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Chair Issa, Ranking Member Johnson and members of the subcommittee, thank you for the
opportunity to submit testimony regarding judicial security and the increasing threats
against judges.

Our organization, Citizens for Responsibility and Ethics in Washington (CREW), is a
nonpartisan nonprofit organization dedicated to ethics, transparency and accountability.
We write to join a chorus of judges and lawmakers deeply concerned about judicial
security.! As judges confront an increasing and unprecedented number of threats,? we urge
Congress to bolster judicial security and reject efforts to undercut the judiciary’s
independence.

As detailed in Chief Justice John Roberts’ 2024 Year-End Report, in the past decade the
volume of threats against judges who are simply doing their jobs has more than tripled,
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requiring the U.S. Marshals Service to assign full-time security details to several federal
judges.® The mere existence of these efforts to intimidate judges—regardless of whether a
judge is physically harmed—threatens judicial independence and undermines confidence
in the judicial system. It is therefore unsurprising that following a wave of bomb threats,
swatting, calls for violence and attacks on judges and their families,* federal judges have
implored members of Congress to act. “This is not hyperbole,” said federal District Judge
Esther Salas, whose son was killed by a lawyer who had appeared before her.* “ am begging
our leaders to realize that there are lives at stake.”® Other judicial leaders, including Senior
Circuit Judge Richard Sullivan, chair of the Judicial Conference’s Committee on Judicial
Security, and Senior Circuit Judge Jeffrey Sutton have echoed these concerns, accurately
casting attacks on judges and their families as attacks on public servants who are “doing
their level best to do their job[s].”

In April, the Judicial Conference outlined the risks of continued court security funding
shortfalls in a letter to the House and Senate Appropriations Committees, explaining that a
failure to ensure court security amidst escalating threats to judges and courthouses
“mak(es] this situation unsustainable.”® Judge Robert J. Conrad, Jr., Director of the
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, recently expanded on these concerns, stating that
“rhetoric has escalated to a degree that is threatening the safety of federal judges and their
families, as well as the safety of court personnel, litigants, and the public in federal
courthouses.” Congress must take seriously its role in conducting oversight of judicial
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security, and recognize how the physical safety of judges and their families, as well as the
judiciary’s capacity to ensure adequate courthouse security, affects each judge’s ability to
independently consider the merits of the cases before them and issue decisions on
controversial issues without fear of violence.

In addition, Congress must ensure that the agency charged with providing personal
protection for judges and court officials—the U.S. Marshals Service (USMS)"—cannot divert
resources needed for judicial security to other purposes.? Despite its dual accountability to
the executive and judicial branches® and the general availability of the USMS's salaries and
expenses appropriation for purposes other than judicial security,* the USMS’s “primary role
and mission” is to provide security for the federal courts.” In light of this responsibility, we
urge Congress to explicitly require that the USMS fulfill the Judicial Conference’s requested
security requirements, prevent the USMS from diverting judicial security funding to other
purposes and ensure that the USMS fulfills this statutory function.

Intimidation and threats of violence against judges and their families strike at the core of
our judicial security concerns. But as Chief Justice Roberts’ 2024 report noted, the "defiance
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of judgments lawfully entered by courts of competent jurisdiction” presents another threat
tojudicial independence.’®

To that end, we are particularly concerned by recent legislative efforts to restrict both
federal courts’ inherent contempt powers and their discretion in issuing temporary relief to
litigants.”” We urge Congress to reject attempts to limit federal courts’ ability to issue
injunctive relief or to impose or enforce contempt sanctions for failure to comply with such
orders.”® At a time when the judiciary already is under attack, it would be particularly
dangerous, and could lead to more intimidation and violence against judges, to effectively
sanction defiance of court orders by undercutting the judicial branch’s exercise of its
inherent, constitutional and statutory powers.

We thank the subcommittee for taking seriously its responsibility to ensure the protection
and independence of the judiciary. We hope that as attacks on the judiciary invariably
increase, so too will Congress's efforts to support both security for and the legitimacy of our
third branch of government. The physical safety of judges and their families, the security of
our courthouses and the independence of the judiciary depend on it.
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