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The Honorable Herbert Kohl 
Ranking Minority Member, Subcommittee on 

Antitrust, Business Rights, and Competition 
Committee on the Judiciary 
United States Senate 

Subject: Federal Judiciatv Information on the Ponulation and Case F’ilings 
Per Judgeshin for U.S. District Courts 

Dear Senator Kohl: 

This letter responds to your July 18, 1997, request that we provide information 
. on the distribution of the number of federal district court judgeships throughout 
the United States and the population and case filings per district court 
judgeship in each district and each state. SpecZcally, you asked that we (1) 
determine the average population per authorized, active, and recommended 
federal district court judgeship by district and by state; (2) determine the 
average unweighted and weighted case Glings-total, civil, and criminal-per 
authorized, active, and recommended federal district court judgeship by district 
and by state;’ and (3) identify how district court workload is measured and 
used to assess judgeship needs. For the case filing measures in our second 
objective, you also asked that we calculate the national average and the national 
median per judgeship for authorized, active, and recommended judgeships. 

SUMMARY OF RESULTS 

The average population, unweighted case filings, and weighted case filings per 
judgeship varied widely among districts and states for each type of judgeship- 
authorized, active, and recommended For example, 1990 district population 
per authorized judgeship ranged from 40,480 ‘in the District of Columbia to 

‘Unweighted case filings measure the number of filings per judgeship in a 
district or state without regard to the relative amount of judicial time the cases 
may require. Weighted case filings represent a measure of the average amount 
of judicial time that a district’s case Elings may require. Weighted case filings 
are discussed in more detail in enclosureVIL 
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. 967,515 in the Western District of Wisconsin Fiscal year 1996 total unweighted case 
IXings per authorized judgeship in each district ranged from 166. in the District of 
Wyoming to 3,849 in the Middle District of Louisiana By state, total weighted case 
fYings per authorized judgeship ranged from 190 in Wyoming to 762 in Nevada _ 
Nationally, the fiscal year 1996 average unweighted case filings per authorized 
judgeship was 474 and the average weighted case filings per authorized judgeship was 
also 474.. Civil case filings accounted for 389 of the 474 average unweighted case 
Glings per authorized judgeship and 340 of the 474 weighted case filings per authorized 
judgeship. 

The data for each district and each state are contained in six enclosures to this letter. 
Each enclosure provides population or case fig data separately for each type of 
judgeshi~authorized, active, and recommended. The district population data are for 
1990 (the latest compiled by the Admin&rative Office of the U.S. Courts (AOUSC)).’ 
The state population per judgeship is shown separately for 1990 and 1996. Data on 
population per judgeship by district are in enclosure I and by state are in enclosure IL 
All data on case filings are for fiscal year 1996. Data on unweighted case filings-total, 
civil, and crimin&are shown by district in enclosure III and by state in enclosure IV. 
Data on weighted case filings-total, civil, and criknal-per judgeship are shown by 
district in enclosure V and by state in enclosure VI. 

The Judicial Conference of the United States (Judicial Conference)! is responsible for 
assessing the need for additional judgeships in each district court The Judicial 
Conference has established written workload standards and policies for assess@ 
judgeship needs that use weighted case filings as the principal measure of a district’s 
judicial workload. The Judicial Conference’s policies also in&de consideration of 
judgmental factors, such as the district’s management practices, but do not specikally 
include consideration of a district’~ population. Enclosure VII includes a description . 
of case weights and the Judicial Conference’s policies for using weighted case Ebngs 
in assessing judgeship needs> 

*AOUSC provides an array of support services to the federal courts and maintains the 
judiciary% national stalktical databases. 

‘I 
me Judicial Conference of the United States is the federal judiciary’s principal 
policymakng body. Its membership includes 26 judges and the Chief Justice of the 
United States, who presides over the Judicial Conference. 

‘In 1993, we reported on the Judicial Conference’s policies for asses&i district 
judgeship needs and on how the Conference applied those policies in developing the 
judgeship request it sent to Congress in 1990. See Federal Judiciarv: How the Judicial 
Conference Assesses the Need for More Judpes (GAOI~D-93-31, Jan. 29,1993). * . 
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. BACKGROUND 

District courts are the general jurisdiction trial courts in the federal judiciary, which 
hear a wide variety of both civil and criminal cases. There are 94 federal district 
courtsin the 50 states; the District of Columbia; the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; . 
and the U.S. territories of the Vii Isiands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands. 
As of August 1,1997, there were a total of 647 authorized district court judgeships; the 
number of authorized judgeships in each district-permanent and temporary-ranged 
from 1 to 28.5 Authorized judgeships are the total number of judgeships that Congress 
has authorized by statute for each district 

As of August 1,1997,576 of these 647 authorized judgeship positions were fihed and 
71 were vacant The federal judiciary uses the term “active judges” to refer to the 
number of authorized judgeship positions filied in each district at any point in time. 
Thus, as of August 1,1997, there were 576 active district court judges. 

In March 1997, the Judicial Conference sent Congress a request for 24 additional 
permanent judgeships and 12 additional temporary judgeships to be distributed among 
23 districts. If approved by Congress, these additions would raise the total number of 
authorized district judgeships to 683. Recommended judgeships, as used in this 
report, are the total number of judgeships, permanent and temporary, authorized by 
statute in each district as of August 1,1997, plus the total number of permanent and 
temporary judgeships,.if any, the Judicial Conference requested for each district in 
March 1997. 

CONSIDERATIONS IN 
INTERPRETING THE DATA . 
IN THE ENCLOSURES . . 

The information in this section is providedto help interpret the data contained in the 
enclosures to this letter. 

5Permanent judg eships are authorized until Congress enacta legislation that rescinds 
the position. A temporary judgeship is a position that is generally created for a 
minimum of 5 or 10 years. It is the position, not the judge appointed to it, that is 
temporary. Persons appointed to both permanent and temporary judgeship positions 
are appointed*for life. A temporary judgeship expires with the first judicial vacancy to 
occur in the district after the specified period of time for which the temporary 
judgeship was created. That vacsncy cannot be fllkd, thus reducing the number of 
judges to the number of authorized permanent judgeships for the district * - 
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All analyses of population and weighted and unweighted case filings by state include 
data fkom districts within each of the 50 states, plus the District of Columbia Thus, 
our state’ analyses excluded data for the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico and the three 
U.S. territories of the Virgin Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands. To 
ensure comparability for all of the calculations shown in the enclosures, our 
calcultion of national average and median unweighted and weighted case mgs per 
judgeship included data only from those districts within the 50 states plus the District.. 
of Columbia 

Unweighted case filings do not reflect the judicial time that may be required to 
dispose of a case; weighted case filings do. The more judicial time a case is expected 
to require, the higher the weight assigned. Thus, two distric& with equal numbers of 
unweighted case f!hngs may have very different weighted case filings. For example, a 
district with a majority of case filings with a weight of less than l.O-the average case 
weight-would have lower weighted case Bings than a district with a majority of cases 
that were assigned a weight of more than 1.0. The case weights represent national 
averages. The actuai amount of judicial #me any specific case requires may vary. 

The number of cases filed in a district or state can vary from year to year, depending 
upon a number of factors. These factors include the prosecutorial policies of the U.S. 
Attorney in the district, which affect both the number of defendants and types of 
offenses prosecuted; the number of companies or persons who choose to bring their 
disputes .$o federal cow6 and unusual circumstances in a specific year that may affect 
fitings For example, in fiscal year 1996, the Middle District of k&siana had, by a 
large margin, the highest average total unweighted and weighted case.l%ngs per 

- judgeship of any district in the nation. Speciftcally, total unweighted case filings per 
authorized judgeship were 3,349 and weighted case filings per authorized judgeship 
were 3,208. According to AOUSC, this district’s fkal year 1996 case filings were 
affected by a very large number of filings resukng from an oil refinery explosion. In 
fiscaz year 1995, the Middle District of Louisiana recorded 1,484 unweighted case 
fitings and 1,233 weighted case filings per authorized judgeship-iess than half the level 
of &zal year 1996. 

Comparing unweighted and weighted case filings per authorized and active judgeships 
provides a measure of the impact of judicial vacancies in a district or state on the 
workload of the active judges in that district or state. For example, the Gscal year 

%I some instances, litigants may have a choice between federal court or state court 
Federal district court jurisdiction is avaikble, for example, in a civil action where the 
matter in controversy exceeds a minimum dollar threshold of $75,000 and the matter 
is between citizens of different states. 
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1996 average weighted case figs for each of the 12 authorized judgeships in the 
Northern District of Texas was 561. However, with two judgeship vacancies (as of 
Aug. 1, 199’7), the average weighted workload for each of the 10 active judges - 
increased to 673. The fewer the number of judgeships in a district the greater the 
impact of each individual vacancy on the workIoad of the remaining judges. The 
effect of judicial vacancies on the workload of active judges is diminished in those 
districts that have ,senior judges-those who have retired tim active service but may, 

’ at their option, continue to take case assignments-who assist with the caseload. 

Some states have authorized judgeships that may be assigned to more than one district 
within that state. For example, while the Eastern and Western Districts of Kentucky 
each have four authorized judgeships, there is one additional judgeship for “Eastern 
and Western.” For convenience, we divided these types of additional judgeships 
among the relevant states’ respective disticts. For example, in enclosure I, we have 
listed the Eastern and Western Districts of Kentucky as each having 4.5 authorized 
judgeships. 

SCOPE AND METHODOLOGY 

We obtained population data by federal judicial district &om AOUSC (1990) and by 
state from the U.S. Bureau of the Census (1996). We detexmined the 1996 population 
of each state by summing the AOUSC population data for all districts within a state. 
We checked the accuracy of the resulting 1990 state totals by comparing them to 
Census Bureau data for 1990. We found our 1990 state totals to be almost identical to 
the Census-Bureau totals reported for April 1996. The AOUSC also provided us with 

. data on fiscal year 1996 unweighted and weighted case filings. Using the U.S. Code 
and AOUSC data, we determined the number of authorized, active, and recommended 
judgeships in each district We did not validate the Census Bureau population data or 
AQUSC case filing data used in our analyses. Enclosure VIII includes a more detailed 
description of our scope and methodology. 

We did our work between August 1997 and January 1998 in Washington, D-C., in 
accordance with generally-accepted government auditing standards. 

AGENCY COMMENTS 

On January 26, 1998, we provided a draft of this letter to AOUSC officials for 
comment. On February 2,1998, we met with AOUSC’s Program Assessment Officer 
who generally agreed with the draft and provided technical corrections, which we 
incorporated into the report as appropriate. 
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We plan no f&her distribution of this letter for 15 days, unless it contents are made f 
public. At that time, we will send copies to the Chairman of your subcommittee; the 
Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Administrative Oversight and the Courts; the Chairmen and Ranking Minority Members 
of the House and Senate Committees on the Judiciary; the Chairman and Ranking * 
Minori@ Member of the Subcommittee on Courts and Intellectual Property, House 
Committee on the Judiciary; the Director of the Administrative Of&e of the-united 
States Courts; and the Director of the Federal Judicial Center. We will make copies 
available to others upon request. 

Major contributors to this letter include William Jenkins, Assistant Director, Donald 
Jack, Evalurrtnr-in-Charge, and Michael Little, Communications Analyst, General 
Government Division and Geoffrey Hamilton, Senior Attorney Advisor, Of6ce of the 
General Counsel. 

If you have any &e&ions about this report, please call me on (202) 512-8777. 

sincerely yours, 

Richard M. Stana 
AssociateDirector . 
Adminimation of Justice Issues 

Endosures -8 . . 
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ENCLOSURE I ENCLOSURE I 

1990 POPULATION BY FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT JURISDICTION 
PER JUDGESHIP TYPE 

The tables in this enclosure show 1990 district population per authotied judgeship, 
active judge, and recommended judgeship. The data in each table show both the total 
population of each district and the population per judgeship and active judge. The 
data in each table kre arrayed from lowest to highest population per judgeshiD and 
active judge for districts within the 50 states and the District of. Columbia (90 
districts). Population data for the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico are shown at the 
end of each table rather than being ‘included in the rankings. Population data were 
not available for the district courts in the three U.S. territories of the Virgin Islands, 
Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands. 

Some states hake authorized judgeships that may be assigned to more than one district 
within that state. For example, while the Eastem and Western Districts of Kentucky 
each have four authorized judgeships, there is one additional judgeship for “Eastern 
and Western.” We have divided these types of additional judgeships among the 
relevant states’ respective districts in the tables in this enclosure. 

Table 1.1: 1990 Ponulation Per Authorized JudgeshiD bv District (Lowest to Highest) 

District 

DC 

IA (El 

NY 6) 

DE 

AK 

WV 6) 

PA (E) 

SD 

-OK (N) 

AL (S) 

WV WI 

Number of 
authorized Population per 

Circuit 1990 population judgeships authorized judgeship 

DC . 606,900 15 40,460 

5th 1,619,759 13 -124,597 

10th 453,586 3 151,196 

2nd. 4,551,993 28 162,571 

3rd 666,166 4 166,542 

9th . 550,043 . 3 163,348 

4th 1,023,318 5 204,664 

3rd 5,179,074 23 225,177 

6th 696,004 3 232,001 

10th 840,805 3.5 240,230 

11th 723,454 3 241,151 

4th 770,159 31 256,720 
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ENCLOSURE I ENCLOSURE I 

QKO 10th 

vr 2nd 

m(w) 5th 

AR (E) 8th 

NV 9th 

NM 10th 

AR 0 8th 

L(S) 7th 

TX (9 5th 

IA v4 5th 

Al M 11th 

-=(E) 5th 

ND 8th 

m WI 11th 

1,865,665 6 277,611 

562,758 2 281,379 

1,976,361 7 282,337 

1,436,935 5 287367 

X201.633 '4 300,458 

1515,069 5 303,014 

913,790 3 304,597 

1,241,908 4 310,477 

5,607,929 18 311,552 

623,853 2 331,927 

949,497 3 316,499 

- 2,222,346 7, 317,478 . 

638,800 2 319,400 

lj260,184 4 - 320,046 

MS WI 5th 970,176 3 323,392 

CA (S) 9th 2,607,319 8 325,915 

FL(S) 11th 5,246,433 16 327,902 

MO 03 6th 2.647.094 8 330,887 

RI 1st 1,003,464 3 =4488 

SA (N) 11th 3,708,451 11 - 337,132 

K W) 11th 2,367,636 7 336,234 

UT 10th 1,722.850 5 =,=o . 
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ENcLosuRE I ENCLOSURE I 

Number of 
authorized - Population per 

District Circuit 1990 population judgeships w?horized judgeship 

IL (NJ 7th 8,028,703 22 364,941 . 

NH 1st 1 ,109252 3 369,751 

TN (Ml 6th 1,515,530 4 378,883 

SC 4th 3,486,703 9 367,411 

GA (9 11th 1,163,430 3 387,610 

NE 8th 1578,385 4 394,596 

PA 0 3rd 3,953,652 10 395,365 

TN (E) 6th 1,995,818 5 399,164 

GA (Ml 11th Mo6,~ 4 401,584 

KY(E) 6th 1,813,697 4.5 403,044 

ME’ .’ 1st 1227,928 3 409,309 

CT . 2nd 3,287,118 8 410,890 

MO(W) 8th 2,469,979 6. 411,663 

KS 10th 2,477,574 6 . 412,929 

m(w) 5th 4,143,210 10 414,321 

WON) 6th 1,871,599 4.5 415,911 

- - 5,013,023 12 417,752 _ 

MI (E) 6th 6,263,331 418,689 

OK 03 1Otti .639,115 1.5j . 426,077 

VA 03 4th 4,319,575 10 431,958 

NJ 3rd 7,730,188 17 454,717 

PA (M) 3rd 2,748,917 6 458,153 

AZ 9th 3,665,228 8 458,154 

IN (NJ 7th 2,313,438 5 462,688 

- MA 1st 6.016.425 13 462,802 

VA WI 4th 1,867,783 4 466,946 

CA (NJ !ah 6,578,801 14 469,914 . 
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ENcLosmE I ENCLOSURE I 

Number of 
authorized Populatiqn per 

District Circuit 1990 population judgeships authprized judgeshid 

co . 10th 3,294,394 7 470,628 

OR 9th 2,842,321 6 473,720 

MD 4th 4,781,460 10 478,147 

OH 04 6th 5,770,574 12 480,881 

NY 02 2nd 7$4O,asl 15 482,697 

IA (8 8th 1,495,443 3 498,481 

I 9th I 1.008.749 I 21 503.375 

NC (Ml 4th 2.049,556 4 512,389 

WA(w) 9th 3,776,852 7 539,550 

It 0 7th 2,159,991 .4 539,998 

CA(C) 9th 15,118,299 27 559,937 

MN _ 8th 4.375.099 7 625.Olb 

OH @I 6th 5,076,541 8 634,568 

NC(E) - 4th 2.554.964 4 636.741 

IA(N) 

FL (Ml 

IN (9 

NY 0'0 

NC(W) 

NY(W) 

WI 0% 

MI WI 

CA (E) 

WI 0 

8th 

11th 

7th 

2nd 

4th 

2nd 

7th 

5th 

9th 

7th 

1,281,312 2 840,656 

7,084,280 11 644,025 

3,230,721 5. 646.144 

3,357,709 5 671,542 

2,024,117 3 - 674,706 

2,840,362 4 710,076 

- 2.956.740 4 739,185 

3,011,966 4 752,992 

5,455,602 '7 779,372 

1,935,029 2 967,515 
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ENCLOSURE I ENCLOSURE I 

I Number of I 
District Circuit 

VI . 3rd 

GU 9th 

1990 population 

n/a 

nfa 

authorized Populat,ion per 
judgeships authorized judgeship - ’ 

2 n/a 
1 n/a 

MP 

Total 

Legend 

9th nla 1 

s 252,904,881 647 

C - Central District _ 
E-EasternDiS&ict 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

Source: GAO halysis of AOUSC data on judges, judgeships, and $opulatiqn 
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EXCLOSURE I ENCLOSURE I 

Table 1.2: 1990 Pomlation Pei Active Judge bv District slowest to Hirrhest) 

District 

DC 

Circuit 

DC 

Number of Population per 
1990 population active judges active judge 

606,900 15 40,460 . 

I ‘10th 1 453.588 1 al 151.196 1 

MT. 9th 799,085 3 266,355 

MS (S) 5th 1,603,040 6 267,173 

TN(w) 6th 1,365,637 5 273,167 

OK(W) 10th . 1.665665 6 . 2n.611 

VT 2nd 562,758 2 281,379 

AR 03 8th 1 J36.935 5 287,387 

NV 9th 1,201,633 4 300,458 

NM 10th 1,515,069 5 303,014 

LA (W 5th 623,653 2 311,927 

AL (Ml 11th 949,497 3 316,499 

JX (El 5th 2222,348 7 317,478 

ND 6th 638,800 2 319,400 

, MS(N) 5th 970,176 3 323,392 

u(w) I 5th I 1,976,361 6 .329394 
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ENCLOSURE I ENCLOa.??E I 

District 

IN WI 

Number of Population per 
Circuit 1990 population active judges active judge 

7th 29313,438 5 462,688 ~ 

MA 1st 6,016,425 13 462,802.' 

co .lOth 3294.394 7 470.628 ~ 

I 11th I 2,367,636 1 473,527 1 

- MD 4th 4,781,466 10 478,147 

VA 03 4th 4,319,575 9 479,953 

NY 03 2nd 7240,451 15 482,697 

t 3rd I 7,730,188 I 16 I 483.137 I 

PA 0 3rd 3.953352 8 494207 

KS 10th 2,477,574 5 495,515 

IA (S) 8th 1,495,443 3' 498,461 

TX (N) 5th 5,013,023 10 501,302 

. ID 9th 1,006,749 2 503.375 

NC WI I 4th I 2,049,556 4 512,389 

Ml (El I 6th I 6,283,331 I 12 I 523.611 

NE 8th . 19578,385 3 528,128 

WA(w) 9th 3J76.852 7 539,550 

CT 2nd 3,287,116 6. 547,853 

OH 04 6th 5,770,574 lb R7,057 

- CA 0'0 9th -6,578,601 11 598,073 

IL(S)' 7th 1¶241,908 2 620,954 

VA 0 4th 1,867,763 3 622,594 

MN 8th 4,375,099 . 7 625,014 

NC (E) 4th 2,554,964 4 638,741 

IA IN) 8th 1961,312 2 640,658 

CA (Cl 9th 15,118,299 23 i57,317 

NC(W) 4th 2,024,117 3 674,706 
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ENCLOSURE I ENCLOSURE I 

Legend 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

. - 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC data on judges, judgeships, and plopulaton. 
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Table L3: 1990 Ponulation Per Recommended Judgeshin bv District fLowest to 
Hiphestj 

District 

DC 

Number of Population per - 
recommended . recommended 

Circuit 1990 population judgeships judgeship 

DC -. 806.900 15 40,460 

LA (El 5th -- 1,619,759 < 13 124,597 

WY 10th 453,588 3 151,196 

NY @I 2nd 4,551,993 26 162,571 

DE 1 3rd I 666.l681 166.5421 

I 9th I 550,043 I 3 1% 183348 I 
NV 9th 1,201,833 

w (S) 4th 1,023,318 5 204,664 

lA (Ml . 5th 623,853 3 207,951 

'NM . 10th . 1,515,069 7‘ '216,438 

WA El 9th 1,089,840 5 217,968 

PA (E) 3rd 5,179,074 23 225,177 

SD 6th 696.004 3 232.001 

AL (M) 11th I 949,497 4 237.374 

AL (S) 11th 723,454 3 241,151 

OK PO 10th 840,805 3.3 254,789 

W (N\ 4th no,159 3 . 256.720 

OK(W) 10th l,=W= 6.4 260,260 

' CA 61 9th 2.607.319 10 260,732 

full 9th 799,065 3 266,355 

MS (9 5th 1,603,040 6 267,173 

TN&w 6th 1.365,837 5 273,167 

.I 9th I 1,103,229 I 41. 2n,o57 I 
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FaNCLOSURE I EtiCWSURE I 

Number of PopulatM per 
recommended recomnerided 

District Circuit 1990 population judgeships b&W@ - 

VT 2nd 562,758 2 281,379 

m(w) 5th 1,976,381 7 282,337 

. AR 03 8th 1,438,935 5 287,387 

FL (9 11th 5,246/W . 18 291,469 

TX (S) 5th 5,607,929 19 295,154 

AR 0 8th 913,790 3. 304,597 

IL (S) 7th 1,241,908 4 310,477 

TX m 5th z222,348 7 317,478 

ND 6th 638,800 2 319,400 

fi W) 11th 1,280,1&I 4 320,046 

MS WI 5th 970,176 3 323,392 

KY (? 5th 1,813,897 5.5 329,763 

MO El 8th 2,647,094 8 330,887 

TN (El 6th 1,995,818 , 6 332,636 

RI 1st 1,003,464 3 334488 

GA(N) llth 3,708,451 11 337,132 

AL WI 11th 2B67.636 7 338,234 

UT 10th 1,722,650 5 344,570 

SC 4th 3,486,703 10 348,670 

IL (N) 7th 6,026,703 22 364.941 

co 10th 3694,394 9 366,044 

AZ 9th 3,685,228 10 366,523 

NH 1st 1,109,252 3 369,751 

TN (Ml 6th 1,515,530 4 376,883 

fx WI 5th 5,013,023 13. 385,617 

GA (9 11th 1,153,430 3 387,810 

VA 03 4th 4,319.575 11 392.689 
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ENCLOSURE I ENCLOSURE I 

Number of Population per 
recommended recommend-ed 

District Circuit 1990 population judgeships judgeship 

. NE . 8th 1,578,385 4 394,596 

PA(w) 3rd 3,953,652 10 395,365 

GA 04 11th 1,606,335 4 401,534 

NY (E) 2nd 7240,451 18 402,247 
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ENCLOSURE 1, ENCLOSURE I 

Number of Population per 
recommended recommendecJ 

District Circuit 1990 population judgeships judgeship 

WA0 9th 3,776,852 7 539,550 

IL G) 7th 2,15Q,9Ql 4 539,998 

NY (N 2nd 3357,709 6 ti9,618 

CA 63 9th 15,118,299 27 559,937 

NY(W) 2nd 2,840,302 5 568,060 

CA (E) 9th 5,455,602 9 606,178 

. MN 8th 4,375,099 7 625,014 

OH (S) 6th 5,076,541 8 634;568 

NC (6 4th 2,554,964 4 638,741 

IA PJ) 8th 1,281,312 2 640,656 

WI (E) 7th 2,956,740 4 739,165 

MI NV) 6th 3,011,966 4 752,992 

WI ON) 7th 1,935,029 2 967,515 

PR 1st 3,522,037 7 503,146 

VI 3rd n/a 2 n/a 
GU 9th n/a 1 n/a 

MP 9th n/a 1 n/a 

Total - 252,904,881 683 ; m 

Legend 

C - Central District 
E’- Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western ?istrict 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC data on judges, judgeships, and populagon. 
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ENCLOSURE II ENCLOSURE II 

1 STA P P Tie PER 
J?ECOMMENDED JUDGESHIP. USING 1990 AND 1996 POPULATION DATA 

The tables in this enclosure shov 1990 and 1996 state population per authorized 
judgeship, active judge, and recommended judgeship. The data in each table show e 
both the total population of each state and the population per judgeship and active 
judge. For each of the 50 states and the District of Columbia, the populatiori data are 
arrayed from the lowest to highest population per judgeship and active judge. For 
those states with more than one federal, district court, 1990 $ate population data were 
derived by adding the populations for all districts within the state. State population 
data for 1996 are based on data from the U.S. Bureau of the Census. Population data 
for the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico are shown at the end of each table rather than 
being included in the mnkings. Population data were not available for the district 
courts in the three U.S. territories of the Vii Islands, Guam, and the Northern 
MaKianalslands. _ 

. 
T 1990 Pomlation Per Authorized hdgeshb bv State bwest to Hi&estj able El: 
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Number of 
author&d Population per 

State Circuit 1990 population , . judgeships authorized judgeship 

NM . 10th 1,515,069 5 303,014 

PA 3rd 11,881,643 39 304,658 

AL I 11th 4,040,587 13 310,814 . 

ND 8th 638.609 2 319,490 

RI 1st . 1,003,464 3 334,488 

UT 10th 1,722,850 5 344,570 

NY 2nd 1 17,990,455 52 345,970 

TN 6th 4,877,185 14 348,370 

GA 11th 6,478,216 18 359,901 

TX 5th 16.986.510 47 361,415 

MO . 8th 5,117,073 14 365,505 

NH _ 1st 1,109,252 3 389,751 

IL 7th 11,430,602 30 381,020 

SC - 4th I 3.486.703 9 367,411 

NE 8th 1576,385 4. 394,596 

ME 1st 1227,928 3 409,309 

KY I ~- ~~ 6th I- 3.685.296 1 9.1 409,477 
-CT 2nd 3,287,116 8 410,890 

KS 10th’ 2,477,574 6 - 412,929 

FL 11th 13,610,897 31 439,961 
I 

VA 4th 6,187,358 14 441,954 

WA 9th 4,866,692 11 442,427 

NJ 3rd 7,730,186 l-7 454,717 

AZ 9th 3,665,228 8 458,154 

MA 1st 6,016,425 13 . 462,802 

co 10th 3,294,394 7 470,828 

OR 9th 2342,321 6 473,720 
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ENCLOSURE II 

n/a - Not available 

Source: GAO analysis of A&C judge, judgeship, and population data 
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Table 11.2: 1990 Pomlation Per Active Judge bv State (Lowest to Highest) 

State 

DC 

AK 

DE 

SD 

LA 

MT 

VT 

Number of Population per active 
Circuit 1990 population active judges judge 

DC .- 606,900 - 15 40,460 

10th 453,588 3 151,196 

9th 550,043 3 .183.348 

3rd 666,168 . 3 222,056 

8th 696,004 3 232,001 

5th 4,219,973 18 234,443 

4th 1,793,477 7 256,211 

9th 799,065 - 3 266,355 

2nd 562,758 2 - 281,379 

MS 5th 2,573,216 9 285,913 

NV 9th . 1,201,833 4 300,458 

NM 10th 1,515,069 5 303,014 

OK 10th 3,145,585 10 314,559 

ND 6th 638,800 2 319,400 

RI 1st 1,003,464 3 334#l68 

AR 6th 2,350,725 7 335,818 

TN . 6th 4,877,185 14 346,370 

HI 9th 1,108,229 3 - 369,410 

NH 1st 1,109,252 3 369,751 

GA . 11th 8,478,216 17 381,072 

PA 3rd 11,881,643 31 383,279 

SC 4th 3,466,703 9 387,411 

NY 2nd . 1?,9QO,455 46 391,097 

TX 5th 16,966,510 43 395,035 

. 
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,,CA 1 9th 29,760,021 48 848,957 . 

OR 9th 2,842,321 4 710,580 

WI 7th 4,891,789 ii 978,354 
I 
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State 

PR 

VI 

GU 

MP 

Total 

. Number of Population per active 
Circuit 1990 population active judges judge 

1st 3,522,037 6 587,006 

3rd n/a 2 n/a 

.9th n/a 1 - n(a 

9th n/a 1 n/a 

252.904.881 676 - 

n/q - Not available. 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC judge, judgeship, and population data. 
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. Table IL3 1990 PoDulation Per Recommended JudgeshiD bv State tiwest to Highest) 

State 

DC 

DE 

AK 

LA 

NV 

.NM 

SD 

MT 

Ht. - 

VT 

MS 

OK 

Al 

AR 

PA 

NY 

ND 

TN. 

RI 

UT 

TX 

SC 

Circuit 

DC 

10th 

3rd 

9th 

5th 

9th 

10th 

4th 

8th 

9th 

9th 

2nd 

5th 

10th 

11th 

8th 

3rd 

2nd 

8th 

6th 

1st 

10th 

5th 

4th 

Number of Population per 
recommended recommended . 

1990 population judgeships judgeship 

606,- 15 . 40,460 

453,588 3 151,196 

666,168 4 166,542 

550,043 3 163,346 

4,219,973 23 163,477 

1,201,833 6 200,306 

1,515,069 7 216,436 

1,793,477 8 224,185 

696,004 3 .232,00~ 

799,065 3 266,355 

1,108,229 4 277,057 

562,758 2 281,379 

2S73.216 9 285,913 

3.145,585 11 285,962 

4,040,567 14 288,613 

2350,725 8 293,641’ 

11.681.643 39 304,656 

17.990.455 57’ 315,622 

638,800 2 319,400 

4,877,165 15 325,146 

1,003,464 3 334,488 

1,722,850 5 344,570 

16,966,510 49 346,663 

3J86.703 10 348,670 
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State circuit 1990 population 

Number of 
recommended 

judgeships 

Population per 
recommended 

I judgeship 

GA 11th 6478,216 18 359,901 

MO 8th 5,117,073 14 365,505 

co 10th 3,294,394 .g 366,044 

AZ 9th 3665,228 40 366,523 

FL 11th 13.610.897 37 367.862 

ME. 1st 1227,928 3 409,309 

CT 2nd 3,287,116 8 410,890 

VA 4th 6,187,358 15 412,491 

KS 10th . 2,477,574 6 412,929 

NJ 3rd 7,730,188 17 454,717 

MA 1st 6,016,425 13 462,802 

MD 4th . 4,781,468 1 10 478,147 
a I I 

MI 6th .9,295,297 19 489,226 

CA 9th 29,760,021 60 496,006 

ID 9th 1,006,749 2 503,375 

IN 7th 5544,159 11 504,014 

NC 4th 6,628,837 13 509,895 
t 

OH 6th 10647,115 20 542,356 
. 

IA 8th 2776,755 5 555,351 

1 6th I 4,375,099 1 71 625,014 1 

WI I 7th I 4,891,769 6 815,295 
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Number of Population per 
recommended recommended 

State Circuit 1990 population judgeships judgeship 

PR . 1st 3,522,037 7 503,148 

VI 3rd n/a 2 nla 
GU 9th n/a 1 n/a 

MP 91h nta 1 n/a 

Total s 252304.881 683 m 

LeEtend ’ 

n/a - Not available. 
A-P- 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC judge, judgeship, and population data. . 
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Table II.4: 1996 Pomlation Per Authorized JudgeshiD bv State (Lowest to HiehestI 

State 

DC 

DE 

IA 

Number of 
authorized Population per 

Circuit 1996 population judgeships authorized judgeship 

DC 543,213 15 36,214 

10th 461,400 3 160,467 

3rd 724;642 4. 161,211 

5th 4,350,579 22 197,754 
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. - 
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Legend 

n/a - Not available. 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC data on judges and, judgeships and U.S. Bureau of 
the Census population data. 
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Table II 5 . . . 199 6 Pomlation Per Active Judge bv State Lowest to Hi&estj 

State 

DC 

Circuit 

DC 

Number of active Population per active 
1996 population judges judge 

543.213 15 36,214 

10th 481,400 3 160,467 

AK 8th 607,007 3 202,336 

'DE I 724,842 3 241,614 

LA I 5th -7 ~~~ 4.350579 I 241,699 

SD 8th 732,405 3 244,135 

WV 4th 1,825,754 7 260,822 

MT 9th 879.372 3 293.124 

VT 2nd 588,654 2 294,327 

MS 5th 2,716,115 9 301,791 

I 6th I 643.539 I 321.770 

RI 1st 990,225 3 330,075 

OK 10th 3,300,902 10 330.090 

NM I 10th I. 1.713.407 I . 51 342.681 

AR 6th 2,509,793 7 358,542 

TN 6th 5,319,654 14 379,975 

NH 1st 1.162.461 . 3 387.494 

I 3rd I 12.056,112 1 

HI I 9th l ~ 1,183,723 1 394,574 

I 9th I 1,603,163 1 

SC 41‘0,972 

ME 1st 1,243,316 3 414,439 

AL 11th 4,273,084 10 427,308 
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Lertend. ’ 
n/a - Not avail&e. 

. 

Source: GAO analysisof AOUSC data on judges and judgeships, and U.S. Bureau of 
the Census population data 

. 
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Table II.& 1996 PoDulation Per Recommended JudgeshiD bv State fLowest to Hiphestl 
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ENCLOSURE II, ENCLOSUFUZ II 

Number of Population per 
recommended ’ recommended 

State Circuit 1996 population judgeships judgeship 

KY 6th 3,883,723 10 388,372 

FL 11th 14,399,985 .37 389,189 

TX 5th 19,128,261 49 390,373 

IL 7th 11,846,544 30 394,885 

UT 10th 2,000,494 5 400,099 

GA 11th 7,353,225 18 408,513 

i , 

GAO/GOD-99-57R Fed&al District Comrt Population and Case Pilings 



ENCLOSURE II ENCLOSURE II 

gend 

n/a - Not available. 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC data on judges and judgeships and U.S. Bureau of 
the Census population data 
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ENCLOSURE III *’ ENCLOSURE III . 

TJNWEIGHTElD TOTAL. CIVIL. AND CRIMINAL CASE FILINGS By DISTRICT 
R FISCAL YEAR 1996 PER AUTBORIZED JUDGESHIP. ACTIVE JUDGE, 

AND RECOM&@NDED JUDGESHIP 

The tables in this enclosure show, by district, unweighted total, civil, and criminal 
case filings per judgeship and active judge. For each of these three categories of 
filings, there are three separate tables-IYings per authorized judgeship, active judge, 
and recommended judgeship. In each table, the filings per judgeship and active judge 
are arrayed from the lowest to highest for the 90 districts within the 50 states and the 
District of Columbia. Thus, the order in which these 90 dialrid appear in each table . 
may vary. 

Data for the remaining four districts are shown at the end of each table. These 
districts are the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico and the U.S. territories of the virgin 
Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands. However, to ensure comparability 
in calculating unweighted and weighted national average and median case mgs by 
di&ict, we excluded from the calcuMons the data for these four courts. . 

Some states have authorized judgeships that may be assigned to more than one district 
within the state. For example, while Eastern and Western Districts of Kentucw each 
have four authorized judgeships, there is one additional judgeship for “Eastern and 
Western.” We have divided these t3Tpes of additional judgeships among the relevant 
states’ respective districts in the tables in this enclosure. 

. Table IlI.1: Unwei&ted Total Case Filut~s Per Autho rized Judgeshin bv District . (@west to &hest] 

bistrict 

WY 

DE 

AK 

ChCUit 

10th 

3rd I 

9th 

Number of 
authorized Unweighted total case filings per 
judgeships authorized judgeship 

3 166 

4 201 

3 216 

DC DC 15 224 

RI 1st 3 273 

ME 1st 3 279 

WV (NJ 4th 3 281 

WV (9 I 4th I 51 282 
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Unweighted total .case filings per 
authorized judgeship 
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District Circuit 

Number of 
authorized 
judgeships 

Unweighted total case filings per 
authorized judgeship 

GA(M) I 11th I 4 415 

MN 6th 

MO 03 8th 

IL w 7th 

MS (S) 5th 

7 417 

8 431 

4 

6.. 436 

GA (NJ 
CA (Cl 

11th 11 441 

I 9th 27 446 

1 TN (M) I 6th I 4481 
WI (E) 7th 4 449 

MI 03 6th 15 452 

PA (Ml 3rd 6 . 454 

u(w) 5th =%- 7 457 

GA (S) 11th 3 456 

MS 0’0 5th 3 462 

IN PO 7th 5 466 
CA (NJ : 9th 14 47 

NY(W) 2nd 4 2: : . .* .: 
IA (8 8th c 3 474 

MD 4th 10 478 

OK (El 10th 1.5 479 

TX is, . 5th . 18 502 

NY WI I 2nd I 5 506 

. NC(E) 4th 4 515 

OR 9th . 6 5i6 

NY 0% 2nd 15 520 

TN m \ 6th 5 521 

VA 03 I 4th I 10 526 
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Unweighted total case filings per 

m(W) 5th 10 567 

AL (S) . 11th 3 568 

FL (N) 11th 4 582 

TX (NJ 5th 12 593 

AR (El 8th 5 597 

VA(W) 4th 4 599 

TX (E) 5th 7 628 

CA 03 9th 7 635 

FL (Ml 11th 11 659 

NV 9th 4 672 

AZ 9th 8 701 

AL V-4 11th 3 705 

AL PO 
CA (S) 

OH IN\ 

11th 7 723 

’ 9th 8 760 

6th 12 817 
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C-Central District . 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle Distict 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

. 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table III.2: Unweighted Total Case F‘ilings Per Active Judge bv District (Lowest to 
Highest1 

PA (El 3rd 20 416 

MN 8th 7 417 
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I I I Number of active 
I 

Unweighted total case 
District Circuit iudaes filinas per active iudPe 

PA 0 3rd 8 423 

WA (El 9th 3 431 

I 5th I 
NJ I 3rd I 16 437 

I 6th I 4 

IL (NJ 7th 20 449 

HI 9th 3 455 

GA (S) 11th 3 458 
I 

MS WI ! 5th ! 31 462 
I 

IN PJ) 7th 5 468 

OH (SI 8th 7 467 

KS _ I 10th 5 470 

CA 0 9th 23 524 

IL 0 7th 3 528 

MOW’4 6th 6 529 

SC I 4th I 9 530 
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NY (w) 2nd 3 628 

NY PO 2nd 4 633 

NV 9th 4 . 672 

AZ 9th 8 701 

AL 04 11th 3 705 

IN 6% 7th 4 706 

49 GAO/GGD-9%57R Federal District Court Population and Case Figs 



. 

ENCLOSURE III ENCLOSURE III 

C’ - Centi District 
E-EastemDiStLict 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western &strict 

So&e: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload’data. 1 
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Table III.3 Unweighted Total Case Filings Per Recommended Judgeshin bv District 
JLowest to Highest) 

Number of recommended Unweighted total case filings 
District Circuit judgeships per recommended judgeship 

10th 3 166 

DE 3rd 4 201 

AK 9th 3 216 

’ DC DC 15 224 

WA 03 I 9th I 51 258 

RI 3 273 
, I 

ME 1st 3 279 

w (N) 4th 3 281 

VW 6) 4th 5 282 
7- 

ND 8th 2 284 

VT’ 2nd 2 285 

NH 1st 3 288 

I 1st I 
r ~ 

UT 10th 5 290 

NC (w) 4th 5 321 

IA 03 5th 13 337 

- PA 0 3rd 10 338 

SD 8th 3 341 

HI 9th 4 341 

NC (M) 4th 4 356 

ID 9th 2 356 

PA (El 3rd 23 362 

CT 2nd 8 372 . . 

MT 9th 3 374 
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I I I Number of recommended 
I 

Unweighted total case filings 
District circuit judgeships per recommended judgeship I 

NE 8th 4 374 

NY(W). 2nd 5 377 

OK(W) ‘10th 6.4 384 

NM 10th 7 386 

KS 10th 6 392 

IL (C) 
K-f(w) 

AR(w) 

. 
7th 4 396 

6th 4.5 397 

8th 3 

I 7th I 22 408 

OH (8 6th 8 .409 

NJ 3rd 17 411 

. GA (M) 11th 4 415 

MS @I 5th 6 436 

GA (N) 11th 11 441 

OR 9th 7 442 

KY 03 1 6th 5.5 

dA (C) 9th 27 446 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCLOSURE III 

District I Circuit I Number of recommended Unweighted total case filings 
judgeships I per recommended judgeship I 

I 9th I 

WI 0 7th 2 565 

-i-ww 5th 10 587 

AL (S) llth 3 568 

FL(N) 11th 4 582 

AR 6) 8th . i 597 

VA WI 4th 4 599 

CA 1s) 9th 10 608 

TX (El 5th 7 628 

AL WI -11th 7 723 

OH (N) 6th’ 12 817 

LA M 5th 3 2,566 

PR 1st 7 330 

VI 3rd 2 389 

GU 9th 1 211 

I 9th I 

National average - 449 

National mediar: - s 434 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S-SouthernDistrict ‘. 
W -Western District 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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ENCLOSURE III ’ ENCLOSURE III 

Table III.4 Unweiehted Civil Case Filings Per Authorized Judgeship bv District 
&owest to Hifzhest) 

VT 2nd 2 211 

WV PO 4th 3 212 

NH 1st 3 277 

UT 10th 5 217 

ME 1st 3 223 

WA (E). 9th 4 230 

RI 1st 3 232 

WV (S) 4th 5 ‘233 

MT 9th 3 237 

MA 1st 13 240 

NC (Ml 4th 4 261 

HI 9th 4 271 

ID 9th’ 2 285 

NE 8th 4 297 

LA 03 5th 13 298 

PA 0 3rd 10 307 

PA (El 3rd 23 321 

GAO/GGD-9847R Federal District Court Population and Case Filings 



ENCLOSUFtEIII ENCLOSUREILI 

Diitrict 

IL 0 

KS 

. 

Circuit 

7th 

10th 

Number of 
authorized Unweighted civil case filings per 
judgeships authorized judgeship 

4 325 

6 329 

I 6th I 330 

ww 6th 4.5 332 

‘OK (N) 10th 3.5 333 

CT 2nd 8 334 

I 11th I 339 

,Nd l-4’) 4th 3 340 

341 

AR 0 I 3 349 

OH (S) 6th 8 350 
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Unweighted civil case filings per 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCLOSURE III 

PR 

VI 

GU 

MP 

National average 

National median 

I 

1st 7 223 

3rd 2 203 

9th 1 114 

9th 1 54 

- m 389 

s - 373 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
p/a - Not awle 
S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

Source: GAO a.naly& of AOUSC district judge, judg.. itip, and workload data 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCLOSURE III 

Table III.5 Unweighted Civil Case F’ilings Per Active Judge bv District slowest to 
FIiprhestl . 

NC WI 4th 3 340 

TxcN) 5th 10 341 
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ENCLOSURElIt ENCLOSUREIII 

District 

NM 

Number of Unweighted civil case 
Circuit . active judges filings per active judge 

10th 5 350 

MN I 8th I 71 360 I 

OK(W) I 10th I 61 365 1 

PA (El I 3rd I 20 I 369 1 
NC 03 4th 4 376 

NJ 3rd 16 379 

I 3rd I 81 384 I 
I 5th I 10 I 387 I 

MS 6) I 5th .’ 1 61 389 1 

GA (S) I 11th I 31 3901 
IA (S) 

TN (Ml I 6th I 41 394 I 
KS I 10th I 51 395 I 
NE 

FL (S) 

8th 

11th 

3 396 

15 399 

OH fS1 I 6th I 71 400 I 
GA 0’0 I 11th I 10 I 402 1 

IA (N) I 8th I 425 
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ENCLOSURE ITI ENCLOSURE Iii 

District Circuit 

OK (El 10th 

IL 0 7th 

Number of Unweighted civil case 
active judges filings per active judge 

1.5 426 

3 433 

co 10th 7 437 

MO(W) 8th 6 441 

CA 0 9th 23 441 

. MI(w) 8th 4 443 

i CT I 2nd I 81 445 

KY 03 8th 4.5 450 

VA El 4th 9 464 

OK (N) 10th 2.5 466 

WA(W) I 9th I 7 467 

9th 

NY WI 2nd 4 513 

WI fwl 7th 2 518 

AR 0 8th 2 524 

TX 03 5th 7 - 540 

FL (MI 11th IO 580 
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ENCLOSUl3EIII . ENCLOSURE III 

Number of Unweighted civil case 
District Circuit active judges filings per.active judge 

TX 0’9 5th 10 592 

OR . 9th 4 593 

I 11th I 

I 11th I 

I 11th I 

I 7th I 
VAiWI I 4th I 31 680 I 

I 3rd I 
I 11th I 

OH (N) 6th 10 910 

IA (Ml 5th 2 3.800 

I 1st I 

I 3rd I 
GU I 9th I 
MP 9th 

National average - 

1 54 

.438 

*National median 

. 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N -.Northem District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W.- western District 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data. 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCLOSURE III 

Table III.6: Lhweihted Civil Case F’ilinrrs Per Recommended JudgeshiD bv District 
/Lowest to HihestI. 

271 

ID 9th 2 285 

NE 8th 4 297 

NY(W) 2nd 5 298 
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recommended 
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ENCLOSURE LII ENCLOSURE IlI 

I- 
. Number of 

recommended Unweighted civil case filings per 
District Circuit judgeships recommended judgeship 

MI 0 6th 4 443 

TX W) 5th 13 455 

WA(W) 9th 7 467 

AL (M) 11th 4 473 

. FL(N) 11th 4 486 

- OK(E) 70th 1.3 492 

VA(w) 4th 4 510 

Ad (E) 8th 5 511 

WI 0 7th 2 518 

I-X (El 5th . 7 

AL PJ) 

OH (NJ 

LA 04 

PR 

VI 

GU 

MP 

National average 

National median 

11th 7 

6th 12 758 

5th 3 2,533 

1st 7 223 

. 3rd .2 203 

9th 1 114 

9th 1 54 

- v 369 

B 355 L 

Legend. 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCLOSURE III 

Table III.7: Unweiehted Criminal Case l?ilings Per Authorized JudgeshiD bv District 
JLowest to Highest> ’ 

Unweighted criminal filings per 
authorized judgeship 

10th 3 47 

IN WI 7th 5 47 

WI 0 7th 2 48 

w-v (8 4th 5 49 

MA .lst 13 49 

LA (M) 5th 2 49 

AR 0 8th 3 51 

mow 5th 7 51 

OK 03 10th 1.5 . 53 

NJ 3rd 17 54 

TN WI 8th 4 54 + 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCLOSURE III 

Unweighted criminal filings per 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCLOSURE III 

VA 03 4th 10 107 

NY (El 2nd 15 109 

SC 4th 9 114 

OR 9th 6 121 

‘ND 8th 2 126 

FL 0’4 11th 11 -. 132 

t (NJ IA 8th 2 133 
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ENCLOSURE III ’ ENCLOSURE III . . 

Unweighted criminal filings per 

PR - 1st I 7 107 

VI 187 

97 
I 

MP 9th i 1 32 

.National average - w 85 

National median - s 73 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Addle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W. - Western District 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC. district judge, judgeship, and workload data . 
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ENCLOSUREIII ENCLOSUREIII 

. Table III.& ‘IJnweighted Criminal Case F’ilines Per Active Judge bv District Uwest to 
Highest1 

District 

AK 

Circuit 

9th 

Number of 
active judges 

3 

Unweighted criminal case 
filings per active judge 

32 

DC DC 15 36 

DE 3rd 3 37 

PA 0 3rd 8 38 

IL PO 7th 20 40 

RI 1st 3 41 

OK(W) 10th 6 45 

MS (S) 5th 6 46 

IN (N) 7th 5 47 

10th 3 47 

PA (El 3rd 20 47 

WI 0 7th 2 48 

LA 04 5th 2 49 

MA 1st 13 49 

CT 2nd 6 51 

LA (El 5th 10 51 

OK(E) 10th 1.5 53 

IN (3 7th 4 54 

TN WI 6th 4 54 

ME 1st 31 56 

MS (NJ 5th 3 57 

MN 8th 7 57 

NJ I 3rd I 16 57 
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ENCLOSUREIII ENCLOSUREIII 

Number of Unweighted criminal case 
District . Circuit active judges filings per active judge 

MD 4th 10 58 

LAO 5th 6 60 

I 4th I 61 

w(w) 6th 4.5 65 

GA (9 11th 3 67 

OH (8 
NY (S) 

6th . . 7 67 

2nd 24 68 

I 4th I 68 

OH (NJ 6th 10 71 

NH 1st 3 71 

ID 9th 2 71 

WA(W) 9th ’ 7 73 

VT . 2nd 2 74 

TN (El 6th 5 75 

AL (M) 11th 3 75 

KS 10th 5 76 

MO (E) 8th 6 76 

GA (W 
AR (WI 

11th 

8th 

4 78 

2 77 

CA (Cl 9th. 23 82 

GA IN) 11th 10 84 

- IA(S) 8th 3 84 

TN(w) 6th 5 85 

AR (El 8th 5 85 

TX (El 
MI (El 

MOO 

5th 

6th 

8th 

7 88 

12 89 

6 89 
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ENCLOSUREIII ENCLOSUREIII 

IA (N) 8th 2 133 

NY WI 2nd 3 133 

PA PI) 3rd 3 134 

MT 9th 3 137 

NC (El 4th 4 . 139 

Fi (M) 11th 10 145 
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ENCLOSURE Iii ENCLOSURE III 

I 
VI 3rd 2 187 

GU 9th 1‘ 97 

MP 9th 1 32 

National average - w 95 

National median m 85 

. - 
gend 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern Distiict 
W - Western Distkt 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data. 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCLOSURE III 

Table m.9: Unweighted Criminal Case F’ilings Per Recommended Judgeship be 
District (Lowest to Highest) 

District Circuit 

DE 3rd 

PA (WI 3rd 

AK 9th 

LA (M) 5th 

IL PO 7th 

IN (s) 7th 

Number of Unweighted criminal case 
recommended filings per recommended 

judgeships judgeship 

4 28 

10 30 

3. 32 

3 33 

22 36 

6 36 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCi,OSURE III 

recommended 
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ENCLOSURE IJI ENCLOSURE III 

District 

AL (N) 

. 

Circuit 

11th 

Number of Unweighted criminal case 
recommended filings per recommended 

judgeships judgeship 

7 75 

GA (Nl I- 11th 1 11 1 76 

I 11th I 41 76 

I 6th I 5.5 I 76 

‘NE 8th . 4 77 

co 10th 9 78 

IL (9 7th 4 78 

NY.0 2nd 5 80 

NY (NJ 2nd 6 80 

IA (3 8th 3 84 

AR (E) 8th 5 85 

TN (WI 6th 5 85 

VA 0 4th 4 88 

TX 0% 5th 7 88 

WI (El 7th. . 4 89 

MOON) 8th 6 89 

NY (El 2nd 18 91 

TX WI 5th 13 91 

FL (N) 11th 4 ,96 

MI W 6th 4 96 
1 

I 4th 1 41 96 

FL (M) 11th 15 97 

VA 0% 4th 11 . 97 

SC 4th 10 103 

OR 9th 7 104 

CA (El 9th 1’ 91 110 
I I 

NV 9th I 61 111 
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ENCLOSURE III ENCLQSUREIII ‘_- . . 

r recommen 

7 107 

VI 3rd 2 187 

GU 9th 1 97 

MP 9th 1 32 

National average - e 80 

National median 72 

Legend 

C L Central District 
E - Eastern Distzict -- 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
‘S - Southern pistrict 
W - Western District 

_ 
Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judge&p, and workload &ta . . 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

UNWEIGHTED TOTAL, CIVIL. AND CRIMINAL CASE FILINGS BY STATE 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 1996 PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP. ACTIVE JUDGE, 

AND RECOMMENDED JUDGESHIP 

The tables in this enclosure show, by state, average unweighted total, civil, and 
criminal case filings per judgeship and active judge. For each of these three 
categories of f%ngs, there are three separate tables-unweighted case filings per 
authorized judgeship, active judge, and recommended judgeship. In each table, the 
average tmweighted case filings per judgeship and active judge .in each of the 50 states 
(and the District of Columbia) are arrayed from the lowest to highest. Thus, the order 

‘in which the states appear in each table may vary. 

Data for the remaining four districts are shown at the end of.each table. These 
districts are the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico and the U.S. territories of the Virgm 
Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Wands. However, to ensure comparability 
in calculating unweighted and weighted national average and median filings by district 
and by state, we excluded the data for these four courts from the calculations. 

Table IV.1: Unweighkd Total Case Filings Per Authorized Judgeshin bv State (Lowest . to Hgh est) 

WV 4th 8 282 

ND 8th 2 284 

VT 2nd 2 285 

. NH 1st 3 288 

MA 1st 13 289 

UT 10th 5 ‘290 
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ENCLOSURE IV . 

State Circuit 

Number of 
authorized 
judgeships 

Unweighted total 
case filings per 

authorized judgeship 

I 6th I 

I 9th I 

I 3rd I 

CT I 2nd I 8 I- 

I 9th I 
NE I 8th I I 4 374 

KS I 10th I 61 392 

I 7th I 
NJ I 3rd I 17 I 411 

MN I 8th I 71 

I 10th I 
I 11th I 

MS - I 5th I 
NY 2nd 52 458 

WA 9th 11 461 

TN 6th 14 462 

F 
KY 

4th 

6th 

MI 6th 

MO 8th - 

MD 4th 10 478 

WI 7th 6 

IA 6th 5 508 

IN 7th 10 516 

OR 9th 6 516 

CA gth 56 521 

ENCLOSURE Iv 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

GU 9th 

MP 9th 

National average - 

National median - 

1 211 

1 86 

s 474 

s 44s 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data. 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

Table IV.2: Unweiphted Total Case Filings Per Active Judge bv State tiwest to 
jWhest> t 
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ENCLOSURE IV . ENCLOSURE II’ 

NV 9th 4 672 

AZ 9th 8 701 

OH 6th 17 769 

OR 9th 4 774 

IA 5th 18 849 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

State 

. 

Circuit 
Number of 

active judges 

Unweighted total 
case filings per 

active judge 

I I 11th 

I 1st I 
I I 3rd 21 

I GU I 91h I 
I I 9th - 

National average - 

National median - 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 

84 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

Table lV.3: Unweiehted Total Case Fllinns Per Recommended JudgeshiD bv State 
@west to Highest1 

State Circuit 

10th 

Number of Unweighted total case 
recommended filings per recommended 

judgeships judgeship 

3 166 

I 3rd I 
AK 9th 3 -. 216 

DC DC 15 224 

RI 1st 3 273 

ME 1st 3 279 

WV 4th 8 - 282 

ND 8th 

VT 2nd 

NH 1st 

2 ‘284 

2 285 

3 268 

MA 1st 13 289 

UT 10th 5 . 290 

SD 8th 3 341 

HI 9th 4 341 

ID Qth 2 356 

PA 3rd 39 370 

CT 2nd 8 372 

MT 9th 3 374 

NE 8th - 4 374 

I 10th I 
NC I 4th I 13 I 
KS 

IL 

10th. ‘. 6 392 

7th 30 410 J- 
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86 GAOIGGD-99-57B Federal Ristrict Court Population and Case Filings 



ENCLOSURE lV 

State Circuit 

LA 5th 

Number of Unweighted total case 
recommended filings per recommended 

judgeships judgeship . 

23 664 

PR 1st 7 330 

VI 3rd 2 389 

GU I 9th I 11 211 

I 9th - I 
I National averaoeI1~ 1 ~~ .- I 449 

I National median - I I s I 417 

ENCLOSURE IV 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

Table IV.4 Unweihted Civil Case Rlincs Per Authorized Judge&h bv State (Lowest 
to Hifzhest\ 

NM 10th 5 350 

NJ 3rd 17 357 

GAOGGD-99-57R Federal District Coux-t Population and Case Filings 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

State 

LA . 

Circuit 

5th 

Number of Unweighted civil case 
authorized filings per authorized 
judgeships judgeship 

22 651 

I 1st I 
I 3rd I 
I 9th I 
I 9th I 

I National averaae I - I -I 389 1 

. 

National median I w 363 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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ENCLOSUREIV ENCLOSUREIV 

TaGle TV.5 Unweirthted Civil Case Filings Per Active Judge bv State (Lowest to 
Highest] 

State 

WY 

ND 

AK 

DC 

Number of Unweighted civi! case 
Circuit active judges filings per active judge 

10th 3 119 

8th 2 158 

9th 3 184 

DC 15 188 

VT 2nd 2 21.1 

NH 1st - 3 217 

ME 1st 3 223 

DE 3rd 3 231 

RI 1st 3 232 

MT- 9th 3 237 

MA 1st 13 240 

4th 7 257 

UT 10th 4 271 

ID 9th 2 285 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

VA 4th 12 518 

IN 7th 9 523 

OR 9th 4 593 

OH 6th 17 700 

AL 11th 10 767 
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Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table IV.& Unweiehted Civil Case FYines Per Recommended Judgestir.) bv State . (Lowest to Kfzhestl I 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

IN 7th 

AR 8th 

AL 11th 

OH 8th 

11 428 

8 450 

14 548 

20 595 

95 GAO/GGD-99-57R Federal District Court Population and Case Filings 



ENCLOSURE Iv ENCLOSURE IV 

State Circuit 

LA 5th 

PR 1st 

VI 3rd 

GU 91h 

MP 9th 

National average - 

National median - 

Number of Unweighted civil case 
recommended filings per recommended 

judgeships judgeship 

23 622 

7 223 

2 203 

1 114 

1 54 

389 

345 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 

. 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

Table IV.7 Unweighted Criminal Case F’ilings Per Authorized JudgeshiD bv State 
fiowest to Hitiest~ 

State 

DE 

AK 

.DC 

Circuit 

3rd 

9th 

DC 

Number of Unweighted criminal 
autho&ed case filings per 
judgeships authorized judgeship 

4 28 

3 32 

15 38 

CT 2nd 8 38 

RI 1st 3 41 

PA 3rd 39 42 

LA 5th 22 44 

IN 7th . 10 45 

IL 7th 30 46 

10th 3 47 

MA 1st 13 49 

MS 5th 9 50 

OK 10th. 11 53 

NJ 3rd 17 54 

4th 8 58 

ME 1st 3 56 

MN 8th 7 57 

MD 4th 10 58 

OH 8th 20 59 

KS 10th 6 63 

HI 9th 4 69 

,a NH lit 3 71 
I 

1 MO 1 8th 1 14 I 71 
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ENCLOSUREIV 
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Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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ENCLOSURE IV ‘. ENCLOSURE IV 

Table IV.8 Unweirthted Criminal Case Filings Per Active Judge by Statk slowest to 
Ij[ighestl 

State ’ Circuit 

Number of Unweighted criminal 
active case filings per 

judges active judge 

I 9th I 

DC .I DC 1 15 I 38 

I 3rd I 

1st 

‘10th 

3 41 

3 47 

I 1st I 

MS I 5th I 9 50 

IN 7th 9 50 

CT 2nd 8 51 

LA I 5th I 18 1 53 

. PA 3rd 31 53 

IL 7th 25 58 

ME I 1st I 3 58 

MN I 8th I 71 57 

NJ 3rd 16 57 

MD 4th 10 58 

bK 10th 10 59 

4th 7 64 

OH 6th - 17 69 

ID I 9th I 2 71 

NH 1st 3 71 

TN 8th 14 7: 

VT I 2nd I 21 74 
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ENCLOSUREIV ENCLOSUREIV 

State 

KS 

Number of Unweighted criminal 
active case filings per 

Circuit . judges active judge 

10th 5 76 

. MT 9th 3 137 

NC 4th 11 139 

CA 9th 48 144 

SD 8th 3 151 

TX 5th 43 152 

FL 11th 28 159 

NV 9th 4 166 

. OR 9th 4 182 

NM 10th 5 191 

GAO/GGD-99-57E Federal Dhtrict Couxt Popplation and Case Filings . 



ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

State Circuit 

Number of Unweighted criminal 
active case filings per 

judges active judge 

AZ I 9th I 

PR I 1st I 61 125 

I 9th I 
I 9th I 32 

National average 

National median I - I 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data. _ 
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ENCLOSURE.IV ‘. ENCLOSURE IV 

Table IV.9: Unweighted Criminal Case F%nns Per Recommended Judveshiu bv State 
fiowest to Highest) 

HI 9th 4 89 

NH 1st 3 71 
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SD 8th 3 151 
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ENCLOSURE IV ENCLOSURE IV 

National average - 

National median - 

- 80 

w 71 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district’judge, judgeship, and workload data. 
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ENCLOSURE V ENCLOSI- .?E V . 

WEIGHTED TOTAL AND CIVIL CASE J?ILINGS AND CRIMINAL DEFENDANT 
FILINGS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1996 BY DISTRICT PER AUTHORIZED . 
JUDGESHIP. ACTBE JUDGE AND RECOMMENDED JUDGESHIP 

The tables in this enclosure show, by district, average weighted total case filings, civil 
case filings, and criminal defendant filings per judgeship and active judge. For each of 
these three categories of weighted fitings, there are three separate tables-weighted 
filings per authorized judgeship, active judge, and recommended judgeship. In each 
table, the average weighed case filings or criminal defendant filings per judgeship in 
each district within the 59 states (and the District of Columbia) are arrayed from the 

. lowest to highest Thus, the order in which districts appear in each table may vary. 

The average weighted case m or criminal defendant filings per judgeship and 
active judge for the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico are shown at the end of the 
rankings. The Admin&&ive Offlce of the U.S. Courts does not maintain data on 
weighted civil case f2ings or criminal defendant filings for the district courts in the 
three U.S. territories of the Virgin Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands. 
Thus, no weighted filings data are shown in the tables for these three district courts. 
To ensure comparability in calculating unweighted and weighted national average and 
median case filings by district and by state, we excluded the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico and the territories of the Virgin Islands, .Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands 
fkom these calculations. 

As discussed in enclosure VII, case weights for criminal cases are assigned on a per 
defendant basis, rather than on a per case basis. Thus, the tables for weighted 
criminal filings actually reflect the average weights of the offenses for which 
defendants have been charged. 

Some states have authorized judgeships .that may be assigned to more than one district 
within the state. For example, while the Eastern and Western Districts of Kentucky 
each have four authorized judgeships, there is one additional judgeship for “Eastern 
and Western.” We have divided these types of additional judgeships among the 
relevant states’ respective districts in the tables in this enclosure. 
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ENCLOSURE V ENCLOSURE V 

Table V.l: Weihted Total Case ?3lings Per Authorized JudgeshiD bv District (Lowest 
to Highest) 

Weighted total case filings per 

IL (Cl 7th 4 361 

PA 03 3rd 23 376 

OK (NJ 10th 3.5 376 

NE 8th 4 377 

KS 10th 6 384 
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ENCLOSURE V ENCLOSURE V 

MN 8th 7 458 

* MI (E) 6th 15 459 

MI ON) 6th 4 - 474 
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District 

FL U’J) 

KY (El 

MD 

WI WI 

OH (NJ 

CA (N) 

NC (E) 

NY(W) 

GA (NJ 

NY (N) 

l-x (S) 

IA (NJ 

MO cw> 

TN E) 

IN (8 

VA WI 

OR 

VA 03 

SC 

AR 03 

WA(w) 

TX W 

TX 0’0 

NY (El 

CA (E) 

co 

J-xrJv) 

Number of 
authorized Weighted total case filings per’ 

Circuit judgeships authorized judgeship 

11th 4 474 

6th 4.5 479 

4th 10 462 

7th 2 

6th 12 486 

9th 14 490 

4th 4 492 

2nd 4 492 

11th 11 493 

2nd 5 494 

5th la 503 

8th 2 506 

8th 6 506 

6th 5 508 

7th 5 509 

4th 4 511 

9th 6 513 

4th 10 518 

4th 9 520 

8th 5 525 

9th 7 531 

5th 7 533 

5th 12 561 

2nd 15 561 

9th .7 570 

10th 7 582 

5th 10 608 
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ENCLOSUREV ENCLOSURE V 

District 

NC(W) 

FL(S) . 

Circuit 

4th 

11th 

Number of 
authorized Weighted total case filings per 
judgeships authorized judgeship . 

3 817 

16 634 

NM 

AL 6) 

FL (W 

AZ 

. 

10th 5 651 

11th 3 661 

11th 11 684 . 

9th 8 703 

AL (M) 
NV 

AL @J) 

CA 6) 

11th 3 729 

9th 4 762 

. 11th 7 809 

9th a 833 

IA (Ml 5th 2 3,208 

PR 1st 7 366 

. vi 3rd 

GU 9th 

MP 9th 

National average - 
National median - 

n/a 

n/a 

n/a 

474 

C - Central District 
E-EasternDistrict - 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Westem District 

Source: GAO analysis .of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload dam+ 

. 

110 GAO/GGD-98-57R Federal ?istrkt Court Population and Case Filings 

. 



ENCLOSURE V ENCLOSURE V 

Table V.2: Weighted X&al Case Filings Per Active Judge bv District (‘Lowest to 
Highest) 

OK(W) ml 6 413 

IA W 8th 3 416 
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FL (N) 
IN W 

NM 

NY(W) 

TX (N) 

fL (S) 

11th I 3 632 

7th. 4 636 

10th 5 651 

2nd 3 656 

5th 10 673 

11th 15 676 
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District . 

VA 0 

AZ 

Circuk 

4th 

9th 

Number of active Weighted total case filings 
judges per active judge 

3 681 

8 703 

1 National median 1 - s I . 505 I 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern Distxict 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern Distkt 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table V.3: Weiehted Total Case J?ilinps Per Recommended Judgeship bv District 
mwest to HifzhestI 

AR 0 8th 3 360 

IL (C) 7th 4 361 

NC 0 4th - 5 370 

PA 03 3rd 23 376 
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District 

VA0 

Number of 
recommended Weighted total c+se filings per 

Circuit . judgeships recommended judgeship 

4th 4 511 - 

MP 9th 

National average - 

National median - 

n/a 

448 

‘431 

C ; Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload ‘data 
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ENCLOSURE V ENCLOSURE V 

Table V.4: Weighted Civil Case F’ilings Per Authorized Judgeshin bv District (Lowest 
to Highest] 

IL 0 7th 4 245 

MA 1st 13 247 

m(w) 6th 4.5 251 

’ NC (E) 4th 4 262 
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ENCLOSUREV ENCLOSUREV 

District Circuit 

Number of 
authorized 
judgeships 

Weighted civil case filings per 
authorized judgeship 

OK (N) I 10th I 3.5 265 

LA 03 5th 13 272 

KS 10th 6 277 

PA 0 3rd 10 277 

.n(w) 5th 10 279- 

GA (Ml 11th 4 281 

AR(W) 8th 3 283 

IA ‘(S) 8th 3 286 

PA (Ml 3rd 6 288 

HI I 4 294 

I 8th I 5 294 

NC 0 4th 3 299 

GA (k) 11th 3 307 

PA (El 3rd 23 309 

FL (N) 11th 4 312 

l-x 1s) 5th 18 312 

MS IS1 5th 6 316 

WI (E) I 7th I 4 320 

IA W 8th 

TN VW 6th 

OK 03 10th 

2 321 

- 4 325 

1.5 326 

SC 4th 9 326 

KY (El 6th 4.5 329 

NY 0’4 2nd 5 332 

MI 0 6th 4 334 

NY(W) 2nd 4 334 
I 

CT I 2nd I 81 335 
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ENCLOSURE V ENCLOSURE V 

I 8th I 51 387 1 

. . 
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PR 1st 7 178 

VI 3rd 2 n/a 

GU sib 1 n/a 

MP 9th 1 n/a 

National average - s 340 

National median s s 328 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern Distzict 

, W - Western District 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table V.5: Weighted Civil Case F’ilings Per Active Judge bv District Okwest to 
Highest1 

RI 

.MA 

WON) 

NC (El 

UT 

m(W) 

GA WY 

IA (S) 

1st 3 238 

1st 13 247 

6th 4.5 251 

4th 4 262 

10th‘ 4 278 

5th 10 279 

11th 4 281 
8th 3 286 
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MO(W) 8th 362 

MN 8th 7 364 

AZ 9th 8 369 

IN W) 7th 5 371 

OK W) -10th 2.5 371 . 

TN 6) 6th 5 376 
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District Circuit 

CA (NJ 9th 

Number of Weighted civil case filings per 
active judges active judge 

11 484 . 

-I-X 0’4 . 5th 10 490 

IL (S) 7th 2 490 

NV 9th 4 496 

CA (E) 9th 5 508 

FL (W 11th ‘10 513 

OR 9th 4 530 

AL (S) 11th 2 551 

IN (S) 7th 4 553 
I 

AL (Ml 11th 3 600 

AL 0’0 11th 5 962 

LA (W 5th 2 3,138 

PR 1st 6 208 

VI - ! 3rd ! 2 nfa 

GU ’ ! 9th ! 1 n/a 

MP I 9th I 1 n/a 

National average - 

National median - 

w 382 

m 363 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northem District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table V.6: Weighted Civil Case F’ilines Per Recommended JudgeshiD bv District 
(Lowest to Highest> s 

recommended 

IL (S) 7th 4 245 

IL 0 7th 4 245 

MA 1st 13 247 

NM 10th . 7 250 
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ENCLOSURE V ENCLOSURE V 

District ’ Circuit 

w(w) 8th 

NC (El 4th 

NY(W) 2nd 

KY(E) 8th 

LA (El 5th 

Number of 
recommended Weighted civil case filings per 

judgeships recommended judgeship 

4.5 251 

4 282 

5 287 

5.5 289 

13 272 
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Number of . 
recommended Weighted civil case filings per . 

District Circuit judgeships recommended judgeship 

GA 0’0 11th 11 378 

OK (El 10th 1.3 378 

I-X (N 5th 13 377 . 

TX 03 5th 7 378 

. CA (N) 9th. 14 386 

AR (E) 8th 5 387 

MD 4th 10 391 

OH 0’4 6th 12 391 

WI(W) 7th 2 408 

WA(w) 9th . 7 415 

AL WI ‘11th 4 450 

AL (N) 11th 7 687 

LA &I 5th 3 2,092 

PR 1st 7 178 

VI 3rd 2 * n/a 

GU 9th 1 n/a 

MP 9th 1 n/a 

National average - s 322 

National median - 308 
. 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern Distxict 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western Distict 

Source: GAO an&&s of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table V-7: Weighted Criminal Defendant F’ilings Per Authorized JudgeshiD bv District 
fLowest to Highest’l 

NJ 3rd I‘ 17 87 

TN (M) 8th 4 87 

LA(w) 5th 7 88 

131 GAO/GGD-99-57R Fedaal~District Court Population and Case Filings 



ENCLOSURE V ENCLOSURE V 

. 
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1 ND I 8th I 2) 197 1 
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C- Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
S - Southern District 
W - Western Distxict 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and worklotidata 
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Table V.8: Weiehted Criminal Defendant Filings Per Active Judge bv District Gowest 
to Highest] 

135 GAO/GGD8857R Federal District Cart Population and Case Filings 



. 
ENCLOSURE V ‘. ENCLOSUREV 

Number of active 

10th 4 134 

- 6th 5 135 

1st 3 137 

8th 5 138 

11th 4 139 

8th 4 140 

9th 11 140 i 

136 GAO/GGD-99-573 Federal Djstrict Court Population and Case Filings 

. 



1 

ENCLOSURE V ENCLOSURE V 

137 GAO/GGD-99-57R Federal District Court Population and Case Filings 

. . 



ENCLOSURE V 

Number of active 

C - Centrai District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available . 
S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

Source: GAO an&y& of AOUSC disbict judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table V.9: Weighted Criminal Defendant F’ilings Per Recommended hd?eshiD bv 
District hwest to Highest1 

District 

PA 0 

IA (Ml 

DE 

AK 

IN (S) 

It(N) 

RI 

DC 

CT 

PA (El 

LA i3 

OKON) 

MS W 

WV @I 

MA 

IN 0’0 

WloN) 

AR 0 

TN (M) 

NJ 

Mow 

MS (NJ 

Number of Weighted criminal defendant 
recommended filings per recommended 

Circuit judgeships judgeship 

3rd 10 44 

5th 3 47 

3rd 4 53 

9th 3 54 

7th 6 56 

7th 22 59 

1st 3 59 

DC 15 60 

2nd 6 64 

3rd 23 67 

5th 13 70 

10th 6.4 70 

5th 6 71 

4th 5 72 

10th 3 75 

1st 13 76 

7th 5 77 

. . 7th 2 77 

8th 3 77 

6th 4 87 

3rd 17 a7 

5th 7 88 

5th 3 90 
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Number of Weighted criminal defendant 
. recommended filings per recommended 

District Circuit judgeships judgeship 

KY F) 6th 5.5 123 

NY W’4 2nd 5 126 

GA (9 11th 3 127 

IA (3. 6th 3 131 

co 10th . 9 134 
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PR 1st 7 188 

VI 3rd 2 n/a 

GU 9th 1 n/a 

MP 9th 1 n/a 

National average - s 127 . 

National median - w 117 

I+!sa!i 

C - Central District 
E - Eastern District 
M - Middle District 
N - Northern District 
n/a - Not available 
‘S - Southern District 
W - Western District 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data . 
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WEIGHTED TOTAL AND CML CASE F’ILINGS AND CRIMINAL DEFENDANT 
FLINGS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1996 BY STATE PER AUTHORIZED 

JUDGESHIP. ACTMZ JUDGE. AND RECOMMENDED JUDGESHIP 

The tables in this enclosure show, by state, average weighted total case filings, civil 
case f%ngs, and criminal defendant f%ngs per judgeship and active judge. For each of 
these three categories of weighted filings, there are three separate tables-weighted 
f%ngs per authorized judgeship, active judge, and recommended judgeship. In each 
table, the average weighted case fZbngs or criminal defendant W-tgs per judgeship and 
active judge in each state (and the District of Columbia) are arrayed from the lowest 
to highest. Thus, the order in which states appear in each table may vary. 

The average weighted case filings or criminal defendant filings per judgeship and 
active judge for the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico are shown at the end of the 
rankings. The Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts does not maintain data on, 
weighted civil case fWgs or criminal defendant filings for the district courts in the 
three U.S. territories of the Virgin Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands. 
Thus, no weighted f&~gs data are shown in the tables for these three district courts. 
To ensure comparability in calculating unweighted and weighted national average and 
median fibngs by district and by state, we excluded the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
and the territories of the Virgin Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands from 
these calculations. 

As discussed in enclosure VII, case weights for criminal cases are assigned on a per 
defendant ,basis, rather than on a per case basis. Thus, the tables for weighted 
criminal filings actually reflect the average weights of the offenses for which 
defendants have been charged. 
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ENCLOSURE VI ENCLOSURE VI 
. . Table VI.1: Weighted Total Case Fines Per Auth orized JudgeshiD bv State (Lowest to 

I3ilzhm 

State Circuit 

10th 

Number of Weighted total case 
authorized filings per authorized 
judgeships judgeship 

3 190 

DE 3rd 4 221 

AK 91h 3 233 

DC I DC I 15 I 251 I 

I 4th I 81 

I 1st I 31 298 1 

ME I 1st I- 31 3031 
I 2nd I 

ND 8th 2 321 

MA 1st 13 323 

UT 10th 5 329 

NH 1st 3 351 

I 9th I 351 I 
PA I 3rd I 39 I ~ ---TicI 

I 8th I 
I 10th I 384 1 

HI 

OK 

9th 4 399 

10th 11 400 

CT I 2nd I 81 400 I 

IL’ 7th 30 401 

MS 5th 9 401 

KY 6th 9 415 

NJ 3rd 17 423 

’ SD 8th 3 429 

MT 9th 3 433 
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L 

State 

WA 

Circuit 

9th 

Number of Weighted total case’ 
authorized filings per authorized 
judgeships judgeship 

11 447 

IA I 8th I 51 452 

TN I 6th I 14 I 452 

MN 8th 7 458 

Ml 6th 19 462 

WI 7th 6 463 

AR 8th 8 463 

OH 6th ‘. 20 466 

GA I 11th I 181 . 467 

MO I 8th I 14 I 469 

NC I 4th I 11 I 474 

. MD 4th 10 482 

NY 2nd 52 488 
T 

OR 9th 6 513 

VA 4th 14 516 

SC 4th 9 520 

CA 9th 56 530 

TX 5th 47 545 

CO 10th 7 582 

FL’ 11th . 31 631 

LA 5th 22 631 

NM 10th 5 651 

AZ 9th . 8 703 

AL 11th 13 756 

NV 9th 4 762 

PR I 1st I 7 366 
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Number of Weighted total case 
authorized filings per authorized 

State Circuit judgeships judgeship 

VI 3rd 2 n/a 

GU ’ 9th 1 n/a 

MP 91h 1 n/a 
National average - w 474 

National median - s 447 

ENCLOSURE VI 

n/a - Not available 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data. . 
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Table VI.2: WeightRd Total Case J?ilinns Per Active Judere’bv State (Lowest to Highest) 
. 

KS 10th 5 461 
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OR 9th 

LA 5th 
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Legend 

n/a - Not available 

ENCLOSURE VI 

Source: .GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table VI.3 Weighted Total Case FU.in~s Per Recommended Judge&in bv State . (Lowest to Hxhest) - 

MS 5th 9 401 

NC 4th 13 401 
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n/a - Not available 

Source: GAO analysis of district judge, judgeship, and workload data. 

. 
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Table VU Weighted Civil Case FUings Per Authorized JudgeshiD bv State hwest to 
Highest) 

IA 8th 5 300 

OK 10th 11 313 
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Weighted civil case 
filings per authorized 

GA 11th 1 18 343 

MI 6th I 19 343 

AR 8th 8 348 

WI 7th 6 349 

NM 

VA 

10th 

4th 

. 5 350 

14 350 

OR 9th 6 353 

MO 8th 14 353 

NY 2nd 52 355 

MN 6th 7 364 
I 

MD 4th 10 391 

IN 7th 10 407 

CO 

NV 

10th 

9th 

7 411 

4 496 
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State 

AL 

Circuit 

11th 

Number of Weighted civil case 
authorized filings per authorized 
judgeships judgeship 

13 593 

PR 1st 7’ 178 

VI 3rd 2 n/a 

GU 9th 1 n/a 

MP 9th 1 n/a 

National average - - 346 

National median - 324 

Legend 
n/a - Not available 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table VI.5: Weigihted Civil Case FSlings Per Active Judge bv State JLotiest to HiehesQ 
L 

State . 

WY 

ND . 

Weighted c’til case 
Number of filings per active 

Circuit active judges judge 

10th 3 . 115 

8th 2 123 

SD I 8th I 

AK 9th 3 179 

DC DC 15 190 

I I 2nd 

ME I 1st I 31 204 

I 9th 1 . 
4th 7 212 

NH 1st 3 213 

I 3rd I 

ID I 9th 2 232 

RI * 1st 3 238 

NC 4th 11 246 

MA 1st 13 247 

UT 10th 4 278 

IA 8th 

NE 8th 31 324 

- MS 5th 9 324 

SC 4th 9 326 

KS 10th 5 332 

.  

1 
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3 
State 

OK 

NM 

WA 

NJ 

Circuit 

10th 

10th 

9th 

3rd 

I MN I 8th 

AZ 9th 

TX 5th 

PA _ 3rd 

IL 7th 

MD 4th 

I HI I 9th 

AR . 6th 

NY 2nd ,. 
MI 6th . 

VA 4th 

co 10th 

I MO . i 8th 

WI 7th 

FL 11th 

OH 6th 

CT 2nd 

CA 9th 

9 

157 

Weighted civil case 
Number of filings per active 

active judges judge 

10 

5 350 

10 352 

16 357 

17 * 364 

7 364 

8 369 

43 371 

31 374 

25 388 

10 391 

3 392 

7 398 

46 402 

16 407 

12 409 

7 411 

12 412 

5 . 418 
- 

28 431 

17 437 

6 447 

46 447 

9 452 

4 496 

4 530 

18 679 
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State ’ Circuit 
Number of 

active iudQes 

Weighted civil case 
filings per active 

iudse 

AL I I 11th 10 I 771 

I 1st I 
I. 3rd I 
I 9th I 

National average - 

National median - 

382 

m 352 

ENCLOSURE VI 

n/a - Not amle 
. 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and wortioad data 
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Table VI.& Weihted Civil Case F’ilinrrs Per Recommended JudgeshiD bv State &owest 
Highest) to 

SC 4th 10 293 

HI 9th 4 294 
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MN 8th 7 364 

IN 7th 11 370 

OH 6th 20 371 . 

MD 4th 10 391 

LA 5th 23 531 
l 
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per recommended 

ENCLOSURE VI 

Legend 

n/a - Not available 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table VI.? Weiehted Criminal Defendant F’ilings Per Authorized Judeeshk bv State 
&owest to Hi&kest] 
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n/a - Not available 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data. 
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Table VI.8: Weighted Criminal Defendant FIlines Per Active Judge bv State (Lowest to 
Highest> 

TN 6th -.14 120 

KY 6th 9 125 
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1 Circuit j N$Eof State 

Weighted criminal 
defendant filings per 

active judge 
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131 
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134 

135 

137 

138 

140 

140 

1+3 

150 

I 10th 1 

I 11th I 
I’ 8th I 

UT I 10th I 
I 8th I 

NH I 1st I 3 

I 7th I 
HI 7 94 3 

I 9th I 
I 6th I 
I 2nd I 

IA I 8th 1 5 153 I 

172 i 

179 I NE , 8th 3 

VA 4th 12 

SC I 4th I 9 

I 8th I 2 

I 9th I 
AL I 11th 1. 10 

I 5th I 43 

227 

228 
I 

240 

MT I Qth- 3 

NC ! 4th ! 11 

I 9th I 
I 2651 SD I 8th I 3 

I 9th I 266 

267 FL 11th 28 

NM 10th 5 

166. GAOIGGD-9847B Federal*District Cart Population and Case Niqs 



ENCLOSURE VI ENCLOSURE VI 

I 
I ’ 

‘Number of Weighted criminal 
active 

t State 
defendant filings per 

Circuit judges active judge 

AZ 9th 8 334 

PR 1st 6 219 

VI 

GU 

‘MP 

3rd 

9th 

9th . 

n/a 

n/a 

n/a 

National averaae I - I -I 150 

National median - I I m  I 
Legend 

n/a - Not available 

Source: GAO analyst of AOUSC district judge, judgeship, and workload data 
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Table VI.9. - Weihted Criminal Defendant Filings Per Recommended JudgeshiD by 
State (Lowest to Highest] 

lngs per recommen 

UT 10th -. 5 107 

. VT 2nd 2 110 4 
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I State Circuit 

Number of 

I 

Weighted criminal case 
recommended filings per recommended 

iudneshiw iudpeship 

’ TN I I 6th 15 I 112 

I 6th 1 10 I 113 

MO I 6th I 14 I 115 

I I 6th Sl 
WI 1 1. 61 7th 115 

WA I 9th I 12 I 117 

ID 9th 2 . 119 

MI 6th 19 120 

NY 2nd 57 121 

NE 6th 4 134 / 

NH 1st 3 137 

OR 9th 7 137 

AL 11th 14 151 

CA 9th’ 60 152 

IA 6th 5 153 

VA 4th 15 155 

SC 4th’ 10 175 

NV 1 9th 1 61 177 

NC 4th 13 193 

TX 5th 49 197 

ND 

FL 

6th 

11th 

2 197 

37 202 

NM 10th 7 215 

MT 9th 3 227 

SD 6th 3 265 
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State 

AZ 

. 

Circuit 

9th 

Number of Weighted criminal case 
recommended filings per recommended 

judgeships judgeship 

10 267 

I 1st I 
I’ 3rd I 

GU I 9th I 11 n/a 

I 9th . I 

National averaae I - I -I 127 

National rnediin - I I 

n/a - Not available 

Source: GAO analysis of AOUSC distict, judgeship, and workload data 
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WEIGHTED CASE FILINGS AND THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE’S 
POLICY FOR USING THEM TO ASSESS FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT 

. JUDGESHIP NEEDS - 

The Judicial Conference has established general workload standards and policies for 
use in assessing the need for additional judgeships in individual federal d&t&t courts. 
The Judicial Conference uses weighted case filings as its measure of judicial workload 
in d.islzict courts. 

WHAT ARE WEIGHTED CASE FTLINGS? 

AOUSC reports district court case filings in two basic ways-unweighted and weighted. 
Unweighted case filings are the actual number of cases filed du5ng a spec& period 
(fiscal year or calendar year). Weighted case filings reflect a mathematical adjustment 
of unweigbted case jilings that is based on the nature of the cases filed and the 
average expected amount of time judges would require to dispose of the cases. Thus, 
the weighted case filings used by the Judicial Conference are a measure of the average 
erected amount of judicial time an individual case, or any specifk group of cases, 
may require for disposition. 

Case .weights are based on the results of a Federal Judicial Center time study in which 
district court judges recorded the time that they spent on a sample of about 5,000 
crimmal defendant cases and 9,000 civil cases Bled in district courts between 
November 1987 and January 1991. Using the results of this study, each case filed is 
assigned to a specik case category, and each category has a case. weight The 
weights range liom 0.031 (e.g., a student loan default case) to 5.99 (e.g., a death 
penalty habeas corpus case), with the average case (as determined in the study) 
assigned a weight of about 1.0. Cases more complex than the average would be 
assigned a higher weight (e.g., a marine personal injury case is counted as 1.48 * 
weighted cases), and cases less complex than the average would be assigned a lower 
weight (e.g., each drug-related property forfeiture case is counted as 0.27 weighted 
cases). 

Each csse filed in a district court is assigned to a specisc case category (e.g., marine 
personal injury), and each of these case categories has a speci& case weight .(e.g., 
1.48 for marine personal injury).’ However, weights for criminal filings are assigned 
per defendant, rather than per case. Therefore, a case with three defendants who are 
all charged with the same offense (e.g., cocaine distribution) would be weighted at 3 

tase weight3 are not assigned to cases filed in the three territorial courts-the Virgin 
Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands. 
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times the weight associated with that offense (e.g., 3 times 2.27, or 6.81). Criminal 
cases are Weigh&d per defendant because each defendant’s case must be decided 
individually. For example, in a cocaine distribution case with three defendants, one 
defendant may plead guilty and testify against the other two defendants at their trials. 

. For each district, the average weighted filings per authorized judgeship is calculated 
by adding the case weights for alPcases filed in the district each year and dividing the 
total by the number of authorized judgeships for the district. The case weights for 
each court are reported annually, along with a g&percent confidence intexval to 
indicate the siamcal reliability of the estimates. For exampk, in Gcal year 1996, the 

. average weighted case filings per authorized judgeship for the Western District of 
Wwonsin was 483, with a cotidence interval of 441 to 526. In other words, on the 
basis of the case Weight study’s results, there %vas a 95-perc?nt probability that this 
district’s actual weighted case filings per authorized judgeship were between 441 and 
526. It is important to remember that the case weights represent national averages. 
Sped& cases within a case weight category may require more or less judicial time 
than the case weight average for that case category. 

ffoW THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE USES 
5: E ; 
COURTJTJDGESHIPNEEDS 

The Judicial Conference, though its Committee on Judicial Resources, biennially 
conducts a survey of federal district court judgeship needs. In response to the survey, 
each court requesting one or more additional judgeships is to submit a detailed 
justification to the Committee on Judicial Resources’ Subcommittee on Statist&s. The 
Subcommittee is to review and evaluate the requests and prepare a preliminaq 
recommendation, which is to be given to the courts and appropriate circuit judicial 
councils for their recommendation. The Subcommittee is to use the most recent 
caseload data to evaluate responses from either tie circuit judicial council or the 
court and to prepare recommendations for the Committee on Judicial Resources. ‘l&e 
Judicial Conference must review hd approve the Committee’s recommendations 
before the Gnal recommendations are transmitted to Congress. 

For each district requesting additional judgeships: the Judicial Conference may 
recommend the following: 

- adding one or more permanent judgeships, 

?‘he Judicial Conference generally hits its review to districts that have requested 
one or more additional judgeships. 
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adding a temporary judgeship, 

adding a combination of permanent and temporary judgeships, 

converting an existing temporary judgeship to a permanent judgeship, 

extendmg the term of an existing temporary judgeship, or 

adding no new judgeship positions. 

The Judicial Conference’s wiitten workload standards and policies for evaluating each 
district’s judgeship needs rely largely on an analysis of weighted filings per authorized 
judgeship. However, the Judicial Conference’s written policies combine both a 
consideration of weighted case filings and judgmental considerations, such as the 
district’s management practices and use of senior judges? 

Under the Judicial Conference’s written policies, a general standard of 43O’or more 
weighted case f%ngs per authorized judgeship is considered an indication of the need 
for 1 or more additional judgeships. In assessing the need for additional district court 
judgeships, it is the Judicial Conference’s policy to review trends in district workload 
to determine if a district has a sustained workload of 430 or more weighted case 
f&ngs per judgeship. 

If an additional judgeship would leave current weighted case Glings above or near 430 
per authorized judgeship, and there are no other factors suggesting that a temporary 
judgeship or no judgeship is the appropriate recommendation, the Judicial Conference 
may recommend an additional permanent judgeship. If the Judicial Conference 
determines that the district’s current weighted case filings per judgeship is the result 
of unique or temporary factors, it may recommend a tempo- judgeship or no 
additional judgeships. 

lcf weighted case filings per authorized judgeship were to drop between 350 and 430 
after adding the requested judgeship, the Judicial Conference may consider a 
temporary judgeship or determine that no additional judgeships-temporary or 
permanent-are needed. If a district meets the 430 standard, but adding a judgeship 

3Senior judges are judges who have retired from active, full-time status and who may, 
at their option,,contjnue to handle a reduced caseload. According to AOUSC, during 
&xl years 1992-96, senior district court judges (1) closed 15 percent of the civil cases 
and crinkal defendants terminated in district courts and (2) conducted between 16 
and 19 percent of aU trials. . 

173 GAO/GGD-98-57B Federal District Court Population and Case F&s 



ENCLOSUREVII . . ENCLOSURE VII 

would result in reducing the per judgeship weighted case Slings to “well below”4 430, 
the Judicial Conference is to review factors such as the availability and use of senior 
judges in the district Generally in such districts, the Judicial Conference’s policy& 
to recommend an additional position only if the district has no senior judges and has 
no short-term prospects for senior judges. If the district has active senior judges’ or 
active judges who will soon be eligible for senior status, the Judicial Conference’s 
policy is to recommend no additional judgeships. _. 

According to the Judicial Conference’s policy, a district may qualify for a temporary 
judgeship if the district’s weighted case filings would be between 350 and 430 after the 
additional position was added to the district’s current authorized totaL In small CO~ITS 
(generally those with four or fewer judges), the addition of a judgeship has a greater 
effect on the distzict’s per judgeship weighted case iSings than in larger courts6 For 
small courts, the addition of a judgeship may drop the weighted case Blings per 
judgeship to near or below 300. In such cases, the Judicial Conference’s policy is to 
recommend an additional judgeship only if the current weighted case filings per 
judgeship are in excess of 500. 

“me term “well below” is not defined in the Judicial Conference’s written policies. 

5”Active” senior judges are those who had at least a partial caseload. Senior judges are 
not required to take any case assignments. 

6For example, a court with 3 judgeships may have weighted case Slings of 1,440, or 
430 per authorked judgeship. With the addition of 1 judgeship, the weighted case 
mgs per judgeship would drop to 360. A district with 6 judgeships and weighted 
case IZings of 2,880 would also have weighted Slings of 480 per judgeship. However, 
adding a single judgeship in this district would drop the filings to 411 per judgeship. . 
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SCOPE AND METHODOLOGY 

ENCLOSURE VIII 

To detekine the number of authorized judgeships, active judges, and recommended 
judgeships, we used four sources of data We used the U.S. Code and the 
Administrative Office of the U.S. Court’s (AOUSC) 1996 report, entitled Judicial - 
Business of the United States Court, to obtain the number of authorized judgeships as 
of September 30, 1996. AOUSC identified two temporary judgeships that had expired 
between January 1 and August 1,1996. To determine the number of active judges, we 
obtained the number of vacant judgeships in each district court (as of Aug. 1,1997) 
from the U.S. Federal Judiciary’s Internet site, where AOUSC posts an official monthly 
list of judicial vacancies by district For those districts with vacancies, we subtracted 
the number of vacant judgeships Tom the number of authorized judgeships to 
determine the number of active judges. To determine the number of district court 
judgeships that the Judicial Conference of the United States had requested in 1997, we 
used the Judicial Conference’s March 21, 1997, transmittal to Congress, which 
identifkl the number of additional judgeships, if any, requested for each district To 
determine the total number of recommended judgeships, we added the requested 
number of new judgeships @ermanent and temporary), if any, in each district to the 
total number of district court judgeships (permanent and temporary) authorized as of 
September 30,1997. 

To’determine the population per judgeship by district and state; we obtained 
population data by judicial district from AOUSC for 1990. AOUSC did not have 
district populations for 1996, and, as agreed with your offioe, we limited our district 
population analysis to 1990. To determine 1990 state populations, we used AOUSC 
1990 district population for those states with only one district coti For those states 
with multiple districts, we determined the 1990 state population by summing the 
AOUSC district populations of all the districts within the state. We compared these 
state totals to the 1990 state populations reported by the U.S. Bureau of the Census 
and found them to be almost identicaL We obtained 1996 state population data from 
the Census Bureau 

We obtained data on the unweighted and weighted case mgs-total, civil, and 
crimmal-per authorized judge&p for each district in fkcal year 1996 from AOUSC’s 
report entitled Judicial Business of the U.S. Courts. To determine total unweighted 
and weighted case filings in each district, we multiplied these mgs per judgeship by 
the number of authorized judgeships in each district. Using these totals, we computed 
the unweighted and weighted case filings per active judge and recommended judgeship 
in each district by dividing total, civil, or criminal f%.ings for each district by the 
number of active judges and recommended judgeships, respectively,~ for each district, 
Case filings per judgeship in each state were based on the total judgeships and case 
filings of all the districts m the state. 
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Because we were asked to analyze federal district judgeships in the United States, our 
calculation of national average and median unweighted and weighted district case 
filings per judgeship excluded the district courts in the Commonwealth of.Puerto Rico 
and the three U.S. territories of the Virgin Islands, Guam, and the Northern Mariana 
Islands. .Our analysis of state population per judgeship and unweighted and weighted 
case filings per judgeship included the 50 states and the District of Columbia 

We did not independently veri@ the accuracy of the data used in our analyses. We did 
note, that for some districts, the total case iYings-unweighted and weighted-shown in 
the 1996 Jlldicial Business of the United States Courts did not equal the sum of the 
civil and criminal case Gbngs shown for these districts. When asked about these 
discrepancies, AOUSC officials told us the discrepancies were due to rounding in their 
reported case filings per authorized judgeship. 

(188631) 
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