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A total of 32,879 defendants

were placed under supervision in

the pretrial services system in 20O7 ,
a decrease of 2 percent from the
previous year. The proportion of

defendants who were illegal aliens,

along with growth in immigration

cases, continued to affect the number

of persons received for supervision,

because illegal aliens and defendants

charged with immigration offenses

usually are detained given their high

risk offlight. Thirty-four percent of

defendants in pretrial services cases

were illegal aliens, up two percent-

age points from the total for 2006.

For persons under pretrial servic-

es supervision, PSOs monitored com-
pliance with the release conditions

set by the courts, provided necessary

support services (such as substance

abuse treatment), and informed the

courts and U.S. attorneys ofall appar-

ent violations of release conditions.

This year, 33,708 defendants were

released with specified conditions

such as pretrial services supervision

or home confinement. The release

condition ordered most often was
pretrial services supervision, which

was imposed on 93 percent of defen-

dants released, a decline of 4 percent-

age points from the previous year,

Substance abuse treatment and test-

ing were ordered for almost 30 per-

cent ofthe defendants, a reduction of

three percentage points from the year

before. Substance abuse testing also

dropped from22 percent of defen-

dants last year to 21 percent this year,

Pretrial diversion is a period of

supervision proposed by an assistant

U.S. attorney and agreed to by a de-

fendant as an alternative to the pros-

ecution of criminal charges in federal

court. Diversion thus preserve$ pros-

ecutorial and judicial resources for

more serious criminal matters. In

2007, the number of pretrial diversion

cases activated grew by 20 cases to

1,6,16; this represented approximately

2 percent of activated cases in 2007,

the same proportion as in 2006.

Pretrial services statistics appear

in the H series of the appendix tables.

Complaints Against
Iudicial Officers

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 351(a) and

353, any person alleging that a circuit
judge, a district judge, a bankruptcy
judge, or a magistrate judge has

engaged in conduct prejudicial to the

effective and expeditious administra-

tion ofthe business ofthe courts, or

alleging that such an officer cannot

discharge all the duties of the office

because of physical or mental dis-

ability, may file a complaint with the

clerk of the court of appeals for that

circuit or the clerk of the applicable

national court. A single complaint

may involve multiple allegations

against numerous judicial officers.

Ln2007, the number of iudicial
complaints filed increased for the

first time in four years, rising 22

percent to 841. Court staffs have

attributed this increase to the

following circumstances: As proce-

dures for complaining about judicial

misconduct have become more

widely disseminated, some litigants

have been treating them as a form of

appeal; one circuit has changed its

complaint procedures; and some
prisoners precluded from filing

repetitive civil actions or habeas

corpus petitions have moved their

litigation efforts to the judicial

complaints sphere.

The number of concluded

complaints grew 15 percent to752.

Because complaints filed outnum-

bered complaints concluded, pending

judicial complaints climbed 37
percent to 330.

As in past years, the allegations

cited most often were prejudice/bias,

abuse of judicial power, and'btherl

More than one-half of all complaints

filed originated in the Fourth, Fifth,

Ninth, and Eleventh Circuits.

Of the 752 complaints that were

concluded, chief judges terminated

4[04, and circuit judicial councils

terminated 348. Of the complaints

concluded by chiefjudges, 79 percent

were found to be not covered under

28 U.S.C. 351 - 364 because they

were directly related to the merits of

the decisions or to procedural rul-

ings rendered by the judges named

in the complaints, The remaining

complaints were concluded because

they did not conform with the statute,

they were frivolous, appropriate

action already had been taken, ac-

tion no longer was necessary, or the

complaint had been withdrawn.

Of the complaints that were

concluded by circuit judicial councils,

34[0 were terminated following the

review of a chief judge's dismissal.

Four were dismissed after a report

was made by an investigating com-

mittee; two complaints were with-



drawn; and two resulted in disciplin-

ary action, one following the report

of an investigating committee.

A total of five special investi-

gating committees were appointed

this year-one each in the Second,

Seventh, and Tenth Circuits and two

in the Fifth Circuit. The work of these

investigating committees may or may

not have been completed this year.

Table 10 and Supplemental Table

S-22 summarize f udicial complaints

activity from 2005 through 2007.

Status of Article
III fudgeships

On September 30, 2007, a total

of 16 vacancies existed among the

179 judgeships authorized for the

U.S. courts ofappeals, an increase of

14 percent (2 more vacancies) over

the total a year ago. Nine of these

vacancies had been unfilled for more

than 18 months (six had been vacant

that long one year earlier). Table 11

provides information on the status

of Article III judgeships since 2003.

On September 3O, 2OO7 , a total of

31 vacancies existed among the 678

Article III iudgeships in the district

courts, a decrease of 2 compared to

Table 10
Judicial Complaints Filed, Goncluded, and Pending

Fiscal Years 2005,2006, and 2OO7

2005 2006 * 2007

Filed

Concluded

By Chief Judges

Dismissed

Corrective Action Taken
Withdrawn

By Judicial Councils

After Review of Chief Judge's Dismissal 1

Dismissed

Withdrawn

Action Taken

Referred to Judicial Conference
After Report of lnvestigating Committee

Dismissed

Withdrawn

Action Taken

Referred to Judicial Conference
Pending

Special Investigati ng Committees Appointed
* Revised.
1 Petition for review of a chief judge's dismissal of a complaint.
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