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sessions (Apr. 12, 1900, ch. 191, § 34, 31 Stat. 84; Mar. 3, 
1911, ch. 231, § 1, 36 Stat. 1087; Jan. 7, 1913; ch. 6, 37 Stat. 
648; July 30, 1914, ch. 216, 38 Stat. 580; Mar. 2, 1917, ch. 
145, § 41, 39 Stat. 965; Mar. 4, 1921, ch. 161, § 1, 41 Stat. 
1412; Sept. 14, 1922, ch. 306, § 1, 42 Stat. 837; Mar. 26, 1938, 
ch. 51, § 2, 52 Stat. 118). 

Section consolidates the last paragraph of section 1 
of title 28, U.S.C., 1940 ed., with portions of section 863 
of title 48, U.S.C., 1940 ed., with changes in phraseology 
necessary to effect consolidation. 

Provisions of section 1 of title 28, U.S.C., 1940 ed., re-
lating to the number of judges in the various districts 
are incorporated in section 133 of this title. 

A portion of section 863 of title 48, U.S.C., 1940 ed., is 
retained in said title 48. For remainder of section 863, 
see Distribution Table. 

The exception in subsection (b) ‘‘except in the Dis-
trict of Columbia’’ conforms with the recent decision in 
U.S. ex. rel. Laughlin v. Eicher, 1944, 56 F.Supp. 972, hold-
ing that residence requirement of section 1 of title 28, 
U.S.C., 1940 ed., did not apply to district judges in the 
District of Columbia. (See reviser’s note under section 
44 of this title.) 

The clause in said last paragraph of section 1 of title 
28 providing that any district judge, who violates the 
residence requirement, shall be deemed guilty of a high 
misdemeanor, was omitted. This penalty provision was 
attached to the residence requirement at the time of 
compilation of the Revised Statutes of 1878, although it 
is apparent that Congress only intended that the pen-
alty should be invoked upon the unauthorized practice 
of law. See U.S. ex. rel. Laughlin v. Eicher, supra, in 
which an outline of the history of said section 1 of title 
28 is given.

Editorial Notes 

AMENDMENTS 

1996—Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 104–317 inserted ‘‘the South-
ern District of New York, and the Eastern District of 
New York,’’ after ‘‘the District of Columbia,’’ and in-
serted ‘‘Each district judge of the Southern District of 
New York and the Eastern District of New York may 
reside within 20 miles of the district to which he or she 
is appointed.’’ at end. 

1971—Subsec. (c). Pub. L. 92–208 struck out provision 
requiring that one of the district judges for the Eastern 
District of Louisiana reside in East Baton Rouge Par-
ish, Louisiana. 

1966—Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 89–571 struck out provisions 
which excepted district judges in Puerto Rico from ten-
ure during good behavior and which instead set eight-
year terms for them to be served until their successors 
were appointed and qualified. 

1961—Subsec. (c). Pub. L. 87–36 required the residence 
of one of the district judges for the Eastern District of 
Louisiana to be in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. 

1959—Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 86–3 struck out provisions 
which limited district judges in Hawaii to a term of six 
years. 

1954—Subsecs. (a) and (b) reenacted without change 
by act Feb. 10, 1954. 

Subsec. (c). Act Feb. 10, 1954, substituted entirely new 
provisions giving the judicial council of the circuit the 
authority to determine residence of district judges 
when it is in the public interest and the nature of the 
business of the district court necessitates the presence 
of a judge at or near a particular place for holding 
court in the district or within a particular part of the 
district, for former provisions relating to residence of 
one of the district judges for the District of Kansas. 

Subsecs. (d), (e). Act Feb. 10, 1954, struck out subsecs. 
(d) and (e) which related to residence of one of the dis-
trict judges for the Southern District of California and 
one of the district judges for the Southern District of 
Texas. 

1949—Subsecs. (c) to (e). Act Aug. 3, 1949, added sub-
secs. (c) to (e).

Statutory Notes and Related Subsidiaries 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1971 AMENDMENT 

Amendment by Pub. L. 92–208 effective 120 days after 
Dec. 18, 1971, see section 3(f) of Pub. L. 92–208, set out 
as a note under section 98 of this title. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1959 AMENDMENT 

Amendment by Pub. L. 86–3 effective on admission of 
Hawaii into the Union, see Effective Date of 1959 
Amendment note set out under section 133 of this title. 
Admission of Hawaii into the Union was accomplished 
Aug. 21, 1959, upon issuance of Proc. No. 3309, Aug. 21, 
1959, 25 F.R. 6868, 73 Stat. c74, as required by sections 1 
and 7(c) of Pub. L. 86–3, Mar. 18, 1959, 73 Stat. 4, set out 
as notes preceding section 491 of Title 48, Territories 
and Insular Possessions. 

TENURE AND SALARY RIGHTS OF JUDGES IN PUERTO 
RICO IN OFFICE ON SEPTEMBER 12, 1966

Pub. L. 89–571, § 4, Sept. 12, 1966, 80 Stat. 764, provided 
that: ‘‘The amendments made by this section to sec-
tions 134 and 373 of title 28, United States Code, shall 
not affect the tenure of office or right to continue to 
receive salary after resignation, retirement, or failure 
of reappointment of any district judge for the district 
of Puerto Rico who is in office on the date of enact-
ment of this Act [Sept. 12, 1966].’’

APPLICABILITY OF ORDERS UNDER 1954 AMENDMENT 

Act Feb. 10, 1954, ch. 6, § 2(b)(13)(b), 68 Stat. 12, pro-
vided: ‘‘Orders made by the judicial councils of the cir-
cuits under the second sentence of subsection (c) of sec-
tion 134 of Title 28, as amended by this section, deter-
mining that a specified district judge shall maintain 
his abode at or near a place or within an area which the 
council has theretofore designated for the abode of a 
district judge under the first sentence of such sub-
section, shall be applicable only to district judges ap-
pointed after the enactment of this act [Feb. 10, 1954].’’

§ 135. Salaries of district judges 

Each judge of a district court of the United 
States shall receive a salary at an annual rate 
determined under section 225 of the Federal Sal-
ary Act of 1967 (2 U.S.C. 351–361), as adjusted by 
section 461 of this title. 

(June 25, 1948, ch. 646, 62 Stat. 897; Mar. 2, 1955, 
ch. 9, § 1(c), 69 Stat. 10; Pub. L. 88–426, title IV, 
§ 403(c), Aug. 14, 1964, 78 Stat. 434; Pub. L. 94–82, 
title II, § 205(b)(3), Aug. 9, 1975, 89 Stat. 422.) 

HISTORICAL AND REVISION NOTES 

Based on title 28, U.S.C., 1940 ed., § 5, and District of 
Columbia Code, 1940 ed., § 11–302 (Mar. 3, 1911, ch. 231, § 2, 
36 Stat. 1087; Feb. 25, 1919, ch. 29, § 1, 40 Stat. 1156; Dec. 
13, 1926, ch. 6, 44 Stat. 919; May 17, 1932, ch. 190, 47 Stat. 
158; July 31, 1946, ch. 704, § 1, 60 Stat. 716). 

Section consolidates section 5 of title 28, U.S.C., 1940 
ed., and section 11–302 of the District of Columbia Code, 
1940 ed. 

‘‘Chief judge,’’ in the District of Columbia, was sub-
stituted for ‘‘Chief Justice’’ which appeared in section 
11–302 of the District of Columbia Code. (See reviser’s 
note under section 136 of this title.) 

Words ‘‘to be paid in monthly installments’’ were 
omitted, since the time of payment is a matter of ad-
ministrative convenience. See 20 Comp. Gen. 834. 

The provision of section 5 of title 28, U.S.C., 1940 ed., 
for salaries of judges of the district court of Alaska was 
omitted as covered by section 101 of Title 48, U.S.C., 
1940 ed., Territories and Insular Possessions, as amend-
ed by a separate section in the bill to enact this revised 
title. The provision of said section for salary of the Vir-
gin Islands district judge was omitted as covered by 
section 5a of title 28, U.S.C., 1940 ed., as amended by a 
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separate section in the bill to enact this revised title. 
Such section 5a is recommended for transfer to title 48, 
U.S.C., 1940 ed., because of the dual nature of the Virgin 
Islands district court. 

For salary of the district judge of Canal Zone district 
court, see section 1348 of title 48, U.S.C., 1940 ed., Terri-
tories and Insular Possessions. 

Changes were made in phraseology.

Editorial Notes 

REFERENCES IN TEXT 

Section 225 of the Federal Salary Act of 1967, referred 
to in text, is section 225 of Pub. L. 90–206, Dec. 16, 1967, 
81 Stat. 642, which is classified to chapter 11 (§ 351 et 
seq.) of Title 2, The Congress. 

AMENDMENTS 

1975—Pub. L. 94–82 substituted provision that each 
judge of a district court shall receive a salary at an an-
nual rate determined under section 225 of the Federal 
Salary Act of 1967, as adjusted by section 461 of this 
title, for provision that each such judge receive a sal-
ary of $30,000. 

1964—Pub. L. 88–426 increased the salary of the dis-
trict court judges from $22,500 to $30,000, and that of the 
chief judge of the District Court for the District of Co-
lumbia from $23,000 to $30,500. 

1955—Act Mar. 2, 1955, increased the salaries of the 
district court judges from $15,000 to $22,500 a year and 
increased the salary of the chief judge of the District 
Court for the District of Columbia from $15,500 to 
$23,000 a year.

Statutory Notes and Related Subsidiaries 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1964 AMENDMENT 

Amendment by Pub. L. 88–426 effective on the first 
day of the first pay period which begins on or after 
July 1, 1964, except to the extent provided in section 
501(c) of Pub. L. 88–426, see section 501 of Pub. L. 88–426. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1955 AMENDMENT 

Amendment by act Mar. 2, 1955, effective Mar. 1, 1955, 
see section 5 of act Mar. 2, 1955, set out as a note under 
section 4501 of Title 2, The Congress.

Statutory Notes and Executive Documents 

SALARY INCREASES 

For adjustment of salaries of district judges under 
this section, see the executive order detailing the ad-
justment of certain rates of pay set out as a note under 
section 5332 of Title 5, Government Organization and 
Employees. 

For prior year salary increases per the recommenda-
tion of the President, see Prior Salary Recommenda-
tions notes under section 358 of Title 2, The Congress. 

For miscellaneous provisions dealing with adjust-
ments of pay and limitations on use of funds to pay sal-
aries in prior years, see notes under section 5318 of 
Title 5, Government Organization and Employees. 

Salary of chief judge of District Court for District of 
Columbia increased from $10,500 to $15,500 a year, and 
salaries of all other district court judges increased 
from $10,000 to $15,000 a year by act July 31, 1946, ch. 
704, § 1, 60 Stat. 716. 

Salary of chief judge of District Court of District of 
Columbia increased from $7,500 to $10,500 a year, and 
salaries of all other district court judges increased 
from $7,500 to $10,000 a year by act Dec. 13, 1926, ch. 6, 
§ 1, 44 Stat. 919. 

Salaries of district court judges increased from $6,000 
to $7,500 a year by act Feb. 25, 1919, ch. 29, § 1, 40 Stat. 
1156. 

Salaries of chief justice and associate justices of Su-
preme Court of District of Columbia, forerunner of Dis-
trict Court for District of Columbia, were set at $5,000 

by act Mar. 3, 1901, ch. 854, § 1, 30 Stat. 1199, and in-
creased to $7,500 a year by act Feb. 25, 1919, ch. 29, § 1, 
40 Stat. 1156. 

Salaries of district court judges set at $6,000 a year by 
Judicial Code of 1911, act Mar. 3, 1911, ch. 231, § 1, 36 
Stat. 1087. 

§ 136. Chief judges; precedence of district judges 

(a)(1) In any district having more than one dis-
trict judge, the chief judge of the district shall 
be the district judge in regular active service 
who is senior in commission of those judges 
who—

(A) are sixty-four years of age or under; 
(B) have served for one year or more as a dis-

trict judge; and 
(C) have not served previously as chief judge.

(2)(A) In any case in which no district judge 
meets the qualifications of paragraph (1), the 
youngest district judge in regular active service 
who is sixty-five years of age or over and who 
has served as district judge for one year or more 
shall act as the chief judge. 

(B) In any case under subparagraph (A) in 
which there is no district judge in regular active 
service who has served as a district judge for one 
year or more, the district judge in regular active 
service who is senior in commission and who has 
not served previously as chief judge shall act as 
the chief judge. 

(3)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph (C), 
the chief judge of the district appointed under 
paragraph (1) shall serve for a term of seven 
years and shall serve after expiration of such 
term until another judge is eligible under para-
graph (1) to serve as chief judge of the district. 

(B) Except as provided in subparagraph (C), a 
district judge acting as chief judge under sub-
paragraph (A) or (B) of paragraph (2) shall serve 
until a judge has been appointed who meets the 
qualifications under paragraph (1). 

(C) No district judge may serve or act as chief 
judge of the district after attaining the age of 
seventy years unless no other district judge is 
qualified to serve as chief judge of the district 
under paragraph (1) or is qualified to act as chief 
judge under paragraph (2). 

(b) The chief judge shall have precedence and 
preside at any session which he attends. 

Other district judges shall have precedence 
and preside according to the seniority of their 
commissions. Judges whose commissions bear 
the same date shall have precedence according 
to seniority in age. 

(c) A judge whose commission extends over 
more than one district shall be junior to all dis-
trict judges except in the district in which he re-
sided at the time he entered upon the duties of 
his office. 

(d) If the chief judge desires to be relieved of 
his duties as chief judge while retaining his ac-
tive status as district judge, he may so certify 
to the Chief Justice of the United States, and 
thereafter, the chief judge of the district shall 
be such other district judge who is qualified to 
serve or act as chief judge under subsection (a). 

(e) If a chief judge is temporarily unable to 
perform his duties as such, they shall be per-
formed by the district judge in active service, 
present in the district and able and qualified to 
act, who is next in precedence. 
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