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Judiciary Appropriations, FY2020

Funds for the judicial branch are included annually in the Financial Services and General

Government (FSGGgppropriations bill. The bill provides funding for the U.S. Supreme Cour! gayry 5. McMillion
theU.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circtiite U.S. Cout of International Trade; U.S. Analyst in American
courts of appeals and district couttse Administrative Office of the U.S. Courtje Federal National Government
Judicial CentertheU.S. Sentencing Commission; federal defender organizations that provid

legal representation to defendafitsncially unable to retain counsel in federal criminal

proceedings; security and protective services for courthouses, judicial officers, and judicial

employees; and fees and allowances paid to jurors

May 18, 2020

The judiciary’s FY29billionwasisdbgitted torcCengraess antMarohfll, 8089. By law, the President
includes, without change, the appropriations request submitted by the judiciary in the annual budget submission to Congress.

The FY2020 budget request included $7.62 billion in disaratipfunds, representingsal% increase over the FY2019
enacted level of $7.25 billion provided in the Golidated Appropriations Ac2019 P.L. 1166; February 15, 2019).

The FY2020 budget request also includé8%3 million in mandatoryfunds topay the salaries and benefitsceftain types
of federal judges and to also provide for judicial retirement accounts.

The House Appropriations Committee held a markdyR( 3353 on June 11, 2019, and recommended the judiciary receive
a total of $7.5Dillion in discretionary fundsThe House passétlR. 3351on June 26, 2019he Senate Appropriations
Committee held a markuj$(2524 on September 19, 2019, and recommended the judiciary receive a total dfiiod
discretionary funds.

The FSGG appropriations bill was not enacted prior to the beginning of FY2020 on October Sudgguently, the
judiciary was funded through November 21, 2019, by the Continuing Appropriations Act,R220201659, September 27,
2019) and from November 22, 2019, through December 20, 2019, by the Further Continuing Appropriations Aetl.2020 (
116-69, November 21, 2019).

Final FY2020 appropriations for the judiciary were included in the FY2020 Consolidated AppropriatioRSLAG1E93).
Congress provided a total of $8.19 billion, with $7.49 billion in discretionary funds and $705.5 million in mandatory funds.
The act passed the House on December 17, 2019, the Senate on December 19, 2019, and was sigresidantton
December 20, 2019.

In recent years,mpropriations for the judiciarffavecomprisel approximately 0.2% of total budget authority.
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Introduction

This report provjaddscabh¥YgdFo0e2oO0vbadgef thquest, as
infor mati on ’sa bcoounts iCdoenrgarteitdsosnr eofu e shte. j Tihda cfiiamrsyt s e«
report includes subsections coves ilhmhg2 k2l hb unhg eotr
request, including

T the initial submissionsbyeghesProni Menthotl;yl
2019
T a hearing held on March 7, 2019, by the Hous c
Government Appropriations Subcommittee on t hece
Supreme Court ;
T tdh House subcommittee markup on June 3, 2019,
T the House Appropriations Committee mar kup on
T passage by the House on June 26, 2019;
T the Senate subcommittee markup on September |
T the Senate Appropriations ,Co2ndmid;t ee mar kup ot
T enactment of a continuingP.orle.sSofl;ué i on on Sept
T enactment of a second continRilng Ileésol ution «
69 ; and
1T enactment of FY2020 appropriations for the ju
Consolidated ABD.pk.e9pir lillaetcieommbse.rAc2t0 ,( 20 19)
The second section of the report provides i1inforn
appropriations requested by the judiciary for FY
appropriations oavnids iaodnmsi niinsctlruadteidv ei nprt he appropri
section provides information about the various ¢
are covered by appropriations for the nduodiciary.
judicial services that are not covered by such a
appropriations bills). Finally, the report provi
affecting the judiciary that may be of interest

FY2020 Consideration: Overvie

This section provides an overview of the major a
FY2020 judiciary appropriations. The final statu
summar i[fabll ei n

Submission of FY2020 Budget Request ot

ThRressdeno ed FY2020ubmdgeedr ogudMatcl
a request f $8.29 billion in new budge
billion 1in cretionary funds andal aeQ9e

pos adl, 201
or t aut hor
di s 8 mmnldl i o
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judicial metctBwahsw, the judicial branch appropri
the President and included i°n the budget submiss
Appropriations for the judiciary cothprise appr ox

Table 1. Status of Judiciary Appropriations, FY2020
(as of December 20, 2019)

Committee Resolution of House -
Markup Senate Differences
House House Senate Senate Conference Public
Housea Senateb Report Passage Report Passage Report House Senate Law
6/11/19  9/19/19 | Rept. 6/26/19 g Rept.
(3021)  (31-0) 116132 (224196) 1161‘11 12/17/19  12/19/19 12/20/19

(280:138)  (81-11) P.L. 11603

Source: Congressional Research Service examination of data lfittyorY/congress.gov/
Note s:

a. The House subcommittee held its markup on June 3, 2019.

b. The Senate subcommittee held its markup on September 17, 2019.

Subcommittee Hearings ’‘sonF ¥2h0e2 (5 ubu dkgmreet (

Request

The Financial SCGorvveircnense natn dA p(pernoeprrailat i ons Subcomm
the FY2020 budget request of $106.8 million for
included is oOherpbtdi FiY2020 budget request of §$8.
appr oxi ma ttehlayt 1t.o3t% lo.f

Associate Justices Samuel A. Alito and Elena Kag
the Suprembudgatary request. It was the first pu
Supr e mé oufidrgte t

According te RMepheeQangheyv(IL), chai“rmeaeanbft o6 he
hold a hearing with the Supreme Court at least o

1 Office of Management and Budgétr e si dent 0 s ,MAppeddxe t“ De¥20G2 Q& d Budget Estimates
Judicial Branch, afttps://www.whitehouse.goombhappendix The difference between discretionary and mandatory
appropriations is discussed further in the.te

2Pursuantto31U.S.G1 105, “Estimated expenditures and proposed appro
judicial branch to be included in each budget ... shall be submitted to the President ... and included in the budget by the
President wFurthemmerePivisibnaCrokthee FY2012 Consolidated Appropriations ARLL( 11274)

added language to 31 U.S&1107 relating to budgetamendment st at ing: “The President shaldl
Congress without change, proposed deficiency and supplemental appropriations submitted to the President by the
legislative branch and the judicial branch.?”

3 Calculations by CRS with data fro®ffice of Management and Budgedjstorical Tables Table5.2—Budget
Authority By Agency: 19762024 athttps://www.whitehouse.goombhistoricaltables

“According to one hewdismgutcaditiba’ bénpgaving justices aprp
the high court was broken in 2016 when Justices Anthony M. Kennedy and Stephen G. Breyer met with committee

members behind closed doors. Private meetings also occurred lasttyeghr t he year before.” Kimberly
RobinsonBloombergLaywy “ Congress Reviving Public Hearing on Supreme (

Congressional Research Service 2
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hi ghes®andoumt heart Yitolueg hlt vs trie gsa scdoi unrgt® Hisnyear i scoa.
expressed “hearvngw s$heh as this one i1is a great W
exposure to “bur third branch.

One i1issue raised dubhenginlge waubcommi usee of <c¢camer
in Supreme K€gurtlprhiceeadpening remaphe, Chair man
government institution —tdmaiUnsS.cISfapedmeotCoha tpub
antiquated practices and opfoltihdsi e@os twei nhpaovret annot v i
decisildmsfurt Kietr isst atoetd wrhratasonable for the Ame:
opportunity to hear firsthand the arguments and
c o ¥

Justice Alito, in responsempchtatedsshdorwhhbkepub
possible “want dacecesnsotat the e x pmarksien gofprdacmasgi.ng
Similarly, Justice Kagan stated that cameras mig
f unc t3Sohnee de.mp has i ze du etshtaito ntihneg kai nJdu sotfi cqe uses in
be taken out of context 1in a video broadcast F o
news program might cause viewers to perceive tha
an issuaswkand, the Jiss taidoveo ciast eplaanyi mp@ sdenwi Ichall
one or both®sides in a case.

Ot her 1issues discussed or ment i ocnuetdt iantg tnheea ssuurbecso
the Court has underctoankterna cbtys raenvdi sciuntgt ienxgi sbtaicnkg o n
spending in or-d#itviagmeedfjusheaneaotstfor federal e mp
Court has placed on enhancing i1its physical and ¢
Congressmenhhetimplef a new electronic c¢sase filin
website to mikieend]l moaerdukieeghlight important 1inf
caleHfHaustice Alito also noted inuchsitsi g satnynomeyw t
programmatic i*ncreases in funds.

5Congressman Mike Quigley, “Chairman Quigley Statement at [
Re q u e s ¢h,7,,201% alttps://appropriations.house.goeivsstatementshairmanquigley-statementthearing
onsupemecourtsfy-2020budgetrequest

6 1bid.

7 lbid.

8 1bid.

9 1bid.

10 bid.

UTestimony of Justice Samuel A. Alito, “House Appropriatio:
Government Holds Hear in@Q TsanscriptiopsMascm?, 20 urt Budget , ”
2Testimony of Elena Kagan, “House Appropriations Subcommit:
Hol ds Hearing on SGQplrarseiptionSMarch 4, 20BBu d get , ”

13 |bid.

“Hearings on FY2020 Supreme Court Budget Request, “House A,
and General Government Hol ds CQllranscripiogsMarah 7,201 r e me Court Budg
BTestimony of Justice SpaatiomseSubcommitte®lor Financial SeHices aned Gehgrah r o
Government Holds Hear in@Q TsanscriptiopsMarcmé, 200 urt Budget , ”
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House Appropriations Subcommittee on I
General Government Markup

On June 3, 20109, the House subcommittee held a n
General Goverdmendthe( ES GG mmi It t e e, by voice vote
$7.51 billion in disctetionary funds

9

for the jud

House Appropriations Committee Markup

On June 11, 2019, the House Appropriations Commi
The ctotmenei recommended $7.51 billioth in discretio

The $7.51 billion in discretionary funding recon
approximately 31% of the total $24.55 billion 1in
FSGGppropriations bill (which also funds such en

Executive Office of the President, the Consumer

Commi ssion, the Securities and &xg hAdmpgien iCs tmma ts is d
The FY2020 FSGG bill was ord2dk.4dR.r ep3Rreltpetd by a r
11-62)2. No amendments were offered during the ¢ omi
judiciary.

The House report thats ancacrokmuppd naf daddr ef shseeu e o mfni vt d e o
to Supreme Court proceedings, whs cthe dhraidn pse eaan dtils
Supremé FoYr0t2 0 buldpet coemaui ¢ $tpe ovi diad that Amer i
people with the opp€otnthitaygtmentsesn Sapleme me
audio would gr e dst layc ceexspsainbdi Itihtey CGoouratver age Amer i
and educatiComale qualnu d .y, t he ¢ omthiot ttaadkeemsmd ®prsa g @
permit dvildeeee aammdi o coverage in all open session:
that allowing such coverage in any case would vi
parties be¥fore the Court.

Passage by the House
The FSGG appr oparsisaetdi obnys ab irlolll9wacdanlplt hveo t Bo uosfe 202w J
2019. No amendments were offered during House <co

16 Note that this amount does not include mandatory funds for salaries and benefits of certain types of juBigeships.
Table 3 and accompanying text for additional information.

17 Note that this amount does not include mandatory funds for salaries and benefitainftgees of judgeships. See
Table 3 and accompanying text for additional information.

18 See discussion in the text above. For a discussion, genefdhg, wse of video in federal courthouses, GBS
Report R44514Yideo Broadcasting from the Federal Courts: Issues for CongbgsSarah J. Eckman

19 House Appropriations Committeld,Rept. 116122, p. 39.
20 |bid.
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Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on
General Government Markup

On Sept elmbe 2019, the Senate subcommittee held a
Services and General Government (FSGG) bi
recommended a total of $7.42 bitlion in di

Senateobhppations Committee Markup

On September 19, 2019, the Senate Appropriations
FSGG bill. The committee recommended $#.42 billi
The $7.42 billion iomméinderde tfioan arhye ffjwunddicn@rimye a e
approximately 31% of the total discretionary fun
bill (which also funds such entities as the Depa
President ,r tPhreo dGiocnts uSmaef et y Commi s si on, the Feder
Securities and Exchange Commission, and the Smal
The FY2020 FSGG bill was or d®S¢d 255.8Rop-tt.edl by a r
1 1)1 No amendments were offered during the c¢commi!H
judiciary.

The enate mpponredt hhst meomupg temphasimpdr ahaveit
that the Federal judiciary devot®Addsitioenalwt yge s
the repor“tt stataealdsohamportant that stukkdh jawdiciary
travel, construct?Tohne, Saennda toet hreerp oerxtp ednisde sn.ot addr
access to Supreme Court proceedings, Which had b
hearing on t he FSYpir2eOmeb uCoguertt r e que st .

Enacetnth of First Continuing Appropriat
Final enactmesnt baflgehe diddnotaoygcur prior to the
Consequently, the judiciary was funded through N
Appropriat i®Tthse tAacpa s s2e02 0tthe House on September 1
September 26, 2019. It was signed by the Preside

Enactment of Second Continuing Approprt

Final enactmesnt baflgehe dj ddNnoovteanobgecru r2 2p, r i200rl 9t. o
Consequently, the judiciary was funded from Nove
by the Further Contint®Thg Apprppsseti ohs HNousec20

2! Note that this amount does not include mandatory funds for salaries and benefits of certain types of judgeships. See
Table 3and accompanying text for additial information.

22 Note that this amount does not include mandatory funds for salaries and benefits of certain types of judgeships. See
Table 3and accompanying text for additional information.

23 Senate Appropriations Committe& Rept. 116111, p. 39.
24 |bid.

25P.L. 11659 (September 27, 2019).

26p.L. 11669 (November 21, 2019).

Congressional Research Service 5



Judiciary Appropriations, FY2020

19, 2019, and the Senatgned NyvemeBe®Pr2b,id2Gt9 onl
2019.

Final Enactment of FY2020 Regular Apprt
Judiciary

Enactment of bhdggtdfora¥Fy¥Y2020 was included in t
AppropridThensotAzt .amoundsiapgiepreaiedafygr fuhe
$7. 49 abntdhlei mmount in mandatory funds provided f

The act passed the House on December 17, 2019, a
signed by t hee nPbreers i2d0e,n t2 Ooln9 .De ¢

Enact ment o ft aSlu pAppl pernoepnrRie & tpiotnsse f o r
COVI-D9

On March 27, 2020,ndt t ch e HPu sets hGbarsmstneadvii g mes d Ai d, Re
and Economid CARENPtidccya AAdrtess the nationwide impa

Di sease 20019 ThE€QVWEDR part, provides funding for t
respond to the pandemic. Spproprcatiognsthe CARES
judi @ioampy eveamtf, op,r eppmd respond to coromavirus, d

By Jla@ongress designated such appropriations to

The §hdeeiartyhaatc croeucnetisvtehde i fawwnk iSlwep tehme Court of t
Uni BedtSaad ari es ardobxapenf$EHW0r, 09 00f Amppeal s, Di st
And Ot her JW®iatiaali eSe mwidcomsmpe i $dabdef ehder

Ser vaiccceosumt 1 { §dn

FY2020 Judiciary Budget Reque

Di s cr e tAipopmraorpyr i at i ons

The jusdikRYZAG%0 discretionary budget request tota
increase from the $7.25 billion in discretionary

Tab2Alei sts, for each accoudiscnetludadriynbulbdgetudii(

enacted by Congress fsorF Y2Y022001 9r,e q(u2e)s tt,h e( 3j)u dtihcei aFr
pashed House, (4) the FY2020 amount that was T epoc
Committee, and (5) the FY2020 enacted amount .

27p.L. 11693 (December 20, 2019).
28p.L. 116136(March 27, 2020).
29The Senate had passed the bill on March 25, 2020.
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Table 2. Judiciary Discretionary Appropriations, FY2019 -FY2020
(in millions of dollars)
FY2020
FY2020 Senate
FY2019 FY2020 House Committee FY2020
Enacted Requested Passed Reported Enacted
Supreme Court (total) $100.7 $104.1 $103.3 $104.1 $103.3
Salaries and Expense  $84.7 $87.7 $87.7 $87.7 87.7
Building and Grounds  $16.0 $16.4 $15.6 $16.4 15.6
U.S. Court of Appeals
for the Federal Circuit $32.0 $33.0 $33.0 $32.7 $32.7
U.S. Court of
International Trade $18.9 $19.9 $19.4 $19.2 $19.6
Courts of Appeals,
District Courts, and
Other Judicial Services $6,960.1 $7,320.7 $7,210.7 $7,118.2 $7,186.6
(total)
Salaries and Expense $5,144.4 $5,384.0 $5,274.0 $5,182.7 $5,250.2
Defender Services $1,150.4 $1,234.6 $1,234.6 $1,234.6 $1,234.6
Court Security $607.1 $641.3 $641.1 $641.1 $639.2
Fees of Jurors and
Commissioners $49.7 $51.9 $51.9 $50.7 $53.5
Vaccinénjury Trust
Fund $8.5 $9.0 $9.1 $9.1 $9.1
Administrative Office
of the U.S. Courts $92.4 $96.9 $94.3 $94.3 $94.3
Federal Judicial Center $29.8 $30.7 $30.7 $30.4 $30.4
U.S. Sentencing
Commission $19.0 $19.3 $19.7 $19.7 $19.7
Total (Judiciary) $7,252.9 $7,624.6 $7,511.3 $7,418.5 $7,486.6

Sources: Congressional Research Service examination of data firdm1165 (Consolidated Appropriations
Act, 2019);The Judiciary Fis¢ahr 2020 Congressional Budget Suntr@n3351H.Rept. 116122, S. 2524
S.Rept. 11411 P.L. 11693 (December 20, 2019); anthe Judiciary Fiscal Year 2021 Congressional Budget

Summary

Notes: The figures reported iTable 2 are for regular FY2020 appropriations and do not include the
supplemental appropriations provided in tBeronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security @ARES Adt

All figures are rounded, and column sums may not equal the total due to rounding.

Thr kPaer g Pisd c r e t Acocmaurnyt s

t otrae q ufeosstc $ dt b@ndr ¥y 11 on
Tabl)e the greatestSpbactcesafBGdwkEtspEéoabelhppeal s, C

Of t hica’s wyRIY2X02 0

Court s, and Ot haecrc oJuwundyp rcd sald .n Gie mqyfi Tt ehse
per cReftangdte ne aSeorfivmitc, e dre presenting 16.

greatest

for

FY2020

di scretionary-grreeqauteesstta gpdehrecf20o bhf ¢ d Selcw L int y
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representing 8Th% oftmoahaingqve $%. of the FY2020
for the other ac&ounts listed in the table.
Similarly, of then®fcbtyddComiglrleissanrfytolFaytt ivdg bddget,
the greatest pSatanti £gsec dB8ads EkX@eokdppeal s, Distr
and Ot her Juwdicoiuanlt Serevei cllchsbA)-€rienparle sceonltutming i7n0 . 1 %
enacted amougrteatlThst spacroonRhaftanpgdke neacSceorfivmintc, e sh e
representintgo tlabl. 5e%m aocft etdhigem maouwas t Thec@auratdge was
Secuarcictoyuenptr,e s enting 8.5% of the enacted amount
enacted amount was for th% other accounts listed

Thr eaer gle Pe r crecnrteaagsee sl f E a mc Fri¥cduwnAt9s

Of the accdahXxethesiadgent percentage increase b
FY2019 andrefuaehsymetdinet j udi ciary DEdenll¥€20B@rwdces
acceuant . 3% ei nfcrroemn t he FY20tlRe alh¥2d20cenaguesdt t oTh
greatest 1 nc\aecacsienewalsnjfaccwotThreusst 6 FU% di-ncrease. Tl
greatest 1incGolrste Sveaco ifiotry tsh¥5. 6% increase.

Of the sameedcicmumhe tlable, the largest percenta
enacted in FY2G®khacauyydCohgr amoufhheor FE&R20A0 Iasorfsr
and Commiagssie@ameér % i ncr e2alsle9 fernoant ttehde aFmYo unt . The

greateet sin vwaesf efnodre ra bSeenrtv,i cae s7 . 3 % i-ganrceractaesset. The t
increase Vacgcifher INhacyodnustalPuntd% increase.

Percentage '©fFYRHMHgaematcytEed by Congress

Overall, Congr esns, eoma c9t8e d2 %8’ .oH Y 2 bheD 1j buaddi geceita rrye q u e
$7.62 billion.

Additionally, the enacted FY2020 amount for each
judi’cei EY¥020 request for t hSutp raecméBuhbtbarikhogr e x a mp
Groundsount, Congress—paepvddedt $dg . $3s.mi %1l aoadnt he
FY2020 request of $16.4 million.

30 Altogether, theCourts of Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial Serviteza represents 96.0% of the
judiciary’s discretionary budget request for FY2020.

31 These accounts are listed here in descending order from the greatest percentage to smallest percentage of the
judiciary’s FY2020 dAdnmistrative Qffineact WyS. Gourd. 2a); SupremeqCouts t :
Salaries and Expensés.1%); Fees of Jurors and Commission€ds7%);U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal

Circuit (0.4%);Federal Judicial Cente(0.4%);U.S. Court of International Trad@®.3%);U.S. Sentencing
Commissior{0.3%); Supeme Couid Building and Ground$0.2%); and th&/accine Injury Trust Fun¢0.1%).

32 Altogether, theCourts of Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial Serviteza represents 96.0% of the
judiciary’s enacted FY2020 budget.

33 Of all the accounts listed ifiable 2, the percentage increase between the amount enacted in FY2019 and the amount
requested for FY2020 ranged from avlof 1.6% (for theJ.S. Sentencing Commissiaccount) to a high of 7.3% for
the Defender Servicesccount.

34 Of all the accounts listed in the table, the percentage change between the amount enacted in FY2019 and the amount
enacted in FY2020 ranged frontoav of -2.50% (for theéSupreme Coud Building and Groundsccount) to a high of

7.65% for theFees of Jurors and Commissionexxount. Th&Supreme Coué Building and Groundsccount was the

only account for which less money was appropriated in FY2020ithgY2019.
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Al toget her, for seven account s, Congress appropr
judiciary in itsi ®PW¥D2020 wohudgetounubmi Congress pas
as was reques t%%d db y otrh e hjriedi aicarojunt s, Congress ¢
amount requested by th

The federal courts, judicial entities, and judic
Tablaere discussed bel swcitn ogir coat € chted trsegpioBrto g ri a hhse,
and Other Items Funded by the Judiciary Budget

d
e judiciary in its FY2020
d

Discretionary Appropriations in Recent Years

%81 Y huN

FY2019 judiciary funding was provided in Divisio
Appropri 20i1l®.nl{.-60AktGvhi ch was enacted on February
provided $7.25 billion in discretionary funds fo
%81 Y huul

FY2018 judiciardye df uinnd i Digv iwsaisomp rbb,viTi t 1l e I 11, of
AppropriatiBmnls.-1MgIk5 wBEDEdB was enacted on March 23
provided $7.11abiyl fumdsi fodi threetuadnciary.
%8 | Y huA

FY2017 judiciary funding was provided in Divisio
AppropriatiB.nls.-3AkltS5wh2i0cth? eh sornMay 5, 2017. The a
$6.93 billion in discretionary funds for the jud

Use ofpPMNommri ated Funds

The judiciaapperbppopiasted fionds t o ehnetlsp. oTfhfes et it s
maj or ity aopfp rtohpersieaetneddn ofnu ntdhse acrol l ection of fees,
feRasnd fees associated with obtai ng case and d
cou¥Tthseese monies are used to offs expenses tha

- =

®These seven accounts (and the percentage of the judiciary
Supreme Coud Building and Ground$95.1%);U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circ(80.1%);U.S. Court of

International Tradg98.5%);Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial Sendcgalaries and Expenses

(97.5%);Court Security(99.7%);Administrative Office of U.S. Court87.3%); and-ederal Judicial Centef99.0%).

36 These two accounts aBaipreme Coud Salaries and Expense@sdDefender Services

These three accounts (and the percentage of the judiciary
Fees of Jurors and Commissionét93.1%);Vaccine Injury Trust FunL01.1%); andJ.S. Sentencing Conission
(102.1%).

38 Each typeof federal court, and other federal judicial services, publishes a list of fees that are charged for services
provided by the specific court. For a list of these fees, see Administrative Office of U.S. Eeestat
https://www.uscourts.gosérvicesformsfees

39 The Public Access to Court Electronic Records, or PACER, is a service that allows users, for a fee, to obtain case and

docket information online from federal appellate, district, and bankruptcy courts, and the PACER Case Locator.
Accordingtothefedergl udi ci ary, PACER is provided “in keeping with it
court information v ihitps:Awww.pacer.gadCbngressiahal authorization for.tHe judiciary

to collect fees was granted in the Judiciary Appropriations Act of 1891,10:515 (November 5, 1990).
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di scr ethiaorniaersy andbbBxpeomsnaeas for the courts of appe
other judicial services. The numbers presented i
judici aroyt, ianncdl uddoe nt hppe opffiac¢cetdi dfgndaen

MandatppyopAriations

Mandatory appropriations are used to
with the salaries and expenses of certain types
cons idliesrcerdeatpipornoaprryi at i amsy )for the judici

Suala ndaatpoprryopr i ations fall into two categories:
Article III judges (Supreme Court Justices, U.S.
types of federal judge2) (fugds ObDasadrfiptcyeyadagks
retiremengpaccbPDundkl y, "Reatei damdarcti aHuODdF f@2&r¥. S. C
the JudiciAmlnuSudnwisvdmusnd),( 2a8h dU.tSh.eC.U.§S3.7 6Clocu)r t o f
Jud®Reds i rementS . FG.aBg)(.28 U.

Table 3. Judiciary Mandatory Funding, FY2019 -FY2020
(in millions of dollars)

FY2019 FY2020

Account Enacted Enacted
Supreme Court $2.7 $2.7
Court of Appeals for the Federal $3.0 $3.1
Circuit
Court of InternationalTrade $1.4 $2.1
Courts of Appeals, District Courts, $418.2 $457.5
and Other Judicial Services
Judicial Retirement Funds $211.7 $240.1
Total (Judiciary) $637.0 $705.5

Source: Congressional Research Service examination of data R@m1165 (Consolidated Appropriations Act,
2019);The Judiciary Fiscal Year 2020 Congressional Budget BitRni3a%5y. H.Rept. 116122 andThe Judiciary
Fiscal Year 2021 Congressional Budget Summary

Note: Enacted columifior FY2020reflects FY2020 assumed finangiain levels. All figures are rounded, and
column sums may not equal the total due to rounding.

The mandatory appropriations enacted for FY2020
mandatory amount, $465.4 milli osnoc ioart e6d6 .wWi%,h i s f
judgeships that the judiciary is constitutional!]l
$240.1 million (or 34.0% of FY2020 mandatory app
retirement funds.

There was a si miulsaer obfr emmkdawm r.i@f ftulhel s $ 6 37 . & Y01l 1
in mandatory appropriations provided for FY2019,
salaries and expenses associated with Article 11

Specifically, the act states reasomableféash.égor chllection byithetourGonf er ence
under those sections for access to information available through automatic data processing equipment.... The Director,

under the direction of the Judicial Conference of the United States, shall presuitesiale of reasonable fees for

electronic access to information which the Director is regq
§404(a); 104 Stat. 2132133).
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The remag $211.7 million (or 33.2% of FY2019 man
judicial retirement funds.

Admi ni strative Provisions

The jusdikEYZ2Gd)X%0 request also contained administra
authorizatawa ofpendagsg isf aurs et hoef jewdiecritasr yand cons
(2) allowing the transfer between judiciary acco
accounts prohibited from increasingofhy more than
appropriations; (3) a limitation of $11,000 for
incurred by the Judicial Conference of the Unite
contract, under certain scsi rtchiamms tfahmklk,s0 0 ;o r( i) ptahi
of a court security-ypaloexperagiom; ofdndaféd6pus o¢ra
The bill passed by the House included each of th
that no juwdexdiapty aeccoarimay ¢hccemseabgygesmore th
a result of the transfer of “appropriations bet we
The Senatea epommietdt dba 11 included each of these si
1 1imited o stihrei |Htoru sle0 bperlgent the amount that may
appropitiation.

The final enacted FY2020 appropriations for the
provisions. In terms ofovhdg skheoadaptredibibh aldk
between judiciary accounts of up to 5% of any ap
increasing by more than 10% as a result of any s
be treatoegdr aansmian gr eopfr funds under the *ct and mee

Court s, Progr ams, and Ot her 1
Judiciary Budget

U.S. Supreme Court

The U. S. Supreme Court 1is the final arbiter 1in t
nine judgeships for the Court. Among the mnine Ju
Chief Justice of the United States. Justices are

consent of the Senate.

40H.Rept. 116122 (June 11, 2019), p. 43.

““The administrative provision included in tDefendendiciary’s
ServicesaandFees of Jurors and Commissioneft®m the prohibition that an account coulot be increased by more

than 10 percent by the transfer of appropriations among accounts. See Administrative Office of U.STi@ourts,

Judiciary Fiscal Year 2020 Congressional Budget Sumpmary9, ahttps://www.uscourts.gositesfiefaultfiles/
fy_2020_congressional_budget_summary_0.pdf

42 S Rept. 116111 (Septembr 19, 2019), p. 51.

43 For additional information, see §302 of Title llIfL. 11693 (December 20, 2019).
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U.S. Courts of Appeals

U.S. couals, odr agiprecuit courts, take appeals fro
also empowered to review the decisions of many a
challenge to a district court decis iaoamefrtamka ocfo
a court of appeals 1is to determine whether or no
coudiCtas es presented to U.S. circuit courts are ge
member pamnels (circuit courts do mnot wuse juries
The nation is divided into 12 geographic circuit
one nationwide circuit, the U.S. Court of Appeal
bel ow)

Al together, 167 j ud gceisrhciupist fcooru rtthse saer el 2c urrergei notnlayl
The First Circuit (comprising Maine, Massachuset
Rico) has the fewest number of authorized judges
Alaska, Aormnomna, HCwh i, I daho, Mont ana, Nevada,
most*® 29

U. S circuit court judges are appointed by the P
Such appointments are considedtddofothe &fSective
Const i*tnuetainoim)g, judges remain in office until the"
retire, or are removed by Congress through the p
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal
This court hadinaitoonwvde guwvritain types of cases
gover nment contracts, patents, trademar ks, certa
government, fedetbaeln epfeirtsso,n naenld, ’‘Pruehtleifca mshacfcd tayi mes f. f
court also reviews certain administrative agency
In FY2018s jtithrei sxdbiuattadmi noasratedeofaw cases (20
property cases (67%), and cases 1involving money
(13%”

There are 12 judgeships authorized for the U.S.
serving on the Federal Circuit are appointed by
Senate. Such appointmentforate feofanderedrtocbe ¢
Constitution), meaning judges remain in office u
or are removed by Congress through the process o

“Administrative
courtrole-andstructure

45 The Ninth Circuit also includes two U.S. territories, Guam and the Northern Mariandds

“Throughout the text of the t he
appointed to an Article TTI1I

report.,
court t o

ter m
remain

OCofiri Role and $tructir °S httpstwwwiugcaurts.goaboutfederatcourts/

113

effective f o

in office “dur

47 United States Court of Appeals for the Federal @ir€ourt Jurisdiction athttp://www.cafc.uscourts.gae-court/
courtjurisdicion “The administrative law cases
claims. Nearly all of the intellectual property cases involve patents originating from the U.S. Patent and Trademark

Office and all U.S. District Courts. Suits for money damages against the United States government include government
contractcass , tax refund appeals, unlawful takings, and
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U. S. Court of International Trade

This couowmwhae gpatisdiction over civil actions
trade laws of the United Statesvol Mesanovofdtutmpin
countervailing duties, the classaftecoamnsonoamec
unpaid customs duties and civil penalties, and
la%®I.n 2018, the court reported a total of 242
There are nine judgeships autlhoadeed] ddges hee Uv S
the Court of International Trade are appointed
Senate. Such appointments are considered to be
Constitution), imeami g fjicdgesntrielma hey die, assui
or are removed by Congress through the process

U.S. District Courts (Including Territ

District courts are the fedeaatlritali adowmtus tde todr
and apply legal pri®Tciplesate condhee¢ edi byunesdis
in some cases, a magistrate judge.

Each state as at l east 0
t

u

e

e

h n
he Commonweal h of Puerto Rico, t he
h

o

i

u

Col umbi a, t

Commonweal't of the Northern Mariana Islands).
divided int judicial distircitctcso,urwi.t hF oera cehx admpslter
is divided nt o—efaccthr wjiw chi cditasl odwins tdriiscttrsi ct cour't
distri®%t courts

At present, there are 677 di**Ctomigate ssothmats jawd heosHh
bet weaennd 128 judgeships for each district court,
areas generally having more authorized judgeship
judgeships, the Eastern DistrictrofwOkhahoma ( Mu
aut horized judgeship), while the district courts
(Manhattan) and the Central District of Californ
with 28 authorized judgeships)

U. S. distesctareoaptpojjmdgd by the President with
Senate Such appointments are considered to be

48 U.S. Administrative Office of U.S. Courts,S. Court of International TradeJudicial Business 201 &t
https://www.uscourts.gosfatisticsreportsiis-courtinternationaitradejudicial-busines2018

49 |bid.

YAdministrative OCofiri Roleand $tructiye’S httpstwwwiuscaurts.géaboutfederatcourts/
courtrole-andstructure

51 These include three district courts located in several U.S. territories. Specifically, there is one district court each in
Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands, and the U.S. Virgin Islands. These courts were established by Congress under its
authority to goern the territories granted by Article 1V of the Constitution. Judges confirmed to these courts serve 10
year terms (unlike Article Il U.S. district court judges, who are appointed for life unless they voluntarily leave office

or are removed from offickey Congress). As with Article Il courts, territorial courts hear cases arising out of federal

law, their decisions may be appealed to a U.S. circuit court of appeals, and their judicial nominations are referred to the
Senate Judiciary Committee.

52 This taal includes 4 permanent territorial district court judgeships and 10 temporary U.S. district court judgeships.
See the U.S. Courts websitehdtp://www.uscourts.godldgesAndJudgeshipsithorizedJudgeships.aspx
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aning judges remaim,i m eofifriec e

Constitution e
\% y Congress through the process

or ar ¢ r ¢ mo

Territorial 1s
the Northern>*Mn
of the Senate (
effective for 1

rict court judges, serving the

iryfeea rb utte ramr ei nf oorf fai cfei.xed 10

u
(o)

U
iahsolsppadsested byand ec oPrseesnitd e nt
nder Article IV of the U.S. Cons
f

U.S. Magistrate Judges

Certain types of trials andapretsesedbangsohdlbdtbsg
jud¥Asdistrict court judge may refer certain mat
judge may be assigned to hold a pretrial confere
may alsoycdypwctofarwivil trial as domgent the par
juris)d,i catnndont hey may also preside over all misde
defendant has waived his fMghtstoameatojtidebdder ¢
over felony criminal cases (but can handle pretr
cas®s) .

As of September 201%hag haut uditicizneed nfidgh fsfturlealt cee j u
positioss me2Popartiiomati amdc Berclo/mmaggMagiateajadge
judges-Aate chen I I I judges appofnmedmbygidistatecjuc
serve a term of eight years and may be reappoint
In 2018, magistrate j2udgels 3dtinmipst scianbc loud ead to4 &,14 D
matters that had been referred to them by distri
were the presiding judges for all proceedings by
matter s pos.igm.g, odi certain types of motions); and
(e. g., search WQtrhamtmatptpdris adiisomess)ed of by magi
Class A misdemeanor cases, petty owYébébmnsevgecafos,
example, habeas corpus petitions and civil 7right

The number of magistrate judge positions 1is dete
St a®%®A smagistrate judge is appointed ubdygemajority

53 Judges appointed to U.S. district courts for the District of Columbia and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico are
appointed as Article 11l judges (and not as territorial district court judges).

54 The office of magistrate judge was created by the Federal Magistrates Act of 1968, in part, to provide relief to district

court judges in handling their c¢as el hitpsdwww.fidgevllistoryhl Judi ci al

judgesmagistratgudgeships

55 1bid.

56 1hid.

57 The Judicial Conference of the United States is the principal policymaking body for the federal courts system. The
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court is the piiagidfficer of the conference, which comprises the chief judges of the

13 courts of appeals, a district judge from each of the 12 geographic circuits, and the chief judge of the Court of
International Trade.

58 Under 28 U.S.C. §631(c), with the approvatteé Judicial Conference, a clerk or deputy clerk of a court may be
appointedasaparti me magistrate judge. Administrative Office of
and Appointments-J u di ¢ i al B u $tipsi/vawvsuscduitd.gdstatisticareportsstatusmagistratgudge
positionsand-appointmentgudicial-business2018

59 Administrative Officed U. S. Court s, “XJ.uSdi cMaagli sBursaitnee sJsu d2g0els8 , > at
https://www.uscourts.gostatisticsreportsiismagistratgudgesjudicial-busines2018

80 Through September 2018, the Judicial Conference had authorized S#mnéuthagistrate judgeships, 29 ptine
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erving on the court to which itmkee mmaeggissttrraatee jjuudd
s a term of eighf" years and may be reappoin

—
<
o

9p)

Bankruptcy Courts

have exclusive jmkrriwpdticcyt icoans eo veearn
ate court). Bankruptcy courts are
ver bankruptcy matters as granted
s

—c o o

- = h o

- =

- 0 o
-

H.Q_.g,
R0 —

f 7-%a3 ,239% 5d ebcalnik¥t@uf pftacloylm p2e0t 1i 7t .
018, nonbusiness (mostly con
itions accounted for 3 %.

N0 B
—
- N
e O
B o=
»nn o

tember 2008, 35Rebanweunptaeyt gtuageships a
e number of bankr uPBamk jwmpltgeey +iwd gleest ear m
IT judges appointed by the court of app
caJtueddg.e s are appointed for a term of 14 years ;

o = = wm
- -
—_

(@]
—_—
(¢]

. S. Court of Federal Cl ai ms

h court had nationwide jurisdiction over var.i
0 nmentthaonelu"diamlgvi ng kit maxg ndfpondyvatfee peoplert
s e, pay and dismissal of federal civilian emplo
a claims brought by Native Americans and/or t
a ts and copomdlghtefewvagee, and the National

(¢}

anuary, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §791(c), th
ss a statement of all the Sfnwdteghse ntasmeas nde
claimants, the amount s, the dates of entr
dgments rendeied the previous fiscal year.

—

8, filings increased in the coundthh by 16% t
se in cases involving taken prdperty and a

o

ar)

—

-
[ N C RO B

judgeships, and 3 combination clerk/magistrate judge posit
Magistrate Judge Pogits and Appointments] u di ¢ i a1l B u htipsi/evawvs uscduitd.gdstatisticareports/
statusmagistratgudge positionsandappointmentgudicial-busines2018

6128 U.S.C. §631(d).
2Federal Judicial Cent ehtps/MwifiSgovhiSarytourtsinspbankruptcytoursr t s , >  a't

3Administrative Office of UJu.diGoiuwarlt sBus“ilh.es.s RaOnlk8r,uwp tacty Co
https://www.uscourts.gostatisticsreportslis-bankruptcycourtsjudicial-busines2018

64 bid.

5Administrative Office of U.S. -Tedr¢sal “Butaimes of2BhakTupt
https://www.uscourts.gostatisticsreportsstatusbankruptcyjudgeshipgudicial-business2018

6Administrative Office of U.S—J€ductasl BWsSneCou26t8p0f Fed
https://www.uscourts.gostatisticsreportstis-courtfederatclaimsjudicial-busines2018

57 |bid.
58 |bid.
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The court cohrstiisalse oIfl I1 6j mdbgmes who are app
President with the advice and consent of t

Probatmido®Pratrial Services

Feder
wit hi
await
condi

al probation and pretrial services officers
n the federal c¢criminal “guwupeé¢iciesesysdefimendanpt
ing trid%a nwdo opiral @ & “urpeolm® awthsidc h t he court can
tions of release or detentidh while crimina

>
ge]

obat fporno voi fdfeisc etthe court with reliable 1infor m:

victim, ared ctohmemi a ft feedn as well as an i1impartial a |
gui det@ffeiscevsspadsiose offenders sentenced to pro
coming out of federal prison who affe required to
In 20p8etrial services officers prepnanred 95, 442
increase of P0Z%theem 206pdrts, “Adt%hi weopaaptgbaonffi
provided pretrial services supeawisnonefier oapp28
from “SWulch. supervision included providing variou:
treatment and location monitoring) and infor ming
violations of®release conditions.

I'n 200lt8a,1 aoft 129, 706 individuals were under post
of fiaedecrease 0fOf4 % hforsoem u2n0dleZr. postconviction s
been convicted of drug offenses:; 1 8% dabtde b en <co
convicted of ™Fierdeararths pafofbatsicoosn. of ficers also pr e
investigatnamnvé ncepastes 0f 5% from 2017.

Defender Services

The Sixth Amendment of the U. S. Co n sctoiutnusteilon gua
in serious c¢criminal proceedings. “Thepdansdebalifwud
for appointing counsel in federal criminal proce

repres®nhtation.

69 Administrative Office of U.S. Court3,he Judiciary Fiscal Year 2020 Congressional Budget Summary Over vi e w

2

of the Judiciary, p. 3.
0 |bid.
1 |bid.
72 |bid.

BAdministrative Office of]uld.iS.i ado WBruthtipsi/iwRosedtfid.gon/1” Saetr vi c e s
statisticsreportspretriatservicesjudicial-busines2018

7 1bid.
75 bid.
78 bid.

"Administrative Of f-Convction Supetvisidn-JudiCial Business,2018”P oastt
https://www.uscourts.gostatisticsreportspostconvictionsupervisiofudicial-busines2018

8 |bid.
7 bid.
80 Administrative Office of U.S. Courtfefender Servicesthttps://www.uscourts.gosérvicesformstefender
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This account infurdces jtuldad camerya tbiuadmgse tof feder al

d

responsible for providing representation to defe

federal criminal proceedings. At present, there
t hatl oeympmore than 3, 700 |lawyers, inVlestigators,

This account also provides funds to reimburse th
panel attardeyYyesral criminal proecgsdicmgs.r Dbhha hr at
attorney compens at®Tohne raen da roef fciacsee omvaexri hmeuamd .a mo un t
compensation paid to a panel attorney blhsed on t
Consequently, the costagecaslsowvicat,ed nwiptalh tt hby 4 de
prosecutions brought by U.S. Attorneys offices.

Court Security

h

tr

jud

This account provides for protective guard ser vi
United States courthoufedenmnald odbrtr dperndtitors.
The majority of funding for court security 1is
which is respohhebseffoandnsaciung camdudborof

pr ov fpdriontge c t i on efso,r oftehdeerr aclo yjrutd gof fi ci als, witmnes
and prf'soners.

At present, the Marshals protect 711 j®dicial

f a

The Marshals also have protectifederadpopmoskicht oy

and cour®I no fFfYi2c0ila8l,s .t he Marshals assessed or
communications agédinst protected persons.

As part of 1its mission to protect the federal

han.

ju

admnmisnt ers the Judicial FaciCotiyt SBecaoiihlyyPr dheam
progoamrsees the daily operation and management

services

81 1bid. There are two types of federal defender organizstithe first type, federal public defender organizations, are
federal entities and their staffs are federal employeeschieéfederal public defendé appointed to a foryear term

by the court of appeals of the circuit where the federal public defemdanization is located. The second type,

community defender organizations, are nonprofit defense counsel organizations incorporated under state laws. These
nonprofit organizations operate under the supervision of a board of directors and can, widexd iimch judicial

district’s plan to provide legal representation to indigen

federal judiciary to fund their operations. Ibid.

82 At present, panel attorneys are paid an hourly rate of $148 capital cases, and, in capital cases, a maximum
hourly rate of $190. Ibid.

83 For example, $11,500 is the maximum attorney compensation for felony cases; $3,300 is the maximum for
misdemeanors; and $8,200 is the maximum for appeals. These maximums megedaeéx higher amounts are
approved by the district judge (or circuit judge if the case is at the appellate level) and the chief judge of theaircuit al
approves. lbid.

84U.S. Marshals Servic&act Sheet Judicial Security 2018t https://www.usmarshals.gqudicial.
85 bid.
86 |hid.
87 1bid.
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oximately 5,308andbusttalslecuandtymofficems §ecu
ection of federal cou¥thouses and other judi

Fees of Jurors and Commissioners

account’s imhudgdget jfliwlnds arlye fees and all owanc
rs and compemd adommi’Pwitoijgtaanjsuronrd lsarve on a
jurors s%Revtei tonj wmr ogrrsa ndly wjtupayd.nd, $50t prers dmw:
on a jury, r%%Gereinvde juwpr otros $a6rCGe paelrs od apya.i d $ 50
ing 45 days on a gramd jury, receive up to $

< »vw B o v
o

etit and grand jurors are also reimbursed for r
e®kurors can receive a subsistence allowance th
guestered durfrfing their serviece.

wn g

jury commissioner 1is appointed in some cases t
andom selection 3Thepe¢compansagirandpgiudotre.a jur
50 per day (pl ufs rtehaes orneaibnibeu resxepneennste s rel ated t o

ccording to the U.S. Addiimstsgragsgsoci Ofdd cwi tolf U
an be unpredictable and are driven by the numbe
tartywtroates for reinmBPursement paid to jurors.

©w oo et

88 |hid.
89 hid.
®Land commissioners are appointed in certain types of case:
thedepw at i on of private property for public use,” including c

113

compensation for condemned property be determined by a <co
commissioners are paid based on the dailyivalent of the highest rate payable under 5 U.S.C. §5332. U.S.

Administrative Office of U.S. Court§€ourts Of Appeals, District Courts, And Other Judicial Senddeses of Jurors

and CommissionedsSummary Statement Of Account Requiremen®s.9, ahttps://www.uscourts.gofile/25694/

download

A trial jury decides “whether the defendant committed the
defendant injured the plaintiffin ¢ i vi 1 case.” A grand jury “is presented wit
prosecutor in federal c¢criminal cases. The grand jury deter
individual has committed a crime and should be put on tfithe grand jury determines there is enough evidence, an
indictment will be issued against t Aypesdfdhiiesidant . ” Administ
https//www.uscourts.gowervicesformsjury-servicefypesijuries

2I'n FY2018, Congress approved the judiciary’s request to i:
$50, as well as increase the daily grand juror attendance fee from $40 to $5

93 Administrative Office of U.S. Courtguror Pay athttps://www.uscourts.gosérvicesformsjury-servicejuror-pay.
94 |bid.

9 |bid.

9 |bid.

9728 U.S.C. §1863.

9828 U.S.C §1863 (b)(1).

99 Administrative Office of U.S. Courthe Judiciary Fiscal Year 2020 Congressional Budget Summana, at
https://www.uscourts.gositestiefaultfiles/fy _2020_congressional_budget_summary_0.pdf
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Vaccine Injury Compensation Trust Func

The National ChildhoocVezacinde al prowgy amct oofprb¥§
compensation to people fou¥Hhde op Hieg 1 cdepsuirgnde b yt «c e
encourage vaccination by providing a streamlined
where an injury rr®smdtpra@dwoanketvearcmra thiavvd otno t radi't
liability and medical mal prtahcetiirc er elcietiipg a toiro m nfeo r
the standard &¥ildhood vaccines.

The program, accordinghtae shecPepdedt manprotvi Hu a1t
adversarial, lesscexpremisng es,ysatnadm lefs sr adaneer y t h
system that governs medical malprat¥ice, persona
The Vaccine Injury Compensation Trust Fund provi
covering claimsetaetettednfuor vescomede aatdhmsi nfiosrt ecr oew
or after October 1, 1988. An individual who beli
vaccine can seek compensation from the fund by f
Department of Health andCoHurnta no fS &fSevdireareas! t ilGel atihnes .U
program began in 1988, over 6,000 individuals ha
for suc® claims.

The Department of thdeés Tirnevaessutrnye nntasn aagnda cpcrhoadeuf cuensd
I nj ur yn sCaotmpoen” Report

Admi nistrative Office of the U. S. Cour

The Administrative Oifsfitclee oafgdln Sy Wiotuhitms t(hO)j ud
provides a broad range of legislative, legal, fi
anpdrogram support s &¥BAimaisn troe sfpeadresriatli Iciotuy tsf AO
support and counsel for the Judicial Conference,
courts, andstbhbem@onhference

With inputcfabmCohttedadee, AO also develops the
submission by the President and approval by Cong

10042 U.S.C. 88300a4 to 300a&34.

MThe program “was established after lawsuits against vacci
cause vaccine shortagesandreduceovda nat i on rates.” U.S. Department of Health
Resources and Service Administratiddout the National Vaccine Injury Compensation Program
https://www.hrsa.gowaccinecompensatiomboutindex.html

1021y,S. Department of Justicéaccine Injury Compensation Prograat https://www.justice.gowivil/ vicp.

103pid.

104 1pid.

105 pid.

106 |hid. This also includes compensation for claims that were settled. The Health Resources and Services
Administration notes that “even in cases in which” a vacci
receive compensation through akettme nt . > U. S. Department of Health and Human

Service AdministrationAbout the National Vaccine Injury Compensation Prograthttps://www.hrsa.gowiaccine
compensatiomboutindex.html

07 These reports are availablehdtps://www.treasurydirect.gaydvtireportstfimp/ivaccompéaccomp.htm

108 Administrative Offie of U.S. Courtsjudicial Administrationathttps://www.uscourts.goaboutfederatcourts/
judicial-administration
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Federal Judicial Center

As the fedesrmdsgaddkiancrd education entity, the F
“devel opsn oand nctoarttiionuing education programs for
also studies judiciary operations and recommends
management and adminis¥ration of the federal cou

The operatioflosveorfs etehne bFy] Ca abrocar d of directors wh
Justice, the director of the Administrative Offi
Confei®nce.

United States Sentencing Commission

Th United States Sentemddmtg Lpammd y st loat iiss alno d a
eral judiciary. It “wWasredeadtccdebtye Conggediss pa
mote transparency ant'Aprepohti ohel coymisssient

e
d
0
d amends s emetse fwirng hguifcdeadleir al cr'monmmmntadr § ustic
n
n

=

ncing recommendations by probation officers
ncing practices.

©» »n » RS

g ©° <P poOBDES 00pB "o
[oN
[¢]
-

ommi ssion consists of seven wotmifng mmdmber s
enate, with menybeearrs ™ Nermmong $haggépnpad sme mbe
mmi s sion can be members of the same political
atl pudgder for a semamdaed.,ngtlgaiadmdn dme tto the
ffirmative votes of® four members of the con

- o g

commission has a staffThd apmpmiosxsi man eilly adl0Do
ur standing advisory groups, regpobkatetmnon ngf fhe
i
a
i

-

ms , a ¥'T hter ipbuarlp olsaen,d si.n part, of the advisor
Il lands is totprevews bOhefedmmakssentencdi
can Indian dedendaaffennds viomitfinst ad in I

> < o

109pid.
1101pid.
11ynited States Sentencing CommissiAbout the Commissigat https://www.ussc.gav

112 Administrative Office of U.S. Courtdudicial Administrationathttps://www.usourts.govéboutfederatcourts/

judicial-administration For FY2018, 87.8% of federal offenders received a sentence of imprisonment (and no other

type of sentence); 6.4% received probation (and no other type of sentence); 3.0% received a senteismnofentpr

and alternatives; 2.0% received probation and alternatives; and 0.8% received a fine (and no other type of sentence).

United States Sentencing Commission, S. Sentencing Commi ssionds 2018 Sourcebo
Statistics 2018 Sentenng Information, Sentence Type for Federal Offenders, Figuren®pst//www.ussc.gov/

researctgourcebook018

13 United States Sentencing Commissidbpu® Organization athttps://www.ussc.goaboutivho-we-are/
organization

4T bid. Additionally, the Attorney General, or the Attorney
Commission are eaaxofficio, nonvoting members of the commission.

115 bid.

116 | pid.

117 United States Sentencing Commissiabput athttps://www.ussc.go@aboutpage

118 United States Sentencing Commissi@dyisory Groupd Tribal Issues Advisory Groypthttps://www.ussc.gov/
aboutivho-we-areadvisorygroups
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Selected Courts Not Funded by

Three specialized courts nefiundend tuhned efre dtelrea 1j uw diucr
budget: the U. S. Court of Aphpee aDlesp afraa rmetnhte oAr nbeedf «
appropriations bill), the U.S. Court of Appeals
Construction, Veterans Affairs, and Related Agen
(funded under I ndeVpendernte AgSeGnGe ibeisl,] )Ti tAldedi t i on al
construction is funded within the General Servic
Agencies, Title V of the FSGG bill.

Selected Ongoing Policy Issue

Number of U.S. chDuistt rGocutr ta nfdu dCgiers hi ps

Congress determines through legislative action b
Consequently, the creation of any new per manent
judgeships must be.authorized by Congres

The Judicial Conference of the United States, t h
biennial recommendations to Congress that 1ident:i
to the Conference, requppecopewapet manedmi njusesdgeshk
criminal justice in the federal court system. In
judgeships, the Judicial Conference examines whe
we l 1l assp eccoiufrat¢ i opmf 6 hmt might wuniquely affect a p
The Judiciasal mCenfereerane¢ recommendation, rel easecd
creation of five permanent judgeships for the U.
(composediaef €akbhfoonhnher western states, and two
also recommends creating 65 permanent U. S. distr
temporary district cour judgeships to permanent
According to etrheencleudisciinacle Gohref enact ment of the 1
bill PnLlI-®9@1(t he number of U.S. circuit court j
appel coturt case filings increased by 15% througt
period, Congress enacted legislation that 1{1increa
district judgeships by 4% (from rdeSa st 0od®®6b7y3 )3 Wh.i |
In terms of specific types of cases, civil cases
cases involving criminal Yelony defendants incre
The House Appropriations Committee’spasnsages afepor
he FSGG funding bill, noted that the Judicial C
“significant number JfonewhdArmnianedwint I[d¥°Jd uvdigetshii gt

¥For additional information about t h¢RIRegdoitR4EM Recdlo nf er ence’

Recommendations by the Judicial Conference for New U.S. Circuit and District Court Judgeships: Overview and
Analysis by Barry J. McMillion

120 judicial Conference of the United States, lettehe Honorable Lindsey Graham, Chairman, Senate Committee on

the Judiciary, May 14, 2019, Appendix 2, p. 1.
121 |pid.
122 House Appropriations Committeld,Rept. 116122 p. 4L.
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The ¢ ommi

ttee l so hperetssexecttsi conzred ncohgtces
existing judi
S t

a

cial vacancies and the passage of ¢
judgeships, he ability of the federal courts to
mannad decbe co¥fpromised.

w1

Judicial Security
There i

s ongoing congressional interest in the s
of federal judges Congress has, in the past, ap
personal sesurFoy efampldeg, an FY2005 suppl ement a
provision providing funds for homt intrusion det
Additionally, the Court Security Improvement Act
s ecufroirt yudges and court personnel®The aetl]l facr c.
exampl e, amended 18 U.S.C. §930(e) (1) to prohibi
than firearms, which were alseady prohibited) 1in
The judiciary works closely with the U.S. Mar s ha
protective policies, procedures, and practices a
the text bove, the Mars htailsg affeddnmnalgedgyunrtehpwans
and other judicial employees. In FY2018, after t
threats and inappropriate communications directe
531 predicatvedtprgat doanssevd poem etdhe presence of or
criminalactivity
The House Appropriations Committeece, in the repor
judiciary budget, stated that thehyysimmalttsec wroints
of federal judiociemlsuffecitlhiet iams edidty of the judi

Cost Containment by the Judiciary

The judiciary continues the costSpeentfdicnmertsi woif
focus forcosamt aincilmgle office space rental, pers
technology, affdhepSeatitegrepotrs. that accompanied
Commi't tma@r kup addressed the issupudifccoaktbrcamd¢hi
suybect to the same funding constraints facing th
imperative that the Federal judiciary devote 1its

Further, it 1s also 1import acnots ttsh astu cthh ea sj utdriacviealr,y
construction, "°nd other expenses.

Of particular focus by the judiciary is an effor
payments. The Administrative Office of U.S. Cour
123 |pid.

124p L. 10913 (May 11, 2005). In FY2018, the Judicial Security Division (JSD) of the U.S. Marshals Service

maintained more than 1,600 residential security systems j udge s’ personal residences. U.S.

S e ¢ u r ihttpg:/iwivw.usmarshals.gqudicial.

125p L. 116177 (January 7, 2008).

26, S. Marshals Ser vihttps:/wwiv.lsmarshalsiggulliciaB e cur i ty, > at
127 House Appropriations Committeld,Rept. 116122, p. 38.

128 Administrative Office of U.S. Court§he Judiciary Fiscal Year 2020 Congressional Budget Summaryii-iv.
129 Senate Appropriations Committeg Rept. 116111, p. 45.
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federal “hjawmdisaicaearee de d dryaemat iqaualslty tion rietdsu cfei e i 1
rent costs, exceeding its or M"PAddilt ircendaulcltyi,o nAQ ona
thwtent has been cut m3twi atbHhdaint i$o3n6a Imislalviionng sa aynetair
future.

In its FY2020 budget summary, the Administrative
as of September 30, 2018, approximately 1. 1. mil
t

he j isdirceibr yb
Exampl es o fs tshpea ¢geu driecd wmcrtyitohne cfaomplaoiwginn gi nc 1l ude

T The bankruptcy court fofwatshe eDiosctartiecdt fa fo mNe w
space 1in Manchester into the District Court i
fed? .

T In New York, the badkalhigpgeaatye d oiunrtto itnh Budifsatl mi «

h
Manhattan, the Bankruptcy Court reduced spacc
savings: 3900 square feet
y
y

T The bankrupt

c cbuwte di b Ran @Bnaecifseed and $1.
annual rent b

moving into the PhiP¥ip Burt o

T CourtHawbsreary reductions in Camden, NI ; Wi 1 mi
Philadel phi a; and U.S. sVugnm flsedtands saved ¢
T The Sixtsh IG@ibrauwiyt headdumuakrdeatsed nt Cinngdamafar:
for €1 ©fkKice file storage. ™ otal savings: 15,
T Courthouses forpewhmarhe tthley ea swsisatnmeod dpwmd ge, th
court Hwausesclosed in Bryson City, NC; Wilkeshb
Parkersburg, WV. Total §{vings: over 35,000 s
T “I'n Mi a mi, 33,000 square feet and $900, 000 in

Bankruptcy COGhydeiAtbi tdheUCS. Courthouse. T wo
relocated, and a circuit 1iB¥ary and jury as:s

The Administrative Office of U.S. Courts also no
judicifardethtasalcamts egfioffit s to develop alternative
may result in cost savings, including eXpanding
distri®t courts.

WAdministrative Office of U.S. Courts, “Judiciary Succeeds
https://www.uscourts.gorews2018/12/1 1judiciary-succeedg€ampaignrcut-spaceandrents

B1pid.

132 Administrative Office of U.S. Court§he Judiciary Fiscal Year 2020 Congressional Budget Summaryii-iv.
BWAdministrative Office of U.S. Courts, “Judiciary Succeeds
https://www.uscourts.gorews2018/12/1 1judiciary-succeedg€ampaignrcut-spaceandrents

134 1pid.

135 bid.

136 1bid.

17 1hid.

138bid.

139 Administrative Office of U.S. Court§he Judiciary Fiscal Year 2020 Congressional Budget Summaryii-iv.
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The House Appropriations Commit tjeued incSctaecsdy i n 1t s
containment efforts over the past 12 years and i
avoi d4fThe. committee noted, specifically, that th
judi’cinc fetq ubaitlels t o wawmi dhanmae lo fc osme¢earaly $36, 000, 00

over the pA%t five years.
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