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collection, analyses, and reporting to ensure that sentencing data meet the needs of the
Commission, Congress, and the Judiciary; and

• Develop various strategies to pursue and promote the Conference positions listed
above in discussions with the Sentencing Commission, Department of Justice, and Congress.

Last month, the President forwarded to Congress the Conference’s request for $91.3 million
in emergency supplemental funds to pay for the anticipated costs courts will incur because of the
changes in federal sentencing. In addition to increased workload associated with pending and new
cases, a significant number of federal inmates are expected to ask federal courts to reconsider their
cases. The Judicial Conference also requested  $10.5 million to fund the anticipated costs of the
newly enacted Class Action Fairness Act of 2005.

At its semi-annual meeting today, the Conference also agreed to ask Congress to create nine
permanent and three temporary court of appeals judgeships and 44 permanent and 12 temporary
district judgeships. For a list of the recommended judgeships and statistical profiles of the courts
requesting judgeships, go to www.uscourts.gov/judgesrecommendation2005.htm.

The last comprehensive judgeship bill was enacted in 1990. Since that time, there have
been no new court of appeals judgeships created, while the number of filings has grown by 46
percent over this period. A total of 34 district judgeships have been created through various pieces
of legislation since 1990. The number of cases filed in district courts has increased by 39 percent
(33 percent for civil and 77 percent for criminal felony) since 1990.

The Judicial Conference of the United States is the principal policy-making body for the
federal court system. The Chief Justice serves as the presiding officer of the Conference, which is
comprised of the chief judges of the 13 courts of appeals, a district judge from each of the 12
geographic circuits, and the chief judge of the Court of International Trade. The Conference meets
twice a year to consider administrative and policy issues affecting the court system and to make
recommendations to Congress concerning legislation involving the Judicial Branch. A list of
Conference members follows.
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JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES

RESOLUTION

The brutal murders of the husband and mother of United States Judge Joan Humphrey Lefkow of

the Northern District of Illinois on February 28, 2005, are an attack against the rule of law in the United

States.  This tragedy suffered by a member of our judicial family, as well as the horrific events that

occurred on March 11, 2005, in the courthouse in Fulton County, Georgia, strike at the core of our

system of government.  A fair and impartial judiciary is the backbone of a democracy.  These tragic

events cannot and will not undermine the judiciary’s essential role in our society.

We, the members of the Judicial Conference, call upon leaders of the United States Department

of Justice and of the United States Marshals Service (whose primary responsibility is the security of

members of the federal judiciary and their families) to review fully and expeditiously all aspects of

judicial security and, in particular, security at judges’ homes and other locations away from the court-

house.  We also call upon both the legislative and executive branches to provide adequate funding for

this essential function.

Accordingly, the Judicial Conference of the United States declares that (1) the crisis in off-site

judicial security evidenced in part by the recent deaths of Judge Lefkow’s husband and mother is of the

gravest concern to the federal judiciary, and (2) addressing this matter is of the highest urgency to the

Conference and will be the top priority in the judiciary’s discussions with the Attorney General of the

United States and other Justice Department representatives, including the Director of the United States

Marshals Service.




