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Median damages 
rise with 
time-to-trial 

Chart 7c 

Chart 7c reflects the direct relationship 
between the median damages award 
and the number of years to trial. 
Several factors might influence this 
relationship. Cases involving higher 
potential damages awards are more 
complex and, thus, take longer to 
reach trial. Also, increased time-to-trial 
provides a longer period over which 
sales can occur, thereby increasing the 
potential damages base. 

Chart 7c. Median damages based on 
time-to-trial: 1995-2012 
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Virginia Eastern, 
Wisconsin Western 
speediest in time-to-trial 

Chart 7d 

Since 1995, significant variations have 
occurred in the median time-to-trial 
across jurisdictions. To assess the 
lead time, we focused on the most 
active districts. Chart 7d summarizes 
the median time-to-trial among 
these courts from 1995 to 2012. As 
indicated, the Virginia Eastern and 
Wisconsin Western districts boast 

the shortest time-to-trial, which has 
been significantly lower than the next 
district or the median. The fastest five 
districts and overall median time-to
trial have remained consistent from 
our last study. 

Chart 7d. Median time-to-trial by district from 1995-2012 
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Includes only the 15 most active districts for which tlme·tO·trlal data was available. 
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