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FOREWORD

The 2018 Ninth Circuit Annual Repor’f

provides an overview of the work of

federal courts in the western United

States. The past year was pqrficularly

chqﬂenging for our courts, many of which

experienceol significqnﬂy 10.1’9'@1’ workloads

while also confenoling with mulfiple

judicial vacancies. A natural disaster

in the Pacific islands and an extended

pqrfiql federal government shutdown

CHIEF JUDGE
SIDNEY R. THOMAS

at yeqr's end broughf additional stress.

For’funq’fely, juolges and court staff rose

to the chaﬂenges, continuing to proviole

superb service to hfigqn’ts and the public

at 1qrge. [ commend all of them.

In the federal trial courts of the Ninth Circuit,
criminal fﬂings rose ]oy 211 percent in fiscal year
2018. All 13 district courts in the nine western
states that comprise the circuit reported increased
criminal filings. Courts on the United States-
Mexico border were most severely impacted as a
result of the Department of Justice's 1ctrge increase
in iﬂegal immigration prosecutions. The lctrgest
caseload increase in the circuit, numericqﬂy and
percentage-wise, was reported ]oy the US. District
Court for the Southern District of California.
Judges and staff in the San Diego-based court
labored under a 45.5 percent increase in new

criminal filingsA

The shift in government immigration policies
also impacted the workloads of federal public
defender offices in the border courts. Community
defenders in the Southern District of California

opened 10,909 new cases, up 68.1 percent from

FY 2017. Southern District defenders closed 12,146
cases, up a staggering 1137 percent from the prior
fiscal year. Federal defenders in the neighboring
District of Arizona, meanwhile, opened 9,441

new cases, up 64.3 percent from FY 2017, and
closed 9,365 cases, up 589 percent from FY 2017.

Increased workloads were particularly
chqﬂenging for courts with longstqnding,
multiple judicial vacancies. The Southern
District of California ended the year with four
of its 13 judgeships vacant with a fifth vacancy
expected in early 2019. Seven of 28 judgeships
authorized to the Los Angeles-based U.S. District
Court for the Central District of California were
vacant at yectr‘s end, including one seat empty
for more than four years. [n the Seattle-based
Western District of Washington, three of seven
district ]'uclgeships have been vacant for more

than two years.



Federal trial courts in the circuit continue to
receive significorn’[ contributions from magistrate
judges, who perforrn a variety of duties from
conduciing preiirninary proceedings to issuing
search and arrest warrants. 2018 marks the 50th
anniversary of the Federal Magistrate Judges
Act, which established the magistrate judge
system in 1968. In the Ninth Circuit, magistrate
judges disposed of 256,207 civil and criminal
matters, up 12.7 percent from FY 2017.

Natural disasters also provided challenges

to Ninth Circuit courts. We experienced

deddly wildfires in California and a volcanic
erupiion in Hawaii. Alaska experienced a
major earihqudke that iemporarily closed the
district and bankruptey courts. In late October,
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands, a U.S. protectorate, was devastated by
Super Typhoon Yutu. The islands of Tinian and
Saipan took the brunt of the dquge from the
massive storm, which broughi sustained winds
of up 180 mph. The U.S. District Court for the
Northern Mariana Islands on Saipan closed
during the worst of the storm. In both Alaska
and SCtipCll’l, the federal courts reopened within
dqys, which is a tribute to the dedication of their
judges, staff, and the Circuit Executive's Office.

The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals continued to
reduce its pending caseload and case processing
times in FY 2018. Through the use of case
management Jtechniques and the efforts of circuit
judges, the court lowered its pending caseload
by 9.4 percent in FY 2018. This followed a 147
percent reduction in the pending caseload in FY
2017. The median time interval from filing of

a notice of appeal to final disposition was 1.7
months in FY 2018, down from 13 months in FY
2017 and 15.2 months in FY 2016.

Aiihough deciining sligh’riy, pro se dppeois
continue to constitute a idrge portion of the
Ninth Circuit docket. In FY 2018, pro se litigants
accounted for 45.4 percent of all appeals opened
during the year. Pro se appeqls from prisoners in
state and federal prisons within the circuit were
the most numerous.

Judges of the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals
welcomed two new colleagues in 2018. Judge Mark
J. Bennett of Honolulu, Hawaii, took the bench in
July while Judge Ryan D. Nelson of Idaho Falls,
[daho, was seated in October. Other new judicial
colleagues included District Judges Susan Brnovich
and Dominic W. Lanza of the District of Arizona
and Jill Aiko Otake of the District of Hawaii;
Bankruptey Judge Joseph M. Meier of the District of
Idaho; and 12 magistrate judges.

We mourned the passing of Circuit Judge Stephen
Reinhardt of Los Angeles, who died unexpectedly
in March after serving for more than 37 years

as an active judge of the Ninth Circuit Court of
Appeals. He was rightly considered to be one

of the giants of the law and a good friend and
coHedgue. We also mourned the loss of retired
District Judge Samuel Conti, the longest-serving
judge in the hisiory of the Northern District of
California with 45 years on the bench.

In 2018, we reaffirmed our commitment to a
healthy workplace for all employees. During the
year, all our courts qdopied revised Ernployrnen’r
Dispute Resolution policies that reduce barriers to
employees who want to officiaﬂy report workplace
rnisconduci, while also providing rnuliiple avenues
for them to informqﬂy seek advice and resolve
problems. Our model Employee Confidentiality
Policy was modified to make clear it does not
prevent or discourage employees from reporting



misconduct, inciuding sexual or other forms of
harassment. In addition to pohcy chctnges, the
Judicial Council of the Ninth Circuit approved the
ernployrneni of the federal ]'udicictry's first director
of workplace relqtions, responsible for overseeing
Workplace issues circuit wide.

In 2018, Stephen M. Liacouras was appointed

as the Ninth Circuit's chief circuit mediator. He
assumed the office in Augusi, succeeding Claudia
L. Bernard, who retired after 29 years of service
as a circuit mediator, the last 11 as chief mediator.

Senior District ]uoige Charles R. Breyer of the
Northern District of California joined an elite
group of jurists in 2018 as the recipient of the
prestigious 34th Annual Devitt Award. Presented
by the Dwighi D. Oppermqn Foundation, the
award is considered our nation's highesi honor
bestowed upon an Article Ill federal judge. The
award was presented by Chief Justice John G.
Roberts, Jr, in November in a ceremony at the
United States Supreme Court.

District Judge Andrew J. Guilford of the
Central District of California was honored in

July at the Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference

in Ancheim, California. Judge Guilford was
selected the recipient of the 2018 Ninth Circuit
Professionalism Award from the American Inns
of Court. He was recognizeoi for his disiinguished
career and remarkable achievements, and
commitment to mentoring and training the
younger generqiion of loiwyers in Orqnge
County. Also honored at the conference was
Harvey Saferstein, who received the Ninth
Circuit’s 2018 John Frank Award recognizing his

longsiqnding service to the circuit.

The Ninth Circuit continued its leadership in
civies education and community outreach in 2018.
The linchpin of this effort is The Justice Anthony
M. Kennedy Li]orctry and Leqrning Center in
Sacramento, California. The center, which is
housed in the Robert T. Matsui U.S. Courthouse,
hosted an important program focused on reviving
civil discourse. Justice Kennedy attended and
delivered a keynote address.

[ invite you to review our qccompiishmenis in
this annual report. [ hope you find it useful in
providing information about the work of the
federal courts of the West.
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The United States Courts for the Ninth Circuit
consists of the US. Court of Appeals for the
Ninth Circuit, the federal district and bankruptcy
courts in the 15 judicial districts within the circuit,
and associated administrative units that provicle
various services to the court.

Judicial districts within the Ninth Circuit

include the districts of Alaska, Arizona, Central
California, Eastern California, Northern California,
Southern California, Hawaii, [daho, Montana,
Nevada, Oregon, Eastern Wasnington, Western
quhington, the US. Territory of Guam and the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands.
The establishment of the Ninth Circuit in 1866
began the development of the federal judicial
system for the western United States. It is the
largest and busiest federal circuit in the nation.

]udges serving on the circuit and district courts
are known as Article 11T judges, a reference to the
article in the Constitution es’[thshing the federal
judiciary. Nominated by the president and
confirmed by the Senate, Article IIl judges serve
lifetime appointments upon good behavior. The
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals is authorized 29
judgeships and ended 2018 with five vacancies.
For most of the year, the district courts of the
circuit were authorized 112 judgeships, 17 of
which were vacant at the end of the year.

Federal courts also rely on senior circuit

and senior district judges to assist with their
workload. These are Article IIl judges who are
ehgi]ole to retire but have chosen to continue
working with reduced caseload:s.

NINTH CIRCUIT OVERVIEW

On the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, 17 senior
circuit judges were at work for most of the year,
sitting on motions and merits panels, serving

on circuit and national ]'udiciotl committees, and
handhng a variety of administrative matters. In
district courts within the circuit, 67 senior judges
were at Work, hearing cases, presiding over
procedurod matters, serving on committees, and
conducﬁng other business in 2018.

In addition to Article III judges, the federal
bench includes Article T juolges, who serve as
magistrate judges in the district courts and
bankruptey judges in the bankruptey courts.
Bankruptey judges are appointed by judges of
the courts of qppeals and serve terms of 14 years.
Magistrate judges are appointed by the judges
of each district court and hold their positions for
eigh’[ years. Banrup’[cy and magistrate ]'uolges
may be recmppoin’red after the court conducts

a performance review and considers pubhc

comment.

In 2018, bankruptey courts in the Ninth Circuit
were authorized 68 permanent and five
temporary judgeships. The district courts were
authorized 105 full-time and nine part-time
magistrate judges, and one combined position of
part-time magis’[rate/clerk of court. Several courts
also utilized recalled bankrup’[cy and recalled
magistrate ]'udges.

Overall, the Ninth Circuit courts experienced
reduced caseloads in 2018. Unless otherwise
noted, statistics in this report cover fiscal year

2018 ending September 30.



JUDICIAL COUNCIL, ADVISORY GROUPS
& ADMINISTRATION

The Judicial Council of the Ninth Circuit is
the governing body for federal district and
]oankruprcy courts in nine western states and
two Pacific island jurisdictions. The judicial
council's statutory mission is to support the
effective and expedirious administration

of justice and the safeguarding of fairness

in the administration of the courts. It has
statutory authority to ‘'make all necessary
and appropriate orders for the effective and
expeditious administration of justice within its

circuit,” [28 US.C. ¢ 332(d)(1)].

The judicial council also has been delegated
responsibilities by the Judicial Conference of the
United States, the national governing body for
the federal courts. These responsibﬂiries include
authorizing senior judge staffing levels and
pay, and managing the judicial misconduct
complainr process.

The judicial council is chaired by the chief judge
of the circuit and relies on advisory groups and
committees to accomplish its governance goals.
Chairs of three advisory groups attend council
meetings as observers and sometimes as voting
members. Committee chairs report to the council
as needed.

Newly appointed in 2018 as voting members
of the Judicial Council of the Ninth Circuit
were Circuit ]uclge Morgan Christen of
Anchorage and Chief District Judge Ricardo
S. Martinez of the Western District of
Washington. Appointed as observers in 2018
were Chief District Judge Dana L. Christensen

of the District of Montana, District ]udge
Rosanna Malouf Peterson of the Eastern
District of Washington, Chief Bankruptcy
Judge Gary A. Spraker of the District of
Alaska, Magistrate ]udge Michelle Hamilton
Burns of the District of Arizona, District

Court Clerk Tyler P. Gilman of the District of
Montana, District Court Clerk Brian D. Karth of
the District of Arizona, Chief Probation Officer
John M. Bodden of the District of Oregon and
Chief Pretrial Services Officer David L. Martin
of the District of Arizona.

Under the Rules for Judicial-Conduct and
Judicial-Disability Proceedings, the Judicial
Council of the Ninth Circuit considers petitions
for review of the chief ]’udge's orders in juohcial
misconduct complaints. In 2018, there were 17
petitions for review filed all of which were
resolved ]oy the judicial council.

Conference of Chief District Judges

The Conference of Chief District ]udges

advises the Judicial Council regarding the
administration of justice in the circuit's 15 district
courts. The conference, which meets twice a
year, is Cornprised of the chief district ]'udges

of each district. Chief District ]udge Barry

Ted Moskowitz of the Southern District of the
California served as chair from January 2017

to February 2018. Chief District Judge Dana L.
Christensen of the District of Montana succeeded

him as chair.



Conference Of Cl‘nef Bankrup’tcy ]uclges

The Conference of Chief Bonkrupicy

Judges advises the Judicial Council on the
administration of ]oonkrupicy courts within the
circuit. The conference, which also meets twice
per year, consists of chief bankruptey judges
from each district, the chief bonkrupicy juclge of
the Ninth Circuit Bankruptcy Appellate Panel
and a recalled bankruptey judge representative.
Chief Bankruptey Judge Sheri Bluebond of

the Central District of California chaired the
conference in 2018. Chief Bankruptey Judge
Gary A. Spraker of the District of Alaska

succeeded her as chair.

Magistrate Judges Executive Board
The Magistrate ]udges Executive Board

communicates to the Judicial Council on behalf
of the more than 120 full-time, part-time and
recalled magistrate judges serving in the district
courts. The 15-member board meets twice a
year and holds a session with all magistrate
judges at the Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference.
Magistrate ]udge Michelle Hamilton Burns

of the District of Arizona became chair of the
board in July 2018.

Clerks of Court

Dqﬂy management of the courts rests with the
chief judges and clerks and/or district executives
of the court of otppeotis and each of the district
and banrupicy courts of the circuit. The clerks'
offices process new cases and appeals, handle
docke’ting functions, responoi to procedurcti
questions from the public and bar, and ensure
qdequoie judicial staff resources. The clerk of the

court for the court of qppeqis also supervises the

work of the Circuit Mediation Office and the
Office of the Staff A’t’forneys, which includes the
research, motions, case management and pro

se 1i’tigct’fion units. The Office of the Appeﬂq’fe
Commissioner, also in the Office of the Clerk for

the United States Court of Appeqis for the Ninth
Circuit, reviews Criminal Justice Act vouchers for
cases the come before the court of otppeotis.

Associated Court Units

Ninth Circuit courts also reiy on several
critical court-related agencies to ensure the fair
administration of justice. The district courts
maintain oversight of U.S. Probation and
Pretrial Services offices. Pretrial services officers
are responsibie for bockgrounoi investigations
and reports on defendants awaiting trial,
while probqnon officers supervise persons
convicted of federal crimes after their release
into the community. All but one judicial
district in the circuit is served by either federal
pubhc defenders or community defenders,
who represent indigeni defendants unable to
afford private counsel. Indigeni defendants in
the District of Northern Mariana Islands are
represenied by private attorneys provided

by the District of Guam and poid ihrough the

federal Criminal Justice Act.

Circuit Libraries

The Ninth Circuit Librory System assists
judges, attorneys, court staff and the pubiic
’[hrough a network of 24 law libraries housed
in courthouses J[hroughoui the western states.
The primary mission of court librarians is to
provide research services to judges and their
staff. Research librarians assist law clerks on
case-related research by provioiing guidqnce
and recommendations, offering training
opportunities, and performing direct research
on more compiex Jfopics. Librarians also conduct
research to assist court executives and ]'uoiges

in the administration of local courts and on
matters involving committees of the Judicial
Council of the Ninth Circuit and the Judicial
Conference of the US. Library resources are also
made available to the bar and pubhc with the

level of access determined by local judges.
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Office of the Circuit Executive

The Office of the Circuit Executive provides
staff support to the Judicial Council of the
Ninth Circuit and impiemenrs the council's
administrative decisions and poiicies. By statute,
the circuit executive is the administrative
assistant to the chief ]'udge of the circuit and
secretary to the council. The circuit executive
and her staff assist in idenrifying circuit-wide
needs; conduciing studies; deveioping and
implerneniing poiicies,- and providing training,

pubhc information and human resources support.

Circuit executive staff also coordinates buiiding
and automation projects, and advises the council
on proceduroi and ethical matters. The Office

of the Circuit Executive provides management
and technical assistance to courts within the

circuit upon request. It also administers the Ninth

Circuit Judicial Conference.

Lawyer Represen’ca’cives

Judges of the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals
and of each of the 15 district courts of the
circuit appoint iowyer representatives. Lawyer
representatives serve as a liaison between

the federal bench and bar, fosiering open
communications between judges and lawyers,
and providing support and advice in the
funciioning of the courts within the circuit.
Attorneys serving as iquer representatives
work cioseiy with district, bonkrupicy and
magistrate judges in their home districts. They
participate as members on various committees
and heip pion local district conferences, often
serving as spedkers or facilitators. Lowyer
representatives also help pion the Ninth Circuit
Judicial Conference, which is convened for

the purpose of considering the business of the
courts and odvising means of improving the
administration of justice within the circuit,”

pursuant to 28 USC. ¢ 333.






NEW JUDGES

CIRCUIT JUDGES

Mark J. Bennett was confirmed
by the Senate to serve as a
circuit juolge for the United
States Court of Appeals for

the Ninth Circuit on July 10,
2018, and received his judicial

commission on July 13, 2018.

Prior to his appointment to the
bench, ]uolge Bennett engaged in private practice
in Honolulu from 2011 to 2018 and from 1990 to
2002. Judge Bennett served as Hawaii attorney
general from 2003 to 2010. He was an assistant
US. attorney for the District of Hawaii from
1982 to 1989 and for the District of Columbia
from 1980 to 1982. Judge Bennett also served as
a speciod depu’fy corporation counsel for the City
and County of Honolulu from 2015 to 2018, a
specicﬂ deputy attorney genercﬂ for the State of
Hawaii from 2011 to 2018 and from 1997 to 2001,
and a speciql depu’ty prosecuting attorney for
the City and County of Honolulu from 1997 to
1998. He received his B.A. from Union Coﬂege
in 1976 and his ]D. from Cornell Law School
in 1979. Following law school, ]uolge Bennett
clerked for District ]udge Samuel P. King of the
U.S. District Court for the District of Hawaii. He

maintains chambers in Honolulu.

Ryan D. Nelson was confirmed
by the Senate to serve as a
circuit ]'uolge for the United States
Court of Appeqls for the Ninth
Circuit on October 11, 2018, and
received his judiciod commission

on October 18, 2018. Prior to
his appointment to the bench,

Judge Nelson had served as general counsel of
Melaleuca, Inc, in Idaho Falls, Idaho, since 2009.
He served as the company s assistant secretary
from 2013 to 2018 and as general counsel
emeritus from 2017 to 2018. He served previously
as special counsel for US. Supreme Court
nominations to the ranking member of the Senate
Judiciary Committee in 2009. Judge Nelson
served as depu’fy genercd counsel to the Office

of Management and Budget Executive Office of
the President, from 2008 to 2009, and as depu’fy
assistant attorney generoﬂ in the Environment
and Natural Resources Division, U.S. Depqr’tment
of Justice, from 2006 to 2008. He engaged in
private practice in Washing’fon, DC, from 2001
to 2006. Judge Nelson received his BA. from
Brighqm Young University in 1996 and his ]D.
from BYU Law School in 1999, grqducﬁting with
honors and inducted into the Order of the Coif.
While in law school, he was a lead articles editor
of the BYU Law Review. Foﬂowing law school,
he clerked for Judge Karen LeCraft Henderson

of the US. Court of Appecﬂs for the District of
Columbia Circuit, from 1999 to 2000, and to
Judges Charles N. Brower and Richard M. Mosk
of the Iran-US. Claims Tribunal at The Hague
from 2000 to 2001 Judge Nelson maintains
chambers in [daho Falls.



DISTRICT JUDGES

Susan Brnovich was confirmed
by the Senate to serve as a
United States district ]'udge for the
District of Arizona on October 11,
2018, and received her judicial
commission on October 23, 2018.
Prior to her appointment to the

federal bench, ]udge Brnovich
had served as a MO.IiCOpCt County (Arizonq)

Superior Court judge since 2009 and as a
commissioner from 2003 to 2009. Prior to coming
onto the bench, ]udge Brnovich served as a deputy
county attorney for Maricopa County Attorney's
Office from 1995 to 2003. She received her BB.A.
from the University of Wisconsin in 1990. ]udge
Brnovich received an M.S. from the University of
Wisconsin Graduate School and her ]D. from the
University of Wisconsin Law School in 1994. She
served as a ]'uoliciql extern for ]udge William H.
Bristol of the Supreme Court of New York in 1992.

]uolge Brnovich maintains chambers in Phoenix.

Dominic W. Lanza was
confirmed by the Senate to serve
as a United States district ]'udge
for the District of Arizona on
Sep’fember 6, 2018, and received
his ]'udiciotl commission on

Sep’fember 10, 2018. Prior to his
appointment to the bench, ]udge

Lanza had served as chief/executive assistant
US. attorney for the US. AHorney's Office in the
District of Arizona since 2015. Prior to that, he
served as chief of the Financial Crimes and Public
[ntegrity Section, from 2012 to 2015, and as an
assistant U.S. attorney, from 2008 to 2012, in the
District of Arizona. ]uolge Lanza prqcﬁced law in
Los Angeles from 2003 to 2008. He received his
AB, summa cum laude, from Dartmouth Coﬂege

in 1998, and his ]D, cum laude, in 2002 from

HO.IVOId LQW SChOOL Where he SQIVQ(J. as eoli’tor

and transition chair of the Harvard Law Review
from 2000 to 2002. Foﬂowing law school, he
clerked for Judge Pamela Ann Rymer of the US.
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit from 2002

to 2003. He maintains chambers in Phoenix.

Jill Aiko Otake was confirmed
by the Senate to serve as a
United States district judge for
the District of Hawaii on August
1, 2018, and received her judicial

commission on August 3, 2018,

Prior to her appointment to the
bench, Judge Otake had worked
as an assistant US. attorney from 2014 to 2018

in the Office of the US. Aﬁorney for the District
of Hawaii, where she served as the acting chief
of the Speciql Crimes Section from 2017 to 2018,
and as deputy chief of the Speciql Crimes Section
from 2016 to 2017. Prior to that, she worked as

an assistant US. attorney from 2005 to 2014 in
the Office of the US. AHorney for the Western

District of quhingfon, where she served as a co-

supervisor of the General Crimes Unit, from 2013

to 2014, and as deputy supervisor of the Terrorism
and Violent Crimes Unit from 2011 to 2013. She
was an instructor for the Oregon Sexual Assault
Task Force in 2012 and was an adjunct professor
at Seattle University School of Law in 2007. Judge
Otake served as a deputy prosecuting attorney in
King County Prosecuting AHorney's Office from
2002 to 2005 and from 1998 to 2001 Judge Otake
received her BS, cum laude, from Georgetown
University in 1995 and her JD. from the University
of quhingfon School of Law in 1998. She clerked
for Associate Justice Simeon R. Acoba, Jr, of the
Hawaii Supreme Court from 2001 to 2002. Judge

Otake maintains chambers in Honolulu.
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NEW JUDGES CONTINUED

BANKRUPTCY JUDGE

]oseph M. Meier was qppoin{ed
as a banruptcy ]'udge for
United States Bankrupfcy

Court for the District of Idaho

on March 23, 2018. Prior to his
appointment to the bench, ]udge

Meier had been a partner at the
law firm of Cosho Humphrey,
LLP, in Boise since 1990. He joined the firm as an
associate in 1985. He also has taught bankruptey
at the University of Idaho for numerous years.
]udge Meier earned his B.A. from the University
of Oregon in 198], and his ]D. in 1984 from
Willamette Universify Coﬂege of Law, Salem,
Oregon, where he served as a member of

the Willamette Law Review. He maintains

chambers in Boise.

MAGISTRATE JUDGES

Maria A. Audero was
qppointed as a magistrate judge
for the United States District
Court for the Central District

of California on June 11, 2018.
Prior to her appointment, ]udge

Audero was a partner in the
Employment Law Department
at Paul Hotsﬁngs, LLP, and was co-chair of the
depqr’[ment in the Los Angeles office. Prior to
that, she was an associate at Jeffer, qugels,
Butler & Marmaro, LLP and at quger & Wolen,
LLP. ]uolge Audero sat as a temporary judge

in the Los Angeles County Superior Court’s Pro
Tem program, presiding over small claims and
traffic matters. She also served as a volunteer
referee at the court’s Civil Referee-Assisted
Settlement Hearing settlement program. Judge
Audero received her BA. from the University of
California, Los Angeles, in 1980 and her ]D. in
2000 from Southwestern Law School, where she
served as an associate editor of the law review.
She maintains chambers in Los Angeles.

Michael S. Berg Was qppoin{ed
as a magistrate ]'uolge for the
United States District Court

for the Southern District of
California on November 5, 2018.

Prior to his appointment, ]uclge

Berg was a criminal defense

attorney for 36 years. He

successfuﬂy represented some of the most high—
profﬂe criminal cases in San Diego, including
the first ever death penotHy case filed in the
Southern District of California. Dedicated to
serving the community Jfhroug{h his volunteer
Work, ]udge Berg is the incoming chairman of
the California Board of Legql Speciqlists for
the State Bar of California, is the presiolent of
the Rancho Coastal Humane Society Board of



Directors and is the former presiden{ and current
hondicop chairman for the Torrey Pines Men's
Golf Club. ]udge Berg was born and raised in
South Dakota. He groduofed from the University
of South Dakota in 1978 and from the University
of San Diego School of Law in 1981 He maintains

chambers in San Diego.

Carla B. Carry was appointed
as a magistrate judge for the
United States District Court
for the District of Nevada on

August 28, 2018. Prior to her
appointment to the bench, ]udge

Corry had served as an assistant

US. attorney in the Criminal
Division of the Office of the US. Attorney in the
District of Nevada since 2010. Before joining the
office, Judge Carry worked at McDonald Carano
Wilson from 2005 to 2010. She received her
undergroduote degree from the University of
Nevada, Reno, and her ]D. from the University
of the Pocific, McGeorge School of Law. She

maintains chambers in Reno.

Dennis M. Cota was oppointeol
as a magistrate judge for the
United States District Court for
the Eastern District of California

on Sepfem]oer 3, 2018. Prior
to his appointment to the

bench, Judge Cota engoged in

private practice as one of the
founding partners of Cota, Cole & Huber LLP
in Roseville, California. Before that, he worked
as a managing partner at Best, Best & Krieger
LLP in Sacramento. ]udge Cota received his B.A.
from the University of California, Los Angeles,
in 1983 and his ]D. from U.C. Davis School of
Law in 1986. He attended Pepperdine School

of Law: Strauss Institute for Dispute Resolution

in 1998. ]udge Cota toughf trial practice and
advanced trial practice at U.C. Davis School of
Law, where he was director of the law school's
Trial Advocacy Competition Program. He toughf
civil procedure and evidence courses at the U.C.
Riverside Extension Progrom and was a guesf
lecturer at the University of La Verne School of

Law. He maintains chambers in Redding.

Virginio K. DeMarchi was
appointed as a magistrate judge
for the United States District
Court for the Northern District
of California on June 4, 2018.
Prior to her appointment to the

bench, ]udge DeMarchi was
a partner at Fenwick & West

LLP in Silicon Voﬂey, where she procﬁced law
for over 20 years. Before joining Fenwick &

West, ]udge DeMarchi served as a trial attorney,
Civil Division, US. Depotr’fmen{ of Justice, in
Woshington, D.C. She received her undergroduote
degree from Stanford University and her D, cum
laude, from Harvard Law School. She clerked

for District ]udge Steven ). McAuliffe of the US.
District Court for the District of New Hompshire.

She maintains chambers in San Jose.

Thomas S. Hixson was
appointed as a magistrate judge
for the United States District
Court for the Northern District
of California on Septem]oer 4,

2018. Prior to his appointment

to the bench, ]udge Hixson was

a partner at Morgom, Lewis &
Bockius, LLP. Before that, he was an associate
then partner at Binghom McCutchen LLP, and
an associate at McCutchen, Doyle, Brown &
Enersen, LLP. He received his undergrotduote

omol 10.W olegrees, boﬂ’l magna cum 1oude, fIOl’l’l
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NEW JUDGES CONTINUED

HQIVOTd. Foﬂowing 10.W SChOOl, he clerked

for Circuit ]udge A. Wallace Tashima of the
US. Court of Appecds for the Ninth Circuit. He

maintains chambers in San Francisco.

Mustafa T. Kasubhai was
qppointed as a magistrate ]'udge
for the United States District
Court for the District of Oregon
on Sepfember 921, 2018. Prior to his
appointment to the federal
bench, ]udge Kasubhai had

serveol as a ]'udge Of LO.II@ COU.l’l‘ty

Circuit Court in Eugene, Oregon, since 2007. He
served as a board member of the Oregon
Workers' Compensation Board and practiceol law
in Eugene and Klamath Falls. ]udge Kasubhai
received his undergmduoﬁfe olegree from the
University of Ccﬂiforniot, Berkeley, and his ].D.
from the University of Oregon School of Law in

1996. He maintains chambers in Eugene.

Linda Lopez wWas otppointeol as a
magistrate judge for the United
States District Court for the
Southern District of California on

October 26, 2018. Prior to coming
onto the bench, ]uolge Lopez was

a senior trial attorney at Federal
Defenders of San Diego from 2007
to 2018. She was a sole practitioner at her law firm
Linda Lopez, P.A, in Miami from 2003 to 2007,
and an attorney at Solomon & Kahn, P A, from
1999 to 2003. Judge Lopez received her BA,

magna cum laude, from Florida International

Universify in 1996 and her JD, magna cum laude,
in 1999 from the University of Miami School of
Law, where she was the editor of the Universi{y of
Miami Law Review and a member of the Order
of the Coif. She maintains chambers in San Diego.

Ruth Bermudez Montenegro

was otppointed as a magistrate
]'udge for the United States District
Court for the Southern District of

California on August 15, 2018,
Prior to her appointment to the

federcﬂ bench. ]uolge Monfenegro

served as a Superior Court ]'udge
in Imperiql County, Ccdiforniq, where she was
the first Latina ]'uolge in the history of the county.
Her prior service included serving as a fotmﬂy
support commissioner for the Impericﬂ County
Superior Court where she was the first female
to serve in that capacity and assistant county
counsel for the Imperial County Counsel's Office.
She was also engctgeol in privotte protcﬁce. ]uolge
Montenegro is a member of the California Civic
Learning qutnership Committee and former board
member of the California Bar Foundation. ]uolge
Montenegro received her BA. in 1989 from Clarion
Universify in Clqrion, Pennsylvqniq, where she
graduated summa cum laude. She earned her ]D.
in 1992 from UCLA School of Law, where she was
elected grqduot’te student association president She

maintains chambers in El Centro.

Jeremy D Pe’ferson wdas

appointed as a magistrate judge
for the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of
California on April 30, 2018.
Before his appointment to the

bench, ]udge Peterson was in

private practice in quhington,
D.C, where he was a white-collar defense and
environmental lquer with Arnold & Porter,
LLP. Prior to that, he was a trial attorney with
the US. Department of Justice's Environment and
Natural Resources Division, where he was pctr’t
of the team that inveshgq’ted the Deepwater
Horizon explosion and oil spiH. Judge Peterson's
career as a litigqtor begqn with the Office of
the US. AHorney in quhingfon, DC, where

he prosecufed domestic violence offenses. ]udge



Peterson received his B.A., with honors, from
Swarthmore Coﬂege in 1999, and his ]JD,, cum
laude, in 2006 from Harvard Law School,
where he was managing editor of the Harvard
International Law Journal. After law school,

he served as a law clerk for Judge Ruggero .
Aldisert of the US. Court of Appecds for the
Third Circuit. ]udge Peterson maintains chambers
in Yosemite Vaﬂey and Fresno, California.

Matthew M. Scoble was
qppointed as a magistrate judge
for the United States District
Court for the District of Alaska
on Sepfem]oer 19, 2018. Before his
appointment to the bench, ]udge

Scoble was an assistant federal
pu]ohc defender with the Office
of the Federal Public Defender for the District of
Alaska. Prior to that, he was an assistant FPD for
the Eastern District of California in Sacramento.
Prior to joining the Office of the FPD, ]udge
Scoble was a trial lquer with the Sacramento

County Public Defender's Office. ]udge Scoble
begqn his legcﬂ career as a ]AG officer with

the United States Air Force, serving five years
on active olufy. He maintains chambers in

Anchorotge O.Ild ]unequ, AlClSkCl.

Autumn D. Spqeth was
qppoin{ed as a magistrate
judge for the Central District of
California on June 15, 2018. Prior
to her appointment, she was

a partner in the ]ooutique law

firm of Smﬂey ang-EkVQH,
LLP in Costa Mesa, California,

Where her prqcfice fOCUSQd on commercicﬂ qnd

bankruptcy related hﬁgqhon. ]udge Spoteth
begqn her legcd career at McDermott, Will &
Emery where she represented large and mid-
sized companies in commercial and intellectual
property hhgaﬁon as an associate in the Trial
Department. ]udge Spoteth received her BA. from
the University of California at Los Angeles in
1996, an M.A. from the Universify of Southern
California Annenberg School of Communication
and her ]JD. in 2000 from the University of
Southern California Law School, where she served
as a notes editor of the Southern California Law
Review. She maintains chambers in Santa Ana.



SENIOR JUDGES

SENIOR JUDGES

District ]udge Michael M. Anello
of the United States District
Court for the Southern District

of California was appoinfed on
October 10, 2008, and assumed
senior status on October 31, 2018.
Prior to joining the federal bench,

Judge Anello had served as a
judge of the Superior Court of California in San
Diego County since 1998. Prior to coming onto the
bench, he was in private practice in San Diego
as a partner at Wingert, Grebing, Anello &
Brubaker, from 1974 to 1998, and as an associate
at Todd, Toothacre & Wingert from 1973 to 1974.
Judge Anello began his legal career as a deputy
city attorney Working in the criminal division
of the San Diego City Attorney's Office from
19792 tol973. Judge Anello received his B A, cum
laude, from Bowdoin Coﬂege in 1965 and his ]D.
from Georgetown University Law Center in 1968.
He maintains chambers in San Diego.

District ]udge David G. Cqmpbeﬂ
of the United States District

Court for the District of Arizona
was appointed on July 15, 2003.
Prior to his appointment, ]udge
Camp]oeﬂ was a partner at
Osborn Mcﬂedon, P.A., in Phoenix
from 1995 to 2003. He was an
associate then partner at Meyer, Hendpricks,
Victor, Osborn & Maledon in Phoenix from

1982 to 1986 and from 1986 to 1995, respec’tively.
]udge Cotmp]oeﬂ received his B.S. from the
University of Utah in 1976 and his ]JD. from

the University of Utah College of Law in 1979.
FoHowing law school, he clerked for Circuit
]udge ]. Clifford Wallace of the US. Court of
Appecﬂs for the Ninth Circuit, from 1979 to 1980,
and for Justice William H. Rehnquist of the
United States Supreme Court from 1981 to 1982. He

maintains chambers in Phoenix.
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District ]udge John A. Houston
of the United States District
Court for the Southern District
of California was qppointed on
October 7, 2003, and assumed

senior status on Februqry 6,

2018. Prior to his appointment,

Judge Houston served as a US.
magistrate judge for the Southern District of
California from 1998 to 2003. He worked in
the Office of the US. Attorney for the Southern
District of California, where he served as a
senior financial htigqhon counsel from 1996 to
1998; as a senior counsel for asset forfeiture from
1994 10 1996; as chief of the Asset Forfeiture
Unit from 1987 to 1994; and as an assistant
US. attorney from 1981 to 1987. Judge Houston
received his B.S. from North Carolina A & T
State University in 1974 and his ]D. from the
University of Miami School of Law in 1977. He

maintains chambers in San Diego.

District ]udge James C. Mahan
of the United States District
Court for the District of Nevada
was appointed on January

30, 2002, and assumed senior
status on June 29, 2018. Prior to
his appointment to the federal
bench, Judge Mahan had
served as a judge of the Nevada District Court,
Eigh{ Judicial District, since 1999. He engotgeol
in privqfe protchce in Las Vegqs as a senior
partner at Mahan & Ellis from 19892 to 1999; as
an attorney at John Peter Lee, Ltd, from 1975
to 1982; and as an associate at Lee & Beqsley,
Ltd., from 1973 to 1975. ]udge Mahan received
his B.A. from Morris Harvey Coﬂege, now the
University of Charleston, in 1965 and his ].D.
from the Vanderbilt University Law School in
1973. ]uolge Mahan maintains his chambers in

LO.S Vegqs.



District Judge S. James Otero

of the United States District
Court for the Central District of
California was qppointed on
February 12, 2003, and assumed

senior status on December 30,

92018. Prior to his appointment to
the federal bench, ]uolge Otero
served as a California Superior Court judge, Los

Angeles County, from 1990 to 2003, and as a
Mounicipal Court judge in Los Angeles, from 1988

to 1990. He was the regional counsel in charge

for the Southern Pacific Transportation Company
in Los Angeles from 1987 to 1988. Judge Otero
received his BA. from California State University
at Northridge in 1973 and his ]JD. from Stanford
Law School in 1976. He maintains chambers in Los

Angeles.

District Judge Manuel L. Real

of the United States District

Court for the Central District of
California was appoin’[eol on
November 3, 1966. He served as
chief judge of his court from 1982
to 1993 and assumed senior status
on November 4, 2018. Prior to his
appointment to the bench, Judge Real served as a
US. attorney for the Southern District of California
from 1964 to 1966. He engaged in private practice
in San Pedro, California, from 1955 to 1964. Prior
to that, he was an assistant US. attorney for the
Southern District of California from 1952 to 1955.
Judge Real served in the US. Naval Reserve

from 1943 to 1945. He received his BS. from the
University of Southern California in 1944 and

his LL.B. from Loyola Law School in 1951 He

maintains chambers in Los Angeles.

Circuit Judge N. Randy Smith of
the United States Court of
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
was appointed on March 19,
2007, and assumed senior status
on August 11, 2018. Prior to his
appointment to the federal
bench, Judge Smith had served
as a district judge for the Idaho District Court,
Sixth Judicial District, since 1995. He has been an

adjunct professor at [daho State University since

1984 and was an adjunct professor at Boise State
University from 1979 to 1981 Judge Smith engaged
in private practice in Pocatello, Idaho, from 1982
to 1995, and worked as an associate and assistant
general counsel for JR. Simplot Company from
1977 to 1981 Judge Smith received his BS. from
Brigham Young University in 1974 and his ]JD.
from BYU, J. Reuben Clark Law School, in 1977.

He maintains chambers in Pocatello.

Circuit Judge Richard C. Tallman
of the United States Court of
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
was appointed on May 25,
2000, and assumed senior status
on March 3, 2018. Prior to his
appointment to the bench, ]udge

Tallman had engqged in private
practice in Seattle since 1983. He served as an
assistant US. attorney in the Office of the US.
Attorney for the Western District of W ashington,
from 1980 to 1983, and served as a trial attorney
in the Criminal Division of the US. Department of
Justice from 1979 to 1980. Judge Tallman received
his BSc. from the University of Santa Clara, now
Santa Clara University, in 1975, and his ]D. from
Northwestern University School of Law in 1978.
Following law school, he clerked for Judge Morell
E. Sharp of the US. District Court for the Western
District of W ashington from 1978 to 1979. He

maintains chambers in Coeur d'Alene.



IN MEMORIAM

Bankruptey Judge Laurel E.
Babero, 62, of the United States
Bankruptey Court for the District
of Nevada, died on November
19, 2018. She was appointed as a
bankruptcy judge for the District
of Nevada on July 12, 2013. Prior
to her appointment, she had

engqged in private practice as director at the
law firm of Fennemore Craig, P.C, in Las Vegas
since 2007. Before that, she worked at Lionel
Sawyer & Collins in Las Vegas as a partner
from 1994 to 2007 and as an associate from 1987
to 1993, Judge Babero received her BS. from the
University of Nevada, Las Vegas, in 1983 and
her JD., magna cum laude, from the University
of San Diego School of Law in 1987. Judge Babero
is survived by her husband, Andras F. Babero;
stepchildren, Alejandro, Raquel, and Anthony;
her sister, Ruth Ann; and her brother, Curtis.

Magistrate Judge David H.
Bartick, 59, of the United States
District Court for the Southern
District of California, died on
February 18, 2018. ]udge Bartick
was appoinfeol as a magistrate
judge for the Southern District
of California on April 2, 2012.
Prior to coming onto the bench, ]uclge Bartick

engaged in private practice in San Diego. He
worked in the Law Offices of Ronis & Ronis
from 1985 to 1993, when he started his own
legal practice. Judge Bartick served as a judge
pro tem of the San Diego County Superior Court
from 1993 to 2011 as presiding arbitrator for the
San Diego County Bar Association from 1993 to
2011 and as a certified speciqhst in criminal law
for the California Board of Legal Specialization
from 1993 to 2012. He received his B.A. from

the University California, Berkeley, in 1980

and his ]JD. from Western States Law School

(now the Thomas Jefferson School of Law) in

1985. While in law school, he interned for the
National Legal Aid and Defenders Association
in Washington, D.C. Judge Bartick is survived
by his wife of 30 years, Terry, and their two
children, Brian and Jenn.

District Judge Samuel Conti,

96, of the United States District
Court for the Northern District of
California, died on Augus’[ 29,
2018. Nominated by President
Nixon on October 7, 1970, Judge
Conti was confirmed by the
Senate on October 13, 1970, and

received his juciicicd commission on October 16,

1970. He served as an active judge until taking
senior status on November 1, 1987. He retired

in 2015 with 45 years of service and became
the longesf serving judge in the history of the
Northern District. Prior to his appointment to
the federal bench, Judge Conti served as a judge
of Contra Costa County (California) Superior
Court from 1968 to 1970. He was a city attorney
in Concord, California, from 1960 to 1969. He
engaged in private practice in San Francisco
from 1948 to 1967. Judge Conti was chairman of
the Civil Service Board of Appeals in Pittsburg,
California, from 1956 to 1958. Judge Conti was
an Army veteran of World War Il He earned
his BA. from the University of Santa Clara (now
Santa Clara University) in 1945 and his LL.B.
from Stanford Law School in 1948. Judge Conti
is survived by his wife of 56 years, Dolores;
two sons, Richard and Robert Conti; a daughter,
Cynthiq Boulqnger; two granolchilolren; and a
sister, Mary BQHaglia.



Bankruptey Judge Thomas T.
Glover, 74, of the United States
Bankruptey Court for the Western
District of W ashington died on

August 13, 2018. Judge Glover was
first appointed to the court in 1985

and was reappointed in 1999. He

served as the chief judge of his
court from 1994 to 2001 and retired in 2010. Prior
to his appointment to the bench, he engqged in
private practice for 15 years with the law firm of
Johnson, Quigley, Hatch and Loveridge in Seattle,
where he began his career in law. Judge Glover
received his BA. in 1967 from Washington State
University, where he served as student body
president and his ]D. from the University of
W ashington School of Law in 1970. Judge Glover
is survived by his wife of 51 years, Gretchen; their
five children, Dr. Sarah Glover, Dr. Andrew
Glover, Laura Wasson, Karen Lyﬂe and Martha
Glover; and 15 grandchildren.

Magistrate Judge Peter
Nowinski, 74, of the United
States District Court for the
Eastern District of California,
died on July 26, 2018. Judge
Nowinski was appointed to the
court in 1991 and served as a

magistrate judge in Sacramento
until 2006, when he retired from the bench. Prior
to his appointment to the bench, ]udge Nowinski
served as the chief associate deputy attorney
general for the US. Department of Justice. He
engqged in private practice in Sacramento,
where he served as the first assistant and U.S.
attorney. Prior to that, ]udge Nowinski was a
trial attorney then director of the Torts Branch
in the Civil Division of the DOJ. He received his
B.A. from San Jose State University in 1966 and
his )D. from the University of California Hastings
College of the Law in 1969. Judge Nowinski is
survived by his two sons, Alexander and ]oe;

four daughters, Betsy, [vy, Agatha, and Clarg;

and three grandchildren. Alexander and Joe; four
daughters, Betsy, Ivy, Agatha, and Clara; and
three grandchﬂolren.

Senior District Judge Owen M.
Panner, 94, of the United States
District Court for the District of
Oregon died on December 19,
2018. He was appointed to the
court in 1980 and served as chief
judge of his court from 1984 to
1990. Judge Panner assumed

senior status in 19992. Prior to his appointment to
the bench, Judge Panner was the attorney for

the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs for

25 years. Prior to that, he was a trial lquer in
Bend, Oregon, from 1950 to 1955. He served in the
US. Army from 1943 to 1946. Judge Panner was
married twice and is survived ]oy his second wife,

Nancy, and four children.

Circuit Judge Stephen Reinhardt,
87, of the United States Court of
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
died on March 29, 2018. Judge
Reinhardt, who lived and

maintained chambers in Los

Angeles, served as an active

judge for more than 37 years.
Nominated to the Ninth Circuit in 1979, Judge
Reinhardt was confirmed and received his judicial
commission in 1980. Prior to his appointment
to the bench, Judge Reinhardt practiced law in
Los Angeles from 1957 to 1980. Judge Reinhardt
received his BA. from Pomona College in 1951
and his LLB, Order of the Coif, from Yale Law
School in 1954. After serving as a lieutenant in
the Air Force for two years, he clerked for Judge
Luther W. Youngdahl of the US. District Court
for the District of Columbia. Judge Reinhardt is
survived by his three children Mark Reinhardt,
Justin Reinhardt, and Dana Reinhardt; and seven
grandchildren. Judge Reinhardt's wife, Ramona,
died several months following his death.
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In Memoriam — The Honorable Stephen Reinhardt

In 2018, judges of the United States Court
of Appeqls lost a renowned and esteemed

coHquue, ]udge Stephen Reinhardt, who died
on March 29, 2018. He was 87.

Circuit Judge Stephen Reinhardt

]udge Reinhardt, who lived and maintained
chambers in Los Angeles, served as an active
judge of the court for more than 37 years.

“]udge Reinhardt is righﬂy considered to be
one of the giants of the law. He earned his
reputation by virtue of a brilliant 1egq1 mind,
an unmatched work ethic and deeply held
principles‘ He resolurely pursued justice as he
saw it,” Ninth Circuit Chief ]udge Sidney R.

Thomas said.

Chief ]udge Emeritus J. Clifford Wallace said

of ]uolge Reinhardt, "His life was focused on the
law and with his brilliant mind, he became one
of the most effective contributors to our judicial
system.”

“Steve battled his entire career for civil rights
and civil liberties. In countless cases, he was
able to help the little person come out on top
by the sheer force of his intellect. His death is a

staggering loss,” said Chief ]udge Emeritus Mary
M. Schroeder.
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]uolge Richard Paez made a similar observation.
"]udge Reinhardt was inspiring in the how he
cared about the less fortunate, about individuals
charged with crimes or incarcerated. His concern
that ’[hey be treated fqirly and humqnely was
just an inspiration to me,’ ]udge Paez, croldirlg
that his late coHquue's contributions to Ninth
Circuit law and American jurisprudence ‘were
sigrlificomr and will be long 1otsﬁr1g.“

Often referred to as the ‘liberal lion,” ]udge
Reinhardt did not set aside his principles when

he came onto the bench.

]uolge Reinhardt never shirked from a task,
frequenﬂy Working late into the night and often
Jthrough the weekend, coHeagues said.

Born in New York City, ]udge Reinhardt came
west for his undergrotduotfe studies, receiving his
B.A. from Pomona College in 1951 and his LL.B.
from Yale Law School in 1954. He served in the
Air Force for two years then clerked for ]uolge
Luther W. Youngdth of the US. District Court
for the District of Columbia. He then moved west

perrnquenﬂy to practice law in Los Angeles.

]uolge Reinhardt was nominated ]oy President
Carter in 1979 and received his judicial
commission in 1980. At the time of his death,
he was one of the five Carter appointees still
serving on the court.

]uolge Reinhardt is survived by his three
children Mark Reinhotrdt, a professor of
poliriccﬂ science at Williams CoHege; Justin
Reinhardt, a musician; and Dana Reinhardt,
a novelis’[; and seven grqndchﬂdren. ]udge
Reinhardt's wife, Ramona Ripston, a retired
executive director of the American Civil

Liberties Union of Southern California, died

several months foHowirlg his death.






Ninth Circuit Moves Swiftly
to Improve Workplace Relations Policies

Responding to concerns expressed by law clerks
and court staff, the Judicial Council of the Ninth
Circuit moved swiftly in 2018 to revise policies
and procedures meant to ensure a healthy
workplace environment for all employees.

Director of Workplace Relations Yohance Claude
Edwards standing in the newly established
Office of Workplace Relations.

In May, the judicial council voted to adopt
recommendations put forth loy the Workplace
Environment Committee, an ad hoc ponel
which reviewed policies and procedures
pertaining to Worl{ploce relations. Appoin’fed
by Chief Judge Sidney R. Thomas of the United
States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit,
the committee based its proposals on input
received from neorly 3,000 current and former
law clerks and other court staff who responded
to a Wide—ronging Worl{ploce questionnaire.

The committee’s key recommendations
included es’fdlolisl’ling a new position, the
director of Worl{ploce reloiions, responsible for
overseeing Workplace issues in courts of the
Ninth Circuit generolly; revising the circuit's
model Employmen’f Dispute Resolution policy,

22

including exiending to 180 doys the time in
which an employee can loring a cornplorint; and
chonging the employee confideniioli’fy policy
to make clear it does not prevent or discourage
employees from reporting misconduct, including
sexual or other forms of harassment.

In December, Chief Judge Thomas announced
the appointment of attorney Yohance Claude
Edwards as the Ninth Circuit's director of
Workploce relations. The position was the

first of its kind in the federal judiciory. Mr.
Edwards, who assumed the post in January
2019, imrnedioiely set about esiololislling a new
Oftice of Workplace Relations, now located in
the James R. Browning U.S. Courthouse in San
Francisco, the Ninth Circuit's administrative
heodquoriers.

Mr. Edwards is available to directly assist all
judges and court staff in the circuit. He also
oversees development of discrimination and sexual
harassment training programs for federal trial
and bankruptey courts in the 15 judicial districts
within the circuit. His near-term gools include
new Webpoges to provide Worl{ploce—reloied
information to the public and judiciory employees.

Materials recen’fly posied online at h’t’cpsz//
www.ca9.uscourts.gov/workplace, include

a significantly revised Employment Dispute
Resolution Policy, which sets out processes

and practices for resolving Workploce matters.
As of January 1, 2019, all federal courts and
Federal Public Defender offices in the circuit
have adopted either the revised EDR Policy or
a revised local court policy subsiantiolly similar
to the Ninth Circuit's.

Mr. Edwards was previously the associate
director and deputy Title IX officer in the
Office for the Prevention of Harassment
and Discrimination at the University of



California, Berkeley, where he
oversaw the resolution of complaints
of discrimination and harassment
based on various factors. Prior to U.C.
Berkeley, Mr. Edwards served as an
attorney in the US. Department of
Education’s Office for Civil Rights

in San Francisco, where he was
responsible for enforcing federal
civil rights laws that prohibi’[
discrimination at educational
institutions receiving federal funds.

The Workplace Environment
Committee was chaired by Ninth
Circuit Judge M. Margaret McKeown
and included Chief District Judge
Virginia A. Phillips of the US. District
Court for the Central District of
California, Senior District Judge Charles
R. Breyer of the U.S. District Court for
the Northern District of California,
Magistrate Judge Candy W. Dale of
the US. District Court for the District of
[daho, and San Diego attorney Abby
Silverman, one of the nation’s top
employment and alternative dispute
resolution practitioners.

In addition to the questionnaire,
which was sent to almost 6,000
current and former employees, the
committee conducted other outreach,
including mediator-conducted focus
groups for current and former law
clerks in Los Angeles, San Francisco,
Seattle, and Washington, D.C. The
committee also sent letters to law
school deans sohciting ideas for
cooperation between the law schools
and the courts with respect to law
clerks and externs.

The judicial council also qolopted

The Office of Workp]ace Relations website, hﬁ'ps:// WWW.

ca9.uscouri's.gov/worltp]ace, includes materials such as the

recem‘]y updafed Emp]oymenf Dispufe Resolution Po]icy.

committee recommendations to:

Reduce barriers to employees who want to officiqﬂy
repor’[ Workplqce misconduct, while also providing
multiple avenues for them to seek informal advice;

Assist in resolving workplace problems through
optional coordinated dispute resolution and voluntary
mediation; and

Develop ongoing training programs for judges, court

administrators and staff. &
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The Justice Anthony M. Kennedy Library
and Learning Center Marks Fifth Year of Operation

The Justice An’[hony M. Kennedy Librqry and
Ledrning Center, envisioned as a hub of civic
education and community outreach for federal
courts in the western states, marked several
milestones in 2018. The center, located in the
Robert T. Matsui United States Courthouse

in Sacramento, California, is a collaborative
endeavor of the Ninth Circuit, the US. District
Court for the Eastern District of California, and
the non—profif Sacramento Federal Judicial

Librdry and Leqrning Center Foundation.

In 2018, the Kennedy Learning Center marked
its fifth year of operations and activities, which
included school visits to the center and the
Matsui Courthouse, moot court experiences for
students ranging from second grdders to law
students, teacher institutes in Sacramento and
Fresno, and a major symposium as part of
Constitution Day celebrations.

The KLC hosted over 4,000 students, teachers
and community leaders and reached another
2,500 students through classroom visits during
the year. The 39 teachers who attended
summer institutes in Sacramento and Fresno
teach high school classes that reached another
2,000 students.

The center’s success results from substantial
support from the foundation and a small army
of Volunfeers, including several high school

and college students. From organizing school
visits and spedkers to rnctrke’[ing events, from
arranging for catering to setting up tables and
chairs, the center depends direcﬂy and indirecﬂy
upon help from the foundation, the federal and

state bench and bar, court staff and many others.

Courthouse Visits

Throughouf the academic school year, the center
arranges for visits from high schools, middle
schools, elementary schools, and home school
groups. The center also hosts public education
events and meetings sponsored by government
and related agencies.

A nypicql classroom field trip to the Matsui
Courthouse includes a greeting by a judge, a
tour of the Kennedy Learning Center by the
administrator, Kari C. Kelso, PhD, one or more
presentations by court personnel and 1c1wyers
discussing judicicﬂ processes, and a visit to an
active courtroom. For most students, this is the
first time Jthey have seen a real courtroom (other
than on television or in the movies) and had an
opportunity to see judicial proceedings in action.

Students being sworn in dun'ng a mock trial at the Robert T. Matsui United States Courthouse.
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Teacher Sean Moloney from Union Mine High
School participating in the 2018 Sacramento

Summer Institute.

Moot Court Progro.ms

Some of the most intensive courthouse
experiences occur in the context of moot court
competitions and mock trials.

The University of the Pacific McGeorge School of
Law sponsored the 2018 National Ethics Mock
Trial Competition. Working with the Kennedy
Learning Center as host, McGeorge invited 350
students from 18 law schools around the country
to participate in this competition. [t is the only
law school—sponsored competition that features
both an ethical component in the issues to be tried
and scoring based on the participants’ observation

of ethical and civﬂity principles.

Mock trials are also a way for much younger
students to experience the thrill and discipline

of courtroom advocotcy As part of their visit to
the KL.C and the courthouse, four schools worked
hard to provide the mock trial experience for
their students. Cer{qinly one of the more creative
qpproqches was o Three Little Pigs Mock

Trial,” originotﬂy done for 2nd graders and then
repeated with some bigger kids. Foﬂowing
impqssioned odvocacy on both sides, the Big Bad
Wolf was convicted.

Summer Institutes in Sacramento and Fresno

The Sacramento Institute, in its fifth year,
focused on the decision by the Supreme Court of

the United States in Regen{s of the Universit;g of
California v. Bakke, 438 US. 265 (1978). Twenty

teachers attended this yeotr's Week—long institute.

The list of speakers attests to the high quali{y of
the institute program. The week was kicked off
by Chief ]udge Emeritus Morrison C. Englqnd, Jr.,

and Andrew Stroud, president of the foundation
board.

Judicial speqkers included Associate Justice

(ret.) Kofhryn M. Werdegqr of the California
Supreme Court; Associate Justice Ronald B. Robie
of the California Court of Appecﬂ for the Third
District; Circuit ]uolge Consuelo M. Callahan

of the US. Court of Appeols for the Ninth
Circuit; and, Senior District ]udge William B.
Shubb, District ]udge Kim]oerly ] Mueller, and
Magistrate ]uolge Allison Claire, all from the US.
District Court for the Eastern District of California.

Academic speqkers included Professor Brian
Soucek of the University of California, Davis;
Professor Leslie Jacobs of McGeorge School of
Law; and Dean Erwin Chemerinsky of UC
Berkeley School of Law.

Other speakers included: Courtney Linn and
Ting Lan Sun, foundation board mem]oers;
Kevin Williams, Summer Institute presenter
and coach; Charles F. Robinson, general counsel
& Vice—president of legal affairs, Universify of
California; Robert D. (Bo) Links of Slote, Links &
Boreman, LLP; quy K. Hart, former California

State senator and Calif. Secretary of Education;
and Brian P. Goldman of Orrick.

The Fresno Institute, in its third year, focused
on the topic of separation of powers. Nineteen
teachers attended this yeotr's institute in Fresno.
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Retired Justice Anthony M. Kennedy of the Supreme Court of the United States made opening remarks at

the constitution day event. Sacramento Mayor Darrell Steinberg and Circuit Judge Consuelo M. Callahan

picfureol with students who parficipatecl in the olay's activities.

The Fresno Institute began with an introduction
]oy Magistrate ]uolge S’fctnley A. Boone who
also was the principql organizer of the program.
Eastern District speakers included Chief District
Judge Lawrence J. O'Neill, Magistrate Judge
Barbara A. McAuliffe, Bankruptey Judge Rene
Lastreto I, Clerk of Court Marianne Ma{herly

and Librarian Daniella Lee-Garcia.

Academic speakers included Professor Clark
Kelso of McGeorge School of Law, and Assistant
Professor Lisa Bryqn’[, PhD, of Fresno State.
Presenting a legislative perspective were
representatives from Senator Dianne Feinstein's
and Represen’rq’[ive David G. Valadao's offices,
Kristina Solberg, press secretary, and Alex
Tavlian, chief of staff, respec’[ively. Other
spectkers included ]uclge ]onq’[hqn B. Conklin of

the California Superior Court, Fresno Counfy,
and John P. Kinsey of Wanger Jones Helsley PC.

Constitution Day Symposium

This yectr's major symposium was held in
connection with a Constitution Day program

on September 28, 2018. The symposium, “Walk
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the Talk,” included reflections by local high
school teachers on the topic of civil discourse
and the unveiling of a "Civies Passport,” which
encourages students to visit local institutions
that are critical to civies engagement, including
the federal and state courts, local government
agencies and educational museums.

While high school students aHending the event
toured those other local institutions to have their
Civics Passports "stctmped,” the Constitutional
Rights Foundation presented a civil discourse
activity for the non—high school attendees.

Justice Kennedy closed the symposium with a
luncheon keyno’fe address on the Preamble to the
United States Constitution.

Other speakers and participants included Chief
Justice Tani an’fﬂ-ququye of the California
Supreme Court; Chief Judge Sidney R. Thomas
and Circuit Judge Consuelo M. Callahan of the
US. Court of Appeods for the Ninth; and Chief
District ]udge Lawrence ]. O'Neill and Senior
District ]udge William B. Shubb of the US. District
Court for the Eastern District of California. <%



Kennedy Returns to Sacramento
for Civics Program Launching the “Civics Passport”

Retired Justice Anthony M. Kennedy of

the Supreme Court of the United States
parﬁcipqtecl in a program on the importance
of civil discourse in our society held September
28, 2018, at The Justice Anthony M. Kennedy
Library and Learning Center which is housed
in the Robert T. Matsui US. Courthouse in
Sacramento, California. The program drew
more than 100 attendees incluohng federal and
state juclges, local municipcd officials and school
administrators, and some 40 students and
teachers from a half-dozen Sacramento area

high schools.

Justice Kennedy was on hand to spearhead a
new educational outreach effort. The program
entitled "Walk the Talk” included the launch
of the "Civics Passport,” which takes students
on a Waﬂcing tour of downtown Sacramento
intended to explqin the functions of and
interactions among federal, state and local
governments, incluohng the courts.

Judges participating included Ninth Circuit
Judge Consuelo M. Callahan, District Judge
Morrison C. England, Jr, and Senior District
Judge William B. Shubb of the Eastern District
of California, California Chief Justice Tani G.
Cantil-Sakauye and Presiding Justice Vance

W. Raye of the state’s Third District Court of
Appeal.

Judge Callahan welcomed Justice Kennedy,
saying Sacramento should be proud to be the
birthplace of one of only 113 justices to serve on

the high court. T think of him as ‘our justice’,
she said.

Sacramento Mayor Darrell Steinberg and
Sacramento County Superintendent of Schools
David W. Gordon also took part in the
program, welcoming students and encouraging
them to learn more about civies education.

Retired Justice Anthony M. Kennedy of the Supreme
Court of the United States, center, stamping a student's
civies passport with Presiding Justice Vance W. Raye
of the state’s Third District Court of Appeal, left, and
Kari Kelso, public education and community outreach
administrator for the Ninth Circuit, on the right

The civil discourse segment was a foﬂow—up to the
discussion begun in 2017 cluring a symposium held at
the center by the Ninth Circuit and the Federal Judicial
Center. A pcmel of teachers from the Sacramento area
and southern California reflected on implemenﬁng
various strategies to educate students on the importance
of civil discourse.

Chief Justice an{ﬂ—Sakquye took the podium and
recognized three Sacramento area high schools—INP3
Charter High, McClafchy High and Rio Americano—
which received the Power of Democracy awards for
outstqnding civics education programs.

The event organizers were led by Kari Kelso, Ph.D.,

the Ninth Circuit's pubhc education and community
outreach administrator, who manages the Kennedy
Leqrning Center, and Assistant US. Aﬁorney Chi Soo
Kim of the Eastern District of California. Ms. Kim is the
presiden{ of the Operation Protect and Defend outreach
program which aims to educate high school students
about constitutional righfs and civics responsibﬂity.
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Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference

The 2018 Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference

held ]uly 23-26, 2018, at the Marriott Hotel

in Anaheim, California, drew more than 700
attendees. The conference is authorized ]oy law
‘for the purpose of considering the business of
the courts and ctdvising means of improving the
administration of justice within the circuit.” 28

USC. ¢ 333

The conference provides ou’[sfqnding educational
programs and facilitates circuit governance
Jfhroug[h its business meetings. Conferees include
]'uclges of the United States Court of Appecﬂs

for the Ninth Circuit, and the U.S. district courts
and US. banrupfcy courts, odong with 1ctwyers
practicing in these courts, court staff and specicﬂ
guests.

Presenters and pctnehs’[s at the conference include
federal ctppeﬂctfe, district, banruptcy and
magistrate ]'uolges from the Ninth Circuit and
elsewhere; well-known practitioners; members

of the academia; and leqoling scientists and
researchers.

The theme of the conference is ‘From Blockchain
to Free Speech: At the Intersection of
Independence and Leadership.” The program
includes segments focusing on the Jtechnology
behind Bitcoin and other cryptocurrencies, and
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how untraceable transactions made with these
systems allow criminals to buy and sell iﬂegql
drugs, Wweapons and other illicit materials on
the "dark web.” Other sessions consider threats
to free speech, the legcﬂ righ’[s of athletes and
entertainers, the legcﬂi’[y of information ‘leaks,”
and the causes and responses to the opioid crisis

across the United States.

In an earlier program prior to the opening
ceremony, Chief ]udge Sidney R. Thomas
welcomed conferees. Judge Thomas introduced
Director James C. Duff of the Administrative
Office of the US. Courts and engqgec{ him in a
one-on-one conversation on budget, workplace
relations, report issued regqrding the Criminal
Justice Act program, and cybersecurify. Director
Duff acknowledged Judge Thomas for his
1eqclership and the Ninth Circuit for being at the

forefront of many of the topics discussed.

Foﬂowing the presentation of the colors ]oy the
U.S. Marines Color Guard, District ]udge Edward
]‘ Dctvﬂq, conference chotir, welcomed the
conferees and acknowledged Justice Anthony M.
Kennedy's attendance. A short video was shown
to attendees highlighﬁng Justice Kennedy's
service from his appointment as a Ninth Circuit
judge in 1975 to his elevation as a Supreme Court

justice in 1988. Judge Davila noted that the day

Chief ]udge Sidney R. Thomas
and District ]udge Edward ]
Davila presenfed Associate
Justice Anthon y M Kennedy
with a memento for his time
spent as the designotfecl

Supreme Court justice for the

Ninth Circuit.



was significqnt as it was Justice Kennedy's last
attendance as the sitting justice for the circuit as
the justice was retiring that foHowing week, and
it was Justice Kennedy‘s bir’[holqy as well. ]udge
Davila led the conferees in singing a hqppy
birﬂqdqy tune.

]udge Davila also welcomed Pacific Island
]'uclges and justices, and newly qppoinfed judges
since the last judicial conference. He introduced
]udge Thomas, who expressed grqﬁ{uole for
Justice Kenneoly's contribution to the conference
and the circuit. ]udge Thomas thanked ]udge
Davila and Magistrate Autumn D. Spcte’[h

for their tremendous work as conference

chair and program chqir, respecﬁvely, of the
Conference Executive Committee, which plqns
and develops programs for the Ninth Circuit
]udiciotl Conference. Also introduced were newly
Qppointed US. attorneys, acting US. attorneys
and new Deputy Circuit Executive Marc
Theriault. ]udge Thomas qcknowledgeol the
retirements of Chief Circuit Mediator Claudia
Bernard and Robert Rucker, PhD, assistant

circuit executive for policy and research, for their

Civies Contest winners and their families pose
with Chief]udge Sidney R. Thomas and Associate
Justice Anfhony M Kennedy at the civics contest

reception.

Circuit ]udge M. Margaret McKeown opens the
pcme] titled "The Workp]ace Cbct]]enge: Putting

Good Policies and Good Intentions into Practice.”
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Dr. Andrey Osi’rovsl{y, ]eff, shares his profession and personct] experiences with opioic] addiction during
the program "The Opioid Crisis: Its Genesis, National Imp]icaﬁon, and Potential Solutions" Dr. Osfrovsky
is joined by Dwighf Holton, center, CEO of Lines for Life, and Sam Quinones, righf, author of "Dreamland:

The True Tale of America's Opiafe Epidernic”

remarkable service and work in the Mediation
Office and the Office of the Circuit Executive,

respec’fively.

Award presentations were made to District
]udge Andrew J. Guilford, of the US. District
Court for the Central District of California, and

to attorney Harvey [ Saferstein. ]udge Guilford
received the 2018 Ninth Circuit American Inns of
Court Professionalism Award, and Mr. Saferstein
received the 2018 Ninth Circuit John P. Frank
Award.

]udge Davila and Senior District ]udge Jeremy
D. Fogel of the Northern District of California,
director of the Federal Judicial Center, discussed
the work of the F]JC, which marked its 50th
anniversary in 2018 conducting research

and continuing education to improve judicial
administration and the management of
caseloads. Judge Fogel was recognizeol at the
conference for his service as director from 2011

to 2018. He remarked on the critical role that
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judges play in society and the importance of the

judiciary to remain ethical, strong and resilient.

Firs’f-plqce and local district winners of the

2018 Ninth Circuit Civies Contest were among
the attendees of the judicial conference. Judge
Davila announced their names to the conferees.
A reception attended ]oy Justice Kennedy was
held prior to the opening program, when first-
plotce winners in attendance received their prize
money and certificates, and local district winners
were invited to join the reception cdong with

their guests.

The opening ceremony closed with a memorial
tribute remembering Senior Circuit ]uolge Harry
Pregerson and Circuit ]udge Sfephen Reinhardt.
]udge Thomas returned to the podium and
expressed the circuit’s profound loss of two legcd
gians, who had “a passion for life, a passion

for the oppressed, a passion for the law, and a

passion for our circuit.”



In ‘Law of Leaks” general session, panel members
discussed how ‘leaks” of sensitive information,
unauthorized and authorized, have playecl a
major role in U.S. and world politics for many
years, and how the government stepped up

its efforts to prosecute those accused of leaking
information without authorization. Panel
members explored many ’[opics, including
different types of leaks, why leaks have become
a high—priority for recent administrations, and
the legql and ethical issues that arise when
someone leaks information without authorization
to the media.

The "Blockchain: How an Anonymous Invention
Could Change the World" general session,
panelists explored Blockchain technology. First
developed anonymously in 2008 in response to
the financial crisis, blockchain allows assets to be
stored, shared and sold without intermediaries
like banks. Panel members explored its benefits—
cryptocurrencies, its dangers—olark web, and how
this system could shape the law and potentially
re-shape society.

In "The Opioid Crisis: Its Genesis, National
Implication, and Potential Solutions” general
session, panel members discussed the opioid
epiolemic which claims the lives of around 46
people every day from overdoses involving
prescription opioids according to the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention. Panelists discussed
topics ranging from national strategy on pain
management to whether criminal prosecution
related to opioid use disorder was effective.

Professor Susan Athey speaks during the program
about cryptocurrencies, "Blockchain: How an

Anonymous Invention Could Change the World"

Panel members on "The Workplace Challenge:
Putting Good Policies and Good Intentions into
Practice” generql session focused on the significqn’f
impact of the #MeToo movement on the

federal judiciotry, generaﬂy, and on the Ninth
Circuit, in pqrficulqr. Panelists discussed cultural
patterns, that may result in the underreporhng
of problemq’fic situations due to the hierarchical
nature of the judiciotry, and explored ways to
promote a civil and respectful Workplace for both
judges and court staff.

Justice Kennedy took part in the "Conversation
with the Justice” segment with ]udges Davila
and Spqe’th, and Darrel . Gardner, chair of the
Lawyer Representatives Coorolinoﬁfing Committee
for the District of Alaska. Justice Kennedy fielded
quesﬁons ranging from his life growing up in
Sacramento to the impact of fiHing a vacancy on
the Supreme Court upon his retirement.
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Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference Honors
California Jurist and Attorney

One of the highlights of the 2018 Ninth Circuit
Judicial Conference was the presentation of two
prestigious QWQIdS, recognizing individuals who
exemphfy dedication and integrity, and make
exemplqry contributions to the work of the
Ninth Circuit federal courts. In 2018, the honorees
were a judge and an attorney from California.

American Inns of Court Professionalism Award

District ]uolge Andrew J. Guilford, of the United
States District Court for the Central District

of California, was the 2018 recipient of the
American Inns of Court’s prestigious Ninth
Circuit Professionalism Award. Ninth Circuit
Chief ]udge Sidney R. Thomas presen’[eol the
award to ]udge Guilford.

]udge Guilford was honored for his dis’[inguished
career and remarkable achievements, and
commitment to mentoring and training the
younger generation of lawyers in Orange
County. He was nominated for the honor by
Brett ]. Williamson, presidenf of the Howard

T Mquey Intellectual Property Inn of Court in
Orange County.

Nominated by President George W. Bush, ]uc{ge
Guilford was confirmed by the Senate and
received his judicial commission in 2006. Prior
to his appointment to the bench, ]uolge Guilford
engaged in private practice from 1975 to 2006
in Costa Mesa, California. He received his A.B.,
summa cum laude, Regents Scholar and Phi
Beta qupq, from the University of California,
Los Angeles, in 1972 and his ]D. in 1975 from
the UCLA School of Law, where he was an
associate editor of the UCLA Law Review.

]udge Guilford served on the US. ]uohcicﬂ
Conference Committee on Codes of Conduct,
from 2011 to 2017, and is one of six Patent

Pilot Program judges in the Central District. As
presiden{ of Public Law Center, from 2004 to
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Chief Circuit ]udge Sidney R. Thomas, left, with
District ]udge Andrew . Guilford, recipient of
the 2018 American Inns of Court Ninth Circuit

Professionalism Award.

2006, he helpeol establish the Orange County
Pro Se Clinic. He also served as president of the

Association of Business Trial quyers of Orqnge

County, 2000-200]; the State Bar of California,
1999-2000; and the Orange County Bar
Association, 1991

In nominating him for the award, Mr. Williamson
revered the leqdership and dedication of ]uolge
Guilford in founding the Howard T. Mquey
Intellectual Property Inn of Court in 2013. An
award ]oeqring his name, The Andrew ). Guilford
Award, was created by the inn because of his vital
role in founding and sustaining the inn.

The American Inns of Court professioncﬂism
award is given qnanHy in all the federal
circuits to ‘a 1c1wyer or judge whose life

and practice olisploty s’terhng character and
unquestioned integrity, coupled with ongoing
dedication to the highes’f standards of the 1egc11

profession O.l’ld Jfl’le rule Of 1C1W.”



Ninth Circuit John P. Frank Award

Hdrvey I Saferstein, a Los Angeies attorney
whose support for the federal court spans
decades, was the recipient the 2018 Ninth Circuit
John Frank Award recognizing an ou’[siotnding
1dwyer practicing in the federal courts of the
western United States. Peg Carew Toledo, chair
of the Ninth Circuit Advisory Board, presenied
the award to Mr. Saferstein.

Mr. Saferstein is @ member of the Ninth Circuit
Advisory Boctrd, a group of highly experienced
attorneys who advise the Judicial Council of the
Ninth Circuit on court governance matters. He
is a solo practitioner, who speciotiizes in antitrust
and intellectual property counseiing and
hiigotiion, and compiex commercial and business
hiigotiion. He had been a partner with Irell &
Manella in Los Angeies for 15 years, Mintz
Levin for 14 years and Munger Tolles for 10
years. Mr. Saferstein also served as the regional
director of the Federal Trade Commission.

Myr. Saferstein received his B.A., Phi Beta Koppd,
from the Urriversiiy of California at Berkeley in

1965 and earned his ]D,, magna cum laude, in

Harvey I Saferstein speaks at
the opening ceremony of the
2018 Ninth Circuit Judicial
Conference after receiving the
Ninth Circuit John P. Frank
Award.

1968 from Harvard Law School, where he served
as an executive editor of the Harvard Law
Review. Following law school, Mr. Saferstein

clerked for Chief Judge Bailey Aldrich of the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the First Circuit. He
previously served on the Ninth Circuit Lawyer
Representatives Coordinoiing Committee and
the Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference Executive
Committee.

The John P. Frank Award, established in 2003
by the Judicial Council of the Ninth Circuit,
recognizes a iowyer who has "demonstrated
ouisionding character and integrity; dedication
to the rule of law; proficiency as a trial

and oppeﬂoie 1owyer; success in promoting
coHegioli’[y among members of the bench and
bar; and a lifetime of service to the federal courts

of the Ninth Circuit.”
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Information Technology Director Honored
for Excellence in Technology

An information iechnoiogy director, who
envisioned and created a program that has
automated a system for production of court
forms and documents, has received national
recognition for greaﬂy speeding the process
by which the documents are approved,
docketed and served. Erik Grubbs, the IT
director for the United States District Court
for the District of Hawaii, was the recipient
of the 2018 Director's Award for Excellence in
Technoiogy by the Administrative Office of
the US. Courts. The award is the top honor
achievable by judiciqry staff.

Mr. Grubbs received the honor for his work

on FormFlow program designed to automate
the entire process of form and document
production between the courts, probation and
pretrial services offices, and the US. Marshals
Service. The program can automatically
populate an electronic document template
with relevant information then each person in
the sequence gets automatic notification. With
FormFlow, the tedious and manual process
now takes hours instead of days to compieie.
Other features include approving documents

and enq]oiing those documents to be docketed

From left, James Tibbs, programmer ana]ysf;
Erik Grubbs, director of IT: and Rudcly Kiess]ing,

programiner, WOIZ{GC] i‘ogei‘her on FormF]ow.

Quiornot’[icqﬂy, scheoiuiing a heqring, signing of
documents elecironicctﬂy, converting Compleied
documents into PDF files and no’[ifying users by text
or email about pending documents. Mr. Grubbs and
his team have begun Working on mctking a potckctge

that will be available for other districts to piloi.

Mr. Grubbs has been the IT director since 2010 and
has a staff of eigh’[ people who support the district
court, probqiion and preiriqi services offices, and two
circuit ]'udges who maintain chambers in Honolulu. €




Ninth Circuit Welcomes New Law Clerks in Orientation

The United States Court of Appea]s for the Ninth Circuit
held its annual New Law Clerk Orientation Program at the
Richard H Chambers US. Courthouse in Pasadena, California.
The program held Sepfember 26-27, 2018, introduced new]y—
hired law clerks to the works of the court. Chief ]uclge Sidney
R. Thomas and Circuit ]udge Jay S Bybee made introductions
and welcomed the new law clerks. Senior Circuit ]uclge N.
Randy Smith and Circuit ]uclges Susan P. Graber and Mary H
Murguia also made presentations. Clerk of Court Molly Dwyer
gave an overview of the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. Circuit
Senior Circuit Judge N. Randy Executive Elizabeth A. Smith and Deputy Circuit Executive
Smith and Circuit Judge Susan Marc Theriault focused on the Judicial Council of the Ninth
P Graber Circuit and Workp]ctce relations. Presentations were made on
court operations, information fechno]ogy, en banc proceclures
and otppeﬂafe jurisdiction, presenfecl by Circuit ]uclge William
A. Fletcher. Retired Justice Anthony M. Kennedy participated in
"A Conversation with Justice Anthony M. Kennedy session with
the group. Other topics discussed include “Ethics and the Code of
Conduct,” "Life in Chambers,” “Mctking the Most of Your Words,
”Manctging Unconscious Bias and Deve]oping a Growth Minclset"
“Wisdom from the Trial Court,” and "Difficult Conversations:
Navigctfing Conflict with Skill Tact and Thoughffu]ness,"
presented by Judge Jeremy Fogel (ret.), who served as director
of the Federal Judicial Center. Circuit Judge Richard A. Paez
moderated the "Wisdom from the Trial Court,” a conversation
with Chief District ]udge Virginia A. Pbiﬂips, District ]udge
George Wu, and Chief Mctgisfrate ]udge Patrick Walsh, who are

ircuit Judge M H M i
Circuit Ju ge Hary Hrga all from the Central District of California. <%

Information Technology Conference West

The Sixth, Seventh and Ninth Circuits convened for the 2018 IT Conference
West held August 21-24 in Phoenix, Arizona. The joint conference focused on

the judicictry's Unify Project, which includes the roll out of Microsoft Office 365
and migration to the new Outlook email system, SharePoint and OneDrive.

C ybersecurify was a key topic discussed by field experts, who covered security
awareness for international travelers and the "dark web.” Bankrupfcy Court Clerk
George Prentice and Chief Pretrial Services Officer David L. Martin, welcomed
the attendees to their home District of Arizona, provicling some bctckgrouncl
information on Phoenix and IT projects in progress in their offices. ]oseph Peters,
associate director of the Deparfmem‘ of Techno]ogy Services, Administrative Office
of the United States Courts, gave a national briefing on [T projects underway




Administrative Changes

David C. Congdon Was
gppoinied the United States
chief probgiion officer for the
District of Idaho on January 1,
2018. Mr. Congdon has worked
for Probation and Pretrial
Services in the District of Idaho
since 2005. Previousiy, he

Was empioyeoi as a comrnuniiy supervision

officer in Monigornery Coun’[y, Texas. He is a
2000 grqdugie of Southern Utah University
and received an M.S. from Sam Houston State

University in 2004.

Nicola T. Hanna was confirmed
by the Senate to serve as United
States attorney for the Central
District of California on Aprii 26,
2018. Prior to his appointment, Mr.
Hanna was a partner at the law
firm of Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher
LLP in Los Angeles. He served

as an assistant US. attorney from 1995 to 1998 for
the Southern District of California, where he served

as depuiy chief of the Orgotnized Crime Drug

Enforcement Task Force, and was an assistant US.
attorney for the Central District from 1990 to 1994
Mr. Hanna received his BA. from the University of
California, San Diego, in 1984 and his ]D, magna
cum laude, in 1987 from Georgetown University
Law Center, where he served as associate editor of
the Georgetown Law Journal.

Silvio Lugo was otppoinied the
chief preiriqi services officer
for the Northern District of
California on July 2, 2018. He
has served 25 years in the
Northern District of California,

beginning his career as a student

intern in 1994. During his tenure,
M. Lugo worked as a preirioti services officer

from 1995 to 2001, as a speciotiisi officer and a
supervisor in the Oakland Division from 2001 to
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2007, and as the depuiy chief preiriqi services
officer from 2007 to 2018. He also served as a
strategic piqnning facilitator on behalf of the
Federal Judicial Center and worked cioseiy with
i{ey stakeholders within his district to deveiop,
impiemeni, and manage various speciaiizeoi
programs, inciuding the Conviction Alternatives
Program, a problem-solving drug court. Mr. Lugo
has presenied iocctiiy and nqiiongﬂy on the
J[opic of race and ]octii, and is involved in several
studies with academic partners expioring this
and other topics reiotiing to preirioii services. In
addition, Mr. Lugo is a member of the National
Association of Drug Court Professionals and
serves on the Bar Association of San Francisco's
Committee on Criminal Justice, where he works
to enhance preiriqi services at the local level.

inhryn N. Nester begqn
serving as the executive director
for the Federal Defenders of San
Diego, Inc, on November 26,
2018. Prior to that, Ms. Nester
served as the federal public
defender for the District of Utah

fOI over seven yedrs. She O.lSO

worked as an assistant federal public defender
in the Southern District of Mississippi from

2005 to 2011, after spending over 13 years in
privctie protciice in Mississippi hotndiing civil and
criminal cases. Ms. Nester received her 1D. from
the University of Texas in 1992. In 2018, Chief
Justice John G. Roberts, Jr., ctppoinied Ms. Nester
to serve on the Judicial Conference of the United
States Committee on Evidence Rules, which
advises the US. Supreme Court. She previousiy
served on the national steering committee of
Clemency Project 2014, which assisted thousands
of prisoners in peiiiioning for ciemency. M.
Nester is a fellow of the American Coﬂege of
Trial Lawyers and of the International Society of
Barristers.



Kenji M. Price was confirmed

by the Senate to serve as United
States attorney for the District of
Hawaii on Aprﬂ 26, 2018. Prior
to his appointment, Mz, Price was
a director at Alston Hunt Floycl
& Ing and a partner at Carlsmith

Ball LLP. He previously served as
an assistant United States attorney for the Eastern
District of New York. Mr. Price received his
undergraduate degree from Gonzaga University
and his ]D. from the University of Pennsylvotniot
Law School, where he served as the editor-in-
chief of the University of Pennsylvotniq Law
Review. He served as an officer in the US. Army
for Qpproximqtely four years, during which he

served as a member of the 75th Ranger Regimen{

and the 173rd Airborne Brigade. Mr. Price clerked
for ]uolge Kent A. Jordan of the US. Court of
Appeods for the Third Circuit and for ]udge Robert
B. Kugler of the US. District Court for the District
of New Jersey.

MecGregor W. Scott was
confirmed by the Senate to
serve as United States attorney
for the Eastern District of
California on March 7, 2018.

He was sworn in as the court-

qppointed U.S. attorney on

December 29, 2017. Mr. Scott
previously held the position of US. attorney
for the Eastern District of California from 2003
to 2009. He engaged in private practice as a
partner at the law firm of Orrick, Herrington,
& Sutcliffe after complehng his first term as U.S.
attorney. Prior to that, he served as the elected
district attorney of Shasta County, California,
from 1997 to 2003, and as clepu{y district
attorney in Contra Costa Coun{y, California,
from 1989 to 1997. He retired as lieutenant
colonel in 2008 from the US. Army Reserve
after 23 years of service. Mr. Scott received
his BA. from Santa Clara University in 1985
and his ]D. from the University of California,
Hastings CoHege of the Law, in 1989.
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Awards

Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals

Circuit ]udge N. Rotndy Smith, Distinguished Jurist
Award, Idaho State Bar, and inducted as an
honorotry member of the Pi Sigmot Alphct, Idaho
State University Law Club.

District of Arizona

Senior District Judge Frank R. Zapata, Lifetime
Achievement Award, Universify of Arizona,

Coﬂege Of LO.W.

Central District of California

District Judge Andrew ] Guilford, American Inns
of Court Professionalism Award. Senior District
]udge Consuelo B. Marshall, Margaret Brent
Women Lawyers of Achievement Award,
American Bar Association.

Eastern District of California

District ]uolge Kimberly ]. Mueller, Judge of the
Year, Cotpitcd City Trial quyers Association.

Northern District of California

Magistrate Judge Laurel Beeler, Judge of the

Year, San Francisco Trial Lctwyers Association.
Senior District ]udge Charles R. Brevyer, Edward

J. Devitt Distinguished Service to Justice Award,
The Dwigh’[ D. Opperman Foundation. Magistrate
]udge Donna Ry, Jurist of Distinction, Women
Lawvyers of Alameda County. Senior District Judge
Claudia Wﬂken, Rose Bird Memorial Awqrd,

California Women quyers.

Southern District of California

Magistrate Judge David H. Bartick, Outstanding
Jurist Award, given posfhumously by the

San Diego Bar Association. District ]udge John
A. Houston, Judicial Service Award, Thomas
Jefferson School of Law Alumni Association,
and ]uohcicd Award of Exceﬂence, California
Association of Black Lawyers. Senior District

Judge M. James Lorenz, Outstanding Judicial
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Officer Award, California Western School of
Law. District ]udge Dana M. Sabraw, Person of
the Year, San Diego Union Tribune, and Judge of
the Year, Consumer AHorneys of San Diego.

District of Nevada

ngis’[rqte ]udge Valerie P. Cooke, joint
award from the Ninth Circuit ADR and Pro

Se Committees in recognition for her lifetime
achievement in prisoner case motnotgemenf and

alternative dispufe resolution programs.

District of Oregon

District Judge Ann Aiken, President’s Technology
and Innovation Award, Oregon State Bar.
Magistrate ]udge Moustafa T. Kasubhai, the Justice
Lynn Nakamoto Trailblazer Award, Oregon Asian
Pacific American Bar Association, and the Senator
Daniel K. Inouye Trailblazer Awqrd, National
Asian Pacific American Bar Associoﬁfion; Senior
District Judge Malcolm Marsh, John E. Jaqua
Disﬁnguisheol Alumni Award, Universify of Oregon
School of Law. Magistrate ]udge Youlee Yim You,
Judicial Excellence Award, Oregon State Bar.

Eastern District of Washington

District ]udge Rosanna Malouf Peterson received
the Gonzaga Law Medal "in recognition of
exemplary contributions to the legql profession in
keeping with the ideals of Gonzctgct Universify,"
Gonzctgct Universi’[y School of Law.

Western District of quhington

District Judge Richard A. Jones was recognized for
his service to the National YMCA as chair of the
National Committee on Membership Standards,
2015-2018, YMCA of the USA. Bankruptcy Judge
Brian D. Lynch, The Honorable Ralph E. Kelley
Award, National Association of Chotpfer 13
Trustees. Chief District Judge Ricardo S. Martinez,
Charles E. Odegaard Award, "honors individuals
whose leqdership in the community exemphfies

the former UW presiclent‘s work on behalf of
diversi’fy," University of Washing’ton.






With Ninth Circuit Help, Federal Courts Pursue
Space and Facilities Projects in the Western States

The Office of the Circuit Executive for the
Ninth Circuit helps manage space and
facilities projects undertaken by federal courts
throughout the western United States and
Pacific Islands. A staff of professional project
planners and architects assists in feasibility
studies, design developrnen’r, contracting,
construction management and occupancy
planning. Projects range from major new
construction of large courthouses to small office
renovations.

One noteworthy project bequn in 2018 is the
construction of a new courthouse in Saipan
for the United States District Court for the
District of the Northern Mariana Islands. The
Jd’lree—srory, 35,696—square—foo’f courthouse will
include a courtroom, chambers for two judges
and a jury assembly room. It also will house
offices for the court's US. Probation, the U.S.
Attorney, the US. Marshals Service and the

Federal Protective Service.

Designed to meet modern federal judicial
standards and security requirements, the new
courthouse is expecred to better withstand
extreme storms that regularly purnrnel the
island. The building will have its own water
supply and emergency electrical generators.
The design also incorporates innovative
ligh’[ing and landscqping, energy efficient
fixtures and wastewater rechnologies projecred
to realize future cost savings and conserve

resources.

Foﬂowing a ground breoking in December
2017, construction has progressed s’reddily

Jrhrough 2018. The courthouse is scheduled for
cornplerion in spring 2020.

Also, this past year, the Ninth Circuit
continued to pursue space-saving projects that
will significanﬂy reduce the rent paid to the
General Services Administration, which acts

as ’[he IO.I’ICMOI& fOl’ federod buildings. One

Ninth Circuit Total Usable Square Feet
Space Reduction Program, FY 2013-2018

Data as of October 2018 from the Administrative Office of the United States Courts, Spqce Reduction Progrdm

5,519,188

FY2013 FY2014 FY2015
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Net Space Reduction:
234,769 Square Feet

5,284,419

-149,131

+63,098

FY2016

FY2017 FY2018



Courthouse Under
Construction:

United States District Courthouse
District of the Northern Mariana Islands
Saipan

Gross Square Footage: 35,696
Compleﬁon Date: Spring 2020
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significant endeavor completed during the
year was the realignment of space in the
Edward R. Roybal Federal Building and U.S.
Courthouse, one of two federal courthouses in
downtown Los Angeles. The project, which
entailed relocating all magistrate judges to
chambers in the Roybal building, allowed the
U.S. District Court for the Central District of
California to vacate the former Spring Street
Courthouse, releasing nearly 30,000 square
feet of space.

Other space-saving projects included:

Renovating grounol floor space in the
Edward J. Schwartz U.S. Courthouse

in San Diego to accommodate the U.S.
Probation Office for the Southern District
of California. The project led to the release
of qpproximqtely 20,000 square feet of

leqsed spdace.

Reqligning the clerk’s office and the circuit
hbrqry in the James A. McClure Federal
Building and U.S. Courthouse in Boise,
[daho. The project will result in the release
of Qpproximoﬁfely 8,000 square feet of

space.

Consolidating the two probation offices into
a single office, allowing for the release of
7,200 square feet of space in the Sandra

Day O'Connor US. Courthouse in Phoenix,
Arizona; and

Reducing space allocated to the U.S.
Banrup{cy Court for the Central District
of California in Riverside to allow for
relocation of district court probct’[ion staff
now housed in San Bernardino.
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Major courthouse modernization projects
begun during the year included a $10 million
overhaul of mechanical systems in the

Robert F. Peckham Federal Building and U.S.
Courthouse in San Jose, California. The project
also will provide for improvements to the
courtrooms in the building, a venue for the
U.S. District Court for the Northern District
of California. Planning also is underway for
modernization of elevators at the William
K. Nakamura U.S. Courthouse in Seattle,
Washington, a venue for the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit.

Other future projects include building two
new district judge chambers and one new
district courtroom in the Evo A. DeConcini
Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse in
Tucson, which will go to bid in 2019, and a
feasibility study, begun in July, for a new
district courthouse in Anchorage, Alaska.

In addition, the Southern District of California
is seeking congressionql approvql for a court-
funded prospectus project to build out four
magistrate judge chambers and two district
courtrooms in the Carter-Keep U.S. Courthouse
in San Diego. Congressional approval is
required due to a resolution limiting the
court’s ability to expand in this courthouse,
which was passed in conjunction with a
request for additional construction funding in

fiscal year 2009.






Court of Appeals Reduces Pending Cases,
Improves Processing Times

The United States Court of Appecds for the Ninth
Circuit continued to reduce its pending caseload
and case processing times in fiscal year 2018. The
improvements resulted from a shgh{ downturn
in new fﬂings and ongoing efforts to remove

or resolve older, stalled cases while expeohﬁng

disposi’fion of matters reotdy for pqnel consideration.

New qppeqls filed with the Ninth Circuit
numbered 10,566 in FY 2018, down 4.8 percent
from the prior fiscal year. Appeﬂoﬁte fﬂings
nationwide numbered 49,276, down 2.4 percent
overall. Eigh{ of the 12 geogrqphic circuits
reported declines ranging from 14 to 81 percent.
The Ninth Circuit continued to be the nation'’s
busiest federal qppeﬂqte court, accounting for
914 percent of all new appeals nationally.

The Ninth Circuit olisposed of 1,753 cases in
FY 2018, down 1 percent. The court's pending
caseload was reduced ]oy 9.4 percent to 11,375
cases from 12,569.

Breakclown Of NEW Appeals

Of the new filings, about 28.6 percent of all new
appecds in the Ninth Circuit involved immigration
and other agency matters, while 45.4 percent of
new fihngs Wwere pro se cases (Jthose involving at
least one self-represented litigant).

Ninth Circuit district courts, which serve as trial
courts in the federal judicial system, accounted

for 61.9 percent of new fﬂings in FY 2018. The

district courts genera’fed 6,544 new qppeqls,
down 5.6 percent from the prior fiscal year.

Of the total, 5,304 were civil qppeqls and

1,240 were criminal ctppecds. Prisoner pe’fitions
involving habeas corpus, capitcﬂ habeas corpus,
civil rights, prison conditions and other matters
accounted for 46 percent of all new civil qppecﬂs
from the district courts.

Among the 15 district courts of the circuit, the
four California courts produced 58.5 percent

of new civil appeals and 50.2 percent of

new criminal qppecﬂs. The Central District

of California, the busiest court in the circuit,
generqteol 1,773 civil and criminal Qppeqls, down
6.4 percent from the prior fiscal year.

Of the 1,240 new criminal cases, 25.6 percent
were related to olrug offenses, and 13.3 percent
were immigration offenses. The court repor{ed
317 drug offenses and 165 immigration offenses.
The court received 215 appeals involving
property offenses, many of them related to
fraud. The court received 185 appeals for offenses

involving firearms and explosives, of which 36

Appellate Caseload Profile, FY 2017-2018

Caseload Measure 2017 2018 Change 2017-18
Filings 11,096 10,566 -4.8%
Terminations 11,867 11,753 -1.0%
Pending Cases 12,562 11,375 -9.4%

12017 pending cases revised

Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals En Banc Ballots, FY 2014-2018

Petitions Filed for

Year Rehearing En Banc En Banc Ballots Sent
2018 955 17
2017 874 22
2016 810 33
2015 796 30
2014 785 37

Denials of Rehearing
En Banc Following A Vote

Grants of Rehearing
En Banc Following A Vote

8 9
11 11
19 14
16 14
17 20



Filings, Terminations and Pending Cases by Appeo.l Type, FY 2017-2018

2017 2018 Change % of Circuit 2017 2018 Change 2017 2018 Change

Type of Appeal Filings  Filings 2017-18 Total Terminations Terminations 2017-18 'Pending Pending 2017-18
Civil

U.S. Prisoner

Petitions 676 587 -13.2% 5.6% 454 487 7.3% 487 587 20.5%

Private Prisoner

Petitions 1,956 1,853 -5.3% 17.5% 2,257 2,087 -7.5% 1,302 1,068 -18.0%

Other U.S. Civil 571 620 8.6% 5.9% 696 748 7.5% 763 635 -16.8%

Other Private

Civil 2,412 2,244 -7.0% 21.2% 2,706 2,828 4.5% 2,817 2,233 -20.7%
Criminal 1,314 1,240 -5.6% 11.7% 1,381 1,375 -0.4% 1,526 1,391 -8.8%
Other

Bankruptcy 217 197 -9.2% 1.9% 316 291 -7.9% 266 172 -35.3%

Administrative

Agency Appeals 3,117 3,023 -3.0% 28.6% 2,919 3,142 7.6% 5,043 4,924 -2.4%

Original

Proceedings &

Miscellaneous

Applications 833 802 -3.7% 7.6% 1,138 795 -30.1% 358 365 2.0%
Circuit Total 11,096 10,566 -4.8% 11,867 11,753 -1.0% 12,562 11,375 -9.4%
National Appellate
Total 50,506 49,276 -2.4% 54,347 50,428 -7.2% 39,384 38,232 -2.9%
Ninth Circuit as %
of National Total 22.0% 21.4% -0.5% 21.8% 23.3% 1.5% 31.9% 29.8% -2.1%

Note: This table does not include data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. Beginning in March 2014, data include miscellaneous cases
not included previously.
12017 Pending cases revised.

Median Time Intervals in Months for Cases Terminated on the Merits, FY 2017-2018

Number of Months
Ninth Circuit National
By Stage of Appeal 2017 2018 2017 2018
From Filing of Notice of Appeal or Docket Date to Filing of Appellee's Last Brief 8.7 8.8 5.8 5.7
From Filing of Appellee's Last Brief to Oral Argument or Submission on Brief 11.7 9.6 4.2 4.1
From Oral Argument to Last Opinion or Final Order 1.2 1.2 2.4 2.1
From Submission on Brief to Last Opinion or Final Order 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.4
From Filing of Notice of Appeal or Docket Date to Last Opinion or Final Order 13.0 11.7 9.0 8.7
From Filing in Lower Court to Last Opinion or Final Order in Appeals Court 36.1 32.7 29.9 28.7

Note: This table does not include data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit.

Beginning in March 2014, data include miscellaneous applications not included previously. Cases terminated include appeals, original proceedings, and
miscellaneous applications.

'Docket date is used when computing the median time intervals for original proceedings, miscellaneous applications, and appeals from administrative agencies.
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were allegeol to have committed oluring
a violent or olrug trqfficking offense. Also
reported were 104 appeals involving sex
offenses and 84 for violent offenses.

Appeods of decisions by the Board of
[mmigration Appeals, or BIA, and other
executive branch agencies continue to
make up a substantial portion of the
court's caseload. Appeals of agency
decisions declined ]oy 3 percent to 3,023
cases in Y 2018. The BIA accounted for
952 percent of agency Qppecﬂs, and 27.2
of the court's total new filings. The Ninth
Circuit had 55.8 percent of the total BIA
appeals filed nationally in FY 2018.

Original proceedings and miscellaneous
applications commenced in FY 2018
numbered 802, down from 833 the
prior fiscal year. The bulk of originql
proceeolings cases involved second or
successive habeas corpus petitions and
mandamus Qppeals.

Terminations and Pending Cases

The Ninth Circuit terminated 11,753 cases
in FY 2018, down 1 percent from the
prior year. The total includes 6,160 civil
and 1,375 criminal qppeqls originating

in the district courts and 3,142 otppecﬂs of

agency decisions.

Of the total case terminations, 7,846

cases, or 66.7 percent, were decided on the
merits, while 3,907 were terminated on
procedurql grounds. In addition, 460 cases
were terminated on the merits through
consolidation. Of the merits decisions,
1,702 came after oral argument, up 10.7
percent, and 5,684 after submission on the
briefs, down 4 percent from the prior year.
Excluding consolidated cases, total merit
terminations included 1,897 prisoner cases,
947 criminal cases and 1,516 administrative

agency qppeqls.
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Sources of Appeals, Original Proceedings, and

Miscellaneous Applications Commenced, FY 2018

District Appeals % of Total
Alaska 83 0.8%
Arizona 718 6.8%
C. Calif. 1,773 16.8%
E. Calif. 708 6.7%
N. Calif. 811 7.7%
S. Calif. 435 4.1%
Guam 7 0.1%
Hawaii 133 1.3%
Idaho 123 1.2%
Montana 219 2.1%
Nevada 619 5.9%
Northern Mariana Islands 16 0.2%
Oregon 336 3.2%
E. Wash. 146 1.4%
W. Wash. 417 3.9%

Bankruptcy 197 1.9%

Administrative Agencies, Total 3,023 28.6%
IRS 41 0.4%
NLRB 28 0.3%
BIA 2,878 27.2%

Other Administrative Agencies 76 0.7%

Original Proceedings and
Miscellaneous Applications 802 7.6%

Circuit Total 10,566 -

In FY 2018, cases terminated on the merits that were
affirmed or enforced, which includes qppecﬂs affirmed
in part and reversed in part, numbered 4,803; 705
reversed, 46 remanded, and 775 dismissed. The court's
overall reversal rate was 9.9 percent, compareol to

a national average of 79 percent. The reversal rate
was 12.4 percent for criminal cases; 161 percent for
civil cases involving the federal governmen{ and 12.8
for non-government civil cases; and 7.6 percent for
administrative agency cases. Percent reversed are not
compu’fed for origincﬂ proceedings because of their
difference from appeqls, nor are original proceedings
included in the percentage of total otppeods reversed.

In FY 2018, judicial panels produced 534 published
opinions and 7,774 unpu]ohshed opinions.



The court’s pending caseload was significctniiy
reduced again in FY 2018. Pending cases
numbered 11,375 down 9.4 percent from FY
2017 and 147 percent from FY 2016. Of the
pending caseload in FY 2018, 43.3 percent
involved administrative dppedis; 25.2 percent
government and non-government civil matters;
14.6 percent prisoner petitions; and 12.2 percent
criminal matters. Of the pending caseload, 37.6
percent had been pending less than six months,
20.5 percent pending six to 12 months, and 418

percent pending for more than 12 months.

Median Time Intervals

Median time intervals measure how iong it takes
for cases decided on the merits to proceed ihrougi'i
the dppeiidie process. [n the Ninth Circuit in FY
2018, the median time interval from fiiing of a
notice of otppeoti to final disposiiion was 117 months,
down from 13 months in FY 2017 and 15.2 months
in FY 2016. The time interval from the filing of a
case in a lower court to a final disposiiion was 327
months, down from 361 months in FY 2017. The
national median time intervals in FY 2018 were
8.7 months from notice of otppedi to final disposi’fion
ioy a circuit court of QppeOiS, and 287 months

from the fiiing of a case in a lower court to final
disposiiion by a circuit court.

Once an dppeqi was fuiiy briefed, Ninth Circuit
]'udges decide all types of cases fdiriy quickiy.

In FY 2018, the median time interval for pdnei
decisions was 1.2 months for a case in which oral
argument was held and about six days for cases

submitted on briefs.

Pro Se Filings and Terminations

Pro se appeais involve at least one party who is not
represented by counsel. In FY 2018, new appeals
ioy pro se iiiiganis numbered 4,799, down 2.9
percent from the prior fiscal year. Pro se iiiigqnis
accounted for 454 percent of all appeals opened
during the year. Pro se appeais involving federal
and state prisoner petitions numbered 1,924. Pro se
appeals involving agency appeals numbered 1,042,
making up 217 percent of all new pro se fiiings.

The court terminated 5,155 pro se dppedis in FY
2018, down 10 percent from the prior year. Of
that number, 3,354 were terminated on the merits
after oral argument, submissions on the briefs, or
ioy consolidation. Prisoner petitions and agency

O.ppeCliS made up the bulk of the terminations.

En Bo.nc CQ.SQS

En banc courts, which consist of 11 judges rather
than three, are convened quotrieriy to resolve
intra-circuit conflicts of law or other iegoti
questions of excepiionai importance. During
the fiscal year, the court received 955 petitions
seeking en banc review. Active judges of the
court voted on 17 en banc requests, granting en
banc review in eigirii cases. The court issued six

en banc decisions in FY 2018.

During the calendar year, 10 en banc courts were
convened. Oral arguments were heard in eighi
cases and two other cases were submitted on the

briefs.

Death Penai’cy Cases

The court ended calendar year 2018 with

103 pending death penalty appeals resulting
from crimes in four states: California, 42 cases;
Arizona, 38; Nevada 20; and Idaho, 3. Within
the circuit, another 670 death penaiiy cases are
pending in federal trial courts and state supreme
courts. There were 1,004 prisoners on death row.
Since 1976, there have been 75 executions by
states within the circuit.

Contributions by Active, Senior and Visiting
Judges

The court ended FY 2018 with 22 active circuit
judges and 18 senior circuit judges. Of the 7,386
written opinions, exciuding consolidations, issued
ioy the court in FY 2018, 54.5 percent were
authored by active circuit judges, 37.4 percent by
senior judges, and 81 percent by visiting judges
sitting by designdiion.
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Border Courts See Major Spike in Criminal Filings,
Driving Overall Caseload Increase

United States district courts serve as the trial
courts in the federal judicial system and have
jurisdiction to consider civil and criminal matters
and other types of cases. A district court operates
in each of the 94 judicial districts in the nation.

The combined caseload for the 15 district courts
within the Ninth Circuit increased in fiscal

year 2018. Total new civil and criminal filings
numbered 64,148, up 6.6 percent from FY 2017.

The circuit accounted for 18.2 percent of all fﬂings
nationwide, which totaled 352,580.

Criminal Caseload and Defendants

A shqrp spike in new criminal fﬂings drove the
overall increase in caseload. District courts in the
Ninth Circuit repor’[ecl 15,759 criminal fﬂings,
up 211 percent from FY 2017. Criminal cases
terminated during the year numbered 14,536,
up 15.8 percent. The courts’ combined pending
criminal caseload totaled 14,245, up 9.4 percent.

Fourteen district courts in the nine western

states that comprise the Ninth Circuit reported
increases in criminal filings in FY 2018. The
biggest increase numericaﬂy and percentage-
wise was reported by the US. District Court

for the Southern District of California. The San
Diego-based court saw a 45.5 percent increase in
new criminal filings because of the government's
increased prosecutions of iHegql immigration at
the U.S.-Mexico border. The Southern District
reportecl 5,546 new criminal filings, the most in

the Ninth Circuit.

The District of Arizona, also a border court and
which usuQHy has the most new criminal fﬂings,
was second in FY 2018 with 4,956 cases, up 7.6
percent from the prior fiscal year. The Ninth
Circuit as a whole accounted for 22.6 percent

of the new criminal fﬂings nqtionaﬂy, which

numbered 69,644.
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In the Ninth Circuit, the total number of
defendants involved in criminal cases was 18,636,
up 154 percent from FY 2017. The majority of the
defendants were charged with felony offenses.
Defendants charged with drug offenses numbered
5,191 They accounted for 27.5 percent of total
criminal defendants in the circuit. Of the total
drug offenses, 944 involved marijuana and 4,177
involved all other drug offenses.

Criminal defendants chqrged with immigration
offenses numbered 7,790, up 454 percent in FY
2018. Immigration offenses accounted for 418
percent of all criminal defendants. Of the total,
5,934 defendants were chqrged with improper
reentry into the United States.

The Southern District of California had the
1qrgest numbers of defendants chqrged with

immigration and olrug offenses. The district
repor’ted 3,818 defendants chqrged with
immigration offenses, up 66.3 percent. Defendants
chqrged with oh’ug offenses numbered 1,612,
down 2 percent from the prior fiscal year. The
Southern District of California had 49 percent

of all defendants chqrgeol with immigration
offenses and 315 percent of all defendants with

drug offenses in the circuit.

Ninth Circuit district courts reporfed 1,985
defendants Chqrgeol with property offenses, up
10.5 percent. Under this category, defendants
chqrged with fraud were most numerous, Jto’fcﬂing
1,423, followed by burglary, 1qrceny or theft, 376,
forgery and counferfei’ting, 65; embezzlement, 55;

and 66 for other property offenses.

In the Ninth Circuit, defendants chqrged with
firearms and explosives offenses numbered 1,268.
Defendants chqrgeol with violent offenses, which
includes homicide, robbery, assault and other
violent offenses, numbered 798, up from 623 in

FY 2017.



The pending criminal caseload in Ninth Circuit
district courts rose 9.4 percent to 14,245 cases.
Pending caseloads rose in all but two of the 15
district courts within the Ninth Circuit.

Civil Caseload
During FY 2018, Ninth Circuit district courts

repor{ed more new civil fﬂings and terminated

slighﬂy fewer cases, ending the year with ldrger

pending caseloads. New civil fihngs rose by 2.6
percent to 48,389. Case terminations numbered
44,900, down 1 percent from the prior year.
The combined pending caseload in the district
courts was 49,010, up 9.3 percent. Civil matters
accounted for 75.4 percent of total caseloads in
the district courts.

New private civil cases numbered 40,470 and

accounted for 83.6 percent of all new civil fﬂings

U.S. District Courts - Criminal Defendants Commenced by Offense and District, FY 2017-2018

c, ES N. S
AK AZ Calif.  Calif. ~Calif. Calif. ~GU HI

Violent Offenses

Homicide 2 45 7 2 0 0 0 0

Robbery 7 15 21 4 9 10 0 4

Assault 0 208 15 13 8 52 0 1

Other 8 55 36 16 22 1 1 0
Property Offenses

Burglary, Larceny

& Theft 12 27 108 22 32 20 10 6

Embezzlement 0 12 11 7 1 0 1 3

Fraud 17 296 326 83 88 358 10 14

Forgery &

Counterfeiting 0 8 29 4 4 2 0 0

Other 0 2 6 14 18 1 0 0
Drug Offenses

Marijuana 5 656 86 22 15 44 0 12

All Other Drugs 97 637 484 229 133 1,568 7 110
Firearms and

Explosives Offenses 79 220 153 109 128 48 2 14
Sex Offenses 13 140 40 33 27 37 2 7
Justice System
Offenses 6 43 23 10 16 41 3 13
Immigration Offenses

Improper Reentry

by Alien 0 2,676 184 53 41 2,487 1 1

Other 0 473 9 0 0 1,331 7 4
General Offenses 6 63 65 23 15 57 1 4
Regulatory Offenses 1 65 70 10 27 38 0 8
Traffic Offenses 4 1 34 0 31 0 0 2
All Offenses Total 257 5,642 1,707 654 615 6,095 45 203

Note: Criminal defendants commenced by offense includes defendants in all cases filed as felonies or Class A misdemeanors but includes only those

E. W. Total Total Change

ID MT NMI NV OR Wash. Wash. 2017 2018 2017-18
2 6 0 1 2 6 1 59 74 25.4%
0 1 0 11 28 1 1 83 112 34.9%
11 26 0 14 20 17 41 335 426 27.2%
3 7 0 20 9 6 2 139 186 33.8%
7 9 0 8 16 6 93 432 376 -13.0%
2 10 0 0 3 2 3 67 55 -17.9%
45 19 4 35 41 19 68 1,243 1,423 14.5%
4 9 0 1 1 3 0 57 65 14.0%
0 0 0 0 1 1 23 51 66 29.4%
22 6 0 0 13 10 53 2,593 944 -63.6%
158 157 6 137 128 134 192 3,394 4,177 23.1%
59 91 0 153 80 66 66 1,031 1,268 23.0%
35 34 0 37 43 48 36 510 532 4.3%
1 8 0 11 15 10 4 201 204 1.5%
95 17 0 111 99 90 79 3,532 5,934 68.0%
8 3 11 0 0 2 8 1,118 1,856 66.0%
0 4 1 4 21 2 51 321 317 -1.2%
0 6 0 0 20 2 11 310 258 -16.8%
0 0 0 0 1 0 251 292 324 11.0%
452 413 22 543 541 425 983 15,768 18,597 17.9%

defendants in cases filed as petty offenses that were assigned to district judges rather than magistrate judges.
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in the Ninth Circuit. Major categories of new
private civil fﬂings were civil rights, 8,931 cases;
prisoner petitions, 8,596; contracts cases, 5,221;
personotl injury, 4,368; intellectual property,
3,009; and labor matters, 2,361

The US. was a party to 7,919 new civil fﬂings,
accounting for 16.4 percent of the total new civil
caseload in Ninth Circuit district courts. Among
the matters involving the government, social
security cases were most numerous, 4,055, or
512 percent of the total US. civil cases in the
Ninth Circuit. Prisoner petitions followed with

1,488 cases, or 18.8 percent. Other categories were
tort actions, 411 cases; civil rights, 394 cases; and
forfeitures and pencd’[ies, 294 cases.

Prisoner petitions totaled 10,084, or 20.8 percent
of the total new civil filings. About 87.8 percent
of all prisoner petitions were ini’[iqﬂy filed

pro se. The federal trial courts in Arizona and
California had the most prisoner petitions.

New civil filings increased in 1l of the 15 district
courts of the Ninth Circuit. The Central District of
Cotlifornict, which ranked first in number of civil
cases filed in the circuit and third in the nation,

US. District Courts: Weigh’ced and Unweigh’ted Filings Per Authorized ]udgeship, FY 2017-2018

Weighted Filings Per Judgeship Unweighted Filings Per Judgeship

Authorized Supervision 2018 2017 Change Supervision 2018
District Judgeships  Civil Criminal Hearings Total Total 2017-18  Civil  Criminal Hearings Total
Alaska 3 111 127 1.4 239 218 8.8% 115 85 18.0 218
Arizona 13 335 341 9.2 685 678 1.0% 418 433 114.8 966
C. Calif. 28 545 79 2.7 627 570 10.0% 514 61 33.2 608
E. Calif. 6 694 156 5.3 855 759 12.6% 818 109 59.5 986
N. Calif. 14 559 60 3.9 622 553 12.5% 500 44 48.1 592
S. Calif. 13 222 410 7.6 640 563 13.7% 218 468 93.7 780
Hawaii 4 129 72 3.1 203 240 -15.4% 124 51 35.5 210
Idaho 2 260 285 4.6 550 470 17.0% 269 226 52.5 547
Montana 3 198 204 7.6 410 383 7.0% 242 136 73.7 452
Nevada 7 392 100 3.7 496 659 -24.7% 417 78 40.9 536
Oregon 6 305 122 7.3 434 411 5.6% 363 91 91.2 545
E. Wash. 4 153 140 13.5 306 305 0.3% 213 106 159.0 479
W. Wash. 7 379 95 4.1 479 473 1.3% 424 141 46.3 612
Circuit Total 110 4,282 2,191 74.0 6,546 6,282 4.2% 4,635 2,029 866.4 7,531
Circuit Mean - 329 169 5.7 504 483 4.2% 357 156 66.6 579
Circuit Median = 305 127 4.6 496 473 4.9% 363 106 52.5 547
National Mean - 323 150 4.3 477 451 5.8% 360 127 45.4 532
National Total 673 367 142 3.8 513 475 8.0% 398 129 41.0 568

Note: Case weights are based on the 2015 district court case weighting system approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States for use after
December 2015. Data for the territorial courts are not included. This table excludes civil cases arising by reopening, remand or transfer to the district by
the order of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. This table includes defendants in all criminal cases filed as felonies or Class A misdemeanors but
includes only those defendants in criminal cases filed as petty offenses that were assigned to district judges rather than magistrate judges. Remands and
reopens for criminal defendants are excluded. This table includes trials conducted by district and appellate judges only; all trials conducted by magistrate
judges are excluded. Sentencing hearings are excluded. Due to rounding, subtotals may not equal totals.
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US. District Courts - Total Criminal and Civil Cases

Filed, Terminated and Pending, FY 2017-2018

Change
Caseload Measure 2017 2018 2017-18
Civil Filings 47,177 48,389 2.6%
Criminal Filings 13,015 15,759 21.1%
Total Filings 60,192 64,148 6.6%
Civil Terminations 44,624 44,200 -1.0%
Criminal Terminations 12,549 14,536 15.8%
Total Terminations 57,173 58,736 2.7%
Pending Civil Cases 44,821 49,010 9.3%
Pending Criminal Cases 13,021 14,245 9.4%
Total Pending Cases 57,842 63,255 9.4%
ICivil Case Termination Index
(in months) 12.05 13.31 10.5%
Criminal Case Termination Index
(in months) 12.45 11.76 -5.5%
*Overall Case Termination Index 12.14 12.92 6.4%
Median Time Intervals in Months from Filing to Disposition
Civil Cases 6.8 6.9 1.5%
Criminal Defendants 5.8 5.2 -10.3%
Civil Cases National Total 9.9 9.2 -7.1%
Criminal Defendants National
Total 7.1 6.6 -7.0%

Note: Median time interval from filing to disposition of civil cases terminated
excludes land condemnations, prisoner petitions, deportation reviews, recovery of
overpayments and enforcement of judgments. Includes cases filed in previous years
as consolidated cases that thereafter were severed into individual cases. For fiscal
years prior to 2001, the data included recovery of overpayments and enforcement of
judgments. Median computed only for 10 or more cases. Median time interval from
filing to disposition for criminal defendants includes defendants in all cases filed as
felonies or Class A misdemeanors but includes only those defendants in cases filed
as petty offenses that were assigned to district judges rather than magistrate judges.
Median computed only for 10 or more defendants. Beginning March 2012, the
median time interval is computed from the proceeding dates for a defendant (e.g.,
the date an indictment or information was filed) to the date on which the defendant
was found not guilty or was sentenced. Previously, the median time interval was
computed beginning with the defendant’s filing date. Therefore, data for March 2012
and thereafter are not comparable data for previous periods.

12017 Total pending civil cases and total pending cases revised.

reporfed 15,335 cases, up 7.4 percent
from the prior fiscal year. The Eastern
District of California had the 1Qrges{
increase percentage-wise with 5,043
new civil cases, up 13.7 percent. The
District of Oregon was up 10.3 percent
with 2,971 new civil cases. Among

the four districts with fewer cases, the
District of Nevada showed the biggesf
decline with 3,010 new civil cases,

down 248 percent.

CO.SG Processing Times

Case processing times in the district
courts of the Ninth Circuit were
Virtuqﬂy unchqnged from the prior
fiscal year. The median time from fﬂing
to disposition of all civil cases in the
Ninth Circuit was 6.9 months compareol
to 6.8 months the prior fiscal year. The

national median time was 9.2 months.

quy criminal cases are disposeol of
either ’[hrough a guilty pleq or dismissal
of the charges. In the Ninth Circuit, the
median time from fﬂing to disposition
was 5.1 months for pleas and 6.4 months
for dismissals. Median times for criminal
defendants who went to trial was 12.8
months for a bench trial before a judge
and 19.4 months for a jury trial. The

median time for all disposi’[ions was 5.2

months. NS
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Bankruptcy Courts Continue Series
of Slight Declines in New Filings

Most bankrup’[cy courts in the Ninth Circuit
have reported a decline in new filings for fiscal
year 2018, continuing a series of fewer new

fﬂings since 201L

New bonkrupfcy fﬂings total nationwide

was 773,375, down 2.2 percent. Ninth Circuit
banrup’[cy courts reporteol 123,956 new fihngs,
down 3.2 percent from the prior fiscal year.

Of the total, the Ninth Circuit accounted for

16 percent of all new bankruptcy filings in the
United States.

Thirteen of 15 judicial districts in the Ninth
Circuit are served by a banruptcy court—
district judges preside over bankruptcy cases
in the Districts of Guam and the Northern
Mariana Islands.

Eleven of 13 districts in the circuit reported
fewer new cases filed. Numerically, the Central
District of California reported the biggest drop

in new fﬂings.

The Central District is the largest bankruptey
court in the nation and serves nearly 20 million
people in the counties of Los Angeles, Orange,
Riverside, San Bernardino, Santa Barbara and

San Luis Obispo. The district reported 37,343
new fﬂings, down 5 percent from FY 2017.

Three other districts in California reported

fewer filings in FY 2018. The Northern District
of thfornia, which has divisional offices in
QOakland, San Francisco, San Jose, and Santa
Rose, had 8,684 cases, down 7.6 percent;

the Eastern District of California, which has
divisional offices in Bakersfield, Fresno, Modesto,
and Sacramento had 14,843 cases, down 4.4; and
the Southern District of California, which serves
San Diego and Imperial counties had 7,990 cases,
down 2.6 percent compared to FY 2017.
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Other districts that reported fewer filings
include the Western District of Washington,
9,995 cases, down 10.2 percent; percent; District
of Nevada, 9,258 cases, down 5.7 percent;
Eastern District of Washington, 3,605 cases,
down 8.2 percent; District of Oregon, 8,907
cases, down 19 percent; District of Idaho, 3,709
cases, down 1.6 percent; District of Montana,
1,279 cases, down 2.7 percent; and the District of
Guam, 130 cases, down 9.1 percent.

Ninth Circuit Bankruptey Courts, FY 2017-2018

2017 2018 Change
District Total Filings Total Filings 2017-18
Alaska 460 452 -1.7%
Arizona 15,682 16,256 3.7%
C. Calif. 39,325 37,343 -5.0%
E. Calif. 15,526 14,843 -4.4%
N. Calif. 9,394 8,684 -7.6%
S. Calif. 8,201 7,990 -2.6%
Guam 143 130 -9.1%
Hawaii 1,388 1,503 8.3%
Idaho 3,771 3,709 -1.6%
Montana 1,314 1,279 -2.7%
Nevada 8,760 9,258 5.7%
INMI 3 2
Oregon 9,078 8,907 -1.9%
E. Wash 3,928 3,605 -8.2%
W. Wash. 11,129 9,995 -10.2%
Circuit Total 128,102 123,956 -3.2%

Percent change not computed when fewer than 10 cases reported for
the previous period.

Three districts reporteol an increase in fﬂings in
fiscal year 2018. New filings in the District of
Arizona numbered 16,256, up ]oy 37; District of
Nevada, 9,258 cases, up 5.7 percent; and the
District of Hawaii with 1,503 cases, up 8.3 percent.

Nonbusiness filers make up most of the
new ]oanrup’[cy cases reportecl in FY 2018.



Nonbusiness fﬂings of all types ncﬁfionqﬂy
numbered 751,279 or 15.5 percent of all

fﬂings nationwide. In the Ninth Circuit, total
nonbusiness fﬂings involving individual debtors
was 119,581, accounting for 96.5 percent of all

new fﬂings in the circuit.

Bankruptey courts in the Ninth Circuit reported
the highest number of Chqpter 7 filers among
new business and nonbusiness bankruptcy
fﬂings in the nation with a combined total

of 93,963, accounting for 19.7 percent of all
Chapter 7 filings nationwide and 75.8 percent
of all new fﬂings in the circuit.

Chapter 13 filings, which permit individuals
with regular income to develop a plan to repay
all or part of their debts, numbered 288,550
nationaﬂy. In the Ninth Circuit, new Chapfer 13
fﬂings numbered 28,729 or 23.2 percent of total
fﬂings in the circuit. Chqpters 9 11 and 15 fﬂings

made up the remainder.

Pro Se Banlcrup’ccy Filings

Banrup{cy cases filed ]oy parties who do not
have legal counsel are pro se filers, whose cases
result in frequent dismissals because Jthey often
do not understand the law and 1egq1 procedures.
They also generotﬂy require more staff time to
process their cases.

Bankruptcy fﬂings by pro se debtors in the
Ninth Circuit are highest in the nation. In
fiscal year 2018, fﬂings by pro se debtors was
16,749 or 13.5 percent of the total bankruptcy
fﬂings in the circuit. The Central District of
California reported the highest number of pro se
banrupfcy cases in the circuit with 6,417 cases,
accounting for 17.2 percent of all bankruptey
fﬂings in the district. The District of Arizona
had 2,967 cases or 18.3 percent; the Eastern
District of California 2,228 cases or 15 percent;
the Northern District of California, 1,350 cases

or 15.5 percent; and the District of Nevada,
1,047 cases or 113 percent.

Among bankruptcy courts hqving at least
10,000 new pro se bankruptey filings annually,
the Central District of California had the most
pro se filers out of all the 94 judicial districts
nationally. The District of Arizona and Eastern
District of California ranked sixth and ninth,
respectively, nationwide in pro se filers.

Business and Nonbusiness Bankruptcy Cases

Commenced, by Chapter of the
U.S. Bankruptey Code, FY 2017-2018

’Predominant Change
Nature of Debt 2017 2018 2017-18
Business Filings
Chapter 7 3,291 3,081 -6.4%
Chapter 11 828 825 -0.4%
Chapter 12 71 42 -40.8%
Chapter 13 434 420 -3.2%
Nonbusiness Filings
Chapter 7 91,992 90,882 -1.2%
Chapter 11 450 390 -13.3%
Chapter 13 31,026 28,309 -8.8%
Total 128,092 123,949 -3.2%
Terminations 147,895 133,837 -9.5%
!Pending Cases 128,523 118,645 -7.7%

12017 pending cases revised

2The nature of debt is business if the debtor is a corporation or
partnership, or if debt related to the operation of a business
predominates. Nonbusiness debt includes consumer debt or other debt
that the debtor indicates is not consumer debt or business debt.
These figures include the following cases not reflected elsewhere.
Fiscal Year 2017

Central Calif. (Chapter 15=1)

Eastern Calif. (Chapter 9=1)

Northern Calif. (Chapter 9=1; Chapter 15=3)

Nevada (Chapter 15=2)

Eastern Wash. (Chapter 9=1)

Western Wash. (Chapter 15=1)

Fiscal Year 2018

Arizona (Chapter 15=1)

Central Calif. (Chapter 15=3)

Eastern Calif. (Chapter 9=2)

Montana (Chapter 15=1)
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Terminations and Pending Cases

Banrup{cy cases terminated in the circuit
numbered 133,837, down 9.5 percent, while total
cases terminated nationwide was 816,006, down
4.8 percent from the prior fiscal year. The Ninth
Circuit accounted for 16.4 percent of all cases
terminated nationwide.

Banrup{cy courts in California terminated a
combined total of 76,263 cases Compctred to
86,815 cases from FY 2017. Other districts that
reported fewer cases terminated include the
Western District of quhing{on, 1,167, down

12.2 percent; District of Oregon, 9,409, down

6.4 percent; District of Arizona, 16,187, down

3.1 percent; District of Nevada, 9,588, down

2.8 percent; District of Idaho, 3,823, down 16
percent; District of Alaska, 477, down 5.9 percent;
District of Guam, 148, down 13.5 percent; District
of Hawaii, 1,510, down by 6 cases; and the
Northern District of Mariana Islands, 4, down by

9 cases.

Pending cases in the circuit were reduced to
118,645 or by 7.7 percent in FY 2018. Total cases
pending nqﬁonqﬂy numbered 1,027,477, down 4

percent from the prior fiscal year.
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Bankruptcy Appellate Panel Sees Slight
Decrease in New Appeals

The Ninth Circuit Bankruptey Appellate

Panel, or BAP, operates under the authority of
the Judicial Council of the Ninth Circuit. It is
designated to hear dppedls of decisions made
by the bankruptey courts of the circuit. All
district courts within the Ninth Circuit have
issued generdl orders providing for the automatic
referral of bankruptey appeals to the BAP for
disposition. However, if any party files a timely
election to have the dppedl heard by a district
court, the dppeal is transferred dccording to the
consent rule.

The BAP is authorized seven bankruptcy

judges, who serve seven-year terms and may

be redppoin’red to an additional three-yeqr

term. With the reduced fﬂings and an effort to
reduce cost, one seat on the BAP was left vacant
intenﬁonqlly since 2001 In their qppeHg’[e
capacity, BAP judges are precluded from hearing

matters arising from their own districts.

Filings and Dispositions

In fiscal year 2018, new banrupfcy ctppecds
filed numbered 623, a decrease of 15 percent
from the prior fiscal year. The BAP handled
48 percent of all bdnkruptcy qppecﬂs, and the
district courts handled 52 percent.

The BAP disposed of 389 appeals, a 14 percent
decrease over fiscal year 2017. Of those,

120 appeals were merits terminations. Oral
argument was held in 92 qppeals, and 28
appeals were submitted on briefs. The BAP
pubhshed 16 opinions, of which 13 percent
were merits decisions. The reversal rate was 4
percent. The percentage of cases either reversed
or remanded was 15 percent. The median

time for an appeal decided on the merits

was 10 months. Of the remaining 269 closed
cases, & were terminated by consolidation

and 73 were transferred to the district courts
after dppeﬂee elections or in the interest of
justice. The balance of 188 closed appeals

were terminated on procedurdl grounds, such
as lack of prosecution, lack of jurisdiction, or
voluntary dismissal. As of FY 2018, the BAP
had 170 appegls pending, an 8 percent decrease

compqred to the prior fiscal year.

Pro Se Appeals

The BAP continued to experience a 1qrge Pro se case
load. The year begqn with a pro se caseload of 49
percent of pending Qppedls. Pro se pctrﬁes filed 49

percent of new ctppecﬂs. By yeqr's end, 46 percent of
pending dppeqls were filed ]oy pro se pdr’[ies.

Ninth Circuit Bankruptey Appeal Filings, FY 2016-2018

Raw Bankruptcy Net Bankruptcy Percentage of

Bankruptcy Appeals Net Bankruptcy Appeals Appeals
Year Appeals Total Received by BAP* Appeals BAP? District Court? Election Rate* Heard by BAP
FY 2016 754 429 349 405 54% 46%
FY 2017 733 425 354 379 52% 48%
FY 2018 623 374 301 322 52% 48%

!Number of new appellate filings received and opened as new case files at the BAP Clerk’s Office. This figure includes some appeals where

an appellee files an election and the appeal thereafter is transferred to district court. (Where a timely election is made by an appellant, the
bankruptcy court generally bypasses the BAP and refers the appeal directly to the district court.)

2The number of raw bankruptcy appeals received by BAP less the number of appeals transferred from BAP to district court by election or other
transfer.

3Includes the number of all bankruptcy appeals received by district court either referred directly from the bankruptcy court or transferred from
the BAP.

“Percentage of bankruptcy appeals where one or more parties timely elected to have their appeal heard in district court.
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Appeals to the Ninth Circuit New Bankruptcy Appeal Filings, FY 2018

Appeods from a bankruptcy decision of either

Bankruptcy District

the BAP or a district court may be filed with the District Appellate Panel Court? Total
court of appeals for second-level appellate review. Alaska 2 3 5
In fiscal year 2018, second-level appeals filed AmE %7 18 45
totaled 196, down 8 percent from the prior fiscal C. Calif. 131 146 277
year. Of these, 85 were appeals from decisions E. Calif. 27 1 38
by the BAP and Il were from decisions by the N. Calif 27 49 76
district courts. Thus, of the 389 qppeals that were S calif 15 19 34
disposed of by the BAP, roughly 78 percent were I 0 . -
fuﬂy resolved, with only 29 percent seeking ldaho 4 8 =
second-level review. Vontana . . .
BAP Use of Pro Tem Judges Nevada % 1o >

Oregon 6 26 32
The BAP continued to use banrupfcy judges E. Wash. 0 0 0
from Jrhrot,lghoqu the Ninth Circuit on a pro tem W. Wash. 14 20 34
basis. In fiscal year 2018, the BAP used 6 pro tem Total 301 (48%) 322 (52%) 623

appointments to assist with oral arguments and

The numbers for bankruptcy appeals to the district courts are

taken directly from a statistical caseload table prepared by the

judges with the opportunity to sit in an CtppeHCter Administrative Office of the United States Courts. The numbers

for bankruptcy appeals to the BAP are calculated based on data

from AOUSC Tables and on data from the BAP’s CM/ECF docketing

system. The district court numbers include all appeals in which a

BAP Ou’creo.ch timely election was made to have the appeal heard in the district
court (both appellant and appellee elections) as well as other cases
transferred in the interest of justice. The BAP numbers exclude all

The BAP continued its efforts to reach out to such appeals.
bankrupfcy attorneys Jthrougl'louf the Ninth

merits decisions, and to provide new banrupfcy

capacity.

Circuit. In conjunction with oral arguments, BAP
judges pqr’ficipoﬁed in continuing legcﬂ education
and outreach programs with members of the local
bankrupfcy bars in Honolulu, Reno, and Phoenix.
In addition, the BAP clerk and staff attorneys
parﬁcipated in continuing legal education

programs in San Diego and Fresno.

Oral Argumen’cs

The BAP traveled to nine different cities during
the year, holding oral arguments in Honoluly,
Las Vegas, Los Angeles, Pasadena, Phoenix, Reno,

Sacramento, San Francisco, and Seattle. <
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Magistrate Judges Reach 50-Year Milestone
of Vital Contributions

2018 marks the 50th anniversary of the Federal
Magistrate Judges Act of 1968 which established
the federal magistrate juolge system. Congress
passed the act in response to an increasing
workload in the federal courts. Magistrate judges,
who are appointed under Article [ of the United
States Constitution, replaced U.S. commissioners

who were appoinfed on a part-time basis and
had limited authority.

Selected by the district judges of their judicial
district, magistrate judges are qppointed to

an eight—year term and may be reappointed.
They also may serve as recalled magistrate
judges. The Judicial Conference of the U.S, the
judicial councils of the circuits, and the director
of the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
determine the number of magistrate judge
positions based on recommendations made by
the respective district courts.

Magistrate judges make significant contributions
to the work of the federal trial courts. They
support district judges in a variety of judicial
matters with duties ranging from issuing search
and arrest warrants to conolucﬁng settlement
conferences in civil case. Magistrate judges
conduct preliminary proceeolings, decide trial
jurisclicﬁon matters, review prisoner petitions and
perform other duties. They may also presiole over
civil trials with consent of the parties.

In fiscal vear 2018, there were 105 full-time
magistrate judges and 6 part-time magistrate
juciges, and 1 magistrate judge/clerk of court,
qlong with 27 recalled magistrate ]'uclges, who
served 12 district courts of the Ninth Circuit.
They disposed of 256,207 civil and criminal
matters, up 12.7 percent from fiscal year 2017.

The largest category of matters presided over by
magistrate judges is preliminqry proceedings, which
include arraignments, initial appearances, detention

hearings, arrest and search warrants, bail reviews,
Nebbia hearings, attorney appointment and
material witness hearings. In FY 2018, magistrate
judges disposed of 100,637 preliminary proceedings,
up 12.9 percent from the prior fiscal year.

Additional duties related to criminal matters
increased by 8.4 percent to 44,139 from FY 2017.
Among matters included in this category are
non—disposiﬁve and disposi’[ive motions, pretriql
conferences, proboﬁfion and superviseol release
revocation hearings, guﬂty pleom and evidenﬁqry
proceeclings, motion hearings, reentry/drug court
proceeclings, writs, and mental competency
proceedings. Non-dispositive motions numbered
17,077, up 6.7 percent, while olisposiﬁve motions
numbered 253, down 29.5 percent from FY 2017.

Additional duties involving civil matters
numbered 51,044, up 3.5 percent in FY 2018. The
bulk of this category included non-dispositive
motions/ grants of in forma pauperis, or [FP, status,
pretriql conferences and settlement conferences.

Trial jurisdiction, which includes Class A
misdemeanor and petty offenses, numbered
34,988, up 49.4 percent from prior fiscal year.
Petty offenses numbered 33,696, up 55.2 percent,

whﬂe CIO.SS A misclemeanor offenses were dOWl’l

24.5 percent to 1292

Civil consent cases, in which a magistrate judge
presides at the consent of the parties, was slightly
down ]oy 1 percent to 4,873 cases. Majority

of cases under this category were ohsposeol of
without trial.

Total prisoner petitions in FY 2018 increased by
12.8 percent to 6,728 cases from FY 2017. Bulk of
the work under this category involves civil rithts
prisoner petitions, up 23.1 percent to 4,104 cases.
State habeas petitions increased ]oy .7 percent to
2,266 cases.
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Matters Disposed of by Ninth Circuit Magistrate Judges, FY 2017-2018

Percent Change

Activity 2017 2018 2017-18
Total Matters 227,386 256,207 12.7%
Felony Preliminary Proceedings 89,139 100,637 12.9%
Search Warrants 17,733 21,102 19.0%
Arrest Warrants 8,330 9,609 15.4%
Summonses 1,474 1,084 -26.5%
Initial Appearances 21,434 23,879 11.4%
Preliminary Hearings 6,894 7,148 3.7%
Arraignments 13,980 16,295 16.6%
Detention Hearings 13,111 14,410 9.9%
Bail Reviews/Forfeitures/Nebbia Hearings 1,903 1,978 3.9%
'Other 4,280 5,132 19.9%
Trial Jurisdiction Defendants 23,425 34,988 49.4%
Class A Misdemeanor 1,712 1,292 -24.5%
Petty Offense 21,713 33,696 55.2%
Civil Consent Cases 4,921 4,873 -1.0%
Without Trial 4,856 4,823 -0.7%
Jury Trial 47 40 -14.9%
Bench Trial 18 10 -44.4%
Additional Duties
Criminal 40,725 44,139 8.4%
Non-Dispositive Motions 16,007 17,077 6.7%
Dispositive Motions 359 253 -29.5%
Evidentiary Proceedings 143 127 -11.2%
Pretrial Conferences 9,566 10,865 13.6%
Probation and Supervised Release
Revocation Hearings 1,867 1,906 2.1%
Guilty Plea Proceedings 8,108 9,560 17.9%
*Other 4,675 4,351 -6.9%
Civil 49,309 51,044 3.5%
Settlement Conferences/Mediations 3,162 2,957 -6.5% 1|nC|9d95 attorney appointment
Other Pretrial Conferences 4,080 4,179 2.4% Ez:;::zz.and material witness
3Non-Dispositive Motions/ %Includes mental competency
Grants of IFP Status 36,174 38,064 5.2% proceedings, motion hearings,
Other Civil Dispositive Motions 2,474 2,568 3.8% \rl\vler—ici:try/drug court proceedings and
Evidentiary Proceedings 127 135 6.3% *In 2013, magistrate judge workload
Socil Security Appeals 520 494 -5.0% Software program that recacuiated
Special Master References 0 0 - the statistics for 2013 and for
“Other e e e previou§ Years. In.som«-e categories,
’ ’ the statistics provided in the report
Prisoner Petitions 5,964 6,728 12.8% differ from the ones displayed in
those categories in previous reports.
State Habeas 2,251 2,266 0.7% Non-dispositive motions/grants of
Federal Habeas 354 344 -2.8% IFP status category includes prisoner
cases, social security cases and other
Civil Rights 3,335 4,104 23.1% civil cases.
Evidentiary Proceedings 24 14 -41.7% “Includes summaryjl.er/other‘ADR/
Miscellaneous Matters 13,903 13,798 -0.8% EZ;Z:::;TJ :::l:;;?::ég?on
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New Magistrate ]udges and Governance

Twelve new full-time magistrate judges were
appointed in 2018. They include Judges Maria

A. Audero and Autumn D. Spqeth of the Central
District of California; Judges Michael S. Berg,
Linda Lopez, and Ruth Bermudez Montenegro of
the Southern District of California; Judge Carla

B. Carry of the District of Nevada; Judges Dennis
M. Cota and Jeremy D. Peterson of the Eastern
District of California; Judges Virginia K. DeMarchi
and Thomas S. Hixson of the Northern District

of California; Judge Mustafa T. Kasubhai of the
District of Oregon; and Judge Matthew M. Scoble
of the District of Alaska.

Educational Program

The Magistrate Judges Education Committee,
chaired by Magistrate Judge Nancy J. Koppe of
the District of Nevada, organized a supplemental
program for the bench and bar who attended
the 2018 Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference. The
program, “Cryp’[ocurrency, Criminals and the
Dark Web," featured experts in the field of
investigating how criminals use cryptocurrency
to mask their iolentity while funding criminal
transactions in the dark web. Experts also covered
search and arrest warrant, and important factors
to consider in oletermining release conditions for
those who are under supervision.
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Federal Public Defenders See Caseloads Climb
as New Policies Take Hold

Under the Sixth Amendment to the United States
Constitution, criminal defendants are guoronteed
the right to representation by counsel. Indigen’[
defendants focing prosecution in federal courts are
provicled with representation at no cost by federal
pu]ohc defender offices and community defender
organizations. Congress provicles funds to the
Defender Services Division of the Administrative

Office of the United States Courts for this purpose.

Federal pubhc defender offices, which are
staffed by federal judiciory ernployees, and
community defender organizations, which

are non profit organizations staffed ]oy non-
government employees, represent a vast number
of federal. Both types of defender services
provide experienced federal criminal law
practitioners who provide a consistenﬂy high
level of representation. Federal pu]olic defender
representations include criminal defense and
appeals, court-directed prisoner and witness
representations, bail/ pre-sentencing, supervisecl
release, and probotion and porole revocation
heorings.

Congress conveyed the quthonty to appoint
federal public defenders to four—yeor terms to
judges of a court of appeals. The U.S. Court

of Appeols for the Ninth Circuit maintains a
stonding committee for purposes of recruiting
and screening opphconts to serve as federal
public defenders. The court makes its initial
appointment after a nationwide recruitment
and the use of a local screening committee. An
incumbent federal pu]ohc defender may be

reoppointed if the court concludes that he or she
is performing ina highly soﬁsfoc’[ory manner
based upon a broad survey and performonce
evaluation process. Community defenders are
appointed by members of the board of directors
in their organization, and their performonce are
reviewed periodicolly.

In fiscal year 2018, federal public and
community defenders in the Ninth Circuit
reported 34 64] cases opened, up 29.6 percent
compared to FY 2017.

New prosecution ‘Operation Streamline” and
the "zero-tolerance” policies implemenfed by the
Depqrtment of Justice have resulted in an influx
of cases opened in border courts of the districts

of Arizona and Southern District of California.
Majority of the cases involve immigration
offenses. Matters that used to be handled as civil
immigrotion cases are now criminal under the
new policies. Federal defenders in the District of
Arizona opened 9,44l new cases, up 64. percent,
while total number of cases closed was 9,365, up

58.9 percent from FY 2017.

Community defenders in the Southern District of
California saw the 1c1rgest increase in new cases
opened in fiscal year 2018 driven primorﬂy ]oy
a shift in prosecution priorities that ballooned
the prosecution of imrnigrotion—relofed offenses.
The number of cases closed more than doubled
to a staggering 12,146 cases, up 1137 percent.
With no increased attorney staff in the Federal
Defenders of San Diego, Inc, their existing trial

Ninth Circuit Federal Defender Organizations: Cases Opened, Closed and Pending, FY 2014-2018

Cases 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Change 2017-18
Opened 28,055 27,465 31,807 26,727 34,641 29.6%
Closed 28,951 24,720 28,092 28,689 36,755 28.1%
Pending 9,076 11,766 15,383 13,380 11,261 -15.8%

!Cases pending in fiscal year 2017 revised.
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and appellate attorneys had to absorb well
over 4,000 additional cases. This dramatic,
anomalous increase required the organization
to demand more of its staff attorneys than ever
before. They responded by experimenting with
the structure of their trial and Qppeﬂqte units
to ensure responsive coverage and client care
without compromising their commitment to
treating each client as an individual Worfhy
of zealous advocqcy and personal attention.
While the Federal Defenders of San Diego,
Inc, is proud of its qbﬂity to navigate the
substantial case increases and chqﬂenges over
the last 12 months, the deleterious effects and
after-effects of this surge are being felt daﬂy
by its staff.

Offices of federal pubhc defenders and
community defenders in six other districts in
the Ninth Circuit also reported larger caseloads
in fiscal year 2018. They were the District of
Qregon, 1,842, up 15.9 percent; the District of
Nevada, 1,112, up 7.8 percent; the District of
Montana, 829, up 6 percent; the District of
I[daho, 385, up 10.3 percent; District of Hawaii,
359, up 81 percent; District of Guam, 149, up
6.8 percent. New cases opened in the Eastern
District of Washington, which numbered 1,058,
remained constant in FY 2018.

Districts that reported fewer cases include the
Northern District of California, 1,729 cases
opened, down 17 percent; Central District of

Federal Defender Organizations: Summary of Representations by District, FY 2017-2018

Opened Opened Change
District 2017 2018 2017-18
Alaska 369 357 -3.3%
Arizona 5,746 9,441 64.3%
C. Calif. 4,039 3,830 -5.2%
E. Calif. 1,308 1,252 -4.3%
N. Calif. 2,083 1,729 -17.0%
1S, Calif. 6,489 10,909 68.1%
Guam 133 142 6.8%
Hawaii 332 359 8.1%
ldaho 349 385 10.3%
!Montana 782 829 6.0%
Nevada 1,032 1,112 7.8%
Oregon 1,589 1,842 15.9%
'E. Wash. 1,058 1,058 0.0%
W. Wash. 1,418 1,396 -1.6%
Circuit Total 26,727 34,641 29.6%
National Total 112,661 148,158 31.5%
Circuit Total as %
of National Total 23.7% 23.4% -0.3%

'Community Defender Organizations

Closed Closed Change Pending
2017 2018 2017-18 2018
296 526 77.7% 232
5,894 9,365 58.9% 1,714
4,661 4,700 0.8% 2,370
1,364 1,216 -10.9% 676
2,867 1,757 -38.7% 574
5,684 12,146 113.7% 1,797
163 138 -15.3% 61
443 330 -25.5% 162
346 399 15.3% 208
794 852 7.3% 262
1,352 1,049 -22.4% 1,058
2,111 1,722 -18.4% 1,386
1,156 1,093 -5.4% 363
1,558 1,462 -6.2% 398
28,689 36,755 28.1% 11,261
127,414 156,205 22.6% 50,108
22.5% 23.5% 1.0% 22.5%

Note: Eastern Washington and Idaho are combined into one organization, and Northern Mariana Islands is not served by a defender organization. Other
representations include court-directed prisoner, bail/presentment, witness, probation revocation and parole revocation representations.
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California, 3,830, down 5.2 percent; Eastern
District of California, 1,252, down 4.3 percent;
District of Alaska, 357, down 3.3 percent; and
Western District of Washington, 1,396, down
1.6 percent.

Cases opened by federal public and community
defenders in the Ninth Circuit increased ]oy 29.6
percent from 26,797 to 34,641, and cases closed
increased by 28.1 percent from 28,689 to 36,755
cases. Pencling caseload numbered 11,261, down 16

percent from the prior fiscal year.

Cases opened nationwide during fiscal year 2018
numbered 148,158, up 3L5 percent and cases
closed were 156,205, up 22.6 percent to from

FY 2018. Pending caseload was reduced by 14.3
percent from to 50,108.
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More cases were closed by federal public and
community defenders in the circuit compared

to the prior fiscal year. Cases closed were up

28.1 percent from 28,689 cases to 36,755 cases.
The Office of the FPD in the District of Arizona
reported 9,365 cases closed, up 58.9 percent.
Other districts with increased number of cases
closed include the District of Alaska, 526, up 77.7
percent; Central District of California, 4,700, up
8 percent; District of Idaho, 399, up 15.3 percent;
and the District of Montana, 8592, up 7.3 percent.

Reappointment

The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeqls reotppointed
Michael Fﬂipovic of the Western District of

quhington in 2018. His new four—yeqr term
begqn Mazrch 9, 2018.



Ninth Circuit Probation Offices See
Minimal Changes in Workload

United States probation officers prepare
presentence reports on convicted defendants

and supervise offenders who have been plqced
on proba’rion, supervised release, civilian and
military parole, or conditional release. They
perform various duties and provide services that
protect the community, help the federal courts
ensure the fair administration of justice, and
investigate and supervise persons charged with
or convicted of crimes.

Presentence Repor’cs

Probation officers investigate the offense conduct
and the defendant'’s personcd background.

They identify applicable guidelines and policy
statements, and calculate the defendant’s offense
level and criminal his’rory category. Probation
officers report the resul’ring sentencing range
and iderirify factors relevant to the appropriate
sentence. Presentence reports assist a judge in
sentencing convicted defendants.

Standard guideline presentence reports are
generally prepared in felony and Class A
misdemeanor cases for which the US. Sentencing
Commission has promulgq’[ed a guidehne.

In the Ninth Circuit, probct’[ion officers prepctred
11,690 presentence guideline reports in FY 2018,
up ctpproximcrrely L3 percent from the prior fiscal
year. The circuit accounted for 18.8 percent of the
national total of 62,089 submitted presentence

guideline reports.

Post-Conviction Supervision of Offenders

Probation officers supervise persons who are
released to the community after serving prison
sentences or are plctced on probqiion ]oy the

court. They assist people under supervision by
referririg them to services, iricludirig substance
abuse treatment, mental health treatment, and
sex offender treatment; medical care; erriployrrien’[
assistance; 1irerclcy and training programs; and

cogrii’rive—behqviorql treatment Jdrierolpy to foster
1or1g—’rerrr1 positive charige which may reduce
recidivism. By using monitoring, restrictions and
interventions, officers work diligeriﬂy to protect
the community, while promoting long—rerrn
positive chcmge in people under supervision.

Probation officers in the Ninth Circuit were
supervising 22,540 persons at the end of FY
2018, down 10 percent from the prior fiscal
year. The circuit accounted for 17.4 percent of
the national total of 129,706 persons under
supervision at the end of FY 2018.

Ninth Circuit Federal Probation System:

Persons Under Post-Conviction

Supervision, FY 2017-2018

Persons Under Change
Supervision 2017 2018 2017-18
From Courts 3,144 3,122 -0.7%
2From Institutions 19,617 19,418 -1.0%
Total 22,761 22,540 -1.0%

!Includes conditional release, probation, and the former categories known
as judge probation and magistrate judge probation.
?Includes parole, special parole, mandatory release and military parole.

Among those under supervision at end of FY
2018, 3,122 were on probqriori, 19,278 ~were on
supervised release, 124 persons were on pdrole,

and 16 individuals adhered to the Bureau of

Prisons custody standards.

Offenders with convictions for drugs, property,
firearms and weapons, sex and violent

offenses are the lqrges’t group of persons under
supervision in the Ninth Circuit. These offenders
numbered 20,071 at the end of FY 2018,
accounting for 89 percent of persons under
supervision in the circuit.

Revocations and Early Terminations

Ninth Circuit cases that were revoked and closed
after post-conviction supervision numbered 3,665
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Ninth Circuit Federal Probation Sys’cem: Persons Under Post-Conviction

Supervision by District, FY 2017-2018

From Courts

Supervised
District 'Probation Release *Parole
Alaska 48 278 3
Arizona 778 3,043 16
C. Calif. 677 4,608 21
E. Calif. 195 1,749 11
N. Calif. 341 1,640 9
S. Calif. 293 2,746 12
Guam 37 106 2
Hawaii 52 523 7
Idaho 93 515 1
Montana 93 759 1
Nevada 142 990 8
NMI 3 14 0
Oregon 189 839 13
E. Wash 58 541 3
W.
Wash. 123 927 17
Circuit
Total 3,122 19,278 124

Referred by Institutions

3BOP Custody

Persons Under
Supervision, 2017

Persons Under Change
Supervision, 2018 2017-18

0 349 329 -5.7%
0 3,805 3,837 0.8%
0 5,391 5,306 -1.6%
0 1,988 1,955 -1.7%
0 1,997 1,990 -0.4%
0 2,933 3,051 4.0%
2 183 147 -19.7%
0 651 582 -10.6%
2 567 611 7.8%
8 870 861 -1.0%
0 1,110 1,140 2.7%
0 33 17 -48.5%
1 1,137 1,042 -8.4%
3 628 605 -3.7%
0 1,119 1,067 -4.6%
16 22,761 22,540 -1.0%

!Includes conditional release, probation, and the former categories known as judge probation and magistrate judge probation.

2Includes parole, special parole, mandatory release, and military parole.
3BOP (Bureau of Prisons)

in FY 2018, up 3.9 percent from the previous
fiscal year. Of these revocations, 184 were from
probation sentences, 3,475 were from supervised
release terms, and 6 were from parole cases. The
Ninth Circuit accounted for 20.9 percent of the
17,507 cases revoked nationqlly The national
revocation rate for FY 2018 was 317 percent, a

1.3 percen’f increase from the previous fiscal year.

Since 2002, the Judicial Conference of the

United States Committee on Criminal Law has
encourqged officers to idenﬁfy offenders who
quqlify for equy termination. When conditions
of supervision have been met, and the offender
does not pose a foreseeable risk to the public or an
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individual, the probqtion officer may request the

sentencing ju&ge to consider equy termination.

For FY 2018, there were 1,291 cases terminated
equy in the Ninth Circuit, accounting for a
savings of $7,21,039, or an average savings of
$5,585 per client. On a national level, 7,650
cases were terminated equy, accounting for a
savings of $48,134,449, or an average savings of
$6,292 per client.

Evidence-Based Practices

United States probation officers use evidence-
based practices to make informed decisions about



the supervision of individuals, as well as the
design and delivery of policies and practices to
achieve the maximum, measurable reduction in
recidivism. The Post-Conviction Risk Assessment
(PCRA) tool was developed to improve post-
conviction supervision. The PCRA is the second
most researched risk assessment instrument,
which is determined to be a strong predictor

of recidivism and seems to preohc’[ general and
violent recidivism. Results of the PCRA include
direct allocation of resources, and guiding officers
to provide attention and services to the highest
risk offenders. This risk assessment tool has been

used by the probaﬁon office since roughly 2011

In June of 2017, US. probation implemented
PCRA 2.0, which uses the Violence Assessment
as part of the risk tool. The Violence Assessment
is an objective and quantifiable instrument

that provides a consistent and valid method of
preolicﬁng risk of committing a violent offense.
Research identified 10 static factors that do

not chqnge over time and four scales (power
orientation, entitlement, denial of harm and
self-assertion/deception) from the PCRA 2.0
self-assessment that are s’[rongly correlated with
future violence. The assessment of these factors
can provide direction for supervision strategies
and intervention strategies to help mitigate risk
for those on community supervision.

U.S. probation offices in many districts also
utilize additional risk tools in the supervision of
sex offenders. The Static 99R, Stable 2007 and
Acute 2007 are validated risk tools that can
help predict the likelihood of sexual recidivism.
The Stable and Acute identify and measure
dynamic risk factors. These factors are assessed
throughout community supervision and proviole
further direction for supervision and intervention
strategies for U.S. probation officers and
treatment providers.

Along with the risk assessment tools, evidence-
based practices include the use of low-risk
supervision standards, cognitive behavioral
’rhempy programs, and core correctional
practices, including Motivational Interviewing
and Staff Training Aimed at Reducing Rearrest
(STARR). STARR skills assist officers in their day
to day supervision practices to address behaviors
and criminal thinking styles which may lead to
an increased risk of criminal activity. Majority
of districts in the Ninth Circuit have officers
trained in STARR. Officers also use reentry court
programs and workforce development activities
to s’rrengfhen success of those under supervision.
The utilization of Second Chance Act funding
has allowed districts to connect people under
supervision with resources to aid in their success.
Resources include employmen’[ and training
programs, financial Ii{eracy classes, transitional
housing, items needed for employment and

more.
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Defendants Under Pretrial Supervision Increase

United States preiricti services officers have
significctn’[ roles in the federal judicial system. In the
Ninth Circuit, preiriotl services officers contribute

to the fair administration of justice, protect their
communities, and seek to bring about positive,
long—ierm chotnge to individuals under supervision.

Pretrial service officers investigate defendants
Chdrged with federal crimes, recommend to

the court whether to release or detain them,

and supervise those who are released to the
community while their trial is pendingi While
the defendant is presumed innocent until proven
guiliy, pre’[ridl services officers must balance this
presumption with the redli’[y that some persons,
if not detained before their trial, are likely to flee

or to pose a dqnger to the community.

Pretrial service officers also conduct preirictl
diversion investigations and prepare written
reports about a diversion candidate'’s suiiotbiliiy for
the Office of the US. AHorneyls Pretrial Diversion
Progrctm. They are responsible for supervision of
diverted defendants who are deemed appropriate
and otccepied into the program.

Case Activations

In fiscal year 2018, preirictl services offices in

the Ninth Circuit repor’[ed 39,004 new case
activations, up 13.0 percent from 28,310 new case
activations in FY 2017. New case activations
nationwide totaled 99,494, up 12.7 percent from
the prior year. The Ninth Circuit continues

to rank first ndiionqlly in cases activated,
accounting for 322 percent of total new cases.

Pretrial Bail Repor’ts, Supervision
Pretrial services officers in the Ninth Circuit
prepdred 31168 written pre—bctii reports and 444

posi—botil reports over the course of the fiscal year.

Bail reports were prepctred in 98.8 percent of the
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cases activated. Officers conducted 8,526 preiridl
bail interviews.

Excluding immigrctiion cases, officers made
recommendations for initial preiriotl release to

the courts in 53.5 percent of cases. Assistant U.S.
attorneys in the circuit recommended preirictl
release in 47.5 percent of cases in fiscal year 2018.

During FY 2018, defendants who were received for
supervision numbered 5,242, up 5.4 percent from
4974 Of these individuals, 3,920 were received
for regulctr supervision; 1,240 were supervised on a
courtesy basis from another district or circuit; and
89 were preiriotl diversion cases, which include
couriesy supervision of diversion cases.

Detention Summary

In the Ninth Circuit, 26,589 defendants were
detained by pre’[ridl services officers in FY 2018,
the highesr in the nation. Excluding immigration
cases, 66.1 percent of defendants were detained
and never released. Defendants were detained
an average of 199 days. The US-Mexico border
courts in the districts of Arizona and Southern
District of California repor’[ed the highesi number
of defendants detained. The total number of
defendants detained in the District of Arizona was
9,901, while defendants detained in the Southern
District of California numbered 8,924. The Ninth
Circuit accounted for 19.5 percent of total dayrs

that defendants were incarcerated notrionotﬂy.

Violations

Of the 11,011 cases in release status in FY 2018,
cases with violations numbered 1694. They
included 21 violations due to feiony re-arrests,
36 violations resuliing from misdemeanor re-
arrests, one for ‘other’ re-arrest violations, and
134 for failure to appear. Technical violations,
which numbered 1,620, include positive urine
tests for iﬂegdl substances, violation of location



Pretrial Services Cases Activated in Ninth Circuit Courts, FY 2017-2018

Caseload Measure 2017 2018 Change 2017-18
Reports 28,051 31,612 12.7%
Interviews 9,315 8,526 -8.5%
Cases Activated 28,310 32,004 13.0%

Note: Total pretrial services cases activated includes complaints, indictment/information, material witness,
superseding, and other cases, and includes data reported for previous periods as “transfers received.”

Pretrial Workload, FY 2017-2018

Defendant Contact Written Reports

Not No Reports Total Cases Total Cases Change
District Interviewed Interviewed “Prebail Postbail Made Activated 2017 Activated 2018  2017-18
AK 50 183 229 2 2 209 233 11.5%
AZ 2,061 13,949 15,872 42 96 14,358 16,010 11.5%
C. Calif. 1,446 400 1,832 9 5 1,597 1,846 15.6%
E. Calif. 391 295 675 4 7 623 686 10.1%
N. Calif. 345 325 431 239 0 682 670 -1.8%
S. Calif. 2,295 6,556 8,698 103 50 7,442 8,851 18.9%
GU 41 4 44 1 0 68 45 -33.8%
HI 186 47 213 3 17 215 233 8.4%
ID 199 226 342 1 82 347 425 22.5%
MT 258 178 422 9 5 362 436 20.4%
NV 355 293 642 1 5 657 648 -1.4%
NMI 15 0 15 0 0 20 15 -25.0%
OR 327 241 544 7 17 489 568 16.2%
E. Wash 251 180 334 5 92 407 431 5.9%
W. Wash. 306 601 875 18 14 834 907 8.8%
Circuit
Total 8,526 23,478 31,168 444 392 28,310 32,004 13.0%
National
Total 51,710 47,784 92,840 2,602 4,052 88,255 99,494 12.7%
Circuit
% of
National 16.5% 49.1% 33.6% 17.1% 9.7% 32.1% 32.2% 0.1%

Note: This table includes data for the District of Columbia and includes transfers received.

!Includes cases in which interviews were refused, includes defendants not available for interview, and includes transfer-received cases in which
defendants were interviewed in other districts.

2Includes prebail reports both with recommendations and without, and includes types of reports categorized in previous periods as “other reports.”
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monitoring conditions, possession of contraband,
and failure to report to a supervising preirial
services officer.

Evidence-Based Practices for Pretrial Services

Evidence-based practices are those that have
been found ihrough research to enhance overall
desired outcomes. The desired outcomes of the
pretrial services functions are to reasonably
assure defendants do not pose either a risk of
non-appearance or dqnger to the community. To
orccornpiish this, a proven evidence-based practice
in preiriori services is to use a validated risk
assessment tool.

Pretrial Services Offices in the Ninth Circuit have
incorporqied the Pretrial Services Risk Assessment
(PTRA) into its business practices. The PTRA is
an objective instrument that provides a consistent
and valid method of preciiciing risk of failure to
appear, new criminal arrests, and revocations due
to technical violations. Pretrial services officers

are using this tool to improve their abiliiy to
assess risks and make informed recommendations
to the court on release or detention. The PTRA
has also been used as a tool to assess the level of
supervision appropriate for defendants released
on preiriai supervision. Defendants with lower
PTRA scores are less likely to fail to appear, sustain
a new arrest, or commit a new offense while on
pretrial release. An evidence-based approach
directs resources to be more effectively utilized by
focusing on defendants with higher PTRA scores,
namely defendants who pose higher risks of non-
appearance and/or danger to the community.

Another evidence-based practice being implementeoi
in the Ninth Circuit is Staff Training Aimed at
Reducing Re-Arrest, or STARR. Use of STARR
communication iechniques improve the quaiiiy of
the interaction between the officer and defendants
to effect iong—rerrn behavior chotrige. The Jtechniqiies
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have cognitive behavioral foundation with the
premise that thinking controls behavior. STARR
training has been provided by the Probation and
Pretrial Services Office of the Administrative Office
of the US. Courts. It is an extensive training program
requiring ongoing coorching and assessment of officers’
use of STARR skills. The districts of Alaska, Arizona,
Central California, Guam, Hawaii, Nevada, Southern
California, Western Worshingion, and Eastern
Wcrshingion have introduced and incorporaied
STARR, at various stages into their business practices.

Specialty Courts and Pre-entry Programs

In FY 2018, several prerriod services offices in

the Ninth Circuit continue to be involved in
innovative speciai’ry courts. These programs give
defendants a chance to have their cases dismissed
or sentences reduced upon successful compieiion
of supervision. Programs in the Ninth Circuit
include the Alternative to Prison Solution Diversion
Program in the Southern District of California;

the Conviction and Sentencing Alternatives
Progrorrn, a presentence and post-conviction
diversion program in the Central District of
California; the Conviction Alternatives Program,
or CAP, in the Northern District of California; a
pre—qdjudicaiion feioriy program in the Western
District of Washington; a pre-adjudication felony
program with an emphasis on defendants with a
substance use disorder in the District of Nevada;
and the Arizona Veterans Program in the District
of Arizona, a diversionary and post-sentence
program that assists rniiiiary veterans.

‘Pre-entry” programs in the Ninth Circuit are
offered to defendants awaiting sentencing. These
programs include Prison and Beyond in the District
of Oregon, The Compass in the District of Nevada,
Keys to Successful Incarceration, or KTS], in the
Central District of California, and Successful Tips
for Entering the Pretrial/Prison/Probation System,
or STEPS in the District of Arizona. These programs



Juror Utilization

Juror Utilization, FY 2017-2018

Petit Juror Utilization Rate
Percent Not Selected or Challenged*

Grand Juries Petit Juries
District Impaneled, 2018 Selected, 2018 2017 2018 Change 2017-18
Alaska 2 8 32.6 24.7 -7.9
Arizona 13 79 28.4 29.8 1.4
C. Calif. 29 143 45.2 43.0 -2.2
E. Calif. 8 49 36.5 34.6 -1.9
N. Calif. 11 60 9.3 26.0 -13.3
S. Calif. 8 99 42.1 42.1 0.0
Guam 2 2 63.5 80.5 17.0
Hawaii 5 11 48.1 37.9 -10.2
Idaho 6 7 18.8 35.4 16.6
Montana 6 19 26.1 29.6 3.5
Nevada 3 35 33.2 32,5 -0.7
NMI 2 2 0.0 11.1 111
Oregon 9 26 22.7 24.2 1.5
E. Wash. 6 12 40.2 24.1 -16.1
W. Wash. 4 34 36.1 31.4 -4.7
Circuit Total 114 586 - -
Circuit Average 7.6 39.1 34.2 33.8 -0.4
National Total 755 3,660 - -
National Average 8.0 39.0 38.0 37.5 -0.5

Note: This table includes data on jury selection days only. Data on juror service after the selection day are not included. Due to rounding, percentages
may not total 100 percent.

YIncludes jurors who completed pre-screening questionnaires or were in the courtroom during the conducting of voir dire but were not selected or
challenged. Includes other jurors not selected or challenged who were not called to the courtroom or otherwise did not participate in the actual voir
dire.



Interpreter Usage

Interpreter Usage by District Courts, FY 2017-2018

2017 2018 Change

Language AK AZ CAC CAE CAN CAS GU HI ID MT NV NMI OR WAE WAW Total Total 2017-18
Arabic 0 45 17 7 6 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 6 60 102 70.0%
Armenian 0 0 53 11 0 0 0 0 0 0o 3 0 16 0 0 106 83 -21.7%
Cantonese 0 3 54 5 44 7 0 6 0 0 o0 0 2 0 15 136 136 0.0%
Farsi 0 3 11 7 0 5 0 0 0 0o 2 0 0 0 2 17 30 76.5%
Japanese 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0 5 7 16 128.6%
Korean 3 2 25 0 8 4 7 2 0 0 6 0 6 0 0 116 63 -45.7%
Mandarin 0 23 128 37 71 166 19 3 0 0 1 1 8 0 29 455 496 9.0%
Navajo

(Certified) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
Navajo (Non-

Certified) 0 53 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0 0 34 53 55.9%
Russian 0 1 36 12 23 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 6 89 85 -4.5%
Sign (American) 0 3 2 1 3 13 0 0 1 0 1 0 3 4 0 86 31 -64.0%
Sign (Mexican) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0 0 0 0 =
Spanish Staff 0 49,026 1,079 867 220 25,043 O 0 0 0 367 0 547 156 0 56,572 77,305 36.6%
Spanish

(Certified) 48 6,711 1,093 690 579 2,493 0 2 341 8 240 0 196 368 634 9934 13,403 34.9%
Spanish (Non-

Certified) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 71 74 42 0 33 8 0 210 242 15.2%
Tagalog 0 0 9 0 1 0 0 7 0 0 o0 0 0 0 0 14 17 21.4%
Vietnamese 0 5 11 2 25 21 0 4 0 0 2 0 17 0 13 109 100 -8.3%
All Others 14 791 78 98 35 704 4 6 0 5 69 0 5 10 18 844 1,837 117.7%
Total 68 56,666 2,596 1,737 1,026 28,477 30 44 413 87 749 1 834 546 728 68,789 93,999 36.6%
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District Caseloads, FY 2018

District of Alaska

Caseload Change
Measure 2017 2018 2017-18
District Court
Filings 535 556 3.9%
Terminations 487 536 10.1%
Pending 653 670 2.6%
Bankruptcy Court
Filings 460 452 -1.7%
Terminations 507 477 -5.9%
Pending 370 345 -6.8%

District of Arizona

Caseload Change
Measure 2017 2018 2017-18
District Court
Filings 10,247 10,519 2.7%
Terminations 9,086 7,985 -12.1%
'Pending 7,886 10,409 32.0%
Bankruptcy Court
Filings 15,682 16,256 3.7%
Terminations 16,709 16,187 -3.1%
'Pending 18,494 18,564 0.4%

12017 total pending cases revised.
2Includes one authorized temporary judgeship.
3Bullhead City applies only to the bankruptcy court.

Central District of California

Caseload Change
Measure 2017 2018 2017-18
District Court
Filings 15,202 16,505 8.6%
Terminations 15,392 15,023 -2.4%
Pending 11,811 13,323 12.8%
Bankruptcy Court
Filings 39,325 37,343 -5.0%
Terminations 46,240 40,790 -11.8%
'Pending 30,635 27,189 -11.2%

12017 total pending cases revised.
%Includes one authorized temporary judgeship.
3Includes two authorized temporary judgeships.

Per Judgeship
Unweighted 2018

185
179
223

226
239
173

Per Judgeship
Unweighted 2018

809
614
801

2,322
2,312

2,652

Per Judgeship
Unweighted 2018

589
537
476

1,624
1,773
1,182

“San Fernando Valley and Santa Barbara apply only to the bankruptcy court.

Authorized Judgeships

District 3
Bankruptcy 2
Magistrate
Full-time 2
Part-time 2

Authorized places of holding court:
Anchorage, Fairbanks, Juneau,
Ketchikan, Nome

Authorized Judgeships

“District 13
Bankruptcy 7
Magistrate
Full-time 14
Part-time 1

Authorized places of holding court:
3Bullhead City, Flagstaff, Phoenix,
Prescott, Tucson, Yuma

Authorized Judgeships

“District 28
3Bankruptcy 23
Magistrate
Full-time 24
Part-time 1

Authorized places of holding court:
Los Angeles, Riverside, Santa Ana,
4San Fernando Valley. “Santa Barbara
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District Caseloads continued

Eastern District of California

Caseload Change Per Judgeship

Measure 2017 2018 2017-18 Unweighted 2018 Authorized Judgeships

District Court District 6
Filings 4,803 5,483 14.2% 914 2Bankruptcy 7
Terminations 5,115 5,231 2.3% 872 Magistrate
Pending 7,165 7,419 3.5% 1,237 Full-time 12

Bankruptcy Court Part-time 0
Filings 15,526 14,843 -4.4% 2,120

o . Authorized places of holding court:

Terminations 17,971 15,922 -11.4% 2,275 Bakersfield, Fresno, *Modesto,
Pending 13,598 12,519 -7.9% 1,788 Redding, Sacramento, *Yosemite

12017 total pending cases revised.
2Includes one temporary judgeship.
3Modesto applies only to the bankruptcy court. Yosemite applies only to the district court.

Northern District of California

Caseload Change Per Judgeship

Measure 2017 2018 2017-18 Unweighted 2018 Authorized Judgeships

District Court “District 14
Filings 7,898 8,199 3.8% 586 Bankruptcy 9
Terminations 6,755 7,050 4.4% 504 Magistrate
Pending 8,798 9,928 12.8% 709 Full-time 12

Bankruptcy Court Part-time 0
Filings 9,394 8,684 -7.6% 965

L ) Authorized places of holding court:

Terminations 13,136 10,984 -16.4% 1,220 *Eureka, Oakland, San Francisco,
Pending 17,047 14,747 -13.5% 1,639 San Jose, ?Santa Rosa

12017 total pending cases revised.
2Eureka applies only to the district court. Santa Rosa applies only to the bankruptcy court.

Southern District of California

Caseload Change Per Judgeship
Measure 2017 2018 2017-18 Unweighted 2018 Authorized Judgeships
District Court District 13
Filings 6,732 8,612 27.9% 662 Bankruptcy 4
Terminations 6,207 8,669 39.7% 667 Magistrate
'Pending 5,310 5,225 -1.6% 402 Full-time 11
Bankruptcy Court Part-time 0
Filings 8,201 7,990 -2.6% 1,998
Terminations 9,468 8,567 9.5% 2,142 Authorized places of holding court:
Pending 6,935 6,358 -8.3% 1,590 2El Centro, San Diego

12017 total pending cases revised.
2El Centro applies only to the district court.
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District Caseloads continued

District of Guam

Caseload
Measure 2017 2018
District Court
Filings 181 91
Terminations 133 98
Pending 232 253
Bankruptcy Court
Filings 143 130
Terminations 171 148
Pending 161 143

Change
2017-18

-49.7%
-26.3%
9.1%

-9.1%
-13.5%
-11.2%

Per Judgeship
Unweighted 2018

91
98
253

385
271
327

Note: The chief district judge in Guam also handles all bankruptcy cases.

District of Hawaii

Caseload
Measure 2017 2018
District Court
Filings 827 672
Terminations 828 762
Pending 967 876
Bankruptcy Court
Filings 1,388 1,503
Terminations 1,516 1,510
Pending 2,050 2,043

YIncludes one temporary judgeship.

District of Idaho

Caseload
Measure 2017 2018
District Court
Filings 857 931
Terminations 854 998
Pending 1,073 1,005
Bankruptcy Court
Filings 3,771 3,709
Terminations 3,886 3,823
Pending 2,974 2,860

12017 total pending cases revised.

Change
2017-18

-18.7%
-8.0%
-9.4%

8.3%
-0.4%
-0.3%

Change
2017-18

8.6%
16.9%
-6.3%

-1.6%
-1.6%
-3.8%

Per Judgeship
Unweighted 2018

168
191
219

1,503
1,510
2,043

Per Judgeship
Unweighted 2018

466
499
503

1,855
1,912
1,430

Authorized Judgeships
District
Bankruptcy
Magistrate

Full-time

Part-time

Authorized place of holding court:

Hagatna

Authorized Judgeships
!District
Bankruptcy
Magistrate

Full-time

Part-time

Authorized place of holding court:

Honolulu

Authorized Judgeships
District
Bankruptcy
Magistrate

Full-time

Part-time

Authorized places of holding court:
Boise, Coeur d'Alene, Pocatello
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District Caseloads continued

District of Montana

Caseload Change Per Judgeship
Measure 2017 2018 2017-18 Unweighted 2018 Authorized Judgeships
District Court District 3
Filings 963 1,069 11.0% 356 Bankruptcy 1
Terminations 881 1,100 24.9% 367 Magistrate
Pending 1,006 975 -3.1% 325 Full-time
Bankruptcy Court Part-time 0
Filings 1,314 1,279 -2.7% 1,279
Terminations 1,379 1,442 4.6% 1,442 Authorized places of holding court:
Pending 1,630 1,467 -10.0% 1,467 Billings, Butte, Great Falls, 2Helena, Missoula

12017 total pending cases revised.
’Helena applies only to the district court.

District of Nevada

Caseload Change Per Judgeship

Measure 2017 2018 2017-18 Unweighted 2018 Authorized Judgeships

District Court District 7
Filings 4,441 3,457 -22.2% 494 2Bankruptcy 4
Terminations 3,732 3,735 0.1% 534 Magistrate
Pending 5,746 5,473 -4.8% 782 Full-time

Bankruptcy Court Part-time 0
Filings 8,760 9,258 5.7% 2,315
Terminations 9,867 9,588 -2.8% 2,397 Authorized places of holding court:
'Pending 7,965 7,635 -4.1% 1,909 Las Vegas, Reno

12017 total pending cases revised.
2Includes one authorized temporary judgeship.

District of Northern Mariana Islands

Caseload Change Per Judgeship
Measure 2017 2018 2017-18 Unweighted 2018 Authorized Judgeships
District Court District 1
Filings 41 45 9.8% 45 Bankruptcy 0
Terminations 49 62 26.5% 62 Magistrate
'Pending 75 63 -16.0% 63 Full-time
Bankruptcy Court Part-time
Filings 3 2 - 1 3Combination 1
Terminations 6 4 - 1
Authorized place of holding court:
Pending 6 4 - 1 Saipan

Note: The chief district judge in Northern Mariana Islands also handles all bankruptcy cases.
12017 total pending cases revised.

Percent change not computed when fewer than 10 cases reported for the previous period.
3Heather Kennedy holds the combined position of magistrate judge/clerk of court.
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District of Oregon

Caseload
Measure

District Court
Filings
Terminations
Pending

Bankruptcy Court
Filings
Terminations

Pending

12017 total pending cases revised.
2Medford applies only to the district court.

2017

2,453
2,619
2,776

9,078
10,054
9,669

2018

2,731
2,449
3,063

8,907
9,409
9,168

Change
2017-18

11.3%
-6.5%
10.3%

-1.9%
-6.4%
-5.2%

Eastern District of Washington

Caseload
Measure

District Court
Filings
Terminations
Pending

Bankruptcy Court
Filings
Terminations

Pending

12017 total pending cases revised.
2Richland applies only to the district court.

Western District of Washington

Caseload
Measure

District Court
Filings
Terminations
Pending

Bankruptcy Court
Filings
Terminations

'Pending

12017 total pending cases revised.
Bellingham applies only to the district court.

2017

1,244
1,209
1,070

3,928
4,270
4,028

2017

3,768
3,826
3,274

11,129
12,715
12,961

2018

1,371
1,279
1,144

3,605
3,819
3,814

2018

3,907
3,759
3,429

9,995
11,167
11,789

Change
2017-18

10.2%
5.8%
6.9%

-8.2%
-10.6%
-5.3%

Change
2017-18

3.7%
-1.8%
4.7%

-10.2%
-12.2%
-9.0%

Per Judgeship
Unweighted 2018

455
408
511

1,781
1,882
1,834

Per Judgeship
Unweighted 2018

343
320
286

1,803
1,910
1,907

Per Judgeship
Unweighted 2018

558
537
490

1,999
2,233
2,358

Authorized Judgeships

District 6
Bankruptcy 5
Magistrate
Full-time 6
Part-time 1

Authorized places of holding court:
Eugene, *Medford, Pendleton,
Portland

Authorized Judgeships

District 4
Bankruptcy
Magistrate

Full-time

Part-time 0

Authorized places of holding court:
%Richland, Spokane, Yakima

Authorized Judgeships

District 7
Bankruptcy 5
Magistrate
Full-time 6
Part-time 1

Authorized places of holding court:
2Bellingham, 2Everett, *Port Orchard,
Seattle, Tacoma, Vancouver

Everett and Port Orchard apply only to the bankruptcy court.
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