 3,302 -10.6 | 1,858 1,608 1,479 1,591 1,711 1,957 5.3
Alsbama:
Northern . 150 142 138 135 100 87| -42.0 59 59 42 38 42 42 | -28.8
Middle. .. 18 32 60 58 43 47 - 1 3 15 14 21 18 -
Southern 51 47 83 47 27 4] -52.9 13 13 16 15 18 13 -
Plorida:
Northern ..... seesssuasee k) 45 42 75 59 55| -26.7 47 14 8 30 25 29 1-38.3
Middles..ooee vestresscanse 318 283 270 739 164 212 -33.3 168 128 84 01 76 103 |-38.0
SOUthIN «seveveoscossnnns 534 8§56 654 845 721 878 | 64.6 302 352 387 446 508 649 |114.9
Georgia:
NOPthErN «veavrosvvnssnanss 322 262 244 216 150 182 | -43.5 154 129 91 69 60 66 |~57.1
Middle. . cvoercrnesnnnses 87 89 45 47 40 30| ~55.2 47 4“ 36 26 20 15 | ~59.6
BOUREIN o vevevvsvnsonssas 133 227 121 8 32 34 -T4.4 “ 62 66 23 17 14 [-58.8
Louisiana:
Bastern . coseocossesoisnos 280 153 161 131 128 140} -50.0 122 45 33 46 46 60 }-50.8
Middle . voosoessrssnascnes 39 36 21 27 25 54] 385 10 ] 7 8 8 8 -
WESterM o ooneesensaeonnsns 82 128 54 55 53 48| ~40.2 12 13 14 10 1 10 -
Mississippi:
NOPtherN «sveesosvsnsovnas 56 20 26 28 24 24| -57.1 19 5 8 5 ] 10 -
SOULhEMM . ssvesvnncvrneses 43 “ 82 45 34 41 -47 17 12 16 22 13 21 -
Texas:
NOPthern .o veecesocnacveas 240 210 220 218 193 204] -15.0 120 03 87 83 91 90 30,2
Eastern ... . 48 40 59 45 61 87 45.7 24 16 11 23 31 30 -
Southern . . 723 7178 §81 791 738 827 14.4 452 386 368 402 467 §50 | 21.7
WesterN.eoeseoosnoas vevas 444 327 356 430 346 327 -26.4 224 197 177 105 181 208 | -7.1
Canal ZONE «sovvsesnensansse 72 60 80 78 90 19 -73.6 26 28 33 36 59 17 [-34:6
®Percent change not computed where base is 25 or less,
7




Table 2
Unitud States District Courts

Criminal Cases Pendiny June 30, 1975 - 1880, With Percent Change
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Percent® Percent*
' Chenge Cases Six Months or More Change
Cireuit All Casez Pending June 30 1980 Pending June 30 1980
and Over Over
District 1975 l 1978 ] 1877 T 1378 l 1879 I 1880 1975 1975 TIWB T1977 ] 1878 J 1978 J 1880 | 1975
SixthCireult .civeevsocvoas 3,514 2,088 1,555 1,372 1,048 1,008 ~50.8 1,303 1,078 583 589 473 456 ( ~65.0
tucky:
Keglast:gn Ceersertesacessens 225 141 126 110 91 82 -63.6 113 T 37 41 38 39! -65.5
Westernes:oovosessosnssase 66 74 74 103 85 89 34.8 35 37 18 37 39 34 -2.9
. Michigan; : ‘
EeSterN ¢ o svevssovrosonnsne 1,250 1,034 667 470 ‘337 284 =77.3 682 561 318 220 175 156 { -76.4
WesterM.eeossososnssscess 214 190 118 119 109 §1 ~76.2 138 105 33 42 58 26 ~-80.9
Ohio!
Northern coeveeeess ceavens 413 350 201 180 114 120 ~70.9 217 180 76 95 47 §1| ~76.5
Southern «eoevesessccenves 98 89 85 74 87 89 ~8.2 22 14 16 26 18 35 -
Tennessee;
Eastern ccevvesccevsnsnens 486 30 37 42 18 30 -34.8 21 15 § 5 8 6 -
Middle...... sesesassranss 80 63 72 98 88 103 28.8 23 14 11 23 35 30 -
WesterNaevcovreecososcnnsns 122 137 167 175 137 161 32.0 74 7 70 100 57 78 6.8
Beventh Cireuit ..... vesasas 1,477 1,283 1,076 897 835 734 ~50.3 847 860 491 473 477 438 | -48.3
iinois:
Northern ... . e 553 667 664 527 §21 431 -22.1 332 357 337 334 339 314 -5.4
Central . vvvvsscenas .o 101 46 46 69 54 50 -50.5 59 13 10 21 25 211 -64.4
Southern seeserecnns 125 70 41 33 44 a7 ~70.4 85 49 14 11 21 14| -83.5
Indiana:
Northern «scevevsevessas . 324 213 104 84 53 69 -78.7 162 105 52 36 30 21| -87.0
Southern ceeevsoscs csasses 166 126 % 72 56 58 -65.1 86 -] 25 23 25 24| -72.1
Wisconsin:
Eastern ccoovvnvencrseanes 149 - 128 101 1 74 65 ~56.4 85 51 38 38 28 35| -58.8
Western.seseusrocnssonnes 59 38 41 25 33 24 ~59.3 38 21 14 10 9 9| -76.3
Eighth Cireuit ....0cecaenns 1,418 997 750 732 599 600 | -57.6 658 430 203 218 182 192; -70.8
Ark;:izsm ........ ceeasane ve 187 86 83 85 61 62 ~-62.9 88 48 46 31 18 22} -75.0
Western.cevevesnvsvenncns 40 36 29 43 28 26 -35.0 15 11 4 13 7 1 -
lowNat.:l'thern ................ . 50 40 4 24 12 14 -72.0 25 25 9 6 8 3 -
Southern ceveoesvcoss veves 58 53 31 68 51 37 -36.2 27 21 10 11 15 171 -37.0
Minnesota ..eseevose vevievee 222 147 103 106 92 102 -52.3 113 89 34 43 46 40| ~64.6
issouri:
M'ﬁnﬁm Ceerereereeeeans . 150 126 91 80 54 62 | -58.7 54 51 22 20 24 20| -68.8
Westem.vesoes reenen Ceees 208 170 149 135 138 117 -80.7 136 57 21 32 29 33| -15.7
Nebraska v voeveesonoss “seee 132 115 48 68 60 87 ~56.8 82 66 16 21 16 20) -75.6
North Dakotl.....ce0s0s ceose 35 34 31 36 32 31 -11.4 20 21 11 (] 4 7 -
South Dakota +ovevernsnnees . 264 180 141 107 70 88 | -66.7 88 a 30 35 25 29| -67.0
Ninth Clreuit .. ..., cesseses 5,052 4,870 4,890 4,369 4,451 4,204 -24.3 3,294 3,178 2,906 2,820 ° 2,857 2,764 | -16.1
Alaska . ..... tesesena vecenee -1 84 86 53 35 45 -52.1 53 28 20 21 18 21 -60.4
AriZOn8 «ssovunvae ceserens .o 916 $34 850 837 750 691 -24.6 879 857 696 841 613 559 -3.5
California:
Northern ¢ vovovecvoscssssa 275 210 283 262 211 242 ~12.0 75 53 99 113 102 137 82.7
EBStEIT cvonvnevonasoocscs 423 265 265 309 223 222 ~47.5 204 146 109 154 135 119 | -41.7
Central ovvevaneiasases .o 1,155 1,039 865 748 878 750 -356.1 646 827 487 455 437 4721 -26.9
Southern .c.o0ue feesecenes 1,667 1,501 1,440 1,284 1,317 1,203 -27.8 1,198 »223 1,176 1,101 1,063 998 | -16.6
Hawail. o seocvennosnsnonsars 134 101 313 282 874 430 285.7 83 61 53 79 336 203.| 144.6
Idaho .. voveennees 60 45 38 35 38 38 -40.6 20 19 8 2 8 8| -72.4
Montana .... 81 4 64 26 31 85 -28.6 43 47 14 10 9 6 | -86.0
Nevada ... cessescns 133 113 m 80 86 107 -19.5 83 55 49 57 45 56 | -11,1
Oregol vvseveosesssoccsonns 188 170 142 107 113 103 ~47.2 103 $0 58 43 50 49 | -52.4
Washington:
Eastern .. 105 74 55 48 29 36 -65.7 50 41 21 22 9 14 | 72,0
Western . 255 251 266 247 7 170 -33.3 132 126 135 115 107 106 | -18.7
GUAM v esesnnninene 49 11 12 35 41 33 -32.7 38 5 3 7 23 15 | -60.5
Northern Mariana Islands .,..... - - - 7 8 11 - - - - - 2 1 -
Tenth Cireuit...... vessas .e kiR 631 851 668 901 653 ~-15.3 384 285 258 257 277 266 | -30.7
Colorado «covsvvescsnsasanss 173 134 136 170 432 155 -10.4 109 kis 58 55 72 67 | -38.5
Kansas. ...eeeenvaoess vasecas 174 183 147 130 90 104 -40.2 85 83 50 50 42 42 | -55.8
New MeXicOoeeeresennsssenss 173 118 119 149 137 148 -14.5 86 ki) 58 66 80 77 | -10.5
Oklahoma:
Northern «ceeveeesrnaveaas 61 56 26 45 39 36 -41.0 22 18 15 23 12 6 -
Eastern «vecvieeean casesen 14 8 23 21 15 21 - 4 5 2 1 4 2 -
Western.veooonnooesasanes 85 87 1 47 16 78 20.0 13 7 20 20 24 34 -
Utah toivveennnsnnnns seesee 92 §5 113 88 87 82 ~10.9 53 16 54 39 36 32 | -39.6
Wyoming ........ teeseeessea 19 10 18 18 25 29 - 2 3 1 3 7 5 -
*Percent change not computed where base is 25 or less.
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SIXTH REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS
ON THE OPERATION OF TITLE I OF THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT

OF 1974 (TITLE 18 U.S.C. 3161-3174)

~PART ONE-
INTRODUCTION

This report to the Congress on the implementation of the Speedy Trial Act of 1974
reflects the rates of compliance of the district courts during the twelve month period ended
June 30, 1980, with limited comparisons to the three transitional years beginning July 1,
1976 through June 30, 1979. Comprehensive data on the three transitional years were
published in one voiume on February 29, 1980.

Data in this report are generally limited, therefore, to defendants who had their
cases closed by dismissal, acquittal or convietion from July 1, 1979 through June 30, 1980.
For purposes of comparability, all defendants disposed of in the entire twelve month period
were regarded as subject to the same time limits for compliance. Between July 1 and
August 2, 1979, the Speedy Trial Act provided intervals of 30 days from arrest to
indietment; ten days from indietment to arraignment; and 60 days from arraignment to
trial. The amendments to the Speedy Trial Aet, effective August 2, 1979, combined the
second and third intervals into one 70 day interval from indictment to trial. Data in this
report are shown as if this combined interval were in effect the entire year. Excludable
incidences of delay were applied to the total gross days of prosecutions in each interval
resulting in the net days reflected in this report.

This report further summarizes under Part Two the Speedy Trial Plans adopted by
District Planning Groups and identifies those districts which, upon concurrence of the
Circuit Council, adopted the sanctions set out in Title 18 U.S.C. 3162 earlier than July 1,
1980 - the statutory deadline. Also provided are those distriets which were granted judicial
emergency suspension of Speedy Trial time limits.

This marks the final comprehensive report under Title I on the Speedy Trial Plans
required by the Act. Future statistics regarding compliance with the permanent time limits
will be incorporated in the Annual Reports of the Director of the Administrative Office of
the United States Courts.

PROVISIONS OF THE AMENDMENTS TO TITLE I OF THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT, AUGUST
2, 1979 (Public Law 96-43)

The major provisions of the amendments were as follows:

A. Postponed by one year to July 1, 1980, the date when criminal cases could be dismissed
when the defendant in such a case was not tried within 100 days of arrest. District
courts could apply to the Judicial Circuit Council for approval to apply the sanctions
earlier if the district court's Planning Group determined that the distriet would be able
to comply before June 30, 1980. In either case, defendants could have their cases

dismissed for exceeding time limits and monetary sanctions could be taken against the
attorney(s) in such cases (18 U.S.C. 3174(c)1) and 3162(b)).
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K. Determined that Congressional approval would be required for a second suspension of
the Speedy Trial time limits. Prior to the amendment, the United States Judicial
Conference could grant a second suspension which would remain in effect unless
Congress decided to the contrary (18 U.S.C. 3174(d)(2)).

SPEEDY TRIAL ADVISORIES IMPLEMENTING THE AMENDMENTS

On August 3, 1979, the Administrative Office issued a Speedy Trial Advisory
describing the effect of the amendments. On August 15, 1979, an advisory was issued on
how the clerks of court should make changes in their reporting of Speedy Trial data for
docket management and statistical purposes. At that time the new and expanded group of

excludable delay periods were presented and procedures were instituted for reporting
detained defendants, high risk defendants and retrials.

On December 14, 1979, the Speedy Trial Act Guidelines and Model Plan were
provided to all Federal Judges, Speedy Trial Planning Group Members, United States
Magistrates, Federal Public and Community Defenders, Circuit Executives, Chief Probation

Officers, Chief Pretrial Service Officers, Clerks of Court and Deputy Clerks in Charge of
Divisional Offices.

Chief judges of each district court were urged to convene the district's Speedy Trial
Planning Group and (a) determine whether the distriet would elect to submit another plan or
adopt the dismissal sanctions before July 1, 1980 and (b} schedule tasks and completion
dates for the final plan if one was to be submitted. Such plans were to be sent to the
Director of the Administrative Office of the United States Courts by July 3, 1980 for
review and summarization. The summaries appear in Part Two of this report.

To assist the districts in electing the submission of a plan or adoption of final
sanctions, each was furnished with a set of statistical tables showing compliance rates for
the first six months of the current year, excludable delays by time interval, detention time,
disposition of eriminal defendants and the status of the civil docket. These tables were also
submitted with the final district plans. In this report the statistical tables which have been
supplemented with data for the balance of the reporting year appear as Appendix A.

DISTRICTS WHICH ADOPTED DISMISSAL SANCTIONS AND FINAL SPEEDY TRIAL TIME
INTERVALS

Chart 1 shows the Speedy Trial time intervals adopted by the distriet eourts pursuant
to their first Speedy Trial Plan submitted to the Congress on September 30, 1976. It further
shows the ten districts which, under the previous provision for declaring a judicial
emergency (18 U.S.C. 3174), requested and were granted a period of judicial emergency
during which Speedy Trial limits were suspended. Each of the ten districts made its original
request te its respective Judiecial Circuit Council. Finding no remedy for the district's

calendar congestion, the Circuit Council applied directly to the Judicial Conference of the
United States which granted the suspension.

Three major reasons were established supporting the need for extending the speedy
trial time limits because of a judicial emergency. These were unfilled judgeship positions,

illness of a judge resulting in recalendaring the caseload, and general calendar congestion
caused by a backlog of eivil and eriminal cases.

Three of the districts were granted extensions of Speedy Trial time intervals of 120
days. Seven districts were granted extensions of 180 days.



Chart 1.{
United States Distriet Courts
ignment to Trial
f Arrest to Indictment and from Arra
ﬂméolr:it':li:d l;?\rgpeedy Trial Plans Adopted by the District Courts

days;
Arrest to indietment/arraignment to trial in
Indictment to eralgnment {nterval is 10 days in all cases prior to August 1979)

Effective Beginning July 1 Effective Beginning July 1
ective
1979
District 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | *1979 District 1976 | 1977 | 1978 | %197
District of Columbia. .. . ... 40/130 | 40/100 | 35/70 M Sixth Circuit
Kentucky:
First Circuit Eastgn ............ M 35/853 30/;\3 1%;2
i ...| sose0 | 30/60 | 30/50 M Western............ 35/80
Massachusetts -1 - 1onriiit Ml | e | g o R R
N e AR B M M Western o ..o ivrvnnns 45/120 | 35/80 | 30/60 M
RhodeIsland .vocvuvoanen 180 Ohi,
(60 erererenees M " M ...| 35/80 | 35/80 M M
*’“esw"w . Sedthems LI 60/120 | 45/80 | 30/60 M
Cireait Tennessee: M M i "
; 30/60 M Eastern «.ovevroesse M
ConnecticUt s oo vvvnensons 30/60 | 30/60 / Bastern ..........- ‘ M m g !
X Yo;k: M M M M Western...eoecaosoe M .
Northern . ...t vessnae o .
....... M M M1
Sonthem Lol M m I ; Seventh Cireuit
Western,.cccovoveonne . .
vermend 111 i M M " mlg%ils-thern ........... 45/150 35/1:}3 30/7!&) u:vtll
tral vuvernennsns M
Thicd Circult g::n::n ...... oo i las;ao | 3s/s0 | 30/60 M
o | 30/60 M | Indiana 50
Delaware v eesoorossanse 30/12'3 30/8M / ¥ - e m m :} :
New Jelrse): ............. St « e
iy o | 30/80 M | Wisconsin: "
EGSLEMN « v vnevenensns 0/180 /120 / M M EASErn « cvvvnvnonss fo/a80 | M w0 M i
Mt M M M M WeSterN . v vsrnenress 30/100 | 30/1
WesterN.oovvsnoanonns M
VirginIslands « o s oo 00 s v v un 1 M M Elghth Gircult
Fourth Circuit Arkancas, ) ) ) )
30/860 M Eastern vovevevveoes
Marland oo 39/60 | 30/60 / Eastern ..o u u u M
N aarotinas M 180 lowa: "
Miae, Ll 30/% 30/5??) 30/60 M NOFLHErn «evesvnse .. gg;gg ggigg gg;gg u
SRR 30/60 | 30/60 | 30/60 M Southern .o vnsenss 0760 | S0/60 | 30760 M
South Gareling + & o0 laTuts s5/60 | 3s/60 | 30780 M | Minnesota .....ueenann
0 hlaroling . ..vevinann Missoaris iy
Virginte: M M M M EASLErn o ovurnvenes 30/(‘;3 30/&;2 30/60 M
NN 45/120 M M M WeSterNoervrsunenss ; u M M
ot vingmia T Nebraska . v .o vevsvnnns I R M
e ortem M M M M North Dakota g SO/GM 0 ¢ M
PO 30/60 | 30/60 | 30/60 M | South Dakota .%....n.n.
{inth Circuit
o - 30/60 | 30/60 M
ALBSKE . v s e erenrenes 30/120
At M M M M | Arizona ...uuvnvnrnnss 30/60 | 30/60 | 30/60 120
Northern .. covevinnnnn Artzona . .
Socthern Lo e M M M NOPLHErN o' vvvravses 307120 |30/120 | 30/80 M
wrEEE " EASLern » v vonovnnss 30/120 30/120 | 30/60 M
Florida: e 2
M M Central . ..00ven M
Mdde Ll gg%g " M M Southern +vvvovnenon 10/90 | 10/90 | 10/60 u
wthern oot Ml M| M| Hawaro
g " " M S SO 30/60 | 30/60 | 30/60 ;
e M M M M Montana ....evvevessa 30/60 30/(;2 30/ o0 M
Miadle 1Ll M M | M | Nevada.....l...llll. ot | s | ot M
thern oo e 30/60 | 30760 | 30/60 M | Oregon ...ouevunvenns
Southern vvevevvsseass o A iy . ;
isi Eastern « cvevivvensea M M M M
Lotg:g::; M M M WesterNooeereonanaa m ¥ " "
iddle .o srner s ) M M GUBM . .vceaninnvnnne
Westomn 1Lt | M M | N. Mariana Istands . ..... - M M M
Ml;sti)srstllgg:n ........ M M | 30/60 M Tenth Cireuit
..... 0 | )
Te:?:; e e e " " Colorado coveeicsesnse M M ﬁ .
: Kansas, vosesoensscens
Bomem ol iy M i M| Now Mesivo LIl 30/60 | 30760 | 30/60 M
$-1 € < of ¢ S o
Westemm. Lol b 45/103 ¥ M| Nt e, 307180 {07120 | 30/80 g
nel Zone 11100l M M M M EASterfl e vvvvenonsen 30/60 | 30/60 | 30/60 M
Canal Zone s svevesnncans M TSR e m m ﬁ M
byoming -1on0000 0 | sue0 | soss0 |soe0 | m
35/80  30/70

= 0 45/120
M.= Days 60/180 45/120 35/80 30/70 M = Days 69/18 /.

M - Maximum limits in days permitted by the Speedy Trial Act of 1974 prior to“ P,L. 96-43 which changed the
interval "arrest to indictment” to 30 days and interval "indictment to trial" to 70 days.

H 30 days; indictment to trial 70
hd - August 1, 1979: 30/60 days, August 2, 1979: Arrest to indictrpent 3
Jdl{algs.l Di;ﬁlilcts ;vlth suspension of Speedy 'Pr’ial limits are shown with total days. See text for when
suspension ends.

&
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v
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The distriets which were granted an extension of the Speedy Trial limits

» the number
of days approved for the new time limit, and the date the extension ended app

ear below:

Districts Granted New
Judicial Emergency Speedy
Suspension of Trial Suspension
Speedy Trial Limits* Limit Ends
1. Arizona 120 days July 1, 1980
2. Illinois, Northern 180 days June 10, 1980
3. Kentueky, Eastern 180 days July 1, 1980
4. Massachusetts 120 days duly 1, 1980
5.  Michigan, Eastern 120 days July 1, 1980
6. New Jersey 180 days July 1, 1380
7. New York, Eastern 180 days December 31, 1979
8. Puerto Rico 180 days July 1, 1980
9. Indiana, Northern 180 days August 1, 1980
10.  North Carolina, Eastern 180 days April 1, 1980

* Distriets listed in order of granting of suspension of Speedy Trial Limits.

Av.

STATUS OF THE CRIMINAL DOCKETS

On June 30, 1980, there were 14,759 eriminal cases pending on the eriminal dockets
of the United States district courts, 34.1 percent fewer than five years ago when the
Speedy Trial Aet commenced. During this five year period, there has been a substantial
decrease in eriminal case filings of 33.2 percent. The number of criminal cases

terminated dropped to 22,297 or 48.8 percent fewer than the 43,515 terminations before
the Act took effect.

The overall decline in filings is the result of prosecu
of Justice first announced by Attorney General Griffin
further emphasized on March 19, 1980 by Assistant Attor
Criminal Division, before the House Committee on t
Criminal Justice. Mr. Heymann outlinad among other
Criminal Division's focus includes the Department's priori
political corruption, organized crime, and trafficking in narcoties and dangerous drugs."
These cases represent types of crimes for which the Federal government is best equipped
to prosecute because of the multi-state nature of the offense, the magnitude of the

criminal organization or the type of training required to investigate and prosecute
elaborate offenses.

tion policies of the Department
B. Bell in November 1977 and
ney General Philip B. Heymann,
he Judiciary Subcommittee on
enforcement policies that "the
ty areas of white collar crime,

Table 1
United States Distriet Courts
Criminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending
July 1, 1975 - June 36, 1980

Twelve Month Period Ended June 30 Percent Change
- 1980 over
Cases 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 198¢ 1975
Filed............. 43,282 41,020 41,464 35,983 32,688 28,921 -33.2
Terminated ........ 43,515 43,675 44,111 37,286 33,442 22,297 -48.8
Pending June 30 ..... 22,411 19,756 17,109 15,847 15,124 14,759 -34.1




On a distriet by district basis the number of pending criminal cases declined in all
but thirteen of the 95 district courts during the five year period between implementation United Stat ke L e
. . . . rie
of the Speedy Trial Act and June 30, 1980. (See Table 9.) Fifty-one districts reduced Criminal Cases Pending dune 30, 1975 - 1880, With Percent Chang
. . . . . z ' e
their pending caseloads by more than the nationwide 34.1 percent reduction. Of these, 33
distriets during the five year period had reductions of 50 percent or more as follows: Cireutt Percents
‘ i:,,d All Cases Pending June 30 ;“;;ge Case; Shé 'Mo,‘,]t,w or More Pg;:ﬁ;:
D ) en
To = tors | aors [ err | aors | sno | om Yore | 1075 [ 107 | 107 Tg melao over
. T TR 7
Percent Reduction cieeeeee. |22411 19,756 17,109 15,847 15,124  14,759| -34.1 |12,044 10 s | oro | s o'
of Pending Criminal District of Columbia. . ... 399 400 337 236 244 241} -3 - ,668 8,244 8,056 8,211 11,858) < -2.4
Caseload June 30, 1980 First Cireuit ......uvuesen. 928 708 440 522 9.6 | 171 107 88 68 88  133| -22.2
District over June 30, 1975 Maine .... 563 461 -50.3 549 430 166 205 235
Main 72 58 10 361 -34.1
achusetts .. 52 60 52( -2
: New Hampshire . 3 4o a2 0T 309 269 Sea | st 42 5 4 3 9 43
Indiana, Northern . ....«...-- 78.7 Rhade Island .. 6 5 20 a1 ol e wTooe a4 1o 42
. . - s sesssana 5 - 6
Michigan, FoteIM. « e oo v ov e ot 73.3 205 104 83 88 125 8| 505 | 1% O - 3| 343
Michigan, Western .. ...c.eee 76.2 Second Cireult ...o.oeuevnn. | 2766 273 1987 1771 1721 1,12 S
Georgia, Southern. . . ...« 74.4 Conneotiout ... v cee | s o 13 : " 727| -37.6 | 1,800 1,813 1,241 1,087 1,080  2,076) 153
3 120 -62.6 165
. Northern ... 156
Cangl Zone ..:eeoe=- 73.6 Northern ... Creeeiane. 138 152 105 100 100 69 54 55  134| -18.8
New York, Western. . « « s+ e+« - 73.4 BSStem ..vuossucrrentines 885 . 922 709 B85 669 83| <326 | 108 108 61 67 62
I North 72.0 Western. . .ousy srerereen. 896 903 738 661 640 ggs ] 640 642 457 466 445 il -2l
owa, Northern ... coeeeveees . palestem. L Ll S| a4 s a1 1 1a 7| g9 | 4 s 451 s s oas| 450
Ohio, Northern......ceeeee: 70.9 e eee | 02 89 81 73 noo e dwe | Y % B 0w 8 98| 70
. 2 Third Clreuit .. ...... Ceeens 1,383 o 58 8 6z 68 8| 103
Tlinois, Southern . ......e..- 72.4 ) Detamare. ,383 1,082 991 847 743 70| -44.3 | 667 471 371 830 319 .
South_Dakota.............. 66.7 New Jersey +nennennenensil 66 50 39 29 20 23| -g5.2 03) s
Washington, Eastern .. . ... .. 65.7 Pennsylvanis: 1 s s a1 %8 1| s0p | 280 us 160 81 & 18 eas
BT 4 uierenennnis ' 87 -
DelaWware « « « s o s oo oss s oo 65.2 : e, 11111 m  me ;e | e " . 83 89| -64.6
. X SSLOE + v vv v vvn v e e 1 47 59 76| -27. 4 &4 72 13
Indiana, Southern ... .......: 65.1 Virgin IS1ands o o v oo son e 28 24 180 187 120 1 e f w2 ou B e
New Hampshire . .oceevovee 64.3 18 145 56| 152 | 82 46 4 48 & s3] ig
.. . Fourth Cireult .. ... ciierees |18 1.2
i:;;ggg;g::&::r? R gg g arytont S12 L6 1075 1055 693 L0SS| 00 | M 608 M8 418 42 13| 67
. AT e 00 emeeener : » Nocth Carolinas 465 619 372 330 335 282| -394 | 181 204 14 -
Connecticut « « o« e v o v s v e nens 62.6 ESSEEr vvovuraeerannssns 110 69 o 114 4 108 115 137] -24.3
Missouri, Western. . . «.«c oo 60.7 | ‘ Middle. . ouunnennununnnes, 64 64 64 89 155| 40.8 48 0 22 28
. X y | WESLETT v s vv s srrnnnns 81 pis s 58 52 51{ -20.3 s 33 14 58 69| 43.8
Wisconsin, Western........ .- 59.3 % South Cacolina v vevreeenesees %I ST - S S ST 1 v B S S+ oo 1a| -a00
i i . Eastern ........ ) T e & - 18| 103
Missouri, Eastern 58.7 ) Bastern 1o vsvvusvncssenses sz 288 303 245 187 243| -30.2 1084
Pennsylvania, Western ....... 58.6 : Heeatem e O B A S e - ]
H Northern coveenvonrossasne 15 23 =
PUErto RICO . o v v v vae v v 58.5 Southern «vnneennenns Sl -t - R T S I B B S SN
Mississippi, Northern ........ 57.1 8 59 66 72| -37.9 A S T 1y -
; Fifth Cireuit «.evverennens 3,693 ‘ 4 8 35 -46.2
Nebraska o« o covnconsoecoee 56.8 ' 3457 3,257 3,387 3,028  3,302| -10.6 | 1,858 1,608 1,479 1,581 1,711
. . 4 ’ ¥ s ,
Wisconsin, Eastern « .. .oe.«o- 56.4 o 2,913| s6.8
: : 142 138 135 100 87| -42.0
ol o | S EEEEEEEREEEE
) s e a0 s s 8 o s . 24| -52.9 13 13 18 15 1 -
. 17 -
e e s e n s e s . 75 45 4
%ﬁ?ﬁg:ﬁ::etts gg‘ g 318 283 2;3 233 122 zfg :gg;’ 122 14 8 30 25 48] 21
e e s s e s s s s 0 e s o . . { : 534 556 654 645 721 a79 84:6 302 ggg 84 g1 76 149 -10.2
New Jersey «.eeeeoassocccs 50.9 » Nortiern oo oseoesvneees S22 262 . 244 216 150 387 446 508  1,083| 258.6
. ! : Middle . . - 5 182 | -43.
IMlinois, Central .. «..oooee- 50.5 ‘: ! Southern . S O Y - S das |1 a ol g 60 104 -an
Louisiana, Eastern .......--- 50.0 | § Louisianx: 78 32 34| ~744 34 62 6 2 1 1] S
| g I T e T S BT A S S T 1
esterN.oveeercansnnnons 82 126 8.5 10 9 7 8 S
o . . . ) oo . : Mis;;srstxgpi: 54 55 53 49 -40.2 12 13 14 10 1‘1‘ ii -
Those districts which ex erienced increases in the criminal caseload, such as Hawall i BIT ¢ oeveernnscuannes 56 20 26 28
. A ! € 3 ) 11, ‘ Southern «.....e.. cereaaen s 44 52 24 24 -57.1 19 5 8 5 9 )
had prosecutions underway for violations of traffic laws occurring on Federal enclaves, which ; Tewm ® 34 ) -4 17 12 18 22 13 n N
under State law are classified as misdemeanor offenses. It should also be noted that this is a ' Eestem Rttt T S T~ T+ S S 128 o2 e1 81 o1 14| o3
one day survey of the status of the pending eriminal caseload and many such cases on the . Southern .+« +vovrnrereeres uooome s Tl 158 sov| 144 | 4ss 6 o8 o aoh . -
following day, or shortly thereafter, could have been closed by dismissal, acquittal, or Canel Zone «ecoveseoncees @m0 SR I dNel HE SN 'S o1 26| o2
conviction. : 2 28 33 3% 59 18| -30.8
; $Percent change not computed where base Is 25 or less
in the proportion of eriminal cases pending six months or Lo

The decided overall reducticz
more is shown in Table 2. Since June 30, 1975, there has been a modest decline of 2.4 percent

in the number of criminal cases pending six months or more. ‘
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Table 2

United States District Courts
Criminal Cases Pending June 30, 1975 - 1980, With Percent Change

Percent*
Percent*
Change Cases Six Months or More Clhanggaoe
Circuit All Cases Pending June 30 (1)!:2(‘). Pending June 30 1980
Disteiet 1975 L 1976 [ 1977" [ 1878 l 1979 l 1980 | 1875 | 1975 ‘ 1976 i 1977 rnm l 1979 l 1980 | 1975
C!
Sixth Circuit 2,514 2,088 1,555 1,072 1,046 1,009 | -58.9 | 1,308 1,098 583 589 473 700| —46.3
39 77| -31.9
Ky 6 110 91 g2 | -63.6 | 113 711 a7 41
T e 4 R 85 89 | 348 B 31 18 7 a9 54| 54.3
Western.oeeroesnnons PRI
. 175 253| -61.8
M 470 331 284 | -71.3 | 662  s61 318 220 -
ol ety l'ggg i 119 109 51| -76.2 136 105 33 42 58 34| -75.0
Western..oeoeoeossncssnss
. 95 47 74| ~65.9
o 201 180 114 120 -10.9 | 217 180 78 .
Sonthem Lol o e 95 74 67 89 | -92 22 14 16 28 18 49
DOULNEITI s seeosssvsess seane
e arorn -34.8 21 15 8 5 5 7
a7 4z 18 0 -
Miome . 8 8 72 99 88 103 | 288 2z 4 u ;% K
Westewn ool 122 137 167 175 137 161 |  32.0 Mooon 7
€SlerNesscrecsscvenssance
-33.1
Seventh Cirexit 1477 1,283 1,076 897 835 734 | -50.3 | 847 e60  4p1 473 417 se7| -3
ENNOCICUIL s e eveesvvnnn
o 2
eeth 553 667 664 527 521 w| ;1| 3w WA s B2
OFtNern ¢« eveevoveasovises -
45 69 54 50 . 3o,
St 128 % 4 33 44 37 | -70.4 85 48 14 n o oa 17| -s000
ULNEIN ¢ vevecnsseosvvssea
\ 30 24| -g5.2
B 94 53 69 | -78.7 162 105 52 3 :
Southern Lol . e 12 56 58 | -65. 86 64 25 23 25 32| -62.8
1131111 o o S
et 28 46| -45.3
o 7 74 65 | -56.4 8 51 39 38 -
Westom e ool I h 25 33 24 | -59.3 8 21 14 10 9 10| -73.7
eSleM.iseceansovensonenane o o
Cireuit 1,416 997 750 732 599 600 | -57.6 | es8 430 203 218 192 2
Eighth Cirenit .. .o vevavan ,
oy 46 31 18 26| ~70.5
Arianees: 83 85 61 62 | -62.9 88 48 g 6| -10.
EBStErN ¢ covsesenesvonorae lgg gg 5 bt o o e 4 4 3 ¥
WesterM. covrvevensacoccnos i A
Tows: 50 40 m 24 12 14| -12.0 %5 25 g I S| s
NOrthern ceeececoscsvonnan o b4 by pas o a7 aea b 7 :IM 1 15 2| 113
s 222 147 103 106 92 106 | -52.3 s 8
Minnesota +.eecesvsnossesocan o
v 150 126 91 60 54 62 | ~58.7 8 s om B 2| -6
f.vasttern .................. o 1 199 o o 1;; _ggg 1:2 26 21 7 z 45 os
estern &0 s, 4 .
132 115 48 68 - Bos 1o 1
Nebraska .... 5 as Y e e
South Dakore 11l et 264 190 Wi 107 70 88 | -66.7 88 41 30 35 25 32
OlA e v evovevsenensnee
2] 70
freult 5,552 4,870 4,890 4,360 4,451 4,204 | -24.3 | 3,284 3,178 . 2,906 2,820 2,857 3,
Nnth CIreuit « o o2 e vvnrvnees \ -
Alas 94 84 86 53 35 45 | 521 53 28 2 no o o s
Lol RRRSD RS RR 916 934 950 837 750 681 | -24.6 | 579 87
AriZona cvevsvosovesons srenas "
e 275 210 283 %2 211 242 | -12.0 o s 8 U3z 106 1618
BortomR e o 26 28 M9 ;9 | 4TS | 4 8 1 14 16 1) 313
Tyt LIS L0 85 T8 g8 TS0 ) 35| 6 ex o deT 485 4w 8|
ey e | et Lsot 140 128 180T 4203 | 2T | 1066 1220 1476 100 1080 1300|104
Sot;ithem ersessenas seeenen ,134 ,101 33 282 ) 4:2 gggg gg g; : s ‘ 7| 144
Hawall.ooioseoessonsesscnse ¥ o [ X 5| 900
Montem | . o A 64 28 31 85 | -28.6 8 o o S| -
Novaan? - 133 13 1 80 86 107 | -18.5 B85 4 w4 0| dad
et 185 170 142 107 113 103 | -47.2 103 8
Oregon ... s
fii g 105 74 55 48 29 36 | -85.7 RS S R ) R
o T e 255 251 266 247 217 170 | -33.3 | 132 126 s 5 27| -8
peten . e 49 1 12 35 a1 33 | -3z27 38 5 7 3 | s
GUAM .cuseesvvrenaisnssssee ! 2 ; H n T 8 3 3
Northern Mariana Islands ....... - 1 -
Cireult m 831 851 668 901 653 | -15.3 | 384 285 958 281 279 317
Tenth Circuit .o covvevvseese —
- 77 58 55 72 74| -32,
36 170 432 155 | -10.4 | 109 ) -l
Colorado +eveeseanovsocansas i;i igg 147 Y 2 A o2 o 'Blg ‘ gg gg gg a 05
New Maston o oensiriit 173 118 118 149 137 148 | -14.5 86
ew EXICO s asvsvescscecosvas )
12 8
O orthar 61 56 26 45 39 36 | -41.0 #Z w1 2 2 8l -
Northern s vcvoveeneceranns o H 44 ” i 4 e ; E 1 K 2 -
e 85 57 7 ti 76 78 | 200 13 0 a sl -
porern 82 55 113 88 87 82 | -10.9 o1 s 9 6 3| -26.
o ing .. . 19 10 18 18 25 29 - 2
yoming ....... Ceeiirecenne
*Percent change not computed where base is 25 or less.
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judge or jury has declined by 34.2 percent from 11,014 to 7,

defendants inereased in 1980 to 34.2 percent of the 21,150 defen

On June 30, 1989, of the 11,168 defendants in non-triable

pending six months or more, nearly 70 percent were cases where the defendant(s) was a
fugitive or an essential witness was not available for trial. Only 15 percent of the defendants
were triable, that is, were available for final Plea or trial by judge or jury.

criminal cases which had been

Table 3 provides data on the len
as of June 30, 1976 through 1980.

tried for reasons set out in Table 4. There has been a substantial reduction in the number of
defendants pending between 1976 and 1980 in ail of the time intervals with the exception of
those pending 61 months or more. This group, which represented 15.4 percent of all
defendants pending on June 30, 1980, rose from 2,813 defendants in 1976 to 3,266 in 1980, an

increase of 16.1 percent. Non-triable defendants whose criminal cases had been pending 61
months or more increased 14.0 percent.

Table 3
United States Distriet Courts
Non-Triable Criminal Defendants Showing Months Case Pending
As of June 30, 1976 - 1980

Months Pending
Percent
0-5 6-12 13-24 25-36 37-48 49-60 |61 Months {6 Months
Status on June 30 Total | Months | Months Months | Months | Months Months| and over | or More
1976 - Total..... 27,770 | 13,217 4,269 3,056 1,725 1,500 1,190 2,813 52.4
Non-triable ........ 16,756 5,588 2,642 2,079 1,365 1,314 1,044 2,724 66.7
Percent ,....... 60.3 42.3 61.9 68.0 79.1 87.6 87.7 96.8 -
1977 - Total..... 24,655 | 12,971 3,121 2,837 1,578 1,108 942 2,097 47.4
Non-triable ..,..... 13,877 4,688 1,980 2,131 1,279 939 860 2,000 66.2
Percent ........ 56.3 36.1 63.4 78.1 81.0 84.7 91.3 95.4 -
1978 - Totsl,.... 22,484 | 11,450 2,931 2,008 1,599 1,123 824 2,549 49.1
Non-triable .,...... 13,295 4,153 1,891 1,547 1,458 1,035 780 2,431 68.8
Percent ........ 59.1 36.3 64.5 77.0 91.2 92.2 94.7 95.4 -
1979 - Total . . ... 21,417 | 10,279 2,905 2,052 1,103 1,197 951 2,930 52.0
Non-triable ..,..... 14,446 4,796 2,017 1,717 1,010 1,142 898 2,865 66.8
Percent ........ 67.5 46.7 69.4 83.7 91.6 95.4 94.5 97.8 -
1980 ~ Total. . ... 21,150 | 10,082 2,620 2,170 1,198 836 978 3,266 52.3
Non-triable ........ 13,907 4,547 1,656 1,743 1,101 808 948 3,104 67.3
Percent ........ 65.8 45,1 63.2 80.3 91.9 96.7 96.9 95.0 -
Percent C
1980 over
1976 - Total ..... -23.8 ~23.7 -38.6 -29.0 -30.6 -44.3 -17.8 16.1 -
Non-triable ..... ~17.0 ~-18.5 -37.3 -16.2 -19.3 -38.5 -9.2 14,0 -

Table 4 is a record of the status of defendants recorded on a single day, June 30, for
each year 1976 through 1980. The number of defendants available for final plea or trial by

243 defendants from 1976 to

ndants, the proportion of such
dants pending on June 30.

1980. After a three year decline in the number of triable defe



Table 4
United States District Courts
Status of Criminal Defendants Pending as of June 30, 1976 - 1980

June 30 Percent
Change
Status en June 30 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 | 1980 over 1976
Total. ...t i i i it e | 27,770 24,655 22,484 21,417 21,150 -23.9
Triable - Available for final plea or trial '

by Judgeorjury.......... creveseassrreeaesseneaa,s | 11,014 10,778 9,189 6,971 7,243 -34.2
Percent of Total. s v vievvevoeocesosonnsnseanenes 39.7 43.7 40.9 32.5 34.2 -

Non-triable Defendants - Total .. .......covveveevrenseass | 16,756 13,877 13,295 14,446 13,907 -17.0
Percentof Total. .o vivviinnvnnssernennnnconns 60.3 56.3 59.1 67.5  65.8 -

Excludable Delays .vvvvevs. cerseraeadeseaaeress | 11,877 9,730 9,646 10,788 10,633 -10.5

Percent of Non-trigble v vevvevnvseeveannnnsasen 70.9 70.1 72.6 74.7 76.5 -

Examination or hearings for mental or .physical

incapacity ...... et e 98 121 106 104 111 13.3
NARA it i ittt ettt asnsoeasaeananennanssnanasans 3 4 3 1 - -
State or Federal trials on other charges « o oo v v evnnnnnionon 74 72 46 36 25 -66.2
InterlocUtory 8ppeals v oo vin v st v te s ennnnonennnnons 142 122 114 143 195 37.3
Hearings on pretrial motions v v vt vernvnoreeeennsneennnss 581 192 98 90 295 -49.2

Transfers from other districts (F.R.C.P. 20, 21,

and 40 - Magistrate RUIE 6) .« v v v it eninnnsennnnnanones 47 52 33 34 38 -19.1
Defendants motion is actually under adviSement « . oo vvvveee..n 175 174 104 260 132 -24.6
Miscellaneous proceedings, probation revocation,

deportation proceedings, extradition v ..o veeinrnereens 6 7 8 1 1 -
Prosecution deferred by mutual agreement, « . v.veeeerernnns. 446 243 254 312 292 -34.5
Unavailability of defendant (fugitive) or

essential Withess ...uvtitiiiiinnereneneneeennnss 9,704 8,268 8,265 8,986 8,674 -10.6
Period of mental or physical incompetence of

defendant to stand trial . v. et vt v it e n it eennon e 67 91 70 75 58 -13.4
Period of NARA commitment or treatment «...ooeewueenson. 8 2 - 2 1 -
Superseding indietment and/or new charges «.....evveeene... 54 36 21 14 36 -33.3
Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant when

no severance hasbeengranted. . oo vve v i v et ivnennrnnnan 170 110 69 112 75 -55.9
Continuances Branted v oo v tvvenereennensrennnnenonanes 296 229 441 614 653 120.6
Time between guilty plea and plea withdrawal «.vuvu.eeveonno.. 10 6 13 4 2 -
Grand Jury indictment time extended ...t veneinrrnnnn.. 6 1 1 - - -

Transportation from another district or to/from
examination or hospitalization in ten days or

less .... .. Ceier et * * * * 3
Consideration by court of proposed plea agreement * * * d 42 -

Awaiting Further Action . . vovvvivn e rrenennoonaesens 4,869 4,147 3,649 3,658 3,274 ~32.8

Percent of NOn-triable v v v vvvve e nneerseonennneenes 29.1 28.9 27.4 25.3 23.5 -
Tried - Awaiting sentence..... Cee st eies sttt e e naeann 2,747 2,828 2,521 2,503 2,199 -19.9
Tried - Committed for observation and study:

18:4244, 4245, 5034, 5010(e), 4208(B),

425200 28:2902(8) v vt et ee i n et e e e 286 207 181 111 60 -79.0
Tried - Became fugitive before Sentencing . .« oo v eneenon.. 212 243 236 257 269 26.9
Triable - Committed Under 18:4246 . . o v v v e eeevnnennnmnnn 24 10 8 8 9 -
Authorization for dismissal requested by U.S.

Attorney from Department of JUStICE v o v v v v s v eeevennsan 134 87 56 169 246 83.6
Any defendant who cannot be elassified under excludable

delay or under other StatuS COeS . v v v vt v v v e ervovesenn. 1,466 772 637 610 491 -66.5

TONPUPERISR -

e et st e e e s o5

Saenie

ey e,

*Added pursuant to August 2, 1979 Amendment to Speedy Trial Act.
Note: Percent change computed on 25 or more.

For non-triable defendants, exeludable delays applicable under provisions of the Speedy
Trial Act of 1974 accounted for approximately eight out of ten such pending defendants. Of
those defendants with excludable delay, eighty percent were recorded as not available for trial
because they were fugitives from justice or an essential witness was not available for
commencement of trial.
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* Note: Time intervals from arrest and indietme

ot i e

P

VI. TIME INTERVALS FROM ARREST

CONVICTION TO SENTENCING » | PICTMENT, INDICTMENT TO TRIAL, AND

Table 5, the first table in this seri o
inat i eries, show ;
first interval from arrest to indietment and {hs s the im

to trlql for defendants whose eriminal case

provement in compliance with
e newly complned interval from indietment
§ were terminated during the first three

disregards the year the time intaryal bogmn 100 day limit went into efffect. The table

required for the two intervals. In future
I _ . ears
day time interval, this table will have par{icula

In 1980, 90.8 percent of all defendant i ;
: s terminated wit o i
to 8.1.7 percent in 1977.. For the second interval sgw1 h the first int

In the Speedy Trial time interval tables which follow,

prosecutions ; :
as follows: were terminated during the twelve month ended J

defendants whose eriminal
une 30, 1980 are presented

5 . Further, for each district court similar data
. (Note should be .talfen that ten of the distriets had
1m1.ts and their compliance rates

: : al in previous years. T
